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DIGEST  OF  PUBLIC  LAW  51 


MILITARY  TRAINING  (approved  June  19,  1951).  The  Universal  Military- 
Training  and  Service  Act.  Amends  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948 
so  as  to  reduce  the  draft  age  from  19  years  to  18^-  years,  but  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  person  shall  be  inducted  below  age  19  so  long  as  eli¬ 
gible  persons  between  19  and  25  are  available  to  a  particular  local 
board.  Extends  the  authority  to  induct  men  into  the  armed  forces 
for  4  years,  until  July  1,  1955.  Provides  for  deferment  of  high 
school  students  until  they  graduate  or  become  20.  Permits  college 
students  to  be  deferred  until  they  complete  their  academic  year. 
Authorizes  the  President  to  provide  for  deferment  of  persons  whose 
activity  in  study,  research,  veterinary,  scientific,  or  other  endeav¬ 
ors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest.  Provides  for  a  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Commission  to  exercise  general  supervision  over  a  National  Security- 
Training  Corps  for  basic  military  training;  requires  the  Commission 
within  4  months,  to  submit  legislative  recommendations  including  a 
broad  outline  of  such  training;  prohibits  inductions  for  the  corps 
until  Congress  has  considered  these  recommendations;  and  provides 
for  training  of  inductees  for  six  months. 


INDEX  AND  SUMMARY  OF  S.  1 

January  8,  1951  Mr.  Russell  for  himself  and  eleven  other  Senators 

introduced  (by  request)  S.  1  which  was  read  twice 
and  referred  to  Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
Print  of  bill  as  introduced. 


January  10,  1951  Hearings:  (Copy  for  lending  purposes  available 

in  Hearings  file.) 

January  18,  1951  Amendments  (in  nature  of  substitute)  intended  to 

be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas,  for  himself 
and  eleven  other  Senators  (by  request)  to  3.  1. 
Print  of  amendments  as  referred  to  Comm,  on  Armed 
Services • 


January  19,  1951  Mr.  Vinson  introduced  H.  R.  1752  (similar  bill), 

which  was  referred  to  House  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  Print  of  bill  as  introduced. 


February  12,  1951  Senate  Prepardness  Subcommittee  voted  to  report 

to  full  Committee,  a  revised  draft  of  S.l.  Print 
of  revised  draft  not  included  in  this  history. 

February  21,  1951  S.  1,  reported  with  amendments.  Senate  Report 

117.  Print  of  bill  as  reported. 
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February  22,  1951 

February  26,  1951 


February  27,  1951 
February  28,  1951 
March  1,  1951 
March  2,  1951 

March  5,  1951 


March  6,  1951 


March  7,  1951 


March  9,  1951 

March  12,  1951 
March  15,  1951 


Mr.  Vinson  introduced  H.  R.  2811,  (companion  bill) 
which  was  referred  to  the  House  Committee  on  Armed 
Services . 

Made  unfinished  business  of  the  Senate.  Text  of 
bill  is  printed  in  the  Record,  (pp.  1577-80). 

Various  Senate  amendments  proposed  to  S.  1. 

Senate  began  debate. 

Continued  debate 

Continued  debate 

Continued  debate. 

Agreed  to  vote  on  amendment  authorizing  induction  at 
18|  with  provision  for  voluntary  induction  at  18. 

Senate  continued  debate. 

Agreed  to  modified  Morse  amendment  changing  from 
26  months  to  24  months  the  term  of  service  of  inductee 

Rejected  Morse  amendments  setting  18-|  as  the  age  for 
compulsory  induction  with  voluntary  induction  at  18, 
authorizing  the  calling  into  service  of  certain  re¬ 
serve  and  retired  components,  and  authorizing  tempo- 
ary  removal  fran  service  of  up  to  150,000  instead 
of  75,000  persons  for  study  or  research  in  special¬ 
ized  fields. 

Senate  continued  debate  on  S.  1. 

Rejected  a  T'orse  amendment  to  limit  enlistments  to 
3  years. 

Senate  continued  debate  on  S.  1. 

Agreed  to  an  amendment  by  Senator  Morse  as  amended 
by  an  amendment  by  Senator  Robertson,  to  place  a 
ceiling  of  4  million  on  active  duty  personnel  of 
the  armed  forces,  by  a  vote  of  49-41. 

Passed  S.  1,  79-5,  with  amendments. 

The  bill,  as  passed,  is  printed  in  the  Record. 

(pp.  2274-7)/ 

S.  1  referred  to  House  and  referred  to  Committee 
on  Armed  Services.  Print  of  bill  as  referred. 

House  Armed  Services  Committee  reported  with, 
amendment,  S.  1.  As  reported  the  bill  contains 
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March  19,  1951 
March  20,  1951 

April  2,  1951 

April  3,  1951 
April  4,  1951 
April  5,  1951 
April  6,  1951 
April  9,  1951 


April  10,  1951 
April  11,  1951 


April  12,  1951 


language  of  H.  R.  2211,  which  was  inserted  as  a 
substitute  amendment.  The  bill  would  lower  the 
present  draft  age  from  19  to  18j  years  and  extend 
the  length  of  servj.ce  from  21  to  26  months. 

House  Rules  Committee  reported  resolution  for  the 
consideration  of  S.  1. 

Mr.  Barden  introduced  H.  R.  3364,  (similar  bill) 
which  was  referred  to  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 
Print  of  the  bill  as  introduced. 

Mr.  Anderson,  California,  introduced  H.  R.  3453 
(similar  bill)  which  was  referred  to  Armed  Service 
Committee.  Print  of  bill  as  introduced. 

House  began  debate  on  S.  1 

Continued  debate 

Continued  debate 

Continued  debate 

"Daily  Digest"  stated  that  House  Armed  Services 
Committee  "Approved  unanimously  an  amendment  to 
be  offered  to  S.  1,  which  would  require  both 
congressional  and  Executive  approval  of  any  future 
legislative  proposal  to  put  universal  military 
training  into  effect.  The  provision  now  in  the 
measure  being  considered  in  the  House  would  call 
for  a  commission  to  draw  up  details  of  a  UMT  plan 
as  soon  as  possible,  which  will  go  into  effect 
automatically  unless  rejected  by  Congress  within 
60  days." 

House  continued  debate  on  S.  1 
Continued  debate. 

Rejected  an  amendment  to  end  the  training  program, 
in  1954.  Adopted  amendments  designed  to  repeal 
Executive  order  on  deferment  of  students  with 
high  scholastic  grades  and  to  leave  educational 
deferments  to  each  local  draft  board;  and  to 
strengthen  the  provision  prohibiting  the  sending 
of  inductees  into  combat  areas  prior  to  6  months 
of  training.  The  pending  question  is  a  substitute 
offered  by  Representative  Barden  providing  for  an 
extension  of  the  draft  with  no  provisions  for 
universal  military  training. 

Continued  debate. 


Rejected,  140-232,  the  Barden  amendment  which  would 
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continue  the  draft  with  no  provision  for  universal 
military  training. 


April  13,  1951 


April  17,  1951 


fey  21,  1951 


fey  31,  1951 


House  passed,  372-44  with  amendments,  S.  1,  after 
rejecting,  121-296,  a  motion  to  recommit  it. 

House  conferees  were  appointed. 

As  passed,  the  bill  provides  for  extending  the  dr* ft 
Until  July  1,  1954,  lov/ers  the  induction  age  to  18§- 
years,  lengthens  the  training  period  from  21  to  26 
months,  and  provides  Congress  a  chance  to  vote  later 
on  a  national  security  training  program. 

Senate  congerees  Y/ere  appointed. 

Print  of  bill  SI,  with  the  amendment  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

Conferees  on  S.  1,  reached  agreement  on  some  of  the 
differences  between  the  House  and  Senate  passed  versions 
of  the  bill  as  follows :  Set  the  ceiling  for  our  total 
armed  forces  at  5  million;  agreed  that  the  age  for 
selective-service  registration  shall  be  IS,  and  before 
a  registrant  reaches  1&§  he  shall  be  classified  and 
can  be  inducted  for  training  at  any  time  after  !&§•, 
.provided  all  persons  eligible  in  each  draft  board 
above  19  shall  have  been  called  before  calling  those 
below  19;  fixed  July  1,  1955  as  the  cut-off  date  for 
selective  service;  accepted  the  House  amendments  on 
physical  standards  and  mental  tests;  agreed  to  allow 
local  boards  to  defer  conscientious  objectors  if 
engaged  in  defense  work;  and  agreed  to  suspend  until 
July  1,  1954,  the  present  limitation  on  enlistment  of 
women  in  the  armed  services. 

Both  House  received  the  conference  report  on  S.  1,  the 
military  training  and  selective  service  bill.  The 
report  was  discussed  in  the  Senate,  but  action  Yras 
postponed  until  today. 

The  revised  bill  includes  provisions  as  follows:  Re¬ 
duces  the  draft  age  from  19  years  to  18§-  years,  but 
provides  that  no  person  shall  be  inducted  below  age 
19  so  long  as  eligible  persons  between  19  and  25  are 
available  to  a  particular  local  board.  Sxtends  the 
authority  to  induct  men  into  the  armed  forces  for  4 
years,  until  July  1,  1955.  Provides  for  deferment 
of  high  school  students  until  they  graduate  or  become 
20.  Permits  college  students  to  be  deferred  until 
they  complete  their  academe  year.  Authorizes  the 
President  to  provide  for  deferment  of  persons  whose 


X*v!e  '  xv  ao/L  rvn'to  nit  fdjv  d  .  ~b  add  a? mirror 

.  '  r .  n  ■  *ld  7  vXlx.it 


1  tC  .  •  :)*■’>  •  .-.j  *"W  4  f  t  'SSPP'J  X':-.rf  :t  X?  r  trX  XilqA 

.  <.  "  '  H 

.  bednrioqqx;  319W  r.«?9T  ...too  earro:: 

^,11  9r':v  -ibrro  e  10I  arabivo*'q  CIxdF  erfd  .jaaeaq  A 

o  , 

\  '  9  'IX  -  •  '  ■  id  '  -:rt  ;  •■  t-  ■  c  .. 

ie  :r,x  J  v  (  t-  30“  x  .  p--  *r  ffoC  aaoivo-v ■  1  ■'  ,  •-x'dno-T 
.  r-  ■  1  •  n  y.  rr-  os?  rr  •  t  o 

.  o  y*r  «•  p-  7'  -  «■  )  *J  "  t  •  I  -  I  tr‘ "  i  •’ ~ q A 

i  dnai .  o  i  r  •  odd  r  ,X?.  XX.  t  >  J"*  ^ 

:J:  h  t-  v  '•  •  •  '• 

:  n  'ie  r  -  '  V x  x.  x  •••  -.da  S'  -v  cs*  r.± 

Isd’OC  'V  D  X,-;.'  •-  ;1  .  O  -  • '  >.  :  31"  Xo>  3P  lj  C  fd  'll 

"»1  o  <•  f  di-  J-  ba-x  i  ;  rtoxXXx  x  5  &&  s^oio’i  vrt£ 

9K  ts  f  b;-,£  .  .  r  k:';.  rtc  -id'  '  -t  i  e-!  idoel  P 
. >  be  ici,.  /  -  X  is  e'*  I  oerlofr-ri  dot  iJaX'-'vr  ; 

.  r  ••  • .  -  1  ■"  .  •  ■  "  ■  ■-■ 

. 

•■lit.  ad  a  1  "• -'to  &d&  v-  ;)9£  tI  vlxb  bxxx'  ;  E  \mt  d 

r r  &-  'boons:  e  o  &>  1  .oedqeoos  je-'dvi-.a  e~r±  'oal  -e 

-r  , ■  •  *p+B  !  :  Lidn.-x-  brt.-:  p^d  r.  '  '"  --r: 

£  ?•:  ■  o'.;  o  oi'd  '  toe r?  f  Ix,o  X 

XiyJrr;  bnsqsr  :  '  b  •••t -  -  b;t«  ?vidw  e.-uieleb  rrx  *r-  v^e 

To  x  fdeiln  n  xixb.  txX  d  -Tarp  jri  t.  .V.?X  f  l 

,  3°  '  ,  ;.  f  ..  ;7  <OVf 


e-’d  .X  .c  ro  dioneT  ^o^eielr  ■  r  9rfd  bevrexei  esrro*-'  'dofT  X$9X  tX£  X®’1 

,  ;  193  :X 

cp>:  rto  td'u.  drf  te.+:  e-'d  rxr  benerroe  cb  psw  ■H’ocsi 

.  r-bod  Lfcdrrx  tpr  - 

-orf  j  pt/oXXoT:  zn  ano  sivoic  e-  ro  i  I1?  M  b  '  s*fT 
d:;-  tei«er;  r~X  od  et£.  ••;  <  *  rc  id  dd  ib  e  ’d  •’•'oifo 

,  Ip.  -dotr'  '  r  .  •■>  ■  \t  ", cr  '- 

d  Bbnad^S  .birxd  XbooX  i»X  ■  1  -  ~  a 
.  *■ ■"'d  pooioI  b;  n  .  p  d  odtiX  "r-nt  doxrbar  id  \'di*£->rXtaa 
■n--  b  to":  . o-  ,  \  :  ..  Cidrr 

o;  ;  to  s  ,r‘  r  'd  Cc  ’  r  pd  •>  ■  Xoo  os  r  ;  {  do 

Xx:*rcr  '"Ti‘ ’  oJ  adrtejtrd  o  -i  • )  -  x  •  I  .OS 

-*!d  r  oI  ^ob  ■  \  ■>  Zqiino  ■  o  fd 

©c*.<  v  srt  v-T.  do  drra  i  3b  led  sbxvo  .  oX  drf  ibxeeiH 


activity  in  study,  research,  veterinary,  scientific, 
or  other  endeavors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  inter¬ 
est.  Provides  for  a  National  Security  Training 
Commission  to  exercise  general  supervision  over  a 
National  Security  Training  Corps  for  basic  military 
training;  requires  the  Commission,  within  4  months, 
to  submit  legislative  recommendations  including  a 
broad  outline  of  such  training;  prohibits  inductions 
for  the  Corps  until  Congress  has  considered  these 
recommendations;  and  provides  for  training  of  inductees 
for  6  months. 


June  1,  1951  Senate  agreed  to  Conference  Report.  Print  of  report. 

June  7,  1951  House  agreed  to  Conference  Report  on  S.  1,  by  vote 

of  339-41. 

June  19,  1951  Approved.  Public  Lav/  51  —  82nd  Congress. 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

January  8, 1951 

Mr.  Russell  (for  himself,  Mr.  Byrd,  Mr.  Chapman,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas, 
Mr.  Keeauver,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Bridges,  Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Morse,  Mr. 
Iynowland,  Mr.  Cain,  and  Mr.  Malone)  (by  request)  introduced  the 
following  bill;  which  was  read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  (a)  the  Congress  declares  that  in  a  free  society  the 

4  obligations  and  privileges  of  training  and  service  should  be 

5  shared  generally  in  accordance  with  a  fair  and  just  system 

6  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  an  effective  national 

7  economy ; 

8  (b)  the  Congress  further  declares — 

9  ( 1 )  that  to  provide  the  common  defense  for  which 
10  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  was  ordained  and 


2 


1  established,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 

2  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States 

3  owes  to  our  country  an  obligation  to  undergo  training 

4  which  will  fit  him  to  contribute  to  its  protection  in  time 

5  of  emergency ; 

6  (2)  that  adequate  preparedness  will  prevent  wars 

7  against  this  country  and  the  needless  sacrifice  of  human 

8  life ;  and 

9  (3)  that  a  citizenry  trained  for  defense  is  the  bul- 

10  wark  of  democracy  and  the  keystone  of  preparedness 

11  and  can  best  be  assured  through  youth  training  for 

12  national  security. 

13  Title  I— Universal  Training 

14  national  security  training  commission 

15  Sec.  101.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “National 

16  Security  Training  Act  of  1951”. 

17  Sec.  102.  There  is  hereby  established  the  National 

18  Security  Training  Commission  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 

19  “Commission”),  which  shall  consist  of  five  members,  ap- 

20  pointed  by  the  President  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 

21  of  the  Senate.  No  member  of  the  Kegular  services  of  the 

22  Armed  Forces,  (active  or  retired)  of  the  United  States  shall 
2&  be  eligible  do  serve  on  the  Commission.  Not  more  than 

24  three  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  members  of  the 

25  same  political  party.  The  President  shall  select  the 
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Chairman  of  the  Commission  from  among  its  civilian  mem¬ 
bers.  The  Commission  shall  report  directly  to  the 
President.  The  Commission  shall  cause  a  seal  to  be  made 
of  such  design  as  the  President  may  approve,  and  judicial 
notice  shall  be  taken  thereof. 

Sec.  103.  The  civilian  member  of  the  Commission, 
other  than  the  Chairman,  shall  receive  compensation  at  the 
rate  of  $15,000  per  annum,  and  the  Chairman  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  of  $16,000  per  annum.  The  mili¬ 
tary  member  shall  receive  the  pay  and  allowances  to  which 
he  is  otherwise  entitled  by  law.  The  civilian  members  shall 
serve  for  terms  of  three  years. 

Sec.  104.  The  Commission  shall  have  an  executive 
director  who  shall  be  the  principal  executive  officer  thereof. 
The  executive  director  shall  be  appointed  from  civilian  life 
by  the  Commission  and  shall  receive  compensation  at  the 
rate  of  $14,000  per  annum.  No  member  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  eligible  to  serve  as  executive  director.  The  executive 
director  shall  perform  such  duties  in  connection  with  execut¬ 
ing  the  functions  of  the  Commission  as  the  Commission  may 
direct.  For  this  purpose  any  power,  function,  or  duty  of  the 
Commission  may,  at  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  be 
exercised  or  performed  by  the  executive  director. 

Sec.  105.  Subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President, 


the  Commission  shall: 
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(a)  Establish  such  policies  and  standards  and  issue 
such  directives  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  this  title  and  all  agencies  authorized  to  carry  out  any 
of  the  purposes  of  this  title  shall  be  governed  thereby; 
and 

(b)  Provide  for  ascertaining  the  manner  in  which 
the  authorized  agencies  carry  out  the  functions  assigned 
to  them  through  a  system  of  civilian  inspection.  No 
agency  conducting  training  under  the  terms  of  this  title 
shah  deny  to  a  person  being  trained  the  right  of  access 
to  a  member  of  such  inspection  system. 

Sec.  106.  The  Commission  is  authorized,  subject  to  the 
civil  service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  to  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  civilian 
personnel  as  are  necessary  for  the  performance  of  its  func¬ 
tions.  Civilian  personnel  required  for  the  execution  of  this 
title  may  be  employed  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  14  of  the  Act  of  May  24,  1946,  entitled  “Federal 
Employees  Pay  Act  of  1946”  (60  Stat.  216),  with  respect 
to  the  maximum  limitation  as  to  the  number  of  civilian 
employees. 

Sec.  107.  The  Commission  may  exercise  any  of  its 
functions  through  such  officials  or  agencies  as  it  may 
designate. 
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Sec.  108.  (a)  There  is  hereby  created  within  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  National  Security  Training  Advisory  Board  which 
shall  consist  of  a  civilian  Chairman  and  not  less  than  ten 
nor  more  than  twenty-five  other  members  appointed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission,  three  of  whom  shall  be 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  designated  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense.  The  Chairman  and  other  civilian  members  of  the 
Board  shall  serve  for  such  terms  as  the  Commission  shall 
prescribe  and  shall,  while  actually  serving  with  the  Board, 
receive  a  per  diem  of  not  to  exceed  $50  for  each  day 
engaged  in  the  business  of  the  Board  pursuant  to  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  the  Board,  and  shall  be  allowed  actual  and  necessary 
traveling  and  subsistence  expenses  (including,  in  lieu  of 
subsistence,  per  diem  allowances  at  a  rate  not  in  excess  of 
$10)  when  engaged,  away  from  home,  in  the  duties  of  their 
office.  The  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  receive  the 
pay  and  allowances  to  which  they  are  otherwise  entitled  by 
law. 

(b)  The  National  Security  Training  Advisory  Board 
shall  advise  the  Commission,  with  particular  attention  to  the 
moral,  religious,  recreational,  informational,  and  educational 
phases  of  universal  training,  and  shall  undertake  such  investi¬ 
gations  and  studies  as  requested  by  the  Commission. 
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NATIONAL  SECUEITY  TRAINING  CORPS 

Sec.  109.  There  is  hereby  created  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  of  the  United  States  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  the  “Corps”) ,  to  he  composed  of  male  persons  who  shall 
he  inducted  into  it  for  training  as  hereinafter  provided. 
Members  of  the  corps  shall  be  organized,  administered,  and 
trained  by  training  agencies  as  provided  herein,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the  Commission. 

Sec.  110.  (a)  An  individual  shall  be  considered  to 
have  been  inducted  into  the  corps  and  to  have  become  a 
member  thereof  upon  taking  and  subscribing  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  oath  or  affirmation: 

“As  a  member  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
I,  ,  do  solemnly  swear  (or  affirm)  that 

I  will  bear  true  faith  and  allegiance  to  the  United  States 
of  America  and  that  I  will  obey  the  orders  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  of  America  and  that  I  will  obey  the 
orders  of  the  officers  or  other  persons  appointed  over  me  ac¬ 
cording  to  law.  So  help  me  God.” 

(b)  A  member  of  the  corps  shall  be  subject  to  rules 
and  regulations  pertaining  thereto :  Provided ,  That  he  shall 
be  subject  to  the  Code  of  Conduct  only  while  assigned 
to  active  training  duty  with  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States. 

Sec.  111.  (a)  Service  in  the  corps  shall  consist  of 
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active  training  duty  and  inactive  training  duty.  The  first 
day  of  active  training  duty  shall  be  the  day  of  induction 
into  the  corps.  Upon  successful  completion  of  basic  train¬ 
ing  as  prescribed  herein,  each  member  of  the  corps  shall 
be  furnished  by  the  training  agency  with  a  certificate  of 
completion  of  basic  training.  Such  members  shall  be  ordered 
to  inactive  training  duty  by  the  training  agency  as  of  that 
date  and  shall  remain  on  inactive  training  duty  while  pur¬ 
suing  any  alternative  program  provided  by  section  125  (c) 
except  the  alternative  training  provided  by  section  125 

(c)  (1). 

(b)  Upon  successful  completion  of  an  alternative  pro¬ 
gram,  the  member  shall  be  discharged  from  the  corps  and 
shall  be  furnished  in  every  case  with  a  certificate  of  dis¬ 
charge  issued  by  the  training  agency  concerned. 

(c)  The  Commission  shall  make  provision  for  the  types 
and  conditions  of  discharges  to  be  executed,  which  shall  in¬ 
clude:  Honorable;  general;  undesirable;  bad  conduct;  and 
dishonorable :  Provided,  That  members  of  the  corps  assigned 
to  military  training  shall  be  given  a  dishonorable  or  bad- 
conduct  discharge  only  as  provided  in  the  Code  of  Conduct: 
Provided  further,  That  members  of  the  corps  not  assigned 
to  military  training  shall  be  given  a  dishonorable  or  bad- 
conduct  discharge  in  those  cases  where  a  district  court  of 
the  United  States,  the  Territories,  possessions,  or  the  District 
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of  Columbia,  or  courts  of  the  several  States,  have  sentenced 
a  member  to  imprisonment  for  one  year  or  more. 

Sec.  112.  Upon  discharge  of  a  member  from  the  corps, 
he  shall  not  be  subject  to  any  further  training  or  service 
under  the  provisions  of  this  title:  Provided ,  That  nothing 
in  this  section  shall  in  any  way  limit  or  prohibit  the  call 
to  active  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  any  person  who  is 
a  member  of  a  Eegular  or  Keserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces:  Provided,  further,  That  the  execution  of  a  bad- 
conduct  discharge  or  a  dishonorable  discharge  shall  forfeit 
any  right  to  credit  by  the  member  for  time  served  in  train¬ 
ing,  but  shall  not  prevent  the  member,  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  training  agency  concerned,  from  being 
reinducted  for  all  or  part  of  the  training  prescribed  herein. 

Sec.  113.  Each  member  shall  be  paid,  by  the  training 
agency  to  which  he  is  assigned,  a  cash  allowance  during  his 
active  training  duty  at  the  rate  of  $30.00  per  month;  and 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  training  agency  con¬ 
cerned,  shall  be  furnished  ( 1 )  necessary  transportation, 
including  transportation  from  his  home  to  the  place  of 
induction  and  training  and  return,  (2)  quarters  and  sub¬ 
sistence  or  a  monetary  allowance  in  lieu  thereof  at  a  rate 
not  to  exceed  the  rate  provided  for  enlisted  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  (3)  clothing  and  equipment,  (4)  hos- 
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pitalization,  surgical,  medical,  and  dental  care,  and  other 
necessary  services  and  supplies. 

Sec.  114.  (a)  The  head  of  the  training  agency  con¬ 
cerned  shall  prescribe  the  uniform  for  members  of  the  corps 
in  training  under  his  agency  and  the  conditions  under  which 
it  shall  be  worn,  which  uniform  shall  include  distinctive 
insignia  prescribed  by  the  Commission  and  may  include 
devices  to  denote  grade  or  rank. 

(b)  Subject  to  regulations  of  the  head  of  the  training 
agency  concerned,  members  may,  upon  termination  of  active 
training  duty,  be  authorized  to  retain  clothing  and  equipment. 
Members  discharged  otherwise  than  honorably,  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  to  retain  underclothing,  toilet  articles,  and  non- 
distinctive  articles  of  outer  clothing  and  may  he  furnished 
such  civilian  outer  clothing  as  may  be  necessary. 

Sec.  115.  (a)  Upon  the  application  of  a  member  of 
the  corps  in  proper  form  or  of  any  dependent  of  such  mem¬ 
ber  as  hereinafter  defined,  a  dependency  allowance  shall  be 
paid,  by  the  training  agency  to  which  he  is  assigned,  to  his 
dependents  during  the  period  of  active  training  duty  in  the 
corps.  The  allowance  shall  be  computed  from  the  first  day 
of  the  month  in  which  an  application  is  made  and  shall  end 
on  the  last  day  of  active  training  duty  or  on  the  last  day  of 
S.  1 - 2 
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the  month  in  which  notice  of  termination  of  or  cessation  of 
dependency  is  received  by  the  disbursing  officer  making  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  allowance,  whichever  date  occurs  first:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  total  number  of  payments  shall  not  exceed 
the  total  number  of  months  actually  served  on  active  training 
duty  in  the  corps  by  the  member  thereof.  The  dependency 
allowance  shall  he  paid  without  regard  to  the  pay  status  of 
the  member  while  on  active  training  duty :  Provided,  That  if 
a  member  shall  remain  absent  without  leave  for  a  period  of 
thirty  days,  the  allowance  may  he  terminated  by  the  head 
of  the  training  agency  concerned,  or  officer  or  person  desig¬ 
nated  by  him  for  that  purpose. 

(b)  A  dependent  within  the  meaning  of  this  section  is: 

( 1 )  A  lawful  wife  including  a  former  wife  divorced 
who  has  not  remarried  and  to  whom  alimony  has  been 
decreed  and  is  still  payable. 

(2)  A  child  including :  (a)  a  child  legally  adopted 
in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  the  State,  Territory, 
or  country  in  which  the  adoption  took  place;  (b)  a  step¬ 
child  if  in  fact  dependent  on  the  member  for  his  or  her 
chief  support,  including  a  stepchild  who  after  death  of 
the  natural  parent  or  termination  of  maniage  is  in  fact 
dependent  on  the  member  for  his  or  her  chief  support; 

(c)  an  illegitimate  child,  but  only  if  the  member  has  been 
judicially  ordered  or  decreed  to  contribute  to  such  child’s 
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support  or  lias  been  judicially  decreed  to  be  tbe  putative 
father  of  such  child,  or  has  acknowledged  in  writing 
under  oath  that  he  is  the  father  of  such  child;  (d)  a 
child  to  whom  the  member  stands  in  loco  parentis  and 
has  so  stood  for  not  less  than  twelve  months  prior  to 
the  date  of  application  on  behalf  of  such  child:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  dependency  of  such  child  such  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  commence  at  the  expiration  of  such  twelve- 
month  period. 

(3)  Parent  including  a  father  and  mother,  grand¬ 
father  and  grandmother,  stepfather  and  stepmother, 
father  and  mother  through  adoption,  either  of  the  mem¬ 
ber  or  of  the  spouse,  and  persons  who,  for  a  period  of 
not  less  than  one  year  prior  to  the  member’s  entry  on 

active  training  duty  stood  in  loco  parentis  to  the  member 

« 

concerned:  Provided,  That  such  parent  is  dependent 
upon  the  member  for  his  or  her  chief  support. 

(c)  The  dependency  allowance  shall  be  paid  without  a 
reduction  or  charge  to  the  cash  allowance  of  the  member  in 
the  following  amounts: 

( 1 )  for  one  dependent,  $50  per  month ; 

(2)  for  two  or  more  dependents,  $65  per  month. 

(d)  The  determination  of  all  facts,  including  the  fact 
of  dependency,  in  the  administration  of  this  section  shall 
be  made  by  the  local  board  with  whom  the  member  is  regis- 
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tered,  and  shall  not  be  subject  to  review  in  any  court  or  by 
any  accounting  officer  of  tlie  Government.  Such  local  board 
may  at  any  time  on  the  basis  of  new  evidence  or  for  other 
good  cause  reconsider  or  modify  any  such  determination, 
and  may  waive  the  recovery  of  any  money  erroneously  paid 
under  this  section  whenever  it  finds  that  such  recovery  would 
be  against  equity  and  good  conscience.  The  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office  shall  not  refuse  to  allow  credit  in  the  accounts 
of  any  disbursing  officer  for  any  erroneous  payment  or  over¬ 
payment  made  by  him  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this 
section  unless  such  erroneous  payment  or  overpayment  be 
determined  to  have  been  made  as  a  result  of  gross  negligence 
or  with  the  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States.  No  recovery 
shall  be  made  from  any  person  authorizing  any  erroneous 
payment  under  this  section  unless  such  payment  or  over¬ 
payment  was  authorized  by  him  as  the  result  of  bis  gross 
negligence  or  with  the  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States. 

(e)  The  monthly  dependency  allowances  payable  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  not  be  assignable;  shall  not 
be  subject  to  the  claims  of  creditors  of  any  person  to  whom 
or  on  behalf  of  whom  they  are  paid;  and  shall  not  be  liable 
to  attachment,  levy,  garnishment,  or  seizure  by  or  under  any 
legal  or  equitable  process  whatsoever. 

(f)  Whoever  shall  obtain  or  aid  others  to  obtain  or 
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receive  any  dependency  allowance  or  payment  under  this 
section,  without  being  entitled  thereto  and  with  intent  to 
defraud,  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  be  punished  by  a 
fine  of  not  more  than  $2,000,  or  by  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  one  year  or  both. 

(g)  Whoever  in  any  claim  for  dependency  allowance 
or  in  any  document  required  by  this  section  or  by  regula¬ 
tions  made  under  this  section  makes  any  statement  of  a 
material  fact,  knowing  it  to  he  false,  shall  be  guilty  of  perjury 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
not  more  than  $5,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
two  years,  or  both. 

(h)  Any  person  who  has  been  entitled  to  payment  of 
a  dependency  allowance  under  this  section  and  whose  entitle¬ 
ment  to  payment  of  such  allowance  has  ceased  shall,  if  he 
thereafter  accepts  payment  of  such  allowance  with  the  intent 
to  defraud,  upon  conviction  thereof,  he  punished  by  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  $2,000  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  one  year,  or  both. 

(i)  No  part  of  any  amount  paid  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shall  be  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re¬ 
ceived  by  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 
rendered  in  connection  with  any  dependency  allowance 
payable  under  this  section.  Any  person  violating  or  causing 
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1  a  violation  of  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 

2  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished 

3  by  a  fine  of  not  less  than  $100  nor  more  than  $1,000. 

4  Sec.  116.  Members  of  the  corps  shall,  during  active 

5  training  duty,  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Soldiers  and 

6  Sailors’  Civil  Relief  Act  of  1940,  as  amended.  The  terms 

7  “persons  in  military  service”  and  “period  of  military  service” 

8  in  section  101  of  the  cited  Act  shall  be  deemed  to  include 

9  members  of  the  corps  on  active  training  duty  and  periods  of 

10  active  training  duty. 

11  Sec.  117.  In  case  of  the  death  of  a  member  of  the  corps 

12  during  active  training  duty,  the  costs  of  recovery  of  the 

13  body,  preparation  for  burial,  including  a  suitable  casket, 

14  transportation  to  the  home  of  the  deceased  or  to  a  cemetery 

15  designated  by  the  deceased’s  nearest  relative  or  proper 

16  authority,  interment,  transportation  of  baggage,  payment 

17  of  only  the  accrued  or  undisbursed  cash  allowance  owing 

18  the  trainee  at  the  time  of  death,  and  accrued  or  undisbursed 

19  dependency  allowance  owing  his  dependents  at  the  time  of 

20  the  trainee’s  death  shall  be  paid  by  the  training  agency  to 

21  which  he  was  last  assigned  in  the  same  manner  as  prescribed 

22  by  law  or  regulations  in  the  case  of  a  member  of  the  Armed 
2°  Forces:  Provided,  That  members  of  the  corps  shall  not, 
21  solely  by  reason  of  their  membership  therein,  be  eligible 
25  for  burial  in  a  national  cemetery. 
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Seo.  118.  (a)  If  any  member  of  the  corps  shall  suffer 
illness  or  injury  in  line  of  duty  while  on  active  training  duty 
with  the  corps,  or  die  as  the  result  of  such  illness  or  injury, 
he  or  his  beneficiaries  as  the  case  may  be  shall  be  entitled 
to  all  the  benefits,  which  are  prescribed  by  law  for  civil 
employees  of  the  United  States  who  suffer  disability  or 
death  while  in  the  performance  of  duty,  and  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  shall  have  jurisdiction  in  such  cases  after  release 
of  the  member  from  active  training  duty  with  the  corps, 
or  in  the  event  of  his  death,  and  shall  perform  the  same 
duties  with  reference  thereto  as  in  the  case  of  civil  employees 
of  the  United  States  now  within  his  jurisdiction:  Provided , 
That  employee’s  compensation  shall  not  be  paid  concur¬ 
rently  with  the  cash  allowance  provided  in  section  113 
of  this  Act. 

(b)  For  the  purpose  of  determining  the  benefits  to 
which  he  shall  be  entitled  under  this  section,  the  total  com¬ 
pensation  received  by  a  member  under  this  title  in  cash  and 
in  kind  shall  be  deemed  to  be  $150  per  month. 

(c)  The  periods  of  time  within  which  notice  of  injury, 
claims  for  compensation,  or  any  report  or  notice  of  inquiry, 
claims  for  compensation,  or  any  report  or  notice  must  be 
made,  as  provided  in  the  Act  of  September  7,  1916  (39  Stat. 
742) ,  as  amended,  shall  not  begin  to  run  in  disability  com- 
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pensation  cases  until  the  termination  of  the  member’s  active 
training  duty  in  the  corps. 

(d)  All  determinations  as  to  line  of  duty  and  review 
of  these  determinations  shall  be  made  by  the  head  of  the 
training  agency  concerned  under  applicable  regulations  of 
that  agency  approved  by  the  Commission  for  such  action 
and  shall  be  conclusive  upon  the  Department  of  Labor 
whether  made  before  or  after  the  filing  of  a  claim. 

Sec.  119.  A  member  of  the  corps  shall  be  pecuniarily 
liable  for  the  loss  of  and  damage  to  property  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  for  costs  incident  to  his  apprehension  and  return, 
including  rewards  paid,  in  case  of  unauthorized  absence,  and 
the  amount  of  liability  as  determined  by  the  training  agency 
may  be  collected  by  stoppage  against  the  authorized  cash 
allowance  not  to  exceed  $15  in  any  one  month:  Provided, 
That  the  head  of  the  training  agency  concerned  or  his 
designee  may  remit  any  such  liability  in  whole  or  in  part. 

Sec.  120.  (a)  Members  of  the  corps,  while  assigned 
to  active  training  duty  with  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States : 

(1)  shall  be  considered  to  be  a  member  “of  the 
military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States”  within  the 
meaning  of  subsection  (c)  of  section  402  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1946  (60  Stat.  812)  ; 

(2)  shall  be  considered  to  be  “military  personnel” 
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within  the  meaning  of  section  1  of  the  Act  of  December 
28,  1945  (59  Stat.  662),  and  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
July  3,  1943  (57  Stat.  372). 

(b)  Members  of  the  corps  assigned  to  active  training 
duty  under  the  jurisdiction  of  departments  or  agencies  of  the 
United  States  other  than  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  employees  of  the  Government  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  subsection  (b)  of  section  402  of  the  Act  of  August  2, 
1946  (60  Stat.  812). 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  and  their  desig¬ 
nees  are  authorized  to  exercise  with  respect  to  claims  of 
members  of  the  corps,  while  on  active  training  duty  with 
their  respective  forces,  for  damages  to  or  loss,  destruction, 
capture,  or  abandonment  of  personal  property  occurring  in¬ 
cident  to  their  service,  the  respective  powers  conferred  upon 
the  Secretary  of  War  and  his  designees  by  the  Act  of  May 
29,  1945  (59  Stat.  225),  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
or  his  designees  by  sections  2,  3,  and  4  of  the  Act  of  Decem¬ 
ber  28,  1945  (59  Stat.  662). 

Sec.  121.  Except  as  otherwise  herein  specifically  pro¬ 
vided,  members  of  the  corps  shall  not,  solely  by  reason  of 
their  membership,  be  entitled  to  any  rights,  privileges, 
gratuities,  or  benefits  provided  by  law  or  regulations  for  per- 
S.  1 - 3 
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sonnel  or  former  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  civilian 
employees  of  the  Government. 

Sec.  122.  Nothing  contained  in  this  title  or  any  other 
Act  shall  be  construed  as  forbidding  the  payment  of  com¬ 
pensation  by  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to  members  of 
the  corps  while  on  active  or  inactive  training  duty. 

Sec.  123.  (a)  It  shall  be  unlawful  within  such  rea¬ 
sonable  distance  of  any  military  camp,  station,  fort,  post, 
cantonment,  or  training  or  mobilization  place,  where  train¬ 
ing  under  this  Act  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
is  being  given,  as  the  Commission  may  determine  to  be 
necessary  to  the  protection  of  the  health,  morals,  and  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  and  as  the 
Commission  shall  designate  and  publish  in  general  orders 
or  bulletins,  to  establish  or  keep  houses  of  ill  fame,  brothels, 
bawdy  houses,  or  places  of  entertainment  which  are  public 
nuisances,  or  other  like  facilities  detrimental  to  the  health 
and  morals  of  members  of  such  corps,  or  to  receive  or  permit 
to  be  received  for  immoral  purposes  any  person  into  any 
vehicle,  place,  structure,  or  building  used  for  the  purpose 
of  lewdness,  assignation,  or  prostitution  within  said  distance 
determined  by  the  Commission  or  to  knowingly  rent,  lease, 
or  permit  the  use  of  any  property  for  such  purposes.  Any 
person,  corporation,  partnership,  or  association  violating 
any  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
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of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  shall  be  punished 
by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  twelve  months,  or  both. 

(b)  No  person,  corporation,  partnership,  or  association 
or  agency  shall  knowingly  sell,  give,  or  in  any  way  supply 
any  intoxicating  liquors  to  any  member  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  on  active  training  duty.  Any  per¬ 
son,  corporation,  partnership,  or  association  or  agency  violat¬ 
ing  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall 
be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprison¬ 
ment  of  not  more  than  twelve  months,  or  both. 

Sec.  124.  (a)  The  Commission  shall  formulate  pro¬ 
grams  and  designate  Federal  departments  and  agencies  as 
training  agencies  to  conduct  such  programs  under  its  direc¬ 
tion  and  control. 

(b)  Training  agencies  shall  have  direct  responsibility 
for  all  training  operations  and  may  utilize  the  services  of 
other  agencies  with  or  without  reimbursement,  including 
non-Federal  agencies  and  institutions,  in  the  conduct  thereof. 

(c)  Military  personnel  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
may  be  detailed  for  duty  with  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  and  when  so  detailed  are  authorized  in  addition 
to  and  in  excess  of  the  strengths  otherwise  prescribed  for 
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such  establishment  and  section  1222  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
shall  not  be  applicable  to  any  officer  personnel  so  detailed. 

Sec.  125.  (a)  The  period  of  training  provided  for  under 
this  Act  shall  be  for  one  year,  or  its  equivalent  in  terms  of 
a  combination  of  basic  training  and  training  in  one  of  the 
alternative  programs  (options)  prescribed  in  subsection  (c) 
below. 

(b)  Basic  training  shall  be  for  the  initial  period  of  four 
months  beginning  with  the  date  of  induction  into  corps,  un¬ 
less  sooner  terminated  by  enlistment  in  the  Regular  Estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  or 
Coast  Guard,  or  at  the  discretion  of  the  head  of  the  training 
agency,  provided  that  the  period  may  be  extended  as 
follows : 

(1)  with  the  consent  of  the  member,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  furnishing  hospitalization,  medical,  and  surgical 
care  for  injury  or  illness  incurred  in  line  of  duty,  or 

( 2 )  for  the  purpose  of  requiring  a  member  to  make 
good  time  lost  to  training  for  any  cause. 

(c)  The  alternative  programs  to  be  entered  into  upon 
completion  of  basic  training  will  be  as  follows,  and  subject 
to  quotas  and  standards  of  qualifications  fixed  by  the  head 
of  the  appropriate  training  agencies,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Commission,  the  member  may  enter  the  alternative  pro¬ 
gram  of  his  choice: 
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( 1 )  Additional  active  training  duty  with  the  corps 
for  a  period  of  eight  continuous  months; 

(2)  Voluntary  enlistment  and  service  in  any  of 
the  Regular  services,  including  the  Coast  Guard,  for 
such  period  as  may  be  authorized  by  law  or  regulations 
for  each  service  at  the  time  of  such  enlistment; 

(3)  Enlistment  and  service  in  the  National  Guard 
or  Air  National  Guard  or  Organized  Naval  Reserve  or 
Organized  Marine  Corps  Reserve  for  such  period  as  may 
be  authorized  by  law  provided  such  term  of  enlistment 
is  so  fixed,  otherwise  by  regulations  for  each  service  in 
effect  at  the  time  of  such  enlistment; 

(4)  Enlistment  and  service  in  the  Enlisted  Reserve 
Corps  of  the  Army  or  the  Enlisted  Reserved  component 
of  the  Air  Force  and  assignment  to  an  organized  unit  for 
which  he  is  entitled  to  receive  pay  for  attendance  at 
drills  or  equivalent  duty,  for  such  period  as  may  be 
authorized  b}^  law  provided  such  term  of  enlistment  is 
so  fixed,  otherwise  by  regulations  for  each  sendee  in 
effect  at  the  time  of  such  enlistment ; 

( 5 )  Entrance  into  the  service  in  either  the  Military, 
Naval,  or  Coast  Guard  Academy; 

(6)  Enrollment  and  service  in  the  Naval  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  officer  procurement  program  as  provided  in 
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subsections  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  3  of  the  Act  of 
August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057,  cli.  962)  ; 

( 7 )  Enlistment  and  service  in  the  Enlisted  Reserve 
Corps  of  the  Army  or  Naval  Reserve  or  the  Enlisted 
Reserve  component  of  the  Air  Force  or  Marine  Corps 
Reserve  for  at  least  such  period  as  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  may  prescribe,  and  entrance  upon  a  college 
course,  including  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps  or 
Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps  or  Air  Reserve 
Officers’  Training  Corps  training  and  an  agreement  to 
accept  a  Reserve  commission  in  the  appropriate  service 
if  offered  upon  completion  of  the  course; 

(8)  Enlistment  and  service  in  the  United  States 
Naval  Reserve,  and  entrance  into  either  the  United 
States  Merchant  Marine  Academy  or  a  Navy  accredited 
State  Maritime  Academy  accompanied  by  an  agreement 
on  the  part  of  the  trainee  to  accept  a  commission  in  the 
Naval  Reserve  at  the  completion  of  the  course,  if  offered; 

(9)  Enlistment  and  service  in  the  Enlisted  Reserve 
Corps  of  the  Army  or  Naval  Reserve  or  Enlisted  Reserve 
component  of  the  Air  Force  or  Marine  Corps  Reserve  for 
at  least  such  period  as  the  Commission  may  prescribe, 
and  the  pursuance  of  an  approved  course  of  technical  or 
specialist  training  in  such  school,  college,  or  university 
as  may  be  approved  by  the  head  of  the  appropriate  train- 
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ing  agency,  accompanied  by  an  agreement  to  accept  a 
Reserve  commission  in  the  appropriate  service  if  offered 
upon  completion  of  the  course; 

(10)  Enlistment  and  service  in  the  Volunteer 
Enlisted  Reserve  Corps  of  the  Army  or  Volunteer 
Naval  Reserve  or  Volunteer  Enlisted  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  Air  Force  or  Volunteer  Marine  Corps 
Reserve  for  a  period  of  six  years:  Provided ,  That 
during  the  six-year  period  of  enlistment  such  trainee 
shall  be  subject  to  a  maximum  of  six  months’  active 
duty  training,  of  which  not  more  than  one  month 
will  be  required  in  any  one  year :  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  this  alternative  of  six  years’  enlistment 
in  one  of  the  Reserve  components  named  in  this  option 
is  open  only  to  a  trainee  who  is  unable  to  select  any  of 
the  preceding  alternatives  provided  in  subsections  (3) 
through  (9)  because  they  are  not  available  to  him  in 
his  community,  or  if  available,  because  their  quotas  are 
already  filled,  or  he  is  otherwise  ineligible  for  reasons 
over  which  he  has  no  control ; 

(11)  Such  other  alternative  programs  established 
by  the  Commission  which  the  Commission  shall  deter¬ 
mine  to  be  of  comparable  importance  to  the  national 
security  and  to  constitute  an  equal  obligation  on  the 
part  of  the  member:  Provided,  That  programs  estab- 
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lished  under  this  subsection  shall  be  available  to  those 
trained  in  the  Armed  Forces  only  within  quotas  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Commission  after  consultation  with  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  and  to  those  who  are  not  given 
military  training. 

Sec.  126.  Under  such  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Commission,  any  member  serving  in  or  selected  for 
training  in  any  of  the  alternative  programs  provided  for 
above,  who  is  unwilling  to  enter  upon  or  fails  to  complete  sat¬ 
isfactorily  the  period  of  training  in  the  selected  alternate 
program,  may  be  recalled  for  an  additional  period  of  active 
training  duty  not  to  exceed  four  months. 

Sec.  127.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  as  appropriate,  shall  prescribe  a  system  of  training 
credits  to  be  applied  in  the  event  of  transfer  from  one 
alternative  program  to  another. 

Sec.  128.  The  President  is  authorized  to  determine  the 
location  of  such  additional  permanent  or  temporary  installa¬ 
tions  as  he  majr  deem  essential;  to  utilize  and  enlarge  exist¬ 
ing  installations;  to  construct,  install,  and  equip;  and  to 
complete  the  construction,  installation,  and  equipment  of 
buildings,  structures,  utilities,  and  appurtenances,  includ¬ 
ing  the  necessary  grading  and  removal,  repair,  or  remodel¬ 
ing  of  existing  structures  and  installations;  and,  in  order 
to  accomplish  the  purpose  of  this  title,  to  acquire  lands,  and 
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rights  pertaining  thereto,  or  other  interests  therein,  includ¬ 
ing  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by  donation,  purchase,  ex¬ 
change  of  Government-owned  lands,  or  otherwise,  and  to 
prosecute  construction  thereon  prior  to  the  approval  of  the 
title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section  355, 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended. 

REGISTRATION,  SELECTION  AND  INDUCTION 

Sec.  129.  Subject  to  the  policies,  standards,  and  quotas 
of  the  Commission,  the  Selective  Service  System  shall  admin¬ 
ister  all  matters  in  connection  with  the  induction  into  the 
corps  and  the  registration,  examination,  classification,  alloca¬ 
tion,  delivery,  and  maintenance  of  records,  of  men  registered 
under  this  title,  together  with  such  other  duties  as  are  assigned 
by  this  title. 

Sec.  130.  The  local  boards,  established  pursuant  to  the 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  under  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  by  the  Director  of  Selective  Service 
and  approved  by  the  Commission  shall  have  the  same  powers 
and  duties  within  their  respective  jurisdictions  to  hear  and 
determine,  subject  to  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  appeal  boards 
herein  authorized,  all  questions  or  claims  with  respect  to 
determination  of  dependency,  inclusion  for,  or  exemption  or 
deferment  from  induction  for  or  allocation  for  training  under 
this  title,  of  all  individuals  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such 
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1  local  boards  as  such  local  boards  have  with  respect  to  similar 

2  questions  or  claims  arising  under  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 

3  1948,  as  amended. 

4  Sec.  131.  The  Chief  of  Finance,  United  States  Army, 

5  is  authorized  to  act  as  the  fiscal,  disbursing,  and  accounting 

6  agent  of  the  Director  of  the  Selective  Service  System  in  car- 

7  rying  out  his  functions  under  this  title. 

8  Sec.  132.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it 

9  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States, 

10  and  every  male  alien  residing  in  the  United  States  who  has 

11  declared  his  intention  to  become  such  citizen,  on  the  day 

12  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent  registration,  who 

13  is  between  the  ages  of  seventeen  and  eighteen  and  of  every 

14  other  such  male  citizen  or  person  upon  thereafter  attaining 

15  the  seventeenth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth,  to  pre- 

16  sent  himself  for  and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or 

17  times  and  place  or  places  in  such  manner,  and  in  such  age 

18  group  or  groups,  as  shall  be  determined  by  proclamation  of 

19  the  President  and  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  hereunder : 

20  Provided,  That  persons  in  any  category  exempted  from 

21  registration  pursuant  to  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948, 

22  as  amended,  shall  be  exempt  from  registration  hereunder. 

23  Sec.  133.  Every  person  registered  under  this  title  who 

24  is  not  subject  to  induction  under  any  other  provision  of  law 

25  and  who  is  not  otherwise  exempted  under  the  provisions  of 
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this  title  shall,  until  he  attains  the  twentieth  anniversary  of 
the  date  of  his  birth,  be  liable  for  training:  Provided: 

( 1 )  That  every  male  person  who  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  and  every  male  declarant  alien,  who  enters 
the  United  States  at  a  time  subsequent  to  the  period  in 
which  he  would  have  been  required  to  train  had  he  not 
been  absent  from  the  United  States,  shall  be  liable  for 
training,  but  no  person  shall  be  inducted  for  training 
before  having  attained  the  eighteenth  anniversary  of  the 
date  of  his  birth  and  after  having  attained  the  twenty- 
sixth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth ; 

(2)  That  any  registrant  under  this  title  who  has 
attained  the  seventeenth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his 
birth  and  has  not  attained  the  twentieth  anniversary  of 
the  date  of  his  birth  and  who  is  not  liable  for  induction 
under  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended, 
may  volunteer  for  induction  for  training,  except  that  a 
registrant  who  has  not  attained  the  eighteenth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  date  of  his  birth  must  have  the  prior 
consent  of  his  parents,  or  parent  having  custody  of 
him,  guardian,  or  person  standing  in  loco  parentis  to  him 
in  order  to  so  volunteer; 

(3)  That  any  registrant  who,  on  the  eighteenth 
anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth  is  successfully  and 
satisfactorily  pursuing  a  standard  course  of  study,  on  a 
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full-time  basis  in  a  high  school  or  a  similar  institution 
of  learning  shall,  if  he  so  requests,  be  entitled  to  have 
his  induction  or  assignment  under  this  title  postponed 
until  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  until  he  ceases  to  pur¬ 
sue  satisfactorily  such  course  of  study,  or  until  he  attains 
the  twentieth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth, 
whichever  occurs  first,  except  that  any  such  registrant 
whose  induction  or  assignment  has  been  so  postponed 
shall  be  liable  for  training  until  he  attains  the  twenty- 
sixth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth; 

(4)  That  under  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
by  the  Director  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission, 
there  are  hereby  authorized  deferments  from  training 
under  this  title,  for  extreme  hardship,  physical  or  mental 
disability,  or  reasons  vital  to  the  national  interest; 

( 5 )  That  under  policies  established  by  the  Director 
with  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  every  registrant 
shall,  prior  to  induction,  be  physically  and  mentalfy 
examined,  and  the  local  board  shall  classify  the  regis¬ 
trant:  Provided,  That  no  person  shall  be  inducted  for 
military  training  unless  and  until  he  is  acceptable  to 
the  Armed  Forces  for  training; 

(6)  That  the  President  is  authorized  to  postpone  or 
exempt  the  induction  of  such  groups  or  number  of  regis¬ 
trants  as  are  necessary  in  order  to  limit  inductions  to 
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the  maximum  number  which  can  be  trained  by  training 
agencies  designated  by  the  Commission; 

(7)  That  no  registrant  under  this  title  shall  be 
liable  for  training  under  this  title  who  (a)  is  now  serv¬ 
ing  or  has  heretofore  served  honorably  for  at  least  one 
year  in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
in  active  Federal  service  or  of  the  Armed  Forces  of 
any  nation  allied  with  the  United  States  at  any  time 
during  World  War  II;  or  (b)  shall  hereafter  enter 
into  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
on  active  duty,  and  complete  a  minimum  of  one  year 
honorable  service  therein;  or  (c)  is  enlisted  and  is 
serving,  on  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  in  any  one 
of  the  following  Eeserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States:  (1)  The  federally  recog¬ 
nized  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  and  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States;  (2)  the  Organ¬ 
ized  Eeserve  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Coast  Guard:  Provided,  That  in  either  case 
failure  to  complete  such  current  enlistment  shall  render 
such  person  liable  to  induction  and  training  until  he 
attain  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  the  elate  of  his 
birth;  or  (d)  on  the  effective  date  of  this  title  is  a 
cadet  of  the  United  States  Military  Academy,  a  mid¬ 
shipman  of  the  United  States  Naval  Academy,  a  cadet 
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of  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy,  a  midship¬ 
man  of  the  United  States  Merchant  Marine  Academy, 
or  of  a  Navy  accredited  State  Maritime  Academy,  a 
member  of  the  Senior  Division  Reserve  Officers’  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  or  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps, 
or  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval 
aviation  college  program,  so  long  as  he  satisfactorily 
continues  in  and  completes  two  years  training  therein: 
Provided,  That  until  such  time  as  the  President  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  program  has  reached  full-scale  imple¬ 
mentation,  the  Commission  may  conditionally  exempt 
from  induction  or  conditionally  discharge  from  training 
any  registrant  or  trainee  who  has  been  accepted  for 
admittance  to  any  of  the  academies  or  training  pro¬ 
grams  enumerated,  in  order  that  such  person  may  enter 
such  academy  or  training  program  wherein  he  shall 
complete  not  less  than  two  years  of  training  in  order 
to  be  relieved  of  liability  for  induction  or  further  training 
hereunder,  (b)  No  exception  from  registration,  ex¬ 
emption,  deferment,  or  postponement  of  induction  for 
training  under  this  title  shall  continue  after  the  cause 
therefor  ceases  to  exist. 

Sec.  134.  (a)  Subject  to  such  quota  limitations  and 
standards  of  qualification  and  selection  as  may  be  established 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  insure  a  proper  balance  of 
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trained  manpower  between  the  ground,  air,  and  naval  arms, 
each  registrant  eligible  for  military  training  shall  he  entitled 
to  request  and  receive  training  in  the  service  of  his  choice, 
and  shall  be  classified  therein  by  his  local  board.  Each 
registrant  found  not  to  be  eligible  for  military  training  shall, 
subject  to  such  quota  limitations  and  standards  of  qualifica¬ 
tion  as  may  be  established  by  the  Commission,  be  entitled 
to  request  and  receive  training  in  the  nonmilitary  training 
program  of  his  choice,  and  shall  be  classified  therein  by 
the  local  board:  Provided,  That  any  such  person  claiming 
exemption  from  combatant  training,  because  of  religious 
training  and  belief  as  defined  in  section  6  (j)  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and  whose  claim  is 
sustained  by  the  local  board  shall,  when  inducted  or  assigned 
under  this  title,  be  required  to  elect  training  in  such  other 
available  training  program  of  his  choice  as  provided  herein 
subject  to  such  quotas  and  standards  as  may  be  established. 

(b)  Any  person  claiming  exemption  from  combatant 
training  shall,  if  such  claim  is  not  sustained  by  the  local 
board,  be  entitled  to  an  appeal  to  the  appropriate  appeal 
board.  Upon  the  filing  of  such  appeal  with  the  appeal 
board,  the  appeal  board  shall  forthwith  refer  the  matter  to 
the  Department  of  Justice  for  inquiry  and  hearing.  The 
Department  of  Justice,  after  appropriate  inquiry,  shall  hold 
a  hearing  with  respect  to  the  character  and  good  faith  of 
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the  objections  of  the  person  concerned,  and  such  person 
shall  be  notified  of  the  time  and  place  of  such  hearing.  The 
Department  of  Justice  shall,  after  such  hearing,  if  the  ob¬ 
jections  are  found  to  be  sustained,  recommend  to  the  appeal 
board  that  when  the  objector  is  inducted  or  assigned  for 
training  under  this  Act,  he  he  required  to  elect  training  as 
provided  in  (a)  above.  If  after  such  hearing  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  finds  that  his  objections  are  not  sustained, 
it  shall  recommend  to  the  appeal  board  that  such  objections 
he  not  sustained.  The  appeal  board  shall  give  considera¬ 
tion  to,  but  shall  not  he  hound  to  follow,  the  recommendation 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  together  with  the  record  on 
appeal  from  the  local  board,  in  making  its  decision.  Each 
person  whose  claim  for  exemption  from  combatant  training 
because  of  religious  training  and  belief  as  herein  defined  is 
sustained,  shall  he  listed  by  the  local  board  on  a  register  of 
conscientious  objectors. 

Sec.  135.  (a)  Every  person  liable  for  training  under 
this  title,  except  those  whose  training  shall  have  been  de¬ 
ferred  or  postponed  in  accordance  with  provisions  of  this  title, 
shall  be  called,  inducted,  and  delivered  by  his  local  board 
for  training  with  such  training  agency  for  which  he  has  been 
classified  by  his  local  board  at  the  time  and  place  as  directed 
by  the  director:  Provided,  That  a  volunteer  for  training 
under  eighteen  years  of  age  may  be  delivered  for  training 
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to  which  he  has  been  assigned,  at  the  training  period  next 
following  the  date  upon  which  he  was  accepted  as  a  volun¬ 
teer,  whether  or  not  he  has  attained  the  age  of  eighteen 
years. 

(b)  The  Commission,  after  consultation  with  heads  of 
the  training  agencies  concerned,  will  determine  induction 
schedules  and  numbers  to  be  inducted  pursuant  to  such 
schedules. 

Sec.  136.  No  person  liable  for  training  under  this  title 
shall  be  permitted  or  allowed  to  furnish  a  substitute  for 
such  training;  no  substitute  as  such  shall  be  received  or 
enrolled  for  training;  and  no  person  liable  for  training  here¬ 
under  shall  be  permitted  to  escape  such  training  or  be  dis¬ 
charged  therefrom  prior  to  the  expiration  of  his  period  of 
training  by  the  payment  of  money  or  any  valuable  thing 
whatsoever  as  consideration  for  his  release  from  such  train¬ 
ing  or  liability  therefor. 

Sec.  137.  (a)  Each  registrant  exempted  or  deferred 
from  training  under  this  title,  until  he  shall  have  attained 
the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  and  each  trainee 
for  a  period  of  six  years  after  completion  of  the  first  six 
months  of  training  or  until  discharged  from  the  corps  which¬ 
ever  period  of  time  is  greater,  shall  be  required  to  keep  his 
local  board  informed  as  to  his  current  address  and  changes  in 
S.  1 - 5 
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status,  including  his  status  in  the  training  program  and  com¬ 
pletion  thereof,  as  required  by  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  director,  and  approved  by  the 
Commission. 

(b)  Each  local  board  shall  maintain  a  register  of  regis¬ 
trants,  which  shall  contain  a  current  record  of  the  address, 
occupational,  dependency,  training  and  service  status,  and 
such  other  information  as  may  be  required  for  the  periods 
specified  in  (a)  above. 

Sec.  138.  Funds  appropriated  to  the  Selective  Service 
System  shall  be  available  in  the  case  of  registrants  who  prior 
to  their  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
suffer  illness,  injury,  or  death  while  acting  under  orders 
issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  for  the  payment  of 
actual  and  reasonable  expenses  of  (1)  emergency  medical 
care  including  hospitalization,  and  (2)  recovery  of  body, 
preparation  for  burial,  including  suitable  casket,  transporta¬ 
tion  to  the  home  of  the  deceased  or  to  a  cemetery  designated 
by  his  nearest  relative  or  proper  authority,  and  interment, 
but  such  burial  expenses  shall  not  exceed  $150  in  any  one 
case. 

Sec.  139.  Any  person  having  and  exercising  any  au¬ 
thority  under  this  title,  who  shall  knowingly  make,  or  be 
a  party  to  the  making  of,  any  false,  improper,  or  incorrect 
registration,  classification,  physical  or  mental  examination, 
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deferment,  enrollment,  or  muster;  or  any  person  who  shall 
knowingly  make,  or  be  a  party  to  the  making  of,  any  false 
statement  or  certification  as  to  his  fitness  or  unfitness  or 
liability  or  nonliability  for  training  under  the  provisions  of 
this  title,  or  who  otherwise  evades  or  refuses  registration, 
induction,  or  training  or  any  of  the  requirements  of  this  title ; 
or  any  person  who  knowingly  counsels,  aids,  or  abets  another 
to  refuse  or  evade  registration,  induction,  or  training,  or 
any  of  the  requirements  of  this  title,  or  any  person  or  persons 
who  shall  knowingly  hinder  or  interfere  or  attempt  to  do 
so  in  any  way  by  force  or  violence  with  the  administration 
of  this  title ;  or  any  person  or  persons  who  conspire  to  commit 
one  or  more  of  such  offenses;  or  any  person  selected  for 
training  under  this  title  wdio  shall  refuse  to  complete  the 
training  as  prescribed  under  this  title,  shall  upon  conviction 
in  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  of  competent  juris¬ 
diction,  he  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
five  years  or  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  by  both 
such  fine  and  imprisonment.  Precedence  shall  be  given  by 
courts  to  the  trial  of  cases  arising  under  this  title,  and  such 
case  shall,  upon  request  of  the  Attorney  General,  be  ad¬ 
vanced  on  the  docket  for  immediate  hearing. 

Sec.  140.  (a)  Nothing  in  sections  109  and  113  of  the 
Criminal  Code  (U.  S.  C.,  title  18,  secs.  281  and  283),  or 
in  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  be  deemed  to 
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apply  to  any  person  because  of  his  appointment  under  au 
thority  of  this  title  and  the  regulations  pursuant  thereto,  as 
an  uncompensated  member  of  the  Selective  Service  System, 
or  as  an  individual  to  conduct  hearings  on  appeals  of  persons 
claiming  exemption  from  training  because  of  conscientious 
objections. 

(b)  All  functions  performed  under  this  title  shall  be 
excluded  from  the  operation  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act  (60  Stat.  237)  except  as  to  the  requirements  of  section 
3  of  such  Act. 

Sec.  141.  No  individual  who  has  been  convicted  of  any 
crime  not  punishable  by  death,  and  no  individual  who  has 
been  committed  to  jail,  corrective  institution,  or  institution 
for  juvenile  delinquency,  shall  by  reason  of  such  conviction 
or  commitment  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training  under 
this  title,  but  may  be  trained  as  directed  by  the  Commission. 

Sec.  142.  Under  rules  and  regulations  promulgated  by 
the  heads  of  the  appropriate  training  agencies,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  members  of  the  corps  while  on 
active  training  duty  may  be  granted  leaves  of  absence 
without  loss  of  cash  allowances  to  which  otherwise  entitled: 
Provided ,  That  no  trainee  shall  be  entitled  to  any  payment 
in  lieu  of  leave  not  granted  to  him  prior  to  release  from 
active  training  duty. 

Sec.  143.  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropri- 
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ated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  to  the  Commission  as  may  he 
necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform  its  said  functions. 

Sec.  144.  The  Commission  shall  report  semiannually 
to  the  Congress  all  expenditures  of  appropriations  in  detail. 

Sec.  145.  If  any  provision  of  title  I  or  II,  or  the 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstance,  is  held 
invalid,  the  remainder  of  said  titles,  and  the  application  of 
such  provision  to  other  persons  or  circumstances,  shall  not 
be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  146.  The  Secretarv  of  Defense  and  the  Commis- 
sion  shall  submit  recommendations  to  the  President  as  to  the 
time  and  rate  of  implementation  of  the  training  program 
established  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  How¬ 
ever,  this  training  program  shall  only  be  implemented  in 
whole  or  in  part  as  to  time  and  rate,  as  directed  by  the 
President.  The  recommendations  shah  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  intent  of  the  Congress  that  operations  under  this 
Act  shall  not  interfere  with  the  immediate  increasing  of  the 
components  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  their  authorized 
strength. 

Title  II 

CODE  OF  CONDUCT 

Sec.  201.  Title. — This  title  shall  be  known  as  the 
Code  of  Conduct  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “code”) 
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1  for  the  military  training  program  of  the  National  Security 

2  Training  Corps. 

3  Sec.  202.  Statement  of  policy— Any  act  or  omis- 

4  sion  of  a  trainee,  as  herein  defined,  which  tends  to  hinder 

5  or  impede  his  training  is  hereby  declared  to  be  contrary  to 

6  the  purposes  of  title  I  and  this  title.  The  disciplinary  pun- 

7  ishment  of  trainees  of  the  military  training  program  as  here- 

8  inafter  provided  shall  be  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of 

9  discipline. 

10  Sec.  203.  All  trainees  subject  to  provisions  — 

11  All  trainees,  as  herein  defined,  shall,  from  the  time  of  actual 

12  induction  and  while  serving  on  active  training  duty,  as 

13  herein  defined,  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  code. 

11  Sec.  204.  Definitions. — The  following  words  when 
15  used  in  this  code  shall  be  construed  in  the  sense  indicated  in 

10  this  section  unless  the  contest  shows  that  a  different  sense 

17  is  intended : 

18  (a)  The  word  “trainee”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a 

19  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 

20  and  assigned  to  a  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 

21  under  the  provisions  of  title  I  of  this  Act  during  the  period 

22  of  his  active  training  duty. 

20  (b)  The  words  “active  training  duty”  shall  be  deemed 

21  to  mean  that  period  of  training  commencing  with  the  day 
of  induction  into  the  corps  and  consisting  of  the  period  of 
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basic  military  training  in  accordance  with  title  I  of  this 
Act  and  ending  with  the  completion  or  earlier  termination 
of  such  basic  training,  and  in  addition  the  optional  additional 
military  training  provided  in  section  125  (c)  (1)  of  title  I. 

(c)  The  word  “officer”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a 
commissioned  officer. 

(d)  The  words  “civil  authorities”  shall  be  deemed  to 
mean  law-enforcement  authorities  of  the  United  States  and 
of  the  Territories  and  possessions,  and  authorities  of  the  sev¬ 
eral  States,  including  political  subdivisions  thereof,  and  of 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

(e)  The  words  “commanding  officer”  shall  be  deemed 
to  mean  an  officer  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  Marine 
Corps,  including  the  Reserve  components  thereof,  who  is 
empowered  to  exercise  command  of  any  detachment  or  com¬ 
pany  of  trainees,  or  similar  or  higher  units. 

(f)  The  words  “appointing  authority”  shall  be  deemed 
to  mean  (1)  an  officer  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  or 
Marine  Corps,  including  the  Reserve  components  thereof, 
who  commands  a  trainee  regiment,  or  comparable  unit;  or 
(2)  superior  military  training  authority. 

(g)  The  words  “reviewing  authority”  shall  be  deemed 
to  mean  an  officer  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  Mamie 
Corps,  including  the  Reserve  components  thereof,  who  is 
next  superior  in  the  chain  of  command  to  the  commanding 
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officer  of  the  accused  as  defined  in  this  title  and  who  also 
is  empowered  to  convene  general  courts  martial. 

(h)  The  words  “staff  judge  advocate”  shall  be  deemed 
to  mean  an  officer  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  Marine 
Corps,  including  the  Eeserve  components  thereof,  who  is  a 
lawyer  assigned  to  a  reviewing  authority  to  perform  law 
duties. 

(i)  The  words  “superior  military  training  authority” 
shall  be  deemed  to  mean  an  officer  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air 
Force,  or  the  Marine  Corps,  including  the  Eeserve  com¬ 
ponents  thereof,  superior  in  the  chain  of  command. 

(j)  The  words  “extra  duty”  shall  he  deemed  to  mean 
additional  work  or  duty  of  any  nature  assigned  to  trainees 
as  punishment. 

(k)  The  term  “military  law  shall  be  construed  to 
mean  the  laws  governing  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and 
Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  205.  Mode  of  enforcing  discipline. — Violations 
of  this  code  shall  be  punishable  in  the  discretion  of  the  com¬ 
manding  officer  (a)  by  disciplinary  punishment  administered 
by  the  commanding  officer  of  the  accused,  unless  the  accused 
shall  request  trial,  or  (b)  by  national  security  training 
courts.  Trainees  shall  be  likewise  subject  to  prosecution  in 
the  courts  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  Territories  and 
possessions  and  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  crimes  and 
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offenses  against  the  United  States,  and  in  the  courts  of 
the  several  States  for  crimes  and  offenses  against  the  States 
or  any  subdivision  thereof. 

Sec.  206.  Disciplinary  punishment  by  unit 
commander. — A  commanding  officer  of  a  trainee  com¬ 
pany  or  higher  command  may,  for  minor  violations  of  this 
code,  impose  disciplinary  punishments  upon  trainees  of  his 
command  without  the  intervention  of  a  national  security 
training  court  unless  the  accused  requests  trial  by  that  court. 
Punishment  assessed  by  a  commanding  officer  shall  not  con¬ 
stitute  time  lost  to  training  within  the  meaning  of  section 
278  hereof,  and  shall  operate  as  a  bar  to  subsequent  trial 
for  the  same  offense. 

The  disciplinary  punishment  authorized  by  this  section 
may  include  admonition,  reprimand,  withholding  of  privileges 
for  not  exceeding  one  week,  extra  duty  for  not  exceeding 
one  week,  restriction  to  certain  specified  limits  for  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  one  week,  but  shall  not  include  forfeiture  of  cash 
allowance  or  confinement  under  guard.  A  trainee  punished 
under  authority  of  this  section  who  deems  the  punishment 
unjust  or  disproportionate  to  the  offense  may  appeal  to  the 
next  superior  military  training  authority,  but  may  in  the 
meantime  be  required  to  undergo  the  punishment  adjudged. 

The  commanding  officer  who  imposes  the  punishment, 
his  successor  in  command,  or  superior  military  training 
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authority  shall  have  power  to  mitigate  or  remit  any  un¬ 
executed  portion  of  the  punishment. 

Sec.  207.  National  security  training  court.— 
A  national  security  training  court  shall  be  composed  of  any 
number  of  officers  of  the  service  to  which  the  trainee  is 
assigned  for  training,  of  which  three  shall  he  a  quorum,  one 
of  which  three  shall  he  a  major  or  lieutenant  commander  or 
above.  The  senior  member  of  the  court  shall  be  the  presi¬ 
dent.  One  member  of  the  court,  if  practicable,  shall  be  a 
lawyer  and  shall  act  as  a  law  member  of  the  court.  In  the 
event  no  member  of  the  court  is  a  lawyer,  the  president 
thereof  shall  act  as  law  member.  Trials  of  trainees  for  viola¬ 
tions  of  trainee  discipline  hereinafter  set  forth  may  be  by  a 
national  security  training  court,  which  shall  not  include  the 
accuser  or  the  immediate  commanding  officer  of  the  accused 
or  the  investigating  officer  or  a  witness  for  the  prosecution 
or  the  defense. 

Sec.  208.  Appointing  authority.— A  national 
security  training  court  may  he  appointed  by  an  appointing 
authority  as  herein  defined. 

Sec.  209.  Who  may  serve  on  national  security 
training  courts. — All  officers  of  the  service  to  which  the 
trainee  is  assigned  for  training  shall  be  competent  to  serve 
on  a  national  security  training  court.  When  appointing 
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such  court,  the  appointing  authority  shall  detail  as  members 
thereof  those  officers  of  the  command  who,  in  his  opinion, 
are  best  qualified  for  such  duty  by  reason  of  age,  training, 
experience,  and  judicial  temperament.  Officers  having  less 
than  two  years’  service  shall  not,  if  it  can  be  avoided  without 
manifest  injury  to  the  corps,  be  appointed  as  members  of  a 
court  in  excess  of  minority  membership  thereof. 

Sec.  210.  Influencing  tile  court. — Any  attempt 
on  the  part  of  any  member  of  the  Armed  Eorces  to  in¬ 
fluence,  by  any  unauthorized  means,  a  national  security 
training  court  or  its  members,  or  to  admonish,  censure,  or 
reprimand  the  court  or  its  members  for  any  act  or  omission, 
is  hereby  prohibited  and  shall  constitute  an  offense  against 
military  law. 

Sec.  211.  Appointment  of  trial  counsel  and 
defense  counsel. — For  each  national  security  training 
court  the  appointing  authority  shall  appoint  a  trial  counsel 
and  defense  counsel,  who  shall,  if  practicable,  be  lawyers: 
Provided ,  That  if  the  trial  counsel  is  a  lawyer,  the  appointed 
defense  counsel  must  also  be  a  lawyer.  No  person  who 
has  acted  as  investigating  officer  or  court  member  in  any 
case  shall  act  subsequently  as  trial  counsel  or,  unless  ex¬ 
pressly  requested  by  the  accused,  as  defense  counsel  in  the 
same  case.  No  person  who  has  acted  for  the  prosecution 
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shall  act  subsequently  in  the  same  case  for  the  defense,  nor 
shall  any  person  who  has  acted  for  the  defense  act  subse¬ 
quently  in  the  same  case  for  the  prosecution. 

The  accused  shall  have  the  right  to  be  represented  in 
his  defense  by  civilian  counsel  if  provided  by  him,  or  by 
military  counsel  of  his  own  selection  if  reasonably  available, 
or  by  the  duly  appointed  defense  counsel. 

Sec.  212.  Jurisdiction  of  national  security 
training  COURTS. — A  national  security  training  court  shall 
have  jurisdiction  to  try  and  punish  any  trainee  for  any 
offense  made  punishable  by  this  code. 

Sec.  213.  Allowable  punishments  by  a  national 
security  training  court. — The  punishments  authorized 
by  this  code  upon  conviction  of  a  trainee  for  any  offense 
herein  made  punishable  shall  consist  of  any  of  the  following 
punishments  and  no  others:  Admonition,  reprimand,  with¬ 
holding  of  privileges  for  not  to  exceed  three  months,  extra 
duty  for  not  to  exceed  three  months,  restriction  to  certain 
specified  limits  with  or  without  extra  duty,  for  not  to  exceed 
three  months,  and  confinement  with  or  without  useful  work 
for  not  to  exceed  three  months,  and  forfeiture  or  withholding 
of  one-half  of  the  cash  allowance  per  month,  for  not  to 
exceed  the  period  of  confinement,  when  a  trainee  is  confined 
pursuant  to  sentence  of  a  national  security  training  court, 
and  where  specifically  authorized,  bad  conduct  discharge 
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or  dishonorable  discharge :  Provided ,  That  admonition,  repri¬ 
mand,  or  bad  conduct  discharge,  or  dishonorable  discharge 
may  he  included  together  with  or  in  addition  to  any  of  the 
other  punishments  allowed  imder  this  section. 

Sec.  214.  Arrest. — A  trainee  charged  with  an  offense 
may  be  placed  under  arrest  or  in  confinement,  as  circum¬ 
stances  may  require,  but  when  charged  with  a  minor  offense 
only,  a  trainee  shall  not  ordinarily  be  placed  in  confinement. 
Only  a  commanding  officer  or  superior  military  training 
authority  or  an  officer  duly  designated  as  his  representative 
shall  have  power  to  place  a  trainee  in,  or  release  him  from 
confinement.  Any  commissioned  officer  shall  have  authority 
to  place  a  trainee  in  arrest.  The  arresting  officer,  the  com¬ 
manding  officer  of  the  trainee  or  superior  military  training 
authority  shall  have  authority  to  release  a  trainee  from 
arrest. 

Sec.  215.  Preferring  charges —Any  person  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  titles  I  and  II  of  this  Act  or  military 
law  may  prefer  charges,  which  shall  be  under  oath  that  he 
has  personal  knowledge  of  or  has  investigated  the  matters 
set  forth  therein  and  that  the  same  are  true  in  fact  to  the 
best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief.  The  charges  shall  be  set 
forth  upon  a  charge  sheet  and  shall  be  in  the  form  of  a  charge 
setting  forth  the  alleged  violation,  together  with  a  specifica¬ 
tion.  In  the  event  a  trainee  is  placed  under  arrest  or  in 
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confinement,  charges  shall  he  filed  within  forty-eight  hours 
of  the  time  thereof.  Otherwise  a  trainee  shall  be  released 
from  such  arrest  or  confinement  unless  the  commanding 
officer,  acting  upon  the  recommendation  of  an  officer  duly 
designated  by  the  appointing  authority  to  conduct  a  pre¬ 
liminary  hearing  or  investigation,  and  who  having  conducted 
or  begun  to  conduct  such  a  hearing  or  investigation  at  which 
the  trainee  is  present  and  informed  of  the  grounds  of  his 
confinement  recommends  that  the  accused  be  not  released, 
directs  that  the  arrest  or  confinement  he  continued. 

Sec.  216.  Action  by  commanding  officer -- 
Charges  will  be  filed  with  the  trainee’s  immediate  command¬ 
ing  officer,  who  will  inquire  into  the  facts  and  circumstances 
of  the  case  and  expeditiously  dispose  of  the  matter  or  without, 
delay  forward  the  charges  together  with  the  names  of  the 
witnesses  and  a  statement  of  their  prospective  testimony 
with  his  written  recommendations  to  the  appointing 
authority. 

Sec.  217.  Forwarding  charges;  delays;  service 
of  charges. — Unless  the  charges  are  disposed  of  without 
trial,  the  unit  commanding  officer  shall,  within  forty-eight 
hours  after  accused  is  arrested  or  confined,  if  practicable,  for¬ 
ward  the  charges  to  the  appointing  authority.  If  the  same 
be  not  practicable,  he  shall  report  to  superior  authority  the 
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reason  for  delay.  The  unit  commanding  officer  shall  cause 
to  he  delivered  to  the  accused  a  copy  of  the  charges. 

Sec.  218.  Action  by  appointing  authobity. — The 
appointing  authority,  in  his  discretion,  may  refer  the  charges 
for  trial,  order  them  dismissed,  or  make  such  other  dispo¬ 
sition  of  them  as  he  sees  fit;  and  no  charge  will  be  referred 
to  a  court  for  trial  unless  it  has  been  found  that  a  thorough 
and  impartial  investigation  thereof  has  been  made  as  pre¬ 
scribed  herein,  that  such  charge  is  legally  sufficient  to  allege 
an  offense  under  this  code,  and  is  supported  by  evidence 
indicated  in  the  report  of  investigation. 

Sec.  219.  Investigation  of  chaeges. — An  investi¬ 
gation  of  charges  shall  include  inquiries  as  to  the  truth  of 
the  matter  set  forth  in  said  charges,  form  of  charges,  and 
what  disposition  of  the  case  should  be  made  in  the  interest 
of  justice  and  discipline.  The  accused  shall  be  advised  of 
the  charges  against  him  and  of  his  right  to  be  represented 
at  such  investigation  by  counsel.  Upon  his  request,  he  shall 
be  represented  by  civilian  counsel  if  provided  by  him,  or 
military  counsel  of  his  own  selection  if  such  counsel  be 
reasonably  available,  or  by  counsel  appointed  by  the  appoint¬ 
ing  authority.  At  such  investigation  full  opportunity  shall 
be  given  to  the  accused  to  cross-examine  witnesses  against 
him  if  they  are  available  and  to  present  anything  he  may 
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desire  in  liis  own  behalf,  either  in  defense  or  mitigation,  and 
the  investigating  officer  shall  examine  available  witnesses 
requested  by  the  accused.  If  the  charges  are  forwarded 
after  such  investigation,  they  shall  he  accompanied  by  a 
statement  of  the  substance  of  the  testimony  taken  on  both 
sides,  and  a  copy  thereof  shall  be  given  to  the  accused. 

Sec.  220.  Staff  judge  advocate. — Every  reviewing 
authority  shall  have  a  staff  judge  advocate  who  shall  advise 
the  appointing  or  reviewing  authority  as  to  all  matters  pre¬ 
scribed  by  this  code  and  shall  perform  such  other  duties  as 
may  be  devolved  upon  him  by  law,  regulation,  or  custom 
of  the  military,  naval,  or  air  services. 

Sec.  221.  Assistant  staff  judge  advocate.— Any 
assistant  staff  judge  advocate  shall  be  competent  to  per¬ 
form  any  duty  devolved  by  this  code  or  by  law,  regulations, 
or  the  custom  of  the  military,  naval,  or  air  services  upon 
the  staff  judge  advocates. 

Sec.  222.  Action  by  trial  counsel. — The  trial 
counsel  of  the  court  to  which  the  charges  have  been  referred 
shall,  within  forty-eight  hours  after  receipt  thereof,  cause  to 
he  served  upon  the  accused  a  copy  of  the  charges  upon  which 
trial  is  to  be  had.  A  failure  so  to  serve  such  charges  shall 
be  a  ground  for  a  continuance.  The  trial  counsel  shall  as 
soon  as  practicable  upon  serving  the  charges  upon  the  ac¬ 
cused  notify  the  defense  counsel  thereof.  No  trainee  shall 
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against  his  objection  be  brought  to  trial  before  a  national 
security  training  court  within  a  period  of  seventy-two  hours 
subsequent  to  the  service  of  charges  upon  him. 

Sec.  223.  Trial  counsel:  prosecution. — The  trial 
counsel  of  a  national  security  training  court  shall  prosecute 
in  the  name  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  224.  Oaths. — The  trial  counsel  shall  administer  to 
the  national  security  training  court  the  following  oath  or 
affirmation:  “You,  ,  do  swear  (or  affirm) 

that  you  will  well  and  truly  try  and  determine,  according  to 
the  evidence,  the  matter  now  before  you,  and  that  you  will 
duly  administer  justice,  without  partiality,  favor,  or  affection, 
according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Code  of  Conduct  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  if  any  doubt  should 
arise,  not  explained  by  the  said  code,  then  according  to  your 
conscience  and  the  best  of  your  understanding.  So  help 
you  God  When  the  oath  or  affirmation  has  been  admin¬ 
istered  to  the  members  of  the  court,  the  president  of  the 
court  shall  administer  to  the  trial  counsel  an  oath  or  affirma¬ 
tion  in  the  following  form:  “You,  ,  do 

swear  (or  affirm)  that  you  will  faithfully  and  impartially 
perform  the  duties  of  a  trial  counsel?” 

All  persons  who  give  evidence  before  the  court  shall  be 
examined  on  oath  or  affirmation  administered  by  the  trial 
counsel  in  the  following  form:  “You, 
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swear  (or  affirm)  that  the  evidence  you  give  in  this  case 
shall  be  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the 
truth.  So  help  you  God  %” 

In  case  of  affirmation  the  closing  sentence  of  adjuration 
will  be  omitted. 

Sec.  225.  Aebaignment,  pleas,  and  motions.— The 
accused  shall  be  arraigned,  at  which  time  the  charges  and 
specifications  shall  be  read  to  him  by  the  trial  counsel.  The 
accused  may  plead  guilty  or  not  guilty.  If  the  accused  makes 
any  irregular  pleading,  or  after  a  plea  of  guilty  sets  un  mat¬ 
ter  inconsistent  with  the  plea,  or  if  it  appears  that,  he  has 
entered  the  plea  of  guilty  improvidently  or  through  lack  of 
understanding  of  its  meaning  and  effect,  or  if  he  fails  or  re¬ 
fuses  to  plead,  a  plea  of  not  guilty  shall  be  entered  in  the 
record,  and  the  court  shall  proceed  as  though  he  had  pleaded 
not  guilty.  Prior  to  so  pleading,  or  at  any  other  time,  the 
accused  may  make  any  pertinent  motion  which  the  court 
shall  dispose  of  as  justice  may  require. 

Sec.  226.  Challenges— Members  of  a  national 
security  training  court  may  he  challenged  by  the  accused  or 
trial  counsel  for  cause  stated  to  the  court.  A  majority  of 
the  court  shall  decide  the  challenges  by  secret  written  ballot 
but  challenged  members  have  no  vote.  Upon  a  tie  vote 
the  challenge  shall  be  sustained.  Each  accused  and  the  trial 
counsel  shall  be  entitled  to  one  peremptory  challenge. 
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Sec.  227.  Opportunity  to  obtain  witnesses  and 
other  evidence. — The  trial  counsel,  defense  counsel,  and 
the  national  security  training  court  shall  have  equal  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  obtain  witnesses  and  other  evidence  in  accordance 
with  such  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe. 
Process  issued  in  national  security  training  court  cases  to 
compel  witnesses  to  appear  and  testify  and  to  compel  the 
production  of  other  evidence  shall  be  similar  to  that  which 
courts  of  the  United  States  having  criminal  jurisdiction  may 
lawfully  issue  and  shall  run  to  any  part  of  the  United  States, 
its  Territories,  and  possessions. 

Sec.  228.  Refusal  to  appear  or  testify  — (a) 
Every  person  not  subject  to  this  code  who — 

(1)  has  been  duly  subpenaed  to  appear  as  a  wit¬ 
ness  before  any  national  security  training  court,  or  before 
any  military  or  civil  officer  designated  to  take  a 
deposition  to  be  read  in  evidence  before  such  court; 
and 

(2)  has  been  duly  paid  or  tendered  the  fees  and 
mileage  of  a  witness  at  the  rates  allowed  to  witnesses 
attending  the  courts  of  the  United  States;  and 

(3)  willfully  neglects  or  refuses  to  appear,  or 
refuses  to  qualify  as  a  witness  or  to  testify  or  to  produce 
any  evidence  which  such  person  may  have  been  legally 
subpenaed  to  produce; 
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shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  an  offense  against  the  United 
States. 

(b)  Any  person  who  commits  an  offense  denounced 
by  this  article  shall  be  tried  on  information  in  a  United 
States  district  court  or  in  a  court  of  original  criminal  juris¬ 
diction  in  any  of  the  Territorial  possessions  of  the  United 
States,  and  jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon  such  courts 
for  such  purpose.  Upon  conviction,  such  persons  shall  be 
punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $500,  or  imprisonment 
for  a  period  not  exceeding  six  months,  or  both. 

(c)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  United  States  district 
attorney  or  the  officer  prosecuting  for  the  Government  in 
any  such  court  of  original  criminal  jurisdiction,  upon  the 
certification  of  the  facts  to  him  by  the  national  security  train¬ 
ing  court,  to  file  an  information  against  and  prosecute  any 
person  violating  this  article. 

(d)  The  fees  and  mileage  of  witnesses  shall  be  advanced 
or  paid  out  of  the  appropriations  for  the  compensation  of 
witnesses. 

Sec.  229.  Compulsory  self-incrimination  pro¬ 
hibited. — No  witness  before  a  national  security  training 
court  or  before  any  officer,  military  or  civil,  designated  to 
take  a  deposition  to  he  read  in  evidence  before  a  national 
security  training  court  or  before  an  officer  conducting  an 
investigation,  shall  be  compelled  to  incriminate  himself  or  to 
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answer  any  question  the  answer  to  which  may  tend  to  in¬ 
criminate  him  or  to  answer  any  question  not  material  to  the 
issue  when  such  answer  may  tend  to  degrade  him. 

No  statement  obtained  from  any  person  in  violation  of 
this  section  or  through  use  of  coercion,  unlawful  influence, 
or  unlawful  inducement  shall  be  received  in  evidence  against 
him  in  a  trial  by  a  national  security  training  court. 

Sec.  230.  Depositions. — Depositions  may  be  taken 
and  used  as  evidence  before  national  security  training  courts 
in  the  same  manner  as  now  or  hereafter  provided  for  courts- 
martial. 

Sec.  231.  Former  jeopardy— No  trainee  shall,  with¬ 
out  his  consent,  be  tried  a  second  time  for  the  same  offense, 
but  no  proceedings  before  a  national  security  training  court 
resulting  in  a  conviction  shall  be  considered  a  trial  until  the 
reviewing  authority  shall  have  taken  final  action  upon  the 
case.  A  proceeding  which,  subsequent  to  the  introduction 
of  evidence  but  prior  to  a  finding,  is  dismissed  or  terminated 
by  the  appointing  authority  or  on  motion  of  the  prosecution 
for  failure  of  available  evidence  or  witnesses  without  any 
fault  of  the  accused  shall  be  a  trial  in  the  sense  of  this 
section. 

Sec.  232.  Limitations  as  to  time.— No  person  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  code  shall  be  liable  to  be  tried  and  punished  by  a 
national  security  training  court  for  any  offense  committed 
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more  than  one  year  before  arraignment  of  such  person: 
Provided,  That  the  period  of  any  absence  of  the  accused 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  and  also  any 
period  during  which  by  reason  of  some  manifest  impediment 
the  accused  shall  not  have  been  amenable  to  military  justice, 
shall  he  excluded  in  computing  the  aforesaid  period  of  limi¬ 
tation:  Provided  further,  That  this  section  shall  not  have 
the  effect  to  authorize  the  trial  or  punishment  for  any  crime 
or  offense  barred  by  the  provisions  of  existing  law. 

Sec.  233.  Evidence. — Insofar  as  not  otherwise  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  code  or  by  regulations  promulgated  under 
authority  of  titles  I  and  II  of  this  Act,  the  rules  of  evidence 
for  courts-martial  shall  be  applied  to  national  security  train¬ 
ing  courts. 

Sec.  234.  Eulings  on  legal  questions. — The  law 
member  shall  rule  in  open  court  upon  all  interlocutory  ques¬ 
tions  other  than  challenges  arising  during  the  proceedings: 
Provided,  That  any  such  ruling  made  by  the  law  member 
upon  any  interlocutory  question  other  than  for  a  finding  of 
not  guilty  or  the  question  of  accused’s  sanity,  shall  be  final 
and  shall  constitute  the  ruling  of  the  court;  but  the  law 
member  may  at  any  time  consult  with  the  court  in  closed 
session  before  making  a  ruling,  and  may  change  any  ruling 
made  at  any  time  during  the  trial.  Unless  such  ruling  be 
final,  if  any  member  objects  thereto,  the  court  shall  be 
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cleared  and  closed  and  the  question  decided  by  a  majority 
vote,  viva  voce,  beginning  with  the  junior  in  rank.  A 
tie  vote  on  a  motion  for  a  finding  of  not  guilty  or  on  a  motion 
relating  to  the  question  of  the  accused’s  sanity  shall  be  a 
determination  against  the  accused. 

Sec.  235.  Instructions. — Before  a  vote  is  taken  on 
the  findings,  the  law  member  shall,  in  the  presence  of  the 
accused  and  counsel,  instruct  the  court  as  to  the  elements 
of  the  offense  and  charge  the  court — 

( 1 )  that  the  accused  must  be  presumed  to  be  inno¬ 
cent  until  bis  guilt  is  estabbsbed  by  legal  and  competent 
evidence  beyond  reasonable  doubt; 

(2)  that  in  the  case  being  considered,  if  there  is  a 
reasonable  doubt  as  to  the  guilt  of  the  accused,  the 
doubt  shall  be  resolved  in  favor  of  the  accused  and 
be  shall  be  acquitted; 

(3)  that  if  there  is  a  reasonable  doubt  as  to  the 
degree  of  guilt,  the  finding  must  be  in  a  lower  degree 
as  to  which  there  is  no  reasonable  doubt;  and 

(4)  that  the  burden  of  proof  to  estabbsb  the  guilt 
of  the  accused  beyond  reasonable  doubt  is  upon  the 
Government. 

Sec.  236.  Findings. — After  both  sides  have  rested  and 
after  any  argument  of  counsel,  the  national  security  training 
court  shall  make  its  findings  as  to  the  guilt  or  innocence 
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of  the  accused,  which  findings  it  shall  announce  in  open 
court. 

Sec.  237.  Findings  of  guilty. — In  the  event  the 
accused  is  found  guilty,  the  national  security  training  com! 
shall  receive  evidence  as  to  the  age  and  service  of  the 
accused,  together  with  any  evidence  of  previous  convictions 
by  a  national  security  training  court  or  a  district  court  of 
the  United  States,  the  Territories,  or  possessions  or  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  250  of  this  code  and  any  other  pertinent  data  submitted 
by  either  side,  for  consideration  by  the  national  security 
training  court  in  fixing  the  punishment. 

Sec.  238.  Sentence. — The  national  security  training 
court  shall  thereupon  sentence  the  accused.  The  sentence 
shall  be  announced  in  open  court. 

Sec.  239.  Vote  on  finding  and  sentences. — The 
findings  and  sentence  shall  be  determined  on  secret  written 
ballot  by  the  concurrence  of  two-thirds  of  the  members 
present. 

Sec.  240.  Policy  as  to  sentence. — The  national 
security  training  court  shall  adjudge  a  minimum  sentence 
consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  discipline  and  shall,  if 
it  believes  such  action  consistent  with  the  foregoing  policy, 
recommend  to  the  reviewing  authority  that  he  suspend  the 
execution  of  the  sentence  in  whole  or  in  part. 
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Sitct.  241.  Bad  conduct  discharge  or  dishonor¬ 
able  discharge. — In  the  case  of  a  trainee,  as  defined  in 
this  title,  a  bad  conduct  discharge  or  a  dishonorable  discharge 
shall  be  effected  only  pursuant  to  a  sentence  of  a  national 
security  training  court.  The  court  upon  proof  of  two  previous 
convictions  by  courts  deriving  jurisdiction  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  code,  or  if  otherwise  satisfied  from  the  evi¬ 
dence  that  the  accused  is  incorrigible,  or  as  an  included  pun¬ 
ishment  for  any  of  the  offenses  denounced  by  sections  251  to 
258,  inclusive,  of  this  code,  shall  have  power  to  adjudge 
had  conduct  discharge  or  dishonorable  discharge  from  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  in  addition  to  any  other 
punishment  authorized  by  this  code.  The  bad  conduct  dis¬ 
charge  shall  be  adjudged  for  an  offense  or  offenses  warrant¬ 
ing  separation  under  conditions  other  than  honorable  as 
included  pimishment,  hut  not  of  nature  to  warrant  dishonor¬ 
able  discharge.  The  dishonorable  discharge  shall  he  ad¬ 
judged  for  an  offense  or  offenses  warranting  dishonorable 
separation  as  included  punishment.  A  bad  conduct  dis¬ 
charge  or  dishonorable  discharge  shall  not  be  adjudged 
unless  a  complete  record  of  the  proceedings  and  testimony 
before  the  court  has  been  made.  A  bad  conduct  discharge 
or  dishonorable  discharge  adjudged  in  such  cases  shall  be 
effective  only  when  ordered  executed  by  the  reviewing 
authority,  after  the  record  of  trial  has  been  held  legally 
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sufficient  to  support  the  sentence  and  approved  by  the  J udge 
Advocate  General  of  the  service  concerned.  The  holding 
of  the  Judge  Advocate  General  shall  be  final  and  conclusive. 

Sec.  242.  Effect  of  bad  conduct  disciiakge  oe 
disiion oeable  DISCHAEGE. — The  execution  of  a  had  conduct 
discharge  or  a  dishonorable  discharge  shall  forfeit  any  light 
to  credit  by  the  trainee  for  time  served  in  training,  and  shall 
not  prevent  the  trainee,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  Navy,  or  Air  Force,  as  the  case 
may  be,  in  his  discretion,  being  reinducted  for  all  or  part 
of  the  training  prescribed  by  law. 

Sec.  243.  Peepaeation  of  eecoed  of  teiae. — The 
trial  counsel  shall  prepare  the  record  of  trial,  which  shall 
include  in  narrative  or  other  form  the  testimony  of  the  wit¬ 
nesses.  In  such  cases  as  he  shall  deem  appropriate,  the 
appointing  authority  may  detail  a  reporter  to  record  the 
proceedings  of  the  trial.  The  trial  counsel  and  the  defense 
counsel  shall  agree  upon  the  record  and  the  statement  of 
the  testimony,  and  shall  authenticate  the  record  in  certifica¬ 
tion  of  their  agreement,  and  the  record  shall  thereafter  be 
authenticated  by  the  president  of  the  national  security  train¬ 
ing  court.  In  the  event  of  disagreement,  the  testimony  of 
the  witnesses  and  any  other  part  of  the  record  in  dispute 
shall  be  stated  by  the  national  security  training  court,  whose 
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1  decision  evidenced  by  the  signature  of  its  president  shall  be 

2  final. 

3  Sec.  244.  Disposition  of  eecoed  of  teial. — The 

4  record  of  trial  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  reviewing  authority 

5  who  shall  forthwith  refer  it  to  his  staff  judge  advocate  for 

6  consideration  and  advice.  After  having  been  acted  upon  by 

7  the  reviewing  authority,  the  record  of  each  trial  by  a  national 

8  security  training  court  shall  be  transmitted  to  such  liead- 

9  quarters  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  training 

10  agency  concerned. 

11  Sec.  245.  Appeoval  by  previewing  autiiobit y. — A o 

12  sentence  of  a  national  security  training  court  shall  be  car- 

13  ried  into  execution  until  it  shall  have  been  approved  by 

14  the  reviewing  authority  and  in  the  case  of  a  sentence  in- 

15  volving  a  bad  conduct  discharge  or  a  dishonorable  discharge 

16  until  the  record  of  trial  has  been  held  legally  sufficient  and 
17-  approved  as  provided  in  section  241.  However,  a  sentence 

18  involving  withholding  of  privileges,  extra  duty,  restriction, 

19  or  confinement  shall  run  from  the  date  of  the  announcement 

20  of  the  sentence  by  the  national  security  training  court. 

21  Neither  an  acquittal  nor  a  finding  of  not  guilty  shall  require 

22  approval  by  a  reviewing  authority  and  neither  shall  be 

23  disapproved. 

24  Sec.  246.  Powees  incident  to  powee  to  appeove. — 
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1  The  power  to  approve  the  sentence  shall  include  the  power 

2  to  approve  or  disapprove  a  finding  and  to  approve  only 

3  so  much  of  a  finding  of  guilty  of  a  particular  offense  as 

4  involves  a  finding  of  guilty  of  a  lesser  included  offense  and 

5  to  approve  or  disapprove  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the  sen- 

6  tence  and  to  order  a  rehearing :  Provided,  That  no  rehearing 

7  shall  be  ordered  upon  any  charge  or  specification  upon  which 

8  the  accused  has  theretofore  been  acquitted  by  the  national 

9  security  training  court  nor  shall  such  court  on  rehearing  have 

10  power  to  increase  the  sentence  originally  imposed.  The 

11  power  to  approve  a  sentence  shall  include  power  to  mitigate 

* 

12  or  remit  the  sentence  or  suspend,  for  a  period  not  exceeding 

13  the  period  of  training,  the  execution  of  a  sentence  or  any 

14  part  thereof  but  shall  not  include  the  power  to  increase  the 

15  sentence.  The  reviewing  authority,  or  his  successor  in  com- 

16  mand,  or  superior  military  training  authority  shall  have 

17  power  to  vacate  the  suspension  of  any  sentence,  or  any  part 

18  thereof,  and  order  it  carried  into  execution. 

19  Sec.  247.  Confinement  of  trainees. — So  far  as 
29  practicable,  trainees  held  in  confinement  shall  not  he  confined 

21  with  members  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

22  Sec.  248.  Surrender  of  trainee  to  civil  authori- 

23  ties. — Any  trainee  who  is  accused  of  a  crime  or  offense 
21  punishable  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  the  Terri- 
25  tories  or  possessions,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  of  the 
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several  States  or  a  subdivision  thereof  shall  be  surrendered, 
upon  application  duly  made,  to  the  civil  authorities  for  trial : 
Provided,  That  any  proceedings,  trial,  or  period  of  punish¬ 
ment  resulting  therefrom  shall  not  operate  to  relieve  the 
trainee  from  any  liability  for  further  training  in  the  corps. 

Sec.  249.  Return  of  trainees  held  by  civil 
authorities. — The  commanding  officer  or  superior  military 
training  authority,  when  advised  that  a  trainee  is  held  in 
custody  by  the  civil  authorities  shall  in  appropriate  cases 
make  application  for  his  return  to  training  control;  the 
trainee  unless  already  tried  by  the  civil  court  for  the  offenses 
with  which  he  was  charged  by  the  civil  authorities  may  be 
brought  to  trial  before  a  national  security  training  court,  or 
the  case  shall  otherwise  be  disposed  of,  in  the  discretion  of 
the  commanding  officer  or  superior  military  training 
authority. 

Sec.  250.  Jurisdiction  of  the  United  States 
courts. — The  several  districts  courts  of  the  United  States, 
the  Territories,  possessions,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  have  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the  national  security 
training  courts  of  the  crimes  and  offenses  defined  in  sections 
251  to  258,  inclusive. 

Sec.  251.  Desertion. — Any  trainee  in  the  military 
training  program  who  deserts  or  attempts  to  desert  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  upon  conviction  there- 
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of  be  punished  by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $2,000  or  imprison¬ 
ment  for  two  years,  or  both. 

Sec.  252.  Advising  or  aiding  desertion.— Any 
trainee  or  other  person  who  advises  or  persuades  or  know¬ 
ingly  assists  a  trainee  in  the  military  training  program  to 
desert  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  or  who  harbors 
a  deserter,  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  be  punished  by  a 
fine  not  to  exceed  $2,000  or  imprisonment  for  two  years, 
or  both. 

Sec.  253.  Escape  from  confinement. — Any  trainee 
who,  having  been  duly  placed  in  confinement,  escapes  there¬ 
from  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  be  punished  by  a  fine  not 
to  exceed  $1,000  or  imprisonment  for  six  months,  or  both. 

Sec.  254.  Striking  or  assaulting  officers,  or 
other  PERSONS  in  authority. — Any  trainee  who  strikes 
an  officer,  warrant  officer,  petty  officer,  noncommissioned 
officer,  or  other  person  in  authority  over  such  trainee,  or 
draws  or  lifts  up  any  weapon  or  offers  any  violence  against 
such  person,  being  in  the  execution  of  his  office,  shall  upon 
conviction  thereof  be  punished  by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $2,000 
or  imprisonment  for  one  year,  or  both. 

Sec.  255.  Collective  insubordination. — Any 
trainee  or  other  person  subject  to  the  provisions  of  titles 
I  and  II  of  this  Act  who  attempts  to  create  or  who  begins, 
incites,  causes,  instigates,  encourages,  or  joins  in  any  col- 
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lective  insubordination  tending  to  binder  or  impede  training 
under  these  titles  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  be  punished 
by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $2,000  or  imprisonment  for  one 
year,  or  both.  Collective  insubordination  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  titles  I  and  II  of  this  Act  shall  include  any  concerted 
action  in  the  nature  of  a  strike,  including  a  sit-down  or  slow¬ 
down  strike,  or  walk-out,  picketing  or  boycott,  which  tends 
to  hinder  or  impede  training  under  the  provisions  of  titles 
I  and  IT  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  256.  Failure  to  suppress  collective  insub¬ 
ordination. — Any  trainee  or  other  person,  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  titles  I  and  II  of  this  Act,  who,  being  present 
at  any  occurrence  involving  collective  insubordination,  does 
not  use  his  utmost  endeavor  to  suppress  the  same,  or  know¬ 
ing  or  having  reason  to  believe  that  such  collective  insubor¬ 
dination  is  to  take  place,  does  not  without  delay  give  infor¬ 
mation  thereof  to  his  commanding  officer  or  other  competent 
military  authority,  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  be  punished 
by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $500  or  imprisonment  for  six  months, 
or  both. 

Sec.  257.  Property  loss,  damage,  or  wrongful 
disposition. — Any  trainee  who  willfully,  or  through  neg¬ 
lect,  suffers  to  be  lost,  spoiled,  damaged,  or  wrongfully  dis¬ 
posed  of,  any  property  furnished  for  or  intended  for  use 
under  the  provisions  of  law  providing  for  training  in  the 
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corps  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  he  punished  by  a  fine 
not  to  exceed  $500  or  imprisonment  for  six  months,  or  both, 
and  may  he  required  to  make  good  the  loss  or  damage,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  and  when  required  to  make  good  the  loss 
or  damage  the  amount  of  the  liability  determined  thereunder 
may  be  collected  by  stoppage  against  the  authorized  cash 
allowance. 

Sec.  258.  Waste  oe  unlawful  disposition  of 
propeety. — Any  trainee  who  sells  or  unlawfully  disposes  of 
or  willfully  or  through  neglect  injures  or  loses  any  arms, 
ammunition,  accouterments,  equipment,  clothing,  or  other 
property  issued  for  use  in  accordance  with  provisions  of 
titles  I  and  II  of  this  Act  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  be 
punished  by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $500  or  imprisonment  for 
six  months,  or  both,  and  when  required  to  make  good  the 
loss  or  damage,  the  amount  of  the  liability  determined  there¬ 
under  may  be  collected  by  stoppage  against  the  authorized 
cash  allowance. 

Sec.  259.  Absence  without  leave. — Any  trainee 
who  fails  to  report  at  the  fixed  time  to  the  properly  ap¬ 
pointed  place  of  duty,  or  goes  from  the  same  without  proper 
leave  or  absents  himself  from  his  command,  guard,  quarters, 
station,  camp,  or  ship  without  proper  leave,  shall  be  punished 
as  a  national  security  training  court  may  direct. 
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Sec.  260.  Disrespect  and  insubordination. — Any 
trainee  who  behaves  with  disrespect  or  in  an  insubordinate 
manner  toward  an  officer,  warrant  officer,  petty  officer,  non¬ 
commissioned  officer,  or  other  person  having  lawful  authority 
over  him,  shall  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training 
court  may  direct. 

Sec.  261.  Breach  of  arrest— Any  trainee  who, 
having  been  lawfully  placed  under  arrest,  breaks  his  arrest 
before  he  is  set  at  liberty  by  proper  authority  shall  be 
punished  as  a  national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

Sec.  262.  Release  or  escape  of  prisoners. — Any 
trainee  who  without  proper  authority  releases  a  prisoner 
committed  to  his  charge,  or  suffers  a  prisoner  committed 
to  his  charge  to  escape,  shall  be  punished  as  a  national 
security  training  court  may  direct 

Sec.  263.  Drunk  or  disorderly  conduct.— Any 
trainee  who  shall  he  found  drunk  or  disorderly  in  quarters, 
station,  ship,  command,  or  under  such  circumstances  as  to 
bring  discredit  upon  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
shall  be  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court  may 
direct. 

Sec.  264.  Offenses  op  sentinels. — Any  trainee 
posted  as  a  sentinel  or  watch  who  is  found  drunk  or  sleeping 
upon  his  post  or  leaves  his  post  before  he  is  regularly  re- 
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1  lieved,  shall  he  punished  as  a  national  seciirit}^  training  court 

2  may  direct. 

3  Sec.  265.  Disobedience  of  lawful  orders. — Any 

4  trainee  who  willfully  disobeys  or  fails  to  obey  any  lawful 

5  command  of  his  superior  officer,  warrant  officer,  petty  officer, 

6  noncommissioned  officer,  or  other  person  having  authority 

7  over  him  in  accordance  with  law,  shall  he  punished  as  a 

8  national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

9  Sec.  266.  Assault. — Any  trainee  committing  an  as- 

10  sault  shall  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court 

11  may  direct. 

12  Sec.  267.  Assault  and  battery. — Any  trainee  com- 

13  mitting  assault  and  battery  shall  be  punished  as  a  national 

14  security  training  court  may  direct. 

15  Sec.  268.  Committing  a  nuisance.— Any  trainee 

16  who  shall  commit  a  nuisance  shall  be  punished  as  a  national 

17  security  training  court  may  direct. 

18  Sec.  269.  Carrying  a  concealed  weapon. — Anv 

«/ 

19  trainee  who  shall  carry  a  concealed  weapon  without  proper 

20  authority  shall  be  punished  as  a  national  security  training 

21  court  may  direct. 

22  Sec.  270.  Discharging  a  firearm. — Any  trainee  who 

23  shall  through  carelessness  or  without  proper  authority  dis- 

24  charge  a  firearm  in  camp,  quarters,  station,  ship,  or  com- 
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mand  shall  be  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court 
may  direct. 

Sec.  271.  False  official  statement.— Any  trainee 
who  shall  make  a  false  official  statement  or  report  shall  be 
punished  as  a  national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

Sec.  272.  False  swearing. — Any  trainee  who  shall 
swear  falsely  before  a  national  security  training  court  of  any 
officer  thereof  or  in  any  investigation,  proceedings,  or  course 
of  justice  had  under  or  arising  out  of  this  code,  or  who  shall 
make  a  false  oath  to  an  affidavit,  shall  be  punished  as  a 
national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

Sec.  273.  Indecent  exposure— Any  trainee  who 
shall  indecently  expose  his  person  shall  be  punished  as  a 
national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

Sec.  274.  Possession  of  intoxicating  liquor. — 
Any  trainee  having  in  his  possession  intoxicating  liquor  in 
camp,  quarters,  station,  ship,  or  command,  shall  be  punished 
as  a  national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

Sec.  275.  Wrongful  appropriation. — Any  trainee 
who  wrongfully  takes,  obtains,  or  withholds,  by  any  means 
whatever,  from  the  possession  of  the  true  owner  or  any 
other  person  any  money  or  personal  property  of  the  value 
of  $20  or  less,  with  intent  to  deprive  or  defraud  any  per¬ 
son  of  the  use  and  benefit  thereof  or  to  appropriate  the  same 
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to  liis  own  use  or  the  use  of  any  person  other  than  the  true 
owner  shall  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court 
may  direct. 

Sec.  276.  Miscellaneous  offenses— Though  not 
mentioned  in  the  preceding  sections,  all  disorders  and  neg¬ 
lects  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  trainee  discipline, 
all  conduct  of  a  nature  to  hinder  or  impede  training  or  to 
bring  discredit  upon  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
of  which  a  trainee  may  he  guilty  shall  be  punished  as  a 
national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

Sec.  277.  Complaints  of  wbongs. — Any  trainee 
who  believes  himself  wronged  by  his  commanding  officer  or 
any  other  person  having  authority  over  him  and  who,  on 
due  application  to  his  commanding  officer,  is  refused  redress 
may  complain  to  the  next  higher  military  training  authority 
who  shall  examine  into  the  complaint  and  take  proper 
measures  for  redressing  the  wrongs  complained  of. 

Sec.  278.  Making  good  time  lost. — Every  trainee 
may  be  required  to  make  good  any  time  lost  to  training  as 
a  result  of  his  own  willful  act  of  neglect,  and  this  shall  include 
time  lost  in  desertion  or  absence  without  leave  and  time  lost 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 


69 

by  a  trainee  due  to  restraint  prior  to  trial  resulting  in  con¬ 
viction  or  restraint  imposed  as  a  result  of  a  sentence  by  a 
national  security  training  or  civil  court. 

Sec.  279.  President  may  prescribe  rules.— The 
President  may,  by  Executive  order,  which  he  may  modify 
from  time  to  time;  and  which  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Kegister,  prescribe  the  procedure  including  the  rules 
of  evidence  and  maximum  limits  of  punishment,  not  exceed¬ 
ing  the  maximum  limits  of  punishment  authorized  by  this 
code,  in  cases  before  national  security  training  courts:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  nothing  contrary  or  inconsistent  with  this  code 
may  be  so  prescribed. 

Sec.  280.  Certain  sections  of  code  to  be  read 
and  EXPLAINED.— Sections  202,  203,  204,  205,  206,  213, 
214,  241,  242,  and  250  through  278  of  this  code  shall  be 
read  or  explained  to  every  trainee  at  the  time  of  his  induction 
or  within  six  days  thereafter  and  shall  be  read  or  explained 
once  every  three  months  to  all  trainees. 
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A  BILL 

provide  for  the  common  defense  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  universal  training  program,  and 
for  other  purposes. 


' 


82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

January  18  (legislative  day,  January  8),  1951 
Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

(IN  THE  NATURE  OF  A  SUBSTITUTE) 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas  (for  him- 

•J  J 

self,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr.  Chapman,  Mr.  Kefauvee,  Mr. 
Hunt,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr.  Bridges,  Mr.  Saltonstall, 
Mr.  MoB'se,  Mr.  Ivnowland,  Mr.  Cain,  and  Mr.  Elan- 
dees)  (by  request)  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal  training  program, 
and  for  other  purposes,  viz :  Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting 
clause  and  insert  the  following: 

1  That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604) , 

2  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

3  (a)  Section  1  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

4  “Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Uni- 

5  versa!  Military  Service  and  Training  Act’. 

6  “(b)  The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  an  adequate 
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armed  strength  must  be  achieved  and  maintained  to  insure 
the  security  of  this  Nation. 

“(c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  in  a  free  so¬ 
ciety  the  obligations  and  privileges  of  serving  in  the  Armed 
Forces  and  the  Reserve  components  thereof  should  be  shared 
generally,  in  accordance  with  a  system  which  is  fair  and 
just,  and  which  is  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  an 
effective  national  economy. 

“(d)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  national  security  requires  maximum  effort  in  the 
fields  of  scientific  research  and  development,  health,  and 
education,  and  the  fullest  possible  development  and  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  Nation’s  technological,  scientific,  and  other  criti¬ 
cal  manpower  resources. 

“(e)  To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to  engage  in  training  for  civilian 
and  military  service  and  to  prepare  for  the  assumption  of 
their  responsibilities  as  citizens  of  a  free  and  democratic  Na¬ 
tion  and  to  provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel  recently 
trained  in  modern  techniques  to  assure  a  vital,  ready  reser¬ 
voir  to  fill  the  military  and  civilian  needs  of  the  Nation  in¬ 
cluding  civil  defense.” 

(b)  Section  2  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 
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(c)  Section  3  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  word  “eighteen”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
“seventeen”. 

(d)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4 
of  said  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “nineteen” 
wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
word  “eighteen”. 

(e)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  hereby  amended  to 
read:  “The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 
whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct 
into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and 
service  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  (including  but 
not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  age 
groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to 
provide  and  maintain  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and 
to  further  the  purposes  of  this  Act.” 

(f)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “ISTo  person 
shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects, 
including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such  training  and 
service,  has  been  satisfactorily  determined  under  standards 
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prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard) 

(g)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Every  trainee  shall  be  given  full  and  adequate  basic  train¬ 
ing  for  service  in  the  armed  force  into  which  he  is  inducted 
and  no  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial  period  of  basic  train¬ 
ing,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a  combat  area,  or  be  permanently 
assigned  for  duty,  other  than  for  training  duty,  at  any  instal¬ 
lation  located  on  land  outside  the  continental  limits  of  United 
States.” 

(h)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on  ac¬ 
tive  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Eorces  for  a  period 
of  twenty-seven  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  released, 
transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and 
procedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d) 
of  section  4  or  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  this  title.” 

(i)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of 
said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 
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(j)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph : 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  enactment  of 
this  paragraph,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  an 
armed  force  of  the  United  States  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  obligated  to 
serve,  on  active  training  and  service  and  inactive  service, 
for  a  total  period  of  eight  years  unless  sooner  discharged  in 
accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) .  Each  such 
person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service,  shall,  if 
physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  Reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for 
the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  obligated  to  serve 
under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member 
of  such  Reserve  component  during  such  period.  In  case  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  determines 
that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment 
to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  or  an  officers’ 
training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served 
is  available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  hardship,  be  filled 
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by  any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to 
enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment 
to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to 
serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  may  provide,  by  regula¬ 
tions  which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  from  active  duty  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required 
by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of  individuals  who  volunteer 
for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  of  the  National 
Guard  and  other  Reserve  components.  Paragraphs  (1) 
and  (2)  of  this  subsection  shall  apply  only  to  persons 
inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  this  paragraph.  Nothing  in  this  subsection 
shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  Reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or 
called  to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force.” 

(k)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (e)  of  section  4 
of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “With  respect 
to  the  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title,  there  shall  be  paid,  allowed,  and 
extended,  for  active  training  and  service,  the  same  pay,  allow¬ 
ances,  pensions,  disability  and  death  compensation,  and  other 
benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  the  case  of  other  members 
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of  the  uniformed  services  of  like  grades  and  length  of  service 
of  that  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  which  they  are 
assigned,  except  that  when  the  President  shall  so  provide 
in  an  Executive  order  pursuant  to  subsection  (k)  of  this 
section,  each  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial  period  of  basic 
training,  he  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30  in 
lieu  of  the  basic  pay  that  would  otherwise  be  payable  to 
him  under  this  section.  During  such  period  in  which  the 
pay  of  trainees  is  $30  a  month,  each  such  person,  having  a 
dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  re¬ 
ceive  a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic 
allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade 
E-l  by  section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act 
of  1949  as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assist¬ 
ance  Act  of  1950  plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee  has  in 
effect  an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such  dependency 
allowance  for  the  support  of  the  dependent  or  dependents  on 
whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed.” 

(l)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  are  repealed. 

(m)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of 
said  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “subsections 
6  (j)  and  6  (o)  ”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
“subsection  6  (j)”  and  by  striking  out  the  words  “twenty- 
one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “twenty-seven”, 
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Said  subsection  (i)  is  further  amended  by  striking  out  para¬ 
graph  (3)  thereof. 

(n)  Section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“(k)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is  justi¬ 
fied  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of 
international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommendation 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive  order, 
which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed  F orces, 
and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted  under 
this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide 
for:  (1)  increasing  the  initial  periods  of  basic  training  to 
not  to  exceed  six  months,  (2)  changing  or  modifying  the 
basic  training  given  thereunder,  (3)  decreasing  periods  of 
service  under  this  title  but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of 
time  than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or  (4)  eliminating 
periods  of  service  required  under  this  title.” 

(o)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  words:  “:  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction 
of  persons  by  age  groups  under  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President.” 

(p)  Section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  deleting  there¬ 
from  subsection  (c)  (2). 
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(q)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Re¬ 
serve,  United  States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in  an 
officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  the  cur¬ 
riculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;” 
immediately  following  the  words  “cadets,  United  States 
Coast  Guard;”. 

(r)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  6.  (d)  (1)  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  (A)  until 
June  30,  1954,  to  provide  for  the  temporary  removal  from 
active  training  and  service  upon  completion  of  their  initial 
periods  of  basic  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  not  to 
exceed  seventy-five  thousand  persons  annually,  who  shall  be 
selected  by  such  civilian  officials  or  agencies  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  as  the  President  may  designate,  in  order  to  permit  such 
persons  to  engage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine,  the 
sciences,  engineering,  the  humanities,  and  other  fields  de¬ 
termined  by  him  to  be  in  the  national  interest  and  while  so 
engaged  such  persons  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  military 
service  (active  or  inactive)  for  any  purpose;  (B)  to  suspend 
for  such  persons  the  obligation  to  complete  the  period  of 
military  service  required  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4 
A.  S.  1 - 2 
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of  this  title  until  the  completion  of  such  study  or  research, 
or  until  any  such  person  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
study  or  research,  whichever  is  the  earlier;  and  (C)  upon 
termination  of  such  period  of  suspension,  or  at  any  time 
within  not  more  than  ten  years  thereafter,  to  reorder  or 
induct  such  a  person  into  active  service  in  the  same  or 
another  armed  force  for  the  unserved  part  of  the  period  of 
service  required  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  this 
title,  unless  such  person  performs  other  military  or  civilian 
service  in  the  national  interest  for  a  period  equivalent  to  such 
period  of  service  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  President. 

“  (2)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  any  person  who,  (A)  has  been  or  may 
hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in  the 
senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Air 
Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Offi¬ 
cers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer  can¬ 
didate  training  program  established  by  the  Act  of  August  13, 
1946  (60  Stat.  1057)  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  Officers’ 
Candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Platoon  Leaders’ 
Class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer  procurement  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or 
appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  while 
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undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to 
accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department  having 
jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  not  less  than  two 
years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission;  and  (C) 
agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  component 
until  the  eighth  aimiversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission 
in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsection  (d)  of 
section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  title  until  after  completion 
or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as 
he  continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve  status  upon  being  com¬ 
missioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such 
persons  except  those  persons  who  have  previously  completed 
an  initial  period  of  basic  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of 
active  military  training  and  service  shall  be  required  while 
enrolled  in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  training 
equal  (as  determined  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type 
of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  basic  training.  There  shall 
be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service 
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in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attending  a  civilian 
college  under  any  such  training  program  a  period  of  not  to 
exceed  one  year. 

“(3)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regu¬ 
lations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  active  duty. 

“  (4)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  he  deemed  to  pre¬ 
clude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed 
under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students 
for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(s)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  (i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 

suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  lie  ceases 
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satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who  upon  attaining  the  eighteenth 
anniversary  of  his  birth  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time 
course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  insti¬ 
tution  shall,  if  he  lias  not  completed  the  academic  year 
during  which  he  attained  the  eighteenth  anniversary  of  his 
date  of  birth,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local 
board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic 
year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier.  Nothing  in 
this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President 
from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection 
(h)  of  this  section  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(t)  Section  7  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

(u)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  title,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Porces  of  the 
United  States  (other  than  in  a  Reserve  component)  for  not 
more  than  four  years  shall,  if  such  enlistment  is  his  first  enlist¬ 
ment  in  the  Armed  Forces  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enact- 
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1  ment  of  this  title,  be  entitled,  upon  the  expiration  of  his 

2  enlistment  (including  any  extension  thereof  by  law  hut  not 

3  including  any  voluntary  extension  thereof)  or  upon  his  dis- 

4  charge  under  honorable  conditions  prior  to  the  expiration 

5  thereof,  to  all  the  reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits 

6  provided  for  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees. 

1  “(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  effective  date 

8  of  this  title  enters  upon  active  duty,  whether  or  not  volun- 

9  tarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Public 
19  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty 

11  shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  con- 

12  ditions,  he  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and 

13  benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees,  if 

14  he  is  relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after 

15  the  date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the 
Id  expiration  of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders 
U  relieving  him  from  active  duty. 

18  “(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 

19  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
29  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 

21  purpose  of  being  inducted  or  otherwise  entering  the  Armed 

22  Forces  of  the  United  States.  If  rejected  by  such  forces  the 

23  employee  shall  be  reinstated  in  his  position  without  loss  of 
21  seniority  or  status,  or  reduction  in  his  rate  of  pay.” 

(v)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said  Act  is  amended 
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by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  “or  persons  appointed 
to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 
Board”. 

(w)  Section  16  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  striking  ont 
the  words  “eighteen”  and  “eighteenth”  in  subsection  (a) 
thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “seventeen” 
and  “seventeenth”,  respectively,  and  adding  the  following 
subsection  at  the  end  thereof:  “  (j)  The  terms  Active  training 
and  service’  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  any  military  service 
in  the  active  Armed  Forces;  Trainee’  shall  be  deemed  to 
mean  a  person  inducted  in  the  Armed  Forces  under  this  title 
prior  to  attaining  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth  who 
is  undergoing  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  in  the  active 
Armed  Forces;  ‘initial  period  of  basic  training’  or  ‘initial 
basic  training’  shall  mean  that  period  of  four  months  (or 
not  to  exceed  six  months  when  prescribed  by  the  President) 
immediately  following  induction;  ‘inductee’  shall  mean  any 
person  inducted  into  the  active  Armed  Forces  under  this 
title  for  active  training  and  service.” 

(x)  Section  17  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
and  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title 
are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
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out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 

* 

such  sums  as  may  he  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  this  title.” 

(y)  Section  21  of  said  Act  and  section  7  of  the  Act  of 
September  9,  1950  (eh.  939  of  the  laws  of  the  Eighty-first 
Congress,  second  session),  are  hereby  amended  by  striking 
out  the  words  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  “June  30,  1953”.  Section  21  of  said  Act  is  hereby 
further  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “twenty-one” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “twenty-seven”. 

(z)  Said  Act  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  title  I  thereof  a  new  section  as  follows : 

“Sec.  22.  (a)  The  President  is  hereby  authorized  to 

establish  a  committee  to  advise  and  consult  with  him  on 

such  phases  of  this  title  concerned  with  the  initial  periods 

of  basic  training:  of  those  inducted  for  training'  and  service 
©  © 

as  he  may  designate. 

“  (b)  The  committee  shall  be  composed  of  not  less  than 
five  nor  more  than  eight  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President 
without  regard  to  the  civil-service  laws  or  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949,  and  shall  he  paid  such  per  diem  rates  of  com¬ 
pensation  and  such  subsistence  and  travel  expenses  as  the 
President  may  determine  to  he  appropriate.  The  commit- 
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tee  shall  have  a  chairman  designated  from  among  its  mem¬ 
bership  by  the  President. 

“(c)  The  committee  shall  have  a  staff  headed  by  an 
executive  secretary  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  who  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $10,000 
per  annum.  The  executive  secretary,  subject  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  committee,  is  hereby  authorized,  subject  to  the 
civil-service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  to  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  per¬ 
sonnel  as  may  he  necessary  to  perform  such  duties  as  may 
he  prescribed  by  the  committee  in  connection  with  the  per¬ 
formance  of  its  functions. 

“(d)  To  perform  its  functions  the  committee  shall 
utilize  to  the  maximum  extent  the  facilities  and  resources  of 
the  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Government.” 

(aa)  Said  Act  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  title  I  a  new  section  as  follows : 

“Sec.  23.  The  President,  acting  through  such  non¬ 
military  executive  departments  and  agencies  as  he  deems 
appropriate,  is  authorized  to  provide  for  the  physical  and 
mental  rehabilitation  of  individuals  examined  for  induction 
under  this  title  and  rejected  for  failure  to  meet  the  standards 
for  physical  and  mental  fitness  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  under  section  4  (a)  of  this  title.  In  carrying 
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out  this  section  the  President  may  provide  such  medical 
or  hospital  treatment  and  such  other  training  or  education  as 
he  deems  fit,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  establishment 
of  schools  for  the  illiterate,  providing  psychiatric  treatment, 
in-  or  out-patient  medical,  dental,  or  other  treatment,  and 
the  providing  of  necessary  prosthetic  devices.  The  benefits 
of  this  section  shall  be  provided  only  to  those  persons  who 
voluntarily  accept  them  and  who  are  found  to  have  sufficient 
physical  and  mental  capacities  to  warrant  the  opinion  that 
they  can  be  rehabilitated  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title.  Upon  the  successful  completion  of  such  treatment, 
training,  or  education  such  persons  may  be  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950  (ch.  501 
of  the  laws  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  second  session) , 
is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  "July  9,  1951” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "June  30,  1953” 
and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a  new  sentence  as 
follows:  "No  person  whose  entlistment  has  been  extended 
heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this 
Act  shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional 
period  of  time  under  this  Act.” 

Sec.  3.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (ch.  537,  64  Stat. 
408),  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  "July  31,  1954” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "June  30,  1961”. 
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1  Sec.  4.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (ch.  537,  64  Stat. 

2  408),  is  hereby  amended  by  inserting  the  words  “sections 

3  102,  202,  213,  and  302  of  the  Women’s  Armed  Services 

4  Integration  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and 

5  371)”  immediately  following  the  word  “including”. 

6  Sec.  5.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 

7  of  active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased, 

8  such  increased  period  of  service  shall  he  applicable  to  all 

9  persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 

10  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act. 

11  •  Sec.  6.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application 

12  thereof  to  an}^  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 

12  validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 

11  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 

1^  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  “A  hill  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to 
permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower  resources 
of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  Universal  Military  Serv¬ 
ice  and  Training,  and  for  other  purposes.” 
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AMENDMENTS 

(IN  THE  NATURE  OF  A  SUBSTITUTE) 


82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

January  19, 1951 

Mr.  Vinson  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal 
military  service  and  training,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604), 

4  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as  follows : 

5  (a)  Section  1  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

6  “Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Uni- 

7  versal  Military  Service  and  Training  Act'. 

8  “(h)  The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  an  adequate 

9  armed  strength  must  he  achieved  and  maintained  to  insure 


10  the  security  of  this  Nation. 
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“  (c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  in  a  free  society 
the  obligations  and  privileges  of  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces 
and  the  Reserve  components  thereof  should  be  shared  gen¬ 
erally,  in  accordance  with  a  system  which  is  fair  and  just, 
and  which  is  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  an  effective 
national  economy. 

“(d)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  national  security  requires  maximum  effort  in  the 
fields  of  scientific  research  and  development,  health,  and 
education,  and  the  fullest  possible  development  and  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  Nation’s  technological,  scientific,  and  other  critical 
manpower  resources. 

“(e)  To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to  engage  in  training  for  civilian 
and  military  service  and  to  prepare  for  the  assumption  of 
their  responsibilities  as  citizens  of  a  free  and  democratic 
Nation  and  to  provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel  recently 
trained  in  modern  techniques  to  assure  a  vital,  ready  reservoir 
to  fill  the  military  and  civilian  needs  of  the  Nation  including 
civil  defense.” 

(h)  Section  2  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

(c)  Section  3  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  word  “eighteen”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word 
“seventeen”. 

(d)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4 
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of  said  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “nineteen” 
wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
word  “eighteen”. 

(e)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  hereby  amended  to 
read:  “The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 
whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct 
into  the  Armed  Porces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and 
service  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  (including  but 
not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  age 
groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  and  maintain  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and 
to  further  the  purposes  of  this  Act.” 

(f)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “No  person 
shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects, 
including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such  training 
and  service,  has  been  satisfactorily  determined  under  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard) .” 

(g)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Every  trainee  shall  be  given  full  and  adequate  basic  train- 
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in for  service  in  the  armed  force  into  which  he  is  inducted 
and  no  trainee  shall,  during-  his  initial  period  of  basic  train¬ 
ing,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a  combat  area,  or  be  permanently 
assigned  for  duty,  other  than  for  training  duty,  at  any  instal¬ 
lation  located  on  land  outside  the  continental  limits  of  United 
States.” 

(h)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “  (b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on 
active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period 
of  twenty-seven  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  released, 
transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and 
procedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d) 
of  section  4  or  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  this  title.” 

(i)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of 
said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

>  (j)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 

by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  enactment 
of  this  paragraph,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  an 
armed  force  of  the  United  States  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  obligated 
to  serve,  on  active  training  and  service  and  inactive  service, 
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for  a  total  period  of  eight  years  unless  sooner  discharged 
in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) .  Each  such 
person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service,  shall, 
if  physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  De¬ 
serve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve  there¬ 
in  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  obligated 
to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
a  member  of  such  Deserve  component  during  such  period. 
In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard)  ,  determines  that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appoint¬ 
ment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  Deserve 
component  or  an  officers’  training  program  of  the  armed 
force  in  which  he  served  is  available  to.  and  can,  without 
undue  hardship,  he  filled  bv  any  such  person,  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appoint¬ 
ment  in.  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  offi¬ 
cers’  training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein. 
The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard) ,  may  provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be 
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as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  release  from  active 
duty  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required  by  subsection  (b) 
of  this  section  of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  ac¬ 
cepted  into  organized  units  of  the  National  Guard  and  other 
Reserve  components.  Paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  this 
subsection  shall  apply  only  to  persons  inducted,  enlisted, 
or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  this  paragraph.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  Reserve  component 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active 
duty  in  such  armed  force.” 

(k)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (e)  of  section  4 
of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “With  respect 
to  the  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title,  there  shall  be  paid,  allowed,  and 
extended,  for  active  training  and  service,  the  same  pay, 
allowances,  pensions,  disability  and  death  compensation,  and 
other  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  the  case  of  other 

N 

members  of  the  uniformed  services  of  like  grades  and  length 
of  service  of  that  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  which 
they  are  assigned,  except  that  when  the  President  shall  so 
provide  in  an  Executive  order  pursuant  to  subsection  (k) 
of  this  section,  each  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial  period 
of  basic  training,  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of 
*30  in  lieu  of  the  basic  pay  that  would  otherwise  be  payable 
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to  him  under  this  section.  During  such  period  in  which 
the  pay  of  trainees  is  $30  a  month,  each  such  person,  having 
a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  al¬ 
lowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l 
by  section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949 
as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act 
of  1950  plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee  has  in  effect  an 
allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such  dependency  allowance 
for  the  support  of  the  dependent  or  dependents  on  whose 
account  the  allowance  is  claimed.” 

(l)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  are  repealed. 

(m)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of 
said  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “subsections 
6  (j)  and  6  (o)”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
“subsection  6  (j)”  and  by  striking  out  the  words  “twenty- 
one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “twenty-seven”. 
Said  subsection  (i)  is  further  amended  by  striking  out  para¬ 
graph  (3)  thereof. 

(n)  Section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows : 

“  (k)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is  justified 
by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  inter¬ 
national  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommendation  of 
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the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive  order, 
which  shall  he  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed  Forces, 
and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted  under 
this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide 
for  (1)  increasing  the  initial  periods  of  basic  training  to 
not  to  exceed  six  months,  (2)  changing  or  modifying  the 
basic  training  given  thereunder,  (3)  decreasing  periods  of 
service  under  this  title  but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of 
time  than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or  (4)  eliminating 
periods  of  service  required  under  this  title.” 

(o)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  Act  is  amended 

by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  words:  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 

shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of 
persons  by  age  groups  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  President.” 

(p)  Section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  deleting  there¬ 
from  subsection  ( c )  ( 2 ) . 

(q)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Re¬ 
serve,  United  States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in  an 
officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  the  cur¬ 
riculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;” 
immediately  following  the  words  “cadets,  United  States 
Coast  Guard;”. 
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(r)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“  (d)  (1)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  (A)  until  June  30, 
1954,  to  provide  for  the  temporary  removal  from  active 
training  and  service  upon  completion  of  their  initial  periods 
of  basic  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  not  to  exceed 
seventy-five  thousand  persons  annually,  who  shall  be  se¬ 
lected  by  such  civilian  officials  or  agencies  of  the  Government 
as  the  President  may  designate,  in  order  to  permit  such 
persons  to  engage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine,  the 
sciences,  engineering,  the  humanities,  and  other  fields  deter¬ 
mined  by  him  to  be  in  the  national  interest  and  while  so 
engaged  such  persons  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  military 
service  ( active  or  inactive )  for  any  purpose;  (B)  to  suspend 
for  such  persons  the  obligation  to  complete  the  period  of 
military  service  required  under  subsection  (b)  of  section 
4  of  this  title  until  the  completion  of  such  study  or  research, 
or  until  any  such  person  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
study  or  research,  whichever  is  the  earlier;  and  (0)  upon 
termination  of  such  period  of  suspension,  or  at  any  time 
within  not  more  than  ten  years  thereafter,  to  reorder  or 
induct  such  a  person  into  active  service  in  the  same  or 
another  armed  force  for  the  unserved  part  of  the  period  of 
II.  R.  1752 - 2 
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service  required  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  this 
title,  unless  such  person  performs  other  military  or  civilian 
service  in  the  national  interest  for  a  period  equivalent  to 
such  period  of  service  in  accordance  with  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President. 

“(2)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  any  person  who,  (A)  has  been 
or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or 
the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps 
officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Act  of 
August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the 
Reserve  officers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer 
procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 
Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees, 
in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve, 
subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  not  less 
than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission ; 
and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve 
component  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 
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commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from 
induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  title  until  after 
completion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so 
long  as  he  continues  in  a  Kegular  or  Keserve  status  upon 
being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  regis¬ 
tration.  Such  persons  except  those  persons  who  have  previ¬ 
ously  completed  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  or  an 
equivalent  period  of  active  military  training  and  service 
shall  he  required  while  enrolled  in  such  programs  to  complete 
a  period  of  training  equal  (as  determined  under  regulations 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
in  duration  and  t}^pe  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  basic 
training.  There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  com¬ 
missioned  service  of  any  person  who  has  agreed  to  perform 
such  obligatory  service  in  return  for  financial  assistance  while 
attending  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  training  program 
a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

“(3)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
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officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  active  duty. 

“  (4)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to  pre- 
under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students 
for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(s)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  (i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 

suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  he  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases 
satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who  upon  attaining  the  eighteenth 
anniversary  of  his  birth  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time 
course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  in¬ 
stitution  shall,  if  he  has  not  completed  the  academic  year 
during  which  he  attained  the  eighteenth  anniversary  of  his 
date  of  birth,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local 
board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic 
year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier.  Nothing  in 
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this  paragraph  shall  he  deemed  to  preclude  the  President 
from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection 
(h)  of  this  section  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(t)  Section  7  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

(u)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  title,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  (other  than  in  a  Reserve  component)  for 
not  more  than  four  years  shall,  if  such  enlistment  is  his 
first  enlistment  in  the  Armed  Forces  subsequent  to  the  date 
of  enactment  of  this  title,  be  entitled,  upon  the  expiration 
of  his  enlistment  (including  any  extension  thereof  by  law 
but  not  including  any  voluntary  extension  thereof)  or 
upon  his  discharge  under  honorable  conditions  prior  to 
the  expiration  thereof,  to  all  the  reemployment  rights  and 
other  benefits  provided  for  by  this  section  in  the  case  of 
inductees. 

“  (2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  effective  date 
of  this,  title  enters  upon  active  duty,  whether  or  not  volun¬ 
tarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Public 
Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty 
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shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  con¬ 
ditions,  he  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and 
benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees, 
if  he  is  relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years 
after  the  date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after 
the  expiration  of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain 
orders  relieving  him  from  active  duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 
paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
shall  he  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  or  otherwise  entering  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States.  If  rejected  by  such  forces  the 
employee  shall  be  reinstated  in  his  position  without  loss  of 
seniority  or  status,  or  reduction  in  his  rate  of  pay.” 

(v)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said  Act  is  amended 
b}T  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  “or  persons  appointed 
to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 
Board”. 

(w)  Section  16  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  words  “eighteen”  and  “eighteenth”  in  subsection  (a) 
thereof  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “seventeen” 
and  “seventeenth”,  respectively,  and  adding  the  following 
subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(j)  The  terms  'active  training  and  service’  shall  be 
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deemed  to  mean  any  military  service  in  the  active  Armed 
Forces;  ‘trainee’  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a  person  inducted 
in  the  Armed  Forces  under  this  title  prior  to  attaining  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth  who  is  undergoing  an 
initial  period  of  basic  training  in  the  active  Armed  Forces; 
‘initial  period  of  basic  training’  or  ‘initial  basic  training’  shall 
mean  that  period  of  four  months  (or  not  to  exceed  six 
months  when  prescribed  by  the  President)  immediately 
following  induction;  ‘inductee’  shall  mean  any  person 
inducted  into  the  active  Armed  Forces  under  this  title  for 
active  training  and  service.” 

(x)  Section  17  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
and  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title 
are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the-  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri¬ 
ated,  such  sums  as  may  he  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title.” 

(y)  Section  21  of  said  Act  and  section  7  of  the  Act 
of  September  9,  1950  (ch.  939  of  the  Laws  of  the  Eighty- 
first  Congress,  second  session) ,  are  hereby  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  words  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
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the  words  “June  30,  1953”.  Section  21  of  said  Act  is 
hereby  further  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “twenty- 
one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “twenty-seven”. 

(z)  Said  Act  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  of  title  I  thereof  a  new  section  as  follows : 

“Sec.  22.  (a)  The  President  is  hereby  authorized  to 
establish  a  committee  to  advise  and  consult  with  him  on  such 
phases  of  this  title  concerned  with  the  initial  periods  of  basic 
training  of  those  inducted  for  training  and  service  as  he 
may  designate. 

“(b)  The  committee  shall  be  composed  of  not  less  than 
five  nor  more  than  eight  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President 
without  regard  to  the  civil  service  laws  or  the  Classification 
Act  of  1949,  and  shall  be  paid  such  per  diem  rates  of  com¬ 
pensation  and  such  subsistence  and  travel  expenses  as  the 
President  may  determine  to  be  appropriate.  The  committee 
shall  have  a  chairman  designated  from  among  its  member¬ 
ship  by  the  President. 

“(c)  The  committee  shall  have  a  staff  headed  by  an 
executive  secretary  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  committee 
and  who  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $10,000 
per  annum.  The  executive  secretary,  subject  to  the  direction 
of  the  committee,  is  hereby  authorized,  subject  to  the  civil 
service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
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to  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  personnel  as 
may  be  necessary  to  perform  such  duties  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  committee  in  connection  with  the  performance 
of  its  functions. 

“(d)  To  perform  its  functions  the  committee  shall 
utilize  to  the  maximum  extent  the  facilities  and  resources 
of  the  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Government.” 

(aa)  Said  Act  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
of  title  I  a  new  section  as  follows : 

“Sec.  23.  The  President,  acting  through  such  nonmili¬ 
tary  executive  departments  and  agencies  as  he  deems  appro¬ 
priate,  is  authorized  to  provide  for  the  physical  and  mental 
rehabilitation  of  individuals  examined  for  induction  under  this 
title  and  rejected  for  failure  to  meet  the  standards  for  physical 
and  mental  fitness  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
under  section  4  (a)  of  this  title.  In  carrying  out  this  section 
the  President  may  provide  such  medical  or  hospital  treat¬ 
ment  and  such  other  training  or  education  as  he  deems  fit, 
including  but  not  limited  to  the  establishment  of  schools  for 
the  illiterate,  providing  psychiatric  treatment,  in-  or  out¬ 
patient  medical,  dental,  or  other  treatment,  and  the  provid¬ 
ing  of  necessary  prosthetic  devices.  The  benefits  of  this 
section  shall  be  provided  only  to  those  persons  who  volun¬ 
tarily  accept  them  and  who  are  found  to  have  sufficient 
physical  and  mental  capacities  to  warrant  the  opinion  that 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 


18 


they  can  be  rehabilitated  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title.  Upon  the  successful  completion  of  such  treatment, 
training,  or  education  such  persons  may  be  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces.” 

Sec.  2.  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950  (ch.  501 
of  the  laws  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  second  session) 
is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “July  9,  1951” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “June  30,  1953”  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a  new  sentence  as 
follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended 
heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this 
Act  shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional 
period  of  time  under  this  Act.” 

Sec.  3.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (ch.  537,  64  Stat. 
408)  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  “July  31,  1954” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “June  30,  1961”. 

Sec.  4.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (ch.  537,  64  Stat. 
408)  is  hereby  amended  by  inserting  the  words  “sections 
102,  202,  213,  and  302  of  the  Women’s  Armed  Sendees 
Integration  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and  371)  ” 
immediately  following  the  word  “including”. 
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Sec.  5.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 
of  active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased, 
such  increased  period  of  service  shall  he  applicable  to  all 
persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act. 

Sec.  6.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 
not  be  affected  thereby. 
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COMGEESSEOMAL  PKOCEEBINGS 

OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE  Issued  Feb.  13,  1951 

Division  of  Legislative  Reports  For  actions  of  Feb.  12,  1951 
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GHLIGETS:  Both  houses  received  President’s  message  recommending  relief  for  Indij 
Sej*s,v  Humphrey  inserted  and  commended  Secretary’s  recent  statement  on  farm  uri 
Sen.  bridges  defended  legislative  record  on  last  year’  s  budget  and  urg'd  <  "in  new 

one.  Hotk^c  committee  ordered  reported  bill  to  revise  law  on  ucanut  alloj  s  and 
quotas.  IjSj^so  committee  on  chemicals  in  foods  appointed. 

SENATE 


1.  FOREIGN  AID.  Soria  Houses  received  the  President's  message 
authorization  be  gfc%en  for  shipment  of  about  75*000, 


India  (H,  Doc.  56);  tbsySenate  Foreign  Relations 
Affairs  Committee  (up.  1^§^»  1283-4).  Several 

(up.  1235-7). 


commending  that 
grain  to 


tee  and  House  Foreign 
>rs  discussed  the  urouosal 


FARM  PRICES.  Sen.  Humphrey  inser^^d  and  ^mmended  Secretary  Brannan’s  recent 
press  release,  "Farm  Prices  in  the  Ftotfe- Control  Picture,”  explaining  that  farm 
urices  are  not  too  high  in  relati^a^t 0  ovUier  prices  (mu.  1252-4). 


4. 


BUDGET.  Sen,  Bridges  defende^^he  legislat iveNjecord  on  the  Budget  last  year  and 
stated  that  Congress  wouL^examine  closely  the  Bbfc^get  for  1952*  Sen.  McMahon 
said  $6,000,000  could  jam,  be  cut  out  of  non-def enseSf  ems,  and  Sen.  George  said 
that  much  could  be  _£d!fcen  from  the  Budget  as  a  whole.  v*$p«  1232-5*) 

SOIL  CONSERVAEJ#N.  Sen.  Wiley  inserted  a  resolution  of  the  SbsjH  Conservation 
District  Sp^erviso'rs,  of  Wis*,  favoring  a  strengthening  of  SCS  aa^d  its  continua¬ 
tion  a separate  USDA  agency  (p.  1223). 


5»  FO^IGN  RELATIONS.  The  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Denartments  Commits 
submitted  its  5^h  report  on  studies  of  the  relationships  between  the  U.  S. 
international  organizations  (S.  Rem t •  90)(p.  1224).  _ 

6.  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  The  Prcuaredness  Subcommittee  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
voted  to  reuort  to  the  full  Committee  a  revised  draft  of  S.  1,  the  selective 
service  bill  (u.  D85)? 


7.  CONTRACT  RENEGOTIATION.  The  "daily  Digest"  states  that  the  Finance  Committee 
"voted  to  reuort  with  amendments,  H.  R.  1724,  to  provide  for  the  renegotiation 
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sof  contracts.  As  approved,  the  amendments  would  provide  principally  for:  1 
in  list  of  departments  with. whom  contracts  are  negotiable;  limit  the  pO\ 

0X the  President  to  designate  other  departments,  to  those  exercising  functions 
having  direct,  and  immedia.te  connection  with  national  defense;  permit  a  1— ye  r 
carryover  of  net  losses;  reduce  the  rate  of  interest  from  -6  to  4  percent^  raise 
the  minimum  amount  subject  to  renegotiation  from  $100,000  to  OdOO.OOOr/broaden 
exemptim&s  for  agricultural,  commodities,  and  products  of  a  mine,  oil/  or  gas 
well,  etcV  to  conform  to  exemptions  in  1943  act;  mandatory  exempt i/n  of  con¬ 
tracts  witiXreguleted  utilities  and  common  carriers;  and  mandatory' exemption 
of  charitab]\and  educational  organizations  if  income  from  such  Contracts  is 
not  •unrola.teXdbusiness  income*  for  Federal  incom—  tax  purposes  jg  (p»  Hob.) 


8.  RECUSSUD  until  Th\s.,  Feb.  15  (p.  1257). 


[OUSE 


Q.  PEAHJT S .  The  "Daily  Di\st"  states  that  the  Agriculture  Committee  ordered,  re¬ 
ported  (hut  did  not  actually  report)  to  the  House  a  ode  an  hill,  to  he  intro¬ 
duced  by  Chairman  Cooley,  \/hich  will  supersede  the  /mended  version  of  H.  P. 

2085,  amending  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of y*93£>  with  regard  to  peanut  . 
marketing  quotas  and  acreage  T|llotments  (p.  T&j)/  " 

10.  POOD  IIBTESTIOATIOUS.  Peps.  Dela%xr  (chm.),  AWrnethy,  Hedricl:,  Jones  (Mo.), 

Miller  (llehr. ) ,  McDonough,  and  Itfbn  were  appointed  members  of  the  Select  Com¬ 
mittee  to  Conduct  an  Invest igat ionNand  Stud!^  of  the  Use  of  Chemicals,  Pesti¬ 
cides,  and  Insecticides  in  and  Uith  l&espaet  to  Pood  Products  (p.  1273)* 


11.  COMMITTEE  ‘ASSIGNMENTS'.  Chairman*  Coo  ley, Announced  subcommittees  of  the  Agricul¬ 
ture  Committee. 

/*  _ 

Most  of  the  bills  referred  to  tj^e  committee  will  be  handled  by  the  legis¬ 
lative  subcommittees,  Mr.  Cooley  said.  Thea^  committees  embrace  the  entire 
membership  of  the  full  commit teeywith  the  exception  of  the  chairman,  the  vice- 
chairman  (Pep.  Poage)  and  the  ranking  minority^member  (Pep*  Hope),  who  are 
ex-officio  members  of  each  of /the  regular  legislative  subcommittees. 

The  subcommittees  are  as/follows:  \  •  . 

Subcommittee  Ho.  1:  Grant  X Chm. ) ,  Albert,  Abbitt,  ^ones,  Andresen,  Hoeven,  and] 
Belcher.  / 

Subcommittee  I*o.  2:  Gatftings'  (Chm.),  Lind  Thompson,  fatten,  Murray,  S  into  son, 
and  Lovre.  /  '  \ 

Subcommittee  ITo,  3:  JfoUillan  (Chm.),  Albert,  Polk,  McCaXjjhy,  Hall,  Bramblett, 
and  Harvey.  •*  / 

Subcommittee  Ho,  4/  Aberncthy  (Chm.),  Sutton,  ’Wheeler,  Horning,  Hill,  Hague, 
and  Os t or tag y 

Special  Pert  iliyfer  and  Farm  Machinery  Subcommittee:  Abernc thy\(  Chm . )  ,  .  Alb cr t , 
Polk,  Liny,  Hoeven,  Simpson,  and  Harvey. 

Special  Fa rm,/La,bor-Live stock  Subcommittee:  Poage  (Ohm.),  OathingS^  Patten, 
Herlong>i  Hill,  Bramblett,  and  Hague. 


12.  FORESTS.  /Peps.  Colmcr,  Miss.,  and  H* Ewart,  Mont.,  were  appointed  to  se^ve  on 
the  National  Forest  Peservation  Commission  (p.  1273)* 


13.  SMAL^mBUSirESS.  Peps.  Patman  ( Chm. ) ,  Mansfield,  Evins,  Burton,  Multer,  HolLi^non, 
.eck,  Hill,  Riohlman,  Seely— Brown,  and  Curtis  (Mo.)  were  appointed  member 
the  Select  Committee  to  Conduct  a.  Study  and  Investigation  of  the  Problems 
/of  Small  Business  (p.  1273)- 


Monday,  February  12,  1951 


Daily  Digest 


HIGHLIGHTS 

Both  Houses  received  President’s  message  on  aid  to  India. 

Senate  committees,  during  recess,  acted  on  draft,  contract  renegotiation, 
Federal  dispersal,  and  postal  service  bills. 

Membership  of  Select  Committees  on  Small  Business,  GI  Education  and 
Training,  and  Use  of  Chemicals  in  Food  Products  appointed  by  Speaker. 

Senate 


Chamber  Action 

Routine  Proceedings,  pages  1222-1226 

Tlills  Introduced:  Twenty-three  bills  and  two  resolu¬ 
tion,  were  introduced,  as  follows:  S.  844  to  S.  866; 
S.  J.  Res.  32;  and  S.  Res.  73.  poge  1224 

Bills  Reported:  One  report  was  made,  as  follows: 

Fifth  report 'of  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the 
Executive  Departments  with  respect  to  relationships  be¬ 
tween  U.  S.  and  international  organizations  in  which 
the  U.  S.  participates  (S.  Rept.  90).  Page  1224 

Bill  Referred:  One  House-passed  bill  was  referred  to 
appropriate  committee.  Page  1 240 

President’s  Messages:  Received  messages  from  Presi¬ 
dent  (1)  recommending  food  assistance  to  India — re¬ 
ferred  to  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations;  and  (2) 
transmitting  rules  and  regulations  implementing  uni¬ 
form  code  of  military  justice — referred  to  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  Pages  1222-1235, 1283-1284 

Appointments  to  Boards:  Senators  Ellender,  Chap¬ 
man,  and  Young  were  appointed  to  the  Board  of  Visitors 
to  the  U.  S.  Military  Academy,  and  Senators  Maybank, 
Stennis,  and  Saltonstall  were  appointed  to  the  Board  of 
Visitors  to  the  U.  S.  Naval  Academy.  Page  1222 

>GI  Insurance,  and  Contract  Renegotiation:  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Finance  was  authorized  to  file  reports  during 
recess  on  H.  R.  1,  veterans’  gratuity  insurance  bill,  and 
H.  R.  1724,  renegotiation  of  contracts.  page  1222 

Confirmations:  Nominations  of  60  civilians,  including 
59  postmasters,  were  confirmed,  along  with  numerous 
nominations  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine 

Corps.  Poges  1267-1271 

Nominations:  Twelve  civilian,  including  five  RFC 
and  two  Navy,  nominations  were  received,  along  with 
the  withdrawal  of  twenty-seven  Coast  Guard  nomina¬ 
tions.  Page  1267 


Program  for  Thursday:  Senate  recessed  at  5:50  p.  m. 
until  noon  Thursday,  February  15,  when  H.  R.  1,  vet¬ 
erans’  gratuity  insurance  bill,  possibly  will  be  considered. 

Committee  Meetings 

(Committees  not  listed  did  not  meet) 

NOMINATIONS 

Committee  on  Armed  Services:  In  executive  session, 
on  Friday,  February  9,  the  committee  voted  to  report 
favorably  1,082  nominations  in  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine 
Corps,  and  Air  Force. 

NATIONAL  SECURITY— DRAFT 

Committee  on  Armed  Services:  On  Friday,  February 
9,  in  executive  session,  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee 
voted  to  report  to  the  full  committee,  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute,  S.  1,  National  Security 
Training  Act  of  1951.  The  full  committee  meets  in 
executive  session  on  Tuesday,  February  13,  to  receive 
the  subcommittee’s  report  on  the  bill  and  to  consider  it 
for  reporting  to  the  Senate. 

DEFENSE  HOUSING 

Committee  on  Banhjng  and  Currency:  Continuing 
hearings  on  S.  349,  to  assist  the  provision  of  housing  and 
community  facilities  and  services  required  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  national  defense  (Defense  Housing  and 
Community  Facilities  and  Services  Act  of  1951),  the 
committee  received  testimony  from  Earl  Devendorf, 
State  sanitation  engineer,  New  York  State  Department 
of  Health,  and  Mrs.  Jack  B.  Fahy,  American  Parents 
Committee,  in  support  of  the  legislation,  with  recom¬ 
mendations  for  slight  modification,  and  placing  em¬ 
phasis  on  the  administration  of  defense  activities  for 
community  facilities.  B.  Alden  Lillywhite  and  A.  T. 
Lundberg,  Arlington  County  Board,  also  testified  re¬ 
questing  a  provision  for  the  advancement  of  Federal 
funds  for  planning  activities  caused  by  the  influx  of 
Government  workers. 
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CONTRACT  RENEGOTIATIONS 

Committee  on  Finance :  In  executive  session,  on  Friday, 
February  9,  committee  voted  to  report  with  amend¬ 
ments,  H.  R.  1724,  to  provide  for  the  renegotiation  of 
contracts.  As  approved,  the  amendments  would  pro¬ 
vide  principally  for:  Add  RFC  in  list  of  departments 
with  whom  contracts  are  negotiable;  limit  the  power  of 
the  President  to  designate  other  departments  to  those 
exercising  functions  having  direct  and  immediate  con¬ 
nection  with  national  defense;  permit  a  i-year  carry¬ 
over  of  net  losses;  reduce  the  rate’ of  interest  from  6  to 
4  percent;  raise  the  minimum  amount  subject  to  rene¬ 
gotiation  from  $100,000  t6.$5oo, 000 ;  broaden  exemptions 
for  agricultural  commodifies,  and  products  of  a  mine, 
oil,  or  gas  well,  etc.,  to  confirm  to  exemptions  in  1943 
act;  mandatory  exemption  of  Contracts  with  regulated 
utilities  and  common  carriers;  and  mandatory  exemp¬ 
tion  of  charitable  and  educational  organizations  if  in¬ 
come  from  such  contracts  is  not  “unrelated  business  in¬ 
come”  for  Federal  income-tax  purpose's. 

Instead  of  a  Board  appointed  wholly  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  amended  bill  would  provide  for  a  Board  of 
five  members,  one  each  to  be  appointed  by  tfie  Secre¬ 
taries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  the  GSA,  and  the 
Chairman  by  the  President,  at  salary  of  $17,500  for  Chair¬ 
man  and  $15,000  for  each  of  the  other  members.  The 
Board  is  authorized  to  employ  personnel  without  re¬ 
gard  to  civil-service  laws,  but  subject  to  pay  scale  of  the 
Classification  Act. 

Committee  meets  Wednesday  in  executive  session  on 
H.  R.  1,  veterans’  gratuity  insurance  bill. 

DEFENSE  MINERALS 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs:  In  a  closed 
session,  Secretary  of  Interior  Chapman  presented  a 
progress  report  under  the  Stockpiling  Act  of  1946  and 
the  program  under  the  Defense  Act  of  1950,  on  domes¬ 
tic  mineral  resources  and  stockpiling  of  strategic  mate¬ 
rials.  Following  the  report,  a  round-table  discussion  of 


the  subjects  was  held,  in  which  the  following  witnesses 
also  participated:  James  Boyd,  Administrator  of  De¬ 
fense  Minerals  Administration;  Jess  Larson,  GSA  Ad¬ 
ministrator;  and  Edwin  Gibson,  Deputy  Administrator 
of  the  Defense  Production  Administration.  Committee 
meets  again  tomorrow. 

Following  the  meeting,  the  chairman  announced  pub¬ 
lic  hearings  on  February  19,  20,  and  21  on  S.  J.  Res.  20, 
the  tidelands  bill.  He  also  announced  meetings  on 
March  7,  8,  and  9  on  fuels  industry,  including  coal, 
petroleum,  hydroelectric  power,  and  natural  gas,  in  pur¬ 
suance  of  S.  Res.  33  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress. 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service:  Subcom¬ 
mittee,  on  Friday,  February  9,  voted  to  report  favor¬ 
ably  to  the  full  committee  the  following  three  bills: 
With  amendments,  S.  618,  to  prohibit  the  parking  of 
vehicles  upon  any  property  owned  by  the  U.  S.  for 
postal  purposes;  and  without  amendment,  S.  803,  to 
authorize  the  sale  of  post  route  and  rural  delivery  maps, 
opinions  of  the  Solicitor,  and  transcripts  of  hearings 
before  trial  examiners,  at  rates  to  be  determined  by  the 
Postmaster  General;  and  S.  804,  to  rescind  certain  de¬ 
tails  required  by  law  to  be  included  in  the  annual  report 
of  the  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Postal  Savings  System. 

It  discussed  the  agenda  for  its  next  meeting,  to  be 
held  on  Wednesday,  February  21,  and  decided  that 
hearings  would  be  started  as  early  as  possible  on  four 
postal  pay  bills  (S.  355,  376,  414,  and  415),  possibly  to 
begin  on  February  26. 

FEDERAL  DISPERSAL 

Committee  on  Public  Worlds:  Subcommittee,  on  Satur¬ 
day,  February  10,  held  an  executive  session  to  consider 
S.  218,  providing  for  construction  of  Federal  buildings 
outside  but  accessible  to  D.  C.;  it  reached  a  tentative 
agreement  on  reporting  the  bill  to  the  full  committee 
at  its  next  meeting. 


House  of  Representatives 


Chamber  Action 

Bills  Introduced:  Twenty-three  public  bills,  H.  R. 
2554-257 6;  thirty-one  private  bills,  H.  R.  2577-2607;  and 
eight  resolutions,  H.  J.  Res.  160  and  161,  H.  Con.  Res. 
58-60,  and  H.  Res.  129-131,  were  introduced. 

Pages  1285-1286 

Bills  Reported:  Reports  were  made  as  follows: 

Eighteen  private  bills,  H.  R.  31,  661, 1966,  2066,  2070, 
2110,  2205,  2276,  S.  59,  H.  R.  664,  824,  963,  mi,  1165, 
T475>  I722>  ^23,  and  2068  (H.  Repts.  99-116,  respec¬ 
tively); 


H.  R.  1090,  to  extend  the  period  for  the  admission  of 
alien  spouses  and  minor  children  of  citizen  members  of 
the  U.  S.  Armed  Forces,  amended  (H.  Rept.  117) ;  and 
H.  R.  2339,  to  clarify  the  immigration  status  of  certain 
aliens,  amended  (H.  Rept.  118).  Page  1285 

Reciprocal  Trade:  Pursuant  to  a  unanimous-consent 
request  the  House  vacated  the  proceedings  of  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  H.  R.  1612,  extending  for  3  years  the  authority 
of  the  President  under  section  350  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930  to  enter  into  foreign  trade  agreements;  corrected 
an  error  in  the  so-called  escape-clause  amendment;  and 
again  passed  the  bill.  Pa3es  1272-1273 
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SHIITE  -  February  21 

■OTTRACT  REIHGOT IAT 1 01*.  Passed  with  amendments  H.  R.  1724,  to  provide  for 
Nation  of  defense— or ogran  contracts-.  Senate’ conferees  were 

anpolMt^ed.  Before  .passing  the  hill,  the  Senate  agreed  to  the  Douglas^endnent 
to  restrict  exemptions  to  general  classes  or  types,  the  George  amenitflent  regard¬ 
ing  certairStjjuspensions  of  profit  limits,  the  George  amendment  ^^composition  of 
the  Renegotiation  Board,  the  Saltonstall  amendment  affecting  hife  definition  of 
wool  unaer  ohe  ngS^^-ltural  commodit  ies  listed,  and  the  Ca^^amendment  on  per¬ 
missive  exempt io ns .^"<£he  Douglas  amendment,  to  eliminata^ie  provision  for"" per¬ 
missive  exemptions,  wadS^piong  those  rejected,  (pp.  ^5-96,)'' 

2.  F00^  PRICES.  Chairman  Ellen^S^of  the  Agr  icultyii^and  Forestry  Committee,  in¬ 
serted  analyses  of  recent  incroa^^s  in  the  pEjfces  of  heef  and  canned  fruits  and 
vegetables.  The  statement  said,  ii^sjart ij^The  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  is  concerned  about  rc contrivances  in  food  prices  and  statements 
which  have  ^-p^ared  in  the  press  bla^ng Warners  for  these  increases.  Many 'of 
the  farm  products  were  already  scHi^by  farme5's^l(bef  ore  the  price  increases 
occurred.  In  fact,  a  number. o|/feses  farmers  r^seived  lower  prices  for  their 
products  in  1950  than  in  19^s<ieven  though  these  prdPd^cts  are  no\tf  selling  at 
sharply  higher  retail  pr  '(pp.-  1471-2.) 

3*  COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORjE^lRATIOlT. .  Son*  Williams  again  crit  ici  zcchvQCC  for  not  being 
in  a  position  tojppconcile  all  of  its  account  s  on  services  to  Sister  Government 
agencies  during^World  War  II.  He  stated  that,  following  his  char^&fj,  further 
progress  has-been  made  by  GAO  on  this  reconciliation,  end  that  he  win*  continue 
to  insis^that  the  funds  be  "fully  accounted  for."  Sen.  Williams  also  civj/ticizcd 
the  recent  sale  of  chedda.r  cheeso  to  Britain  at  below— mark ct  prices  at  the  'bame 


tir 


that  tho  United  States' was  importing  cheese  from  Canada  at  a  reduced  tar£l 
under  the  trade-agreements  program.  He  inserted  a  letter  from  the  Budget 
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which,  he  said,  shows  a  total  cost  of  over  $3  billion  for  CCC.  (rro, 

wg-1500).  : 


suroau 


Co  Til" 


4.  EIEIRgX  RESOURCES.  Chairman  O’llahoney,  of  the  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Cor: 
mitteX  described  a  recent  monograph  of  the  Committee’s  staif,  on 
Relating  to  Energy  Resources,"  which  is  being  printed  as  S.  Doc.  8  yn*  l499 )• 


5.  MILITARY  TRAI1TITTG.  The  Armed  Services.  Committee  reported  with  amendments  S.  1, 
the  military  training,  selective  service,  and  manpower  utilizauion  bill  vS« 
Rent.  117) (p.  146 S) .  . 


6.  AID  TO  IUDIA.  S^.  Martin’s  name  was  added  to  the  list  of  jiponsors  of  S.  872, 
to  nrovlde  for'  dispment  of  grain  to  India  (p.  146p)* 


7.  ST.  LAVREMCE  VATERVAYV  Received  from  the  Vis.  Legislate  a  resolution  favoring 
the  proposed. project  (pp.  l465~6)* 

Seh.  Douglas  inserted  Secretary’Marshall1  s  rec^ftt  statement  favoring  the 
uro'^ect  (to*  l473“4). 


S.  DECEITTRALIZATIOU.  Received  ajld*  Legislature  r^/olution  favoring  decentralize, 
tion  of  Federal  offices  to  tthi,  Cumberland,  McU^  area  (pp*  1466-7). 


A 


Q.  MILE  PRICES.  Sen.  Viley  inscrtec 
operative,  Pond,  du  Lac,  ’  Vis*  ,  fav? 
Defense  Production  Act  for  minimum 
areas  (p.  l467)» 


re 


mg 


solution  from  the  Pure  Milk  Products  Co¬ 
retention  of  the  provision  in  the 
ceilings  on  milk  ill  non-Pederal  order 


inc 


10.  TRAIT  SP  ORT  AT  I OM  •  The  Interstate  and., 
amendment  S.  633,  authorizing  Ca 
U.  S.  -sorts  on  the  Great  Lakes 


man 


ng  19 


gn  Commerce  Committee  reported  without 
sels  to  transport  Iren  ore  between 

(S.  Rept.  119)  (p.  1.46s)* 


SETA 


Pebruary 


11.  TRAITSP ORTAT 1 OF.  The  Inter 
amendments  S.  435,  to 
.  1938  (S.  Rent.  128) (p. 


;ate 


09) 


Commerce  Committee  reported  with 
various  amendments  inNfche  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of 


12.  BAEEinO  AMD  CURRE1  CY  •  /  Sen.  0 M.aiioney  discussed  and  iri^rted  va.rious  statements 
regarding  the  controversy  between  the  Treasury  Eopartim^at  and  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Board  concerning  interest  rates. (to.  I5l6~37). 


13.  RECESSED  until  ^n, ,  Peb.  26  (p.  1538). 

HOUSE  -  February  22 


l4*  CC17TRACT  REfejGOTIATIOlT.  Reps,  -‘-’oughton,  IT.  C.;  Cooper,  Tcnn.*  DiiWell,  Mich. ; 
Kills,  A^ac.  ?  Reed,  IT.  Y. ;  Jenkins;  Ohio;  and  Simpson,  Pa.»  were  apTlinted  con— 
fereesySn  H.  R.  1724,  the  contract  renegotiation*  bill  (->.  1539)/  S&e  also  iten 
1  • 


15.  MILITARY  TRAIITIHG.  The  Armed  Services  Committee  agreed  to  introduce  a  ne\  bill 
be  considered  in  lieu  of  H.  R,  1752,  to  authorize  a  military  training  t^TO" 
y&ram  and  provide  for  the  utilization  of  manpower  (p.  DH9).  See  item  25. 


iG'C  REPORT,  Received,  the  annual  renort  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  fiscal  vef 
1950  (p.  1543). 
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UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 


February  21  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951  —Ordered  to  be  printed 


Air.  Johnson  of  Texas,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 

submitted  the  following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  S.  1] 


The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
military  training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  considered 
the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  with  committee  amendments  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  and  recommend  that  the  bill,  as  amended,  do 
pass. 

I.  Purpose  of  the  Bill 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  is,  first,  to  raise  immediately  the  manpower 
necessary  to  build  and  maintain  an  armed  force  of  the  size  determined 
by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  to  be  our  minimum  security  requirement, 
and,  secondly,  to  provide  for  the  maintenance  of  an  adequate  force  of 
trained  Reserves  for  the  future  security  of  the  United  States. 

II.  Development  of  the  Bill 

Shortly  after  the  Korean  fighting  began,  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress  initiated  a  series  of  hearings  on 
S.  4062,  a  bill  intended  to  inaugurate  a  system  of  universal  training 
consistent  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Compton  Commission. 
As  a  result  of  these  hearings,  the  committee  reached  substantial  agree¬ 
ment  on  a  modification  of  S.  4062  which  would  have  instituted  a  system 
of  universal  training  on  a  stand-by  basis,  to  become  operative  at  such 
future  time  as  the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces  on  active  duty  and  the 
character  of  the  world  situation  would  permit  such  a  program  to  be 
undertaken. 

The  President  requested  that  the  Armed  Services  Committee  sus¬ 
pend  action  on  the  bill  at  that  time  because  it  was  improbable  that  a 
final  decision  could  be  reached  before  the  expiration  of  the  Eighty- 
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firs  UCongr  ess.  In  complying  with  this  request,  the  committee  in¬ 
structed  its  Preparedness  Subcommittee  to  assume  the  responsibility 
for  further  study  of  the  subject  of  universal  training,  and  be  prepared 
to  report  to  the  full  committee  early  in  the  Eighty-second  Congress. 

Numerous  conferences  and  studies  were  held  during  the  recess  period 
in  an  effort  to  lay  the  groundwork  for  a  military  manpower  bill  which 
would  have  the  most  thorough  and  up-to-date  coordination  among 
all  interested  branches  of  the  Government.  These  studies  extended 
to  persons  outside  the  Government  as  well. 

Early  in  the  Eighty-second  Congress,  the  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  for  himself,  for  the  other  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  for  Senator  Malone,  introduced  by  request  a  bill  which 
was  designated  as  S.  1.  This  bill  was  substantially  the  same  as  the 
bill  on  which  the  Armed  Services  Committee  had  begun  hearings  at 
the  time  of  Korean  crisis,  and  referred  to  above  as  S.  4062. 

On  January  10  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee  began  the  first  of 
what  developed  into  a  series  of  37  sessions,  or  over  100  hours,  of 
hearings  devoted  to  an  examination  of  the  subject  of  the  relationship 
of  our  national  manpower  potential  to  our  national  security.  The 
committee  feels  that  it  is  pertinent  to  observe  that  the  treatment  of 
the  problem  was  thorough,  impartial,  and  objective. 

The  initial  sessions  of  the  hearings  did  not  concern  any  formal  legis¬ 
lative  proposal,  but  were  devoted  to  a  survey  of  the  over-all  manpower 
picture  and  an  examination  of  the  details  of  our  manpower  resources. 
The  administration’s  formal  legislative  proposal  was  presented  through 
the  Department  of  Defense  at  the  beginning  of  the  second  week  of  the 
hearings.  This  was  introduced  by  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee, 
for  himself  and  other  members  of  the  full  committee,  by  request,  and 
it  took  the  form  of  an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute  for 
S.  1.  This  was  in  accordance  with  an  agreement  reached  between 
Chairman  Kussell,  and  the  national  commander  of  the  American 
Legion,  and  others. 

It  is  this  bill,  with  modifications  aimed  to  bring  it  into  harmony 
with  the  aims  of  the  original  version  of  S.  1,  and  other  changes  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  committee,  to  which  this  report  addresses  itself. 

It  should  be  noted  at  this  point  in  the  report  that  all  members 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  are  ex  officio  members  of  the  Pre¬ 
paredness  Subcommittee.  The  efforts  of  the  subcommittee,  through¬ 
out  the  development  of  this  bill,  were  aided  immeasurably  by  the 
advice  and  cooperation  of  the  subcommittee’s  ex  officio  members,  all 
of  whom  from  time  to  time  sat  with  the  subcommittee  and  assisted 
in  the  examination  of  witnesses  and  the  formulation  of  decisions. 

It  should  also  be  noted  at  this  point  in  the  report  that  the  views 
of  those  at  whose  request  the  original  version  of  S.  1  was  introduced 
in  the  Eighty-second  Congress  have  been  given  detailed  consideration 
by  the  subcommittee,  and  that  the  subcommittee  is  informed  that 
the  bill  as  reported  meets  the  basic  objectives  which  they  were  seeking. 

III.  Need  for  the  Bill 

Since  1939,  10  nations  have  fallen  under  the  boot  of  international 
communism.  Three  of  those  nations  plus  nine  other  territorial 
acquisitions  have  been  absorbed  into  the  Soviet  Union  proper.  Over 
300,000  square  miles  of  territory  have  been  added  to  the  Soviet  Union 
in  that  brief  span  of  11  years. 
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Eighteen  months  ago  it  was  announced  that  an  atomic  explosion 
had  taken  place  in  Communist  Russia. 

Nine  months  ago  North  Korean  Communists  invaded  South  Korea 
and  thereby  precipitated  a  struggle  into  which  an  unprepared  America 
has  committed  nearly  all  of  its  available  combat  troops. 

Foui  months  ago  the  Communist  hordes  of  Red  China  were  un¬ 
leashed  without  warning  upon  American  forces  in  Korea. 

The  glim  fact  is  that  the  Fmted  States  is  now  engaged  in  a  stru^cde 
for  survival.  The  dimensions  of  that  struggle  cannot  be  measured 
We  do  not  know  how  long  it  will  continue;  we  do  not  know  how  or 
" fkei'e  ^  decision  will  be  ultimately  reached;  we  do  not  know  what 
will  be  required  of  us. 

We  do  know  that  the  balance  of  manpower  is  against  us. 

The  passage  ol  time  has  tipped  the  manpower  scales  against  us 

In  1945  there  were  193,000,000  people  in  the  Soviet  sphere. 

In  1945  there  were  1,820,000,000  people  in  the  western  sphere 

In  1950  there  were  795,000,000  people  in  the  Soviet  sphere. 

In  1950  there  were  only  725,000,000  people  in  the  western  sphere. 

Action  must  be  taken. 

Of  these  things  we  can  be  sure:  Our  strength  is  not  adequate  for 
the  present,  nor  has  our  strength,  in  past  years,  been  adequate  at  the 
moment  of  mitiftl  need.  With  this  knowledge,  it  behooves  a  responsi- 
ble  Nation  to  meet  immediately  the  clear  necessities  of  the  present 
and  to  prepare  for  the  future  by  correcting  the  acknowledged  errors 
of  past  experience. 

On  January  1,  1951,  there  was  within  the  continental  United  States 
only  one  fully  equipped,  ready  division  of  Army  troops.  This  is 
testimony  to  the  inadequacy  of  our  strength. 

No  nation  aspiring  to  preserve  its  security  or  to  protect  its  freedoms 
can  long  sus tarn  such  a  clearly  critical  deficit  in  its  strength.  There 
is  no  validity  to  the  suggestion  that  this  deficit  could  be  corrected  by 
withdrawing  our  troops  from  their  tasks  abroad.  The  effect  of  such 
withdrawals  would  be  only  to  increase  the  deficit  and  magnify  our 
ultimate  task. 

We  must  remember  this:  Whatever  we  might  abandon  would  only 
be  added  strength  for^  our  enemy.  The  stronger  our  enemy,  the 
greater  our  danger.  We  cannot,  must  not,  knowingly  contribute  to 
our  own  peril. 

To  avoid  increasing  our  national  jeopardy,  it  is  imperative  that 
we  now  take  those  necessary  steps  to  make  our  strength  equal  to  the 
peril  of  the  hour.  The  first,  and  most  essential  step,  is  to  bring  our 
Armed  Forces  to  the  strength  which  minimum  security  requires. 

The  Congress,  recognizing  the  basic  necessity  for  this  step,  acted 
last  year  to  remove  statutory  ceilings  upon  the  size  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  In  doing  this,  Congress  relied  on  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff — 
our  top  military  strategists — to  exercise  their  grave  responsibility  of 
determining  the  security  requirements  of  the  Nation.  The  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  have  determined  that  our  minimum  security  needs,  at 
the  moment,  require  an  armed  force  of  approximately  3.5  million 
men. 

If  we  accept  that  determination,  we  shall  be  accepting  the  best 
strategic  judgment  of  the  men  whose  life  work  has  been — and  is  now— 
the  planning  of  the  defense  of  the  Republic.  If  we  reject  that  deter¬ 
mination  and  deny  the  minimum  security  requirements  of  the  Nation, 
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we  would  be  assuming  a  dreadful  responsibility  of  depriving  the  Nation 
of  an  adequate  defense. 

We  recognize  that  it  is  not  a  coveted  responsibility — to  say  that  any 
of  our  citizens,  especially  our  young  men,  must  sacrifice  a  portion  of 
their  freedom,  comfort,  or  ambition  to  defend  this  Nation.  It  must 
be  recognized,  however,  that  if  we  should  withdraw  from  this  responsi¬ 
bility  now,  we  would  place  in  jeopardy  the  freedoms  of  all  of  our 
citizens,  and  all  the  freedoms  enjoyed  in  the  world  today.  Unpleasant 
though  the  choices  may  be,  we  face  the  decision  of  asldng  temporary 
sacrifice  from  some  of  our  citizens  now,  or  of  inviting  the  permanent 
extinction  of  freedom  for  all  of  our  citizens. 

That  is  our  immediate  choice. 

There  is  another  choice  we  must  make  about  our  future. 

Our  present  danger,  as  pointed  out,  cannot  be  defined  by  the 
measurements  of  time,  effort,  or  even  of  geography.  Secretary  of 
Defense  Marshall  said,  January  17,  1951,  in  a  letter  to  the  committee: 

We  are  confronted  with  a  world  situation  of  such  gravity  and  such  unpredict¬ 
ability  that  we  must  be  prepared  for  effective  action,  whether  the  challenge  comes 
with  the  speed  of  sound  or  is  delayed  for  a  lifetime. 

How  can  we  meet  such  an  indefinable  challenge?  We  could,  per¬ 
haps,  await  a  moment  when  the  shape  of  the  challenge  becomes  evident 
and  distinct.  That  moment,  however,  would  likely  be  too  late.  The 
ultimate  challenge  will  not  materialize  slowly;  it  will  come  in  a  blinding 
flash.  We  would  have  light  with  which  to  see  that  challenge,  but  we 
would  not  have  the  power  with  which  to  respond  to  it. 

The  more  prudent  course  is  to  pursue  the  teachings  of  history — that 
weakness  attracts  aggression  as  the  rod  attracts  the  lightning.  Two 
global  wars  have  been  thrust  upon  us  because  we  were  weak,  and  our 
weakness  sanctioned  the  aggression  which  ultimately  embroiled  us  in 
war  and  bloodshed. 

The  course  of  courage  is  to  make  ourselves  strong,  confident  that 
strength  may  save  us  from  war — and  if  not  from  war,  certainly  from 
extinction. 

The  course  of  strength  requires  sacrifice.  It  requires  us  to  mobilize 
our  young  men,  to  ask  of  them  a  period  of  active  military  duty,  and  a 
longer  period  of  Reserve  duty.  It  requires  us  to  maintain,  at  all  times, 
a  reservoir  of  manpower  strength  which  will  have  meaning  in  the  eyes 
of  our  enemies,  and  substance  in  the  plans  of  our  stategists. 

This  is  the  course  least  fraught  with  danger  for  our  institutions  and 
concepts  of  freedom.  No  democracy  can  long  survive  the  burden  of  a 
large  standing  armed  force.  Likewise,  no  nation  can  permanently 
endure  the  waste  of  frenzied  periods  of  mobilization  and  demobiliza¬ 
tion.  Just  as  frequent  periods  of  destructive  illnesses  ultimately 
wither  the  healthiest  body,  so  would  frequent  periods  of  hasty  mobili¬ 
zation  ultimately  wither  our  national  strength. 

Maintaining  an  adequate  Reserve — properly  trained  to  give  it  mean¬ 
ing  in  terms  of  effectiveness — is  the  best  insurance  freedom  can  have. 
This  bill  is  expressly  designed  for  the  purpose  of  adding  to  the  arsenal 
of  American  strength  a  meaningful  reserve  of  trained,  seasoned  men, 
capable  of  instantly  bearing  arms. 

We  believe  the  program  in  this  bill  can  be  the  cornerstone  of  Ameri¬ 
can  security. 
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IV.  The  Nation’s  Manpower  Pool 

Our  basic  problem  in  manpower  is  this:  we  must,  with  fewer  men, 
do  more  than  our  enemy  does,  with  abundant  men. 

America’s  manpower  pool  is  shallow;  our  enemy’s  pool  is  deep. 
From  this  fact,  there  is  no  relief.  We  must  stand  or  fall,  succeed  or 
fail,  with  what  we  have. 

Our  success  or  failure  will  depend  upon  how  efficiently  we  utilize 
the  manpower  that  is  available.  We  must  appropriate  our  strength 
wisely  between  two  supreme  tasks:  First,  the  maintenance  of  superior 
industrial  production,  and,  second,  the  maintenance  of  adequate  mili¬ 
tary  forces,  both  under  arms  and  in  reserve. 

This  is  a  delicate  task.  To  undertake  the  task  intelligently,  we 
must  understand  what  strength  is  available  in  our  manpower  pool. 

THE  CIVILIAN  MANPOWER  FORCE  TODAY 

In  December  1950  the  Nation  had  a  labor  force  of  64.5  million, 
which  included  45.5  million  men,  19  million  women,  and  2.2  million 
in  the  Armed  Forces. 

Of  that  total  labor  force,  54.1  million  were  employed  in  nonagricul- 
tural  occupations — an  all-time  high.  Unemployed  numbered  2.2  mil¬ 
lion,  which  is  considered  unusually  small. 

This  means,  as  Secretary  of  Labor  Tobin  emphasized,  that  we  do 
not  now  have  a  reserve  force  of  manpower. 

In  measuring  our  potential,  certain  facts  are  pertinent.  There  are 
now  30.5  million  children  under  age  10,  compared  with  21.2  million 
under  10  in  1940.  Thus,  because  of  the  duties  and  responsibilities  at 
home,  a  smaller  number  of  women  under  35  will  be  available  for  expan¬ 
sion  of  our  civilian  labor  force. 

Likewise,  the  number  of  youths  in  the  age  group  10  through  19  has 
declined  by  2.1  million.  This  means  a  decrease  in  the  availability  of 
young  workers,  under  military  service  age,  for  civilian  occupations. 

Expansion  of  the  civilian  labor  force  may  depend  upon  recruiting 
women  over  35,  and  those  retired  from  the  labor  force.  This  would 
add  probably  5,000,000  under  conditions  of  all-out  mobilization. 
Increasing  the  workweek  to  48  hours  would  add  the  equivalent  of 
1.5  million. 

THE  MILITARY  MANPOWER  POOL 

At  the  present  time,  the  ages  of  liability  for  induction  for  military 
service  are  19  through  25. 

The  breakdown  of  status  within  this  age  bracket  is  as  follows: 
Status  oj  selective  service  registrants,  age  19  through  25 

The  following  tabulation  shows  the  classification  status  of  regis¬ 
trants  in  the  19-26  age  group  as  of  October  31,  1950.  It  is  the  same 
as  shown  on  chart  A,  page  1228,  of  the  hearings,  and  was  presented 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  based  on  statistics  furnished  by  the 
Selective  Service  System.  A  detailed  analysis  of  the  manpower 
situation  appears  in  the  hearings,  beginning  on  page  86,  in  a  series  of 
charts  beginning  on  page  1228,  and  another  series  beginning  on 
page  688. 
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In  class  I-A _ 

In  service _ _ _ 

Deferred  as  students  and  for  occupations. 

In  class  III-A,  for  dependencies - 

In  class  IV— F,  rejected - 

In  ROTC,  Reserves,  and  National  Guard 

Veterans _ 

Other  statutory  deferments - 

Total,  19  through  25 -  7,  957,  156 

Briej  analysis  of  foregoing  classifications 

In  considering  this  analysis,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  by  far 
the  greater  proportion  of  the  strength  of  our  Armed  Forces  is  now 
being  raised  by  voluntary  enlistments.  It  is  intended  that  this 
emphasis  on  voluntary  enlistment  shall  be  continued,  so  that  the 
number  of  men  in  the  manpower  pool  who  are  inducted  into  service 
shall  remain  as  small  as  possible. 

Class  I-A. — The  tabulation  lists  1,632,000  men  now  classified  as 
I-A.  This  is  misleading,  because  not  all  men  now  classified  I-A  are 
actually  available.  Of  this  total,  only  50  percent,  or  816,000,  are 
estimated  as  available  for  induction.  The  other  50  percent  will  be 
subsequently  reclassified  as  unavailable  through  occupational  defer¬ 
ments,  dependency  deferments,  certain  statutory  deferments,  and 
because  of  physical  unfitness. 

Occupational  deferments — The  tabulation  lists  763,000  deferred  by 
reason  of  occupation,  including  570,000  students.  Of  the  nonstudent 
deferments,  129,341  are  farm  deferments,  63,713  industrial  deferments. 

It  is  noted  that  occupational  deferments  for  farm  and  industrial 
workers  total  193,954,  only  2.4  percent  of  the  manpower  pool.  This 
low  rate  is  not  likely  to  continue  as  defense  production  expands.  The 
committee  was  advised  that  “occupational  deferments  will  have  to 
be  raised  considerably  in  view  of  the  new  program  if  war  plants  are 
to  be  staffed  quickly  with  the  skilled  workers  they  will  need.” 

Dependency  deferments. — The  tabulation  shows  1,184,893  deferred 
because  of  dependencies.  If  dependency  deferments  were  totally 
removed,  a  maximum  of  about  630,000  of  these  men  would  initially 
be  available  for  induction.  The  remainder,  approximating  554,000, 
would  be  unavailable  because  of  occupational,  physical,  or  other 
reasons. 

The  630,000  men  are  divided  into  two  classes:  290,000  are  married 
men  without  children;  340,000  are  married  men  with  children.  The 
number  actually  to  be  secured  from  this  pool  of  290,000  is  drastically 
affected  by  the  fact  that  inductions  are  for  the  Army  only;  hence 
these  men  cannot  all  be  taken  at  once,  and  the  number  of  availables 
decreases  rapidly  if  not  inducted. 

The  committee  was  informed  that  if  these  630,000  men  were 
inducted  in  preference  to  an  equal  number  of  individuals  who  are 
without  dependents,  military  payroll  costs  would  be  increased  by 
more  than  $456,000,000  annually  to  cover  the  costs  of  dependency 
allotments. 


Cost  for  290,000  without  children  at  $540  per  year _ $156,  600,  000 

Cost  for  340,000  with  children: 

Assume  170,000  have  only  2  dependents  at  $744  per  year _  126,  480,  000 

Assume  170,000  have  3  or  more  dependents  at  $1,020  per  year.  173,  400,  000 


Total - - - $456,480,000 


1,  632,  249 
460,  502 
763,  062 

1,  184,  893 
799,  513 
182,  915 

2,  862,  960 

71,062 
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This  is  the  amount  by  which  military  payroll  cost  would  be  increased 
if  all  available  husbands  and  fathers  were  inducted  in  preference  to  an 
equal  number  of  younger  men — presumably  18-year-olds — who  are 
without  dependents. 

Class  IV— F,  rejects. — The  tabulation  shows  799,513  men  as  IV-F, 
rejected  for  physical  or  mental  reasons.  This  is  10  percent  of  the  total 
manpower  pool,  but  probably  the  number  will  increase  as  those  now 
shown  as  class  I- A  are  actually  examined  and  given  a  final  classifi¬ 
cation.  The  World  War  II  rejection  rate  was  21.8  percent.  Gen¬ 
erally,  physical  standards  are  now  at  World  War  II  levels;  mental 
standards  are  slightly  higher,  partially  because  the  services  wished  to 
avoid  the  task  of  educating  illiterates. 

The  Department  of  Defense’s  reluctance  to  utilize  more  fully  men 
now  classified  IV-F  is  based  on  several  factors: 

1.  The  Department  has  considered  the  heavy  future  pension  burden 
on  the  country  of  taking  lower  standards. 

2.  The  low  profile,  mental  or  physical,  must  be  so  fitted  into  the 
military  unit  that  he  will  not  hamper  its  movement. 

3.  Care  must  be  taken  that  too  many  of  the  low  profiles  are  not 
frozen  within  the  zone  of  the  interior  (continental  United  States), 
making  it  impossible  to  rotate  men  from  combat  areas. 

4.  The  services  are  “  very  loath  to  lower  mental  standards”  because 
of  the  fact  that  the  bulk  of  disciplinary  problems  come  from  that 
group. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  argument  for  utilizing  IV-F’s  more  fully 
was  expressed  by  Dr.  Karl  Compton,  of  Massachusetts  Institute  of 
Technology: 

Within  the  group  which  is  not  eligible  for  military  service  on  present  standards, 
there  are  many  who  are  as  well  qualified  to  perform  certain  essential  military 
duties  as  are  those  of  higher  standards  of  fitness  .  .  .  The  Seabees  did  a  remark¬ 
able  job  but  were  generally  outside  the  selective  service  standards  ...  I  feel 
that  a  decided  improvement  in  manpower  utilization  is  .  .  .  one  of  the  directions 
in  which  a  major  increase  in  the  strength  of  our  Armed  Forces  might  be  achieved. 

Veterans.— The  tabulation  shows  2,863,000  men  deferred  as  veterans 
of  prior  military  service.  They  are  reaching  age  26,  and  disappearing 
from  the  pool,  at  the  rate  of  60,000  per  month.  Of  the  2,863,000  it 
is  estimated  that  245,000  had  less  than  12  months  of  service.  These 
individuals  are  now  liable  for  induction  unless  they  join  one  of  the 
Reserve  components.  From  this  245,000,  about  160,000  would  be 
available  for  induction  or  call  to  active  duty,  and  of  this  number, 
only  about  40,000  would  be  single  men  without  dependents. 

Status  of  women 

No  compulsory  military  service  for  women  is  contemplated.  How¬ 
ever,  the  services  indicated  that  more  women  could  be  used  to  replace 
men  if  the  present  ceiling  of  2  percent  on  women  in  the  Armed  Forces 
were  lifted.  The  Air  Force  indicated  they  could  use  up  to  10  percent 
women;  the  Navy  and  Marines  could  use  7  percent  women  “in  time 
of  war.” 

Men  26  and  older 

The  Selective  Service  System  estimates  that  within  the  26-to-30 
age  bracket  there  are  20,000  bachelors  and  40,000  husbands  without 
children  who  are  not  veterans,  and  who  would  be  qualified  for  military 
service.  To  secure  the  services  of  this  comparatively  small  number  it 
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would  be  necessary  to  register  many  million  men,  above  present  age 
limits,  to  secure  these  relatively  few  individuals.  Also,  the  older  the 
man,  the  more  deeply  his  roots  are  sunk  in  community  life,  and  the 
more  likely  his  civilian  activities  would  be  of  greater  value  than 
military  service. 

Summary 

Within  the  present  ages  of  military  service  eligibility,  19  through 
25,  there  are  7,957,157  men.  Of  this  number,  1,632,000  are  class 
I-A.  From  the  I-A’s,  however,  only  50  percent  will  be  available — a 
total  of  816,000.  The  armed  services  will  need  to  enlist  or  induct 
approximately  862,000  to  reach  and  maintain  the  projected  military 
strength  of  3.5  million  which  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  consider  neces¬ 
sary  as  a  minimum  fighting  force. 

Thus,  a  numerical  deficit  exists  of  46,000  between  the  need  and  the 
men  now  available. 

The  problem,  however,  is  greater  than  merely  securing  46,000  addi¬ 
tional  men.  If  all  I-A’s  were  enlisted  or  inducted,  without  expanding 
our  pool  of  manpower,  we  would  be  confronted  with  the  untenable 
situation  of  having  no  manpower  available  to  sustain  the  size  of  our 
Armed  Forces  or  to  meet  emergencies. 

Between  October  31,  1950,  and  June  30,  1951,  an  estimated  457,000 
young  men  reach  the  age  19  and  will  be  available  for  enlistment  or 
induction  under  present  practices.  These  457,000  added  to  fhe  816,000 
available  already  provides  a  net  of  class  I-A  availables  of  1,273,000 
young  men.  Subtracting  enlistments  and  inductions  (862,000)  from 
availables  (1,273,000)  leaves  a  pool  of  411,000  class  I-A  availables  as 
of  June  30,  1951. 

During  the  next  fiscal  year  (1952),  641,000  enlistments  and  induc¬ 
tions  would  be  necessary.  This  would  leave  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal 
year  a  pool  of  469,000  young  men,  assuming  that  college  deferments 
were  reduced  by  200,000,  and  assuming  also  that  there  will  be  no 
battle  casualties  hereafter. 

Using  the  same  calculations,  at  the  end  of  fiscal  1953  the  pool  would 
be  depleted  to  127,000  young  men  and  at  the  end  of  fiscal  1954  to  181,- 
000  young  men. 

In  considering  these  figures,  it  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  if  we  are 
to  get  the  men  we  need  when  we  need  them  we  must  have  a  “safety 
margin” — a  reservoir  of  men  numbering  five  to  six  times  the  average 
monthly  calls. 

The  reason  for  this  “safety  margin”  becomes  at  once  apparent 
when  we  realize  that  the  individuals  who  make  up  these  totals  are 
human  beings.  They  move  about  the  country,  they  become  older, 
they  are  faced  with  many  real  personal  problems,  they  require  a 
reasonable  time  to  arrange  their  affairs,  they  become  ill  or  are  injured. 
For  example,  out  of  the  surplus  remaining  on  June  30,  1951,  nearly 
2,000  attained  age  19  on  that  day,  and  the  same  number  on  the 
preceding  day;  and  it  takes  the  Selective  Service  System  about  90 
days  to  process  an  individual  registrant,  from  the  date  he  becomes 
liable  for  induction. 

There  are  approximately  3,700  local  selective-service  boards  in  the 
United  States.  Each  board  receives  its  proportionate  share  of  a 
national  call.  Thus,  when  a  call  is  issued  for  80,000  young  men 
during  1  month,  this  might  mean  that  a  particular  local  board  must 
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deliver  50  inductees.  If  the  board  had  only  50  men  classified  I-A 
it  would  be  impossible  to  meet  the  call  for  50  inductees  because  of 
the  varying  length  of  time  which  the  men  would  require  to  clear  up 
their  personal  affairs. 

Trying  to  get  by  with  a  minimum  safety  margin  jeopardizes  the 
functioning  of  selective  service,  and  seriously  jeopardizes  the  armed 
services.  When  men  are  most  needed,  they  may  be  unavailable. 

As  a  result  of  the  factors  enumerated,  in  part,  in  the  preceding  para¬ 
graphs,  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  has  found  that  there  must  at 
all  times  be  in  the  selective-service  pool  a  safety  factor  equal  to  6 
times  the  estimated  montlily  rate  of  induction,  a  total  of  between 
500,000  and  600,000.  If  this  safety  margin  is  not  available,  the  local 
boards  are  required  to  become  progressively  more  arbitrary  in  effect¬ 
ing  the  induction  process. 

Thus,  so  long  as  our  present  pool  of  manpower  is  confined  to  present 
standaids  within  the  19-through-25  bracket,  we  will  have  no  assurance 
that  we  can,  through  selective  service,  even  supported  as  it  is  by  the 
present  highly  successful  enlistment  programs,  meet  our  military 
manpower  requirements  as  they  arise. 

V.  Expanding  the  Military  Manpower  Pool 

Obviously,  we  can  gamble  on  “getting  by”  for  a  few  more  months 
without  making  additional  manpower  eligible  for  military  service. 
But  the  gamble  is  dangerous.  Under  present  circumstances,  it  could 
be  fatal. 

First,  if  the  gamble  failed — as  it  is  very  likely  to  do — we  would  not 
be  able  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  military  for  the  manpower  that  is 
necessary  to  our  defense. 

Second,  the  gamble  is  predicated  upon  one  unlikely  assumption: 
that  there  will  be  no  more  casualties  in  Korea.  The  weekly  casualty 
lists  are  testimony  to  the  insecurity  of  this  assumption. 

Third,  the  gamble  is  ultimately  doomed.  Our  available  pool  of 
manpower  will  be  in  a  progressive  decline  through  the  months  and 
years  immediately  ahead.  Eventually,  if  not  now,  the  manpower 
pool  must  somehow  be  increased. 

This  bill  proposes  a  considered,  prudent  cour  se,  free  of  any  unneces- 
sary  gamble.  To  expand  our  pool  of  eligible  manpower,  this  bill 
proposes  that: 

THE  DEFERMENT  OF  NONVETERAN  HUSBANDS  BE  REMOVED 

The  bill  would  eliminate  the  President’s  authority  to  defer  a  married 
man  who  is  not  a  veteran  and  whose  only  dependent  is  his  wife.  This 
would  add,  at  the  most,  an  estimated  290,000  men  to  the  induction 
pool,  from  the  19-through-25  age  brackets.  This  is  not  a  recurring 
item. 

THE  PERIOD  OF  INDUCTION  AND  OF  RESERVE  SERVICE  ON  ACTIVE  DUTY 

TO  BE  26  MONTHS 

The  bill  would  extend  the  period  of  induction  by  5  months,  for  a 
total  of  26  months,  inclusive  of  leave.  This  has  the  immediate  equiva¬ 
lent  effect  of  adding  to  the  induction  pool  a  number  equaling  approxi- 
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mately  25  percent  of  those  inducted  or  ordered  to  active  duty.  It 
will  have  no  long-term  effect,  however,  because  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
in  the  future  the  induction  period  can  be  reduced,  instead  of  staying 
constant  at  26  months. 

The  committee  considers  that  it  is  well  to  point  out  in  this  general 
connection  the  specific  manner  in  which  present  leave  practices  relate 
to  the  period  of  induction.  Under  the  present  law,  a  man  accrues 
leave  at  the  rate  of  2%  days  per  month.  Consequently,  in  serving  26 
months  he  would  become  entitled  to  slightly  over  2  months  of  leave, 
exclusive  of  week-end  passes  and  sick  leave,  since  week-end  passes  and 
sick  leave  are  not  charged  against  an  individual’s  annual  leave.  Emer¬ 
gency  furloughs,  however,  are  chargeable  against  this  annual  leave, 
and  reduce  that  leave  whenever  they  are  taken. 

Under  present  procedures  a  man  cannot  use  his  accumulated  leave 
to  actually  shorten  his  induction  period.  However,  the  Department 
of  Defense  has  agreed  to  attempt  to  solve  this  problem.  The  object 
of  such  a  solution  would  be  to  provide,  under  uniform  administrative 
military  leave  regulations,  for  the  maximum  feasible  accumulation  of 
leave,  in  order  to  provide  the  earliest  possible  return  to  civilian  life. 

CERTAIN  ENLISTMENTS  TO  BE  EXTENDED 

The  act  of  July  27,  1950,  authorizes  the  President  to  extend  all 
expiring  enlistments  for  a  period  of  12  months.  This  authority  expires 
on  July  9,  1951.  Thus,  enlistments  expiring  prior  to  July  9,  1951,  may 
be  extended  for  1  year.  This  bill  proposes  to  move  the  expiration  date 
to  July  1,  1953.  This  would  be  equivalent  to  adding  147,000  men  to 
the  armed  services  during  the  fiscal  years  1953  and  1954  and  would 
reduce  the  necessary  number  of  inductions  by  that  amount,  but  would 
have  no  long-term  effect. 

Even  with  the  above  additions,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  surplus  of  men 
in  the  manpower  pool  is  not  comforting,  and  falls  off  rapidly.  It 
cannot  be  too  strongly  emphasized,  moreover,  that  the  calculations 
are  estimates,  and  are  based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces  will  be  maintained  at  slightly  below  3.5  million 
men.  Any  worsening  of  the  international  situation  which  would 
require  an  increase  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  a  figure  greater  than  3.5 
million  would  adversely  affect  the  surplus  of  men  in  the  manpower  pool. 

It  is  therefore  necessary  to  provide  a  further  source  of  manpower, 
but  one  which  is  to  be  used  only  when  and  as  needed.  Such  an  amend¬ 
ment,  aimed  at  expanding  the  manpower  pools,  is  discussed  in  the 
next  section  of  this  report. 

PROVISION  TO  BE  MADE  FOR  INDUCTING  18-YEAR-OLDS 

The  committee  believes  that  it  is  now  necessary  to  make  18-year- 
old  men  eligible  for  military  service,  and  for  induction  for  universal 
military  training  when  periods  of  service  are  no  longer  required. 

The  committee  believes,  however,  that  men  of  this  age  should 
actually  be  inducted  for  service  only  when  and  as  they  are  needed. 

This  bill  therefore  provides  that  18-year-olds  shall  be  made  eligible 
for  induction,  but  that  they  shall  not  be  taken  for  service  by  a  local 
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board  untii  all  men  in  the  19-tlirough-25  age  bracket  found  by  the 
local  board  to  be  available  have  been  inducted.  In  other  words,  the 

18- year-olds  would  be  taken  after — and  only  after — the  I-A’s  in  the 

19- 25  age  bracket  had  been  inducted,  after  the  IV-F’s  in  that  bracket 
capable  of  limited  service  had  been  inducted,  and  after  the  childless 
husbands  in  that  bracket  had  been  inducted. 

American  tradition  and  American  experience  are  studded  with 
the  deeds  of  18-year-olds  in  all  our  past  wars.  In  our  Colonial  period, 
the  minimum  age  limit  reached  16.  In  the  War  of  the  Revolution, 
16  was  the  minimum  conscription  age.  George  Washington  advocated 
registration  for  all  men  between  18  and  50  for  service  in  the  militia; 
this  became  law  in  1782  and  the  militia  was  used  in  the  War  of  1812. 
It  is  estimated  that  305,000  18-year-olds  served  on  the  Union  side  in 
the  War  Between  the  States.  In  the  Confederacy,  men  between  17 
and  50  were  conscripted. 

During  World  War  I,  75,000  18-year-olds  saw  service.  During 
World  War  II,  the  draft  law  was  extended  to  18-year-olds  in  November 
1942,  and  a  total  of  a  million  and  three-quarters  were  inducted.  Six¬ 
teen  thousand  18-year-old  Americans  fought  in  the  Battle  of  the  Bulge. 

From  our  experience,  we  have  learned  that  18-year-old  men  make 
excellent  soldiers — they  have  stamina,  resourcefulness,  and  adapta¬ 
bility.  Furthermore,  there  is  no  basic  dividing  line  on  physical  de¬ 
velopment  or  emotional  maturity  between  men  18  years  old  and  those 
19  years  old. 

It  is  important  to  consider  that  the  calling  of  the  young  man  who  is 
18  years  old  imposes  a  minimum  impact  upon  his  life,  and  the  life  ol 
his  community.  While  the  median  age  of  liigh-school  graduates  w 
slightly  over  18,  the  median  age  of  college  entrants  is  under  18.  This 
apparent  inconsistency  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  younger  high-school 
graduates  go  on  to  college  in  larger  numbers.  There  is  no  arbitrary 
age  which  fits  every  individual  case,  either  for  the  boy  who  continues 
his  studies  or  the  boy  who  goes  to  work;  but  age  18  appears  to  actually 
be  better  as  far  as  the  interruption  of  studies  or  work  careers  is  con¬ 
cerned.  The  average  age  of  higli-school  graduation  is  17 %.  Inducting 
young  men  a  short  time  thereafter  imposes  the  least  disruption  on  both 
their  schooling  and  their  working  careers. 

During  the  committee  hearings,  Secretary  of  Labor  Tobin  pointed 
out:  . 

Since  we  require  a  training  program,  18  would  be  best  from  the  youngster’s 
point  of  view.  The  boy  graduating  from  high  school  at  17%  and  not  subject 
to  draft  until  19,  is  likely  to  find  his  employment  opportunities  are  limited  to 
casual  or  blind-alley  jobs. 

Of  the  impact  upon  education,  President  Bronk,  of  Johns  Hopkins 
University,  testified: 

I  believe  that  18  is  the  most  satisfactory  period  for  the  man  and  for  the  Nation. 
I  think  that  service  after  completion  of  university  training  or  after  the  development 
of  a  skill  would  affect  our  economy  and  disrupt  the  normal  development  of  family 
life. 

The  committee  feels  that  lowering  the  induction  age  to  18  is  entirely 
justifiable,  on  the  basis  of  our  national  experience  and  ordinary  com- 
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mon  sense  and  justice.  However,  we  strongly  feel  that  the  drafting 
of  18-year-olds  should  not  relieve  any  men  in  the  19-through-25  group 
from  military  duty.  That  is  the  reason  we  have  specified  that  the 
18-year-old  will  be  taken  by  the  local  board  only  after  the  supply  of 
older  men  is  exhausted. 

The  fact  that  18-year-olds  are  to  be  taken  after  older  groups  applies 
only  to  individual  local  selective-service  boards.  Thus,  some  local 
boards  may  be  calling  18-year-olds,  while  other  boards  are  still  filling 
calls  with  older  men.  It  would  be  unworkable  to  require  that  all  men, 
19  through  25,  be  taken  on  a  Nation-wide  basis  before  18-year-olds 
anywhere  could  be  inducted.  This  might  produce  a  situation  in  which 
one  or  two  States  would  be  supplying  the  total  national  draft  quotas 
from  older  men,  while  the  remaining  States  would  be  unable  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  national  quotas. 

It  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  the  only  dependable  alternative  to 
the  lowered  induction  age  would  be  to  induct  veterans  within  the  19- 
through-25  age  bracket.  This  is  the  only  group,  presently  ineligible, 
which  contains  sufficient  numbers  to  contribute  materially  to  the  relief 
of  our  military  manpower  shortage.  Calling  men  from  the  veterans 
group  would  mean  calling  again  some  men  who  themselves  were 
drafted  during  World  War  II  at  age  18;  it  might  mean  calling  some 
such  men  who  had  served  4  years  or  longer,  often  in  combat;  it  might 
mean  calling  men  who  had  spent  time  in  prison  camps.  Faced  with 
this  choice,  the  committee  believes  that  justice  makes  it  highly 
preferable,  if  not  imperative,  that  the  18-year-olds  be  asked  to  stand 
ready  to  give  now  what  the  veterans  have  already  given  in  service  to 
their  country. 

The  bill  requires  that  men  inducted  at  age  18  shall  not  be  sent 
into  combat  or  overseas  with  less  than  4  months’  training,  the  period 
which  the  military  deems  adequate  and  essential  for  proper  basic 
training  and  seasoning. 

If  it  should  become  necessary  to  reinforce  the  19-26  age  group  by 
induction  of  18-year-olds,  the  bill  provides  that  the  available  older 
persons  among  this  group,  in  the  jurisdiction  of  a  particular  local 
board,  must  be  inducted  first.  A  local  board  could  not  induct  a  man 
18  years  and  6  months  old  before  it  exhausts  the  supply  of  available 
18-year-olds  above  the  age  of  18  years  and  9  months.  The  older  go 
first;  the  younger  go  later. 

Another  factor  dealing  with  the  induction  of  18-year-olds  is  related 
to  the  program  for  universal  training,  which  will  begin  at  such  time 
as  it  is  no  longer  necessary  to  induct  persons  for  service. 

A  great  deal  of  testimony  is  available  on  the  question  of  whether 
18  is  the  best  age  for  the  individual  to  undertake  his  period  of  mili¬ 
tary  training.  The  Compton  Commission  explored  this  question  in 
great  detail,  and  concluded  that  it  was.  The  Preparedness  Subcom¬ 
mittee  also  explored  this  question  in  great  detail,  taking  advantage  of 
the  advice  and  experience  of  many  prominent  educators.  The  opin¬ 
ions  expressed  during  this  independent  examination  of  the  question 
by  the  subcommittee  overwhelmingly  supported  the  views  of  the 
Compton  Commission.  The  committee,  therefore,  recommends  that 
the  induction  age  which  shall  govern  the  selection  of  trainees  for  their 
initial  basic  training  when  the  military- training  program  takes  effect 
should  be  18  years. 
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The  committee  considered  the  possibility  of  setting  the  age  of  induc¬ 
tion  at  the  age  of  18}£  rather  than  at  18.  After  studying  the  problem 
it  was  determined  by  the  committee  that  the  placing  of  the  age  of 
induction  at  18%  would  be  unwise. 

The  reasons  are  as  follows: 

(1)  The  requirement  in  this  bill  that  the  induction  of  young  men 
below  the  age  of  19  for  service  shall  be  closely  geared  to  relative  ages, 
makes  it  unnecessary  that  the  18^-year  provision  be  written  into  the 

bill. 

(2)  If  a  young  man  wishes  to  meet  the  requirements  of  school 
enrollment  or  employment  opportunity  to  his  best  advantage,  he 
may  wish  to  avail  himself  of  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction 
at  the  age  of  18,  rather  than  6  months  later. 

(3)  Such  a  provision  would  make  the  universal-military-training  pro¬ 
gram  extremely  difficult  because  it  would  so  greatly  shorten  the  period 
in  which  individuals  would  be  liable  to  begin  their  training,  and 
greatly  increase  the  requirement  for  facilities.  Also,  all  trainees 
would  be  delayed  at  least  6  months  in  completing  their  training. 

(4)  In  case  of  a  serious  emergency,  it  might  well  be  imperative  to 
have  the  services  of  many  who  are  below  18K  on  very  short  notice— 
and  such  an  emergency  would  find  them  completely  untrained. 

SUMMARY  OF  ARGUMENTS  FOR  AND  AGAINST  LOWERED  INDUCTION  AGE 

The  arguments  listed  below  concern  themselves  with  the  age  issue 
which  emerged  during  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee  hearings. 

Included  are  not  only  the  contentions  advanced  by  the  witnesses 
who  appeared,  but  also  those  presented  by  individuals  and  organiza¬ 
tions  who  requested  that  their  material  be  inserted  in  the  record. 
There  may  be  arguments  other  than  those  presented,  but  this  study 
summarizes  only  those  which  appear  in  the  record. 

Not  all  arguments  presented  as  opposing  the  Department  of  Defense 
proposals  are  directly  in  conflict  with  those  proposals.  Any  time  a 
variation  of  the  proposals  was  presented,  it  was  placed  in  the  opposing 
column. 

It  will  be  noted  that  some  witnesses  are  listed  as  both  “For”  and 
“Against”  the  same  measure.  This  is  due  to  the  fact  that  occasionally 
a  witness  would  either  point  out  arguments  on  the  other  side  or  would 
present  evidence  which  could  be  interpreted  as  being  a  variation  of  the 
Department’s  proposals.  All  such  arguments  have  been  included  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  a  more  balanced  picture.  Also,  it  should  be 
carefully  noted  that  not  all  of  these  extracts  are  in  their  full  context. 
Every  effort  was  made  by  the  staff  to  present  an  accurate  summary, 
and  the  committee  hopes  that  no  inaccuracies  have  crept  in  due  to 
the  need  for  condensing  the  wealth  of  material  into  the  briefest 
possible  space.  Not  all  of  the  material  is  in  the  nature  of  direct 
quotes.  Frequently  remarks  from  different  parts  of  the  record  have 
been  combined  into  one  statement.  Occasionally,  in  answer  to  a  long 
question,  a  witness  would  say  “Yes”  or  “No,”  or  “I  agree.”  In  these 
instances  the  content  of  the  question  has  been  attributed  to  the 
witness.  Care  has  been  taken  to  see  that  no  witness  is  quoted  out  of 
context  to  secure  a  meaning  other  than  the  one  intended. 


s.  Rept.  117,  82-1 
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DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT  PROPOSALS  ON  UMTS  LOWERED 

INDUCTION  AGE 

Testimony  Favoring 

A.  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATION 

1.  Hon.  George  C.  Marshall,  Secretary  of  Defense 

(а)  We  would  be  operating  too  closely  to  the  danger  line  if  we  had  to  satisfy 
our  present  military  manpower  ceiling  of  3.5  million  men  with  no  changes  in  the 
present  selective-service  law,  other  than  a  27-month  period  of  service  and  a 
1-year  extension  of  enlistments. 

(б)  Because  it  is  the  best  way  to  meet  our  immediate  need  for  an  enlarged  com¬ 
bat  force  and,  at  the  same  time,  provide  an  enduring  base  for  our  military  strength, 
I  know  of  no  other  that  will  give  us  so  much  protection  at  a  cost  in  men  and  money 
that  is  within  the  capacity  of  our  economy  to  bear.  ...  It  makes  it  possible 
to  get  the  trained  manpower  and  to  build  the  balance  of  a  military  structure  at  a 
minimum  of  cost.  It  is  at  once  the  most  effective,  the  most  economical,  and  the 
most  democratic  way  to  safeguard  our  Nation. 

(c)  It  would  ...  be  possible  to  call  up  husbands  and  fathers  among  the 
nonveteran  group  between  the  ages  of  19  and  26,  but  the  social  damage  .  .  . 
would  be  .  .  .  greater  than  that  ...  in  calling  18-year-olds  .  .  . 

(d)  .  .  .  broadening  the  liability  ...  to  take  in  18-year-olds  .  .  .  will  make 
it  easier  for  us  to  build  our  military  strength  to  the  required  levels  with  minimum 
disruption  of  the  industrial,  agricultural,  scientific  and  educational  resources  .  .  . 

(e)  Men  of  18,  19,  20,  make  our  finest  soldiers.  .  .this  physical  superiority 
often  determines  the  issue  in  heavy  and  prolonged  fighting.  .  .  .  Experience  in 
both  World  Wars  has  shown  that  men  of  18  are  among  our  bravest  and  best 
fighters.  .  .  . 

(/)  ...  no  youth  under  the  age  of  19  could  be  sent  overseas  with  less  than  4 
months  of  training  ...  it  is  our  strong  fear  that  ...  a  specific  prohibition  against 
sending  men  out  of  the  United  States  before  their  nineteenth  birthday  would 
cripple  the  services  in  meeting  a  sudden  .  .  .  action. 

2.  General  of  the  Army  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 

(a)  Every  single  generation  of  Americans,  tragic  as  it  may  be,  has  had  to  go  to 
war,  and  mostly  we  have  sent  them  to  war  without  one  blankety-blank  item  of 
training.  It  has  been  a  crime.  There  are  more  Americans  occupying  graves 
overseas  because  they  were  not  trained  than  I  think  for  almost  any  other  reason; 
not  trained  to  take  care  of  themselves,  not  trained  to  know  what  to  do  in  combat, 
so  when  it  comes  to  this  one  crisis  that  comes  to  every  generation,  we  suddenly 
say,  “Oh,  let’s  don’t  train  the  boy  for  that.  Let’s  decide  whether  or  not  he  ought 
to  be  trained.”  It  is  the  most  important  thing  that  ever  happened  to  him.  We 
have  got  to  train  him  ...  he  deserves  it,  entirely  aside  from  the  Government’s, 
the  country’s,  requirement. 

( b )  I  firmly  believe  in  the  principle  of  universal  military  service  at  this  critical 
stage  in  our  affairs.  ...  As  a  soldier  it  matters  little  to  me  at  what  specific  age 
you  take  the  men.  The  young  man  is  a  good  soldier. 

(c)  As  a  college  president,  we  studied  this  problem  .  .  .  and  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  18  was  the  least  harmful  to  the  man  in  terms  of  interruption  of 
educational  process  or  in  his  industrial  employment  in  case  he  is  going  no  further 
in  school. 

( d )  (On  the  question  of  the  mental  deferments)  .  .  .  you  do  finally  strike  a 
level  below  which  you  are  just  wasting  your  time.  .  .  . 

(e)  The  National  Guard  needs  trained  men.  The  source  for  National  Guard 
men  should  be  after  the  man  has  had  his  training  and  not  before  he  goes  into  it. 

(/)  (Speaking  of  alien  troops.)  Remember  this,  none  of  this  we  are  talking 
about  should  be  as  a  substitution  for  meeting  our  own  duties,  performing  our  own 
obligations  .  .  .  When  Rome  tried  to  solve  its  problems  by  going  out  and 
hiring  mercenaries  outside,  it  fell. 

( g )  I  do  not  believe  it  is  disturbing  (for  a  17-year-old  to  register)  as  long  as 
they  know  what  is  going  to  happen  to  them. 

(h)  .  .  .  in  Africa,  I  conducted  a  Gallup  poll  and  found  that  instead  of  beer, 
they  wanted  Coca-Cola.  .  .  . 

S.  General  of  the  Army  Omar  N.  Bradley,  Chairman,  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 

(a)  ...  if  a  full  mobilization  is  called  for,  we  must  have  an  effective  military 
manpower  program  worked  out  in  advance.  .  .  .  We  are  face  to  face  with  a  long- 
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range  struggle — a  struggle  in  which  the  enemy  will  use  all  means  ...  to  bring 
about  our  capitulation.  This  long-range  struggle  is  a  struggle  for  survival  of 
our  Nation.  .  .  . 

( b )  (Speaking  of  the  3,462,000  goal  of  the  armed  services.)  I  think  you  are 
going  to  have  to  maintain  at  least  that  strength  for  some  time  to  come.  .  .  . 

(c)  .  .  .  it  would  interfere  much  less  with  their  education  and  their  getting 
established  in  their  lifetime  careers,  if  they  could  start  their  service  sometime 
around  18  years  old  ...  a  man  18  years  old  is  less  apt  to  have  family  obliga¬ 
tions.  .  .  . 

(d)  .  .  .  the  man  who  goes  to  school  after  his  service  is  going  to  get  more  out 
of  it  than  he  would  otherwise. 

(e)  .  .  .  all  the  youngsters  around  18  to  20  years  old  are  very  fine  soldiers. 
They  can  stand  more  hardships  than  an  older  man.  .  .  . 

(/)...  they  (18-year-olds)  are  subject  to  no  more  temptations  or  no  more 
apt  to  be  diverted  from  a  straight  life  than  they  would  out  of  service  .  .  .  a  man’s 
character  is  very  largely  molded  long  before  he  is  18.  If  he  has  been  brought 
up  in  the  proper  environment  in  the  home  he  is  pretty  well  set  .  .  .  before  he 
is  18.  .  .  .  I  do  not  think  .  .  .  that  18-year-olds  would  be  any  more  susceptible 
to  being  tempted  than  a  19-  or  20-year-old  .  .  .  when  you  take  him  into  service, 
you  do  not  take  him  away  from  the  church.  We  have  chaplains.  Everybody 
in  the  service  is  not  in  there  just  to  corrupt  him.  .  .  .  When  a  man  becomes  18 
and  goes  into  service,  that  does  not  mean  that  he  would  have  stayed  at  home 
otherwise. 

( g )  (Overseas  duty  for  18-vear-olds)  .  .  .  any  time  you  have  to  line  a  unit 
up  and  take  out  any  considerable  percentage  of  it  and  put  in  new  men  .  .  .  you 
have  spoiled  your  teamwork  .  .  .  spoiled  the  value  of  your  unit  training  .  .  .  and 
you  lower  the  efficiency  of  the  unit.  ...  it  may  result  in  greater  losses  and 
possible  set-backs.  .  .  . 

( h )  A  man  who  cannot  meet  the  mental  qualifications  becomes  a  liability  .  .  . 
in  the  service  .  .  .  Somebody  has  to  look  after  him  ...  if  you  try  to  take  him 
into  combat  he  does  not  last  long.  .  .  . 

Ji.  Maj.  Gen.  Lewis  B.  Hershey,  Director,  Selective  Service 

(а)  ...  I  believe  it  to  be  the  best  act  we  can  hope  for  at  the  present  time, 
and  I  have  tried  to  point  out  that  it  is  not  only  for  now,  but  it  is  an  act  looking 
forward  to  a  future,  and  not  an  emergency  shot  in  the  arm  for  the  present. 

(б)  .  .  .  the  tax  upon  the  time  of  the  citizen  for  service  with  the  Armed 
Forces  should  occur  at  the  earliest  practicable  time.  This  is  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Government  and  for  the  citizen  as  well.  The  youth  has  more  of  the  qualities 
required  for  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  than  any  other  age.  The  responsibilities 
of  family  are  generally  nonexistent,  skills  have  not  been  acquired,  nor  has  pro¬ 
fessional  or  scientific  competence  been  achieved. 

(c)  (I  recommend)  That  the  present  pool  of  single  nonveterans,  nonfathers, 
19-25,  be  augmented  by  the  extension  of  liability  to  those  who  have  reached  the 
eighteenth  year.  If  necessary  to  go  beyond  that,  the  following  priority  should 
govern:  Nonfathers,  nonveterans,  18-25,  inclusive. 

(d)  (The  Defense  Department)  made  all  assumptions  favorably  and  I  think 
they  are  dangerous. 

(e)  (If  the  number  in  the  Army  were  increased  beyond  the  limits  that  are  con¬ 
templated  at  present,  it  would  necessitate  increasing  that  term  to  live  on  income) 
because  you  have  borrowed  this  year  by  increasing  for  1  year  every  contract, 
which  is  an  emergency  measure. 

(/)  (As  a  safety  margin)  I  would  like  to  have  six  times  the  number  of  people 
they  are  going  to  call  in  every  month.  (That  would  be  480,000.) 

(g)  ...  if  you  ever  go,  as  we  went  during  the  war  at  times  when  I  had  calls 
for  300,000  and  400,000,  then  I  have  got  to  get  a  million  in  the  pool,.  .  .  .  one 
of  the  things  I  watch  is  the  fall  of  my  I-A’s,  and  I  have  lost  about  a  half-million 
out  of  that  pool  since  July.  ...  You  can  see  what  would  happen  if  in  my  I- A 
I  have  got  two  or  three  hundred  thousand  postponed  students  that  I  should  defer 
(until)  next  June.  .  .  .  My  pool  suddenly  collapses. 

(h)  You  are  forced  inevitably  to  take  18-vear-olds,  or  to  take  veterans,  because 
the  nonfathers  who  are  not  veterans  are  so  small  that  they  will  not  make  more 
than  1  month’s  call.  .  .  . 

(i)  There  are  2,700,000  veterans  under  26.  They  are  disappearing  at  the  rate 
of  60,000  a  month.  The  next  year  and  the  year  after,  the  veteran  problem  is 
not  going  to  be  much  of  a  problem  because  it  is  disappearing. 
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( j )  .  .  .  whenever  you  reach  the  3,462,000,  the  figures  show,  assuming  a  safety 
factor  of  400,000  that  you  actually  have  a  deficit  of  126,000,  .  .  .  and  when  you 
add  the  additional  safety  factor  of  80,000  that  you  require,  you  are  206,000  short. 

(k)  The  qualities  required  for  service  under  varied  conditions  are  found  to  a 
greater  extent  in  the  late  teens  and  the  early  and  middle  twenties  than  any  other 
age.  .  .  .  Acceptability  decreases  with  age  and  with  accelerated  rapidity  once 
the  late  twenties  have  been  passed. 

(/)  The  numbers  with  dependents  tend  to  increase  as  age  increases. 

(m)  Occupations  and  professions  possessed  by  individuals  are  important  in 
any  analysis  of  manpower.  They  are  found  infrequently  among  the  late  teens 
and  early  twenties.  They  are  found  in  ever-increasing  numbers  as  the  age 
increases. 

(n)  .  .  .  graduation  age  from  high  school,  on  the  average,  is  17  years  and 
6  months — therefore  this  is  a  normal  break  period.  .  .  . 

( o )  Temporary  or  short-lived  programs  for  the  training  of  manpower  cannot 
be  applied  with  fairness  and  justice.  It  is  impossible  to  institute  a  plan  which 
would  permit  of  deferments  for  the  purpose  of  education  unless  there  is  assurance 
that  the  plan  will  be  continued  long  enough  for  those  receiving  deferments  also 
to  meet  their  service  obligations,  otherwise  a  deferment  becomes  a  means  of 
evading  service.  .  .  . 

(p)  .  .  .  the  numbers  that  are  being  inducted  from  the  18-year-olds  would 
indicate  that  the  great  majoritjr  would  certainly  come  in  the  next  year  or  two 
from  those  who  were  in  the  last  several  months  of  it  .  .  .  the  application  of  our 
present  regulations  (would  permit  you  to  take  boys  18  years  and  11  months,  get 
all  of  them,  and  then  take  18  years  and  10  months,  etc.)  ...  I  am  going  to  plead 
guilty  to  3  or  4  months’  variation  but  not  quite  9. 

(g)  ...  I  would  be  very  careful  of  restrictions  on  the  policeman  who  was  in 
front  of  my  door  on  what  he  could  do  and  what  he  could  not  do  to  protect  me. 
.  .  .  Any  government  which  allows  its  citizens  to  do  voluntarily  that  which 
they  will  not  compel  the  rest  of  the  citizens  to  do,  had  better  not  talk  too  much 
about  being  fair  and  just. 

5.  Admiral  Forrest  Sherman,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 

(a)  ..  .  unless  international  conditions  improve  we  may  well  have  to  set  a  new 
target  as  we  approach  this  target  (of  3,462,000). 

( b )  We  concur  in  the  principles  and  the  details  of  the  plan  as  it  has  been 
presented  here.  .  .  .  I  .  .  .  share  responsibility  for  recommending  to  you  a  long- 
range  plan  for  the  mobilization  of  the  manpower  of  the  country  in  a  manner 
which  will  meet  the  needs  of  all  the  fighting  services  in  time  of  peace,  in  a  limited 
emergency,  and  in  a  full-out  general  war.  .  .  .  The  plan  .  .  .  is  .  .  .  soundly 
conceived”  and  will  provide  for  building  forces  needed  now  and  will  eventually 
provide  the  services  with  badly  needed  reserves  of  trained  people. 

(c)  I  have  been  in  contact  with  17-  and  18-year-old  sailors  for  a  considerable 
number  of  years.  .  .  .  There  is  no  sharp  cut-off  point  in  the  characteristics  of  the 
18-  and  the  19-year-olds.  ...  I  would  challenge  most  people  to  tell  which  ones 
are  which. 

( d )  It  would  indeed  be  unfortunate  if  when  we  ordered  the  fleet  to  sea  at  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities,  we  had  to  weed  out  of  it  every  man  who  was  under  19. 

6.  Gen.  J.  Lawton  Collins,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army 

(а)  I  am  thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  legislation  which  is  under  consideration 
before  your  committee  and  with  the  principles  that  are  involved  in  that  legis¬ 
lation. 

(б)  I  do  not  regard  it  (3,462,000)  as  an  ultimate  figure  if  the  world  situation 
stays  in  its  current  state  or  worsens. 

(c)  We  are  now  making  use  of  men  who  are  not  fully  physically  fit  .  .  .  and  are 
prepared  to  extend  that  even  further. 

(d)  We  are  very  loath  to  lower  mental  standards  because  .  .  .  (men  with 
lowered)  standards  are  a  pain  in  the  neck  all  along  the  line  and  instead  of  being 
an  asset  are  a  hindrance  because  somebody  has  always  to  be  taking  care  of  them. 

(e)  .  .  .  the  soundest  all-around  solution  is  to  initiate  the  selection  of  18-year- 
olds  now  ...  an  additional  factor  is  that  it  would  interfere  with  his  schooling 
and  his  ultimate  future  less  if  he  were  taken  at  this  particular  time  rather  than  to 
take  him  later  on  after  he  had  married  and  had  acquired  a  family. 

(/)  The  youngsters  of  18  and  19  years  of  age  .  .  .  make  excellent  soldiers. 

(g)  I  do  not  believe  (that  there  is  any  more  likelihood  of  average  boy  18  or  19 
years  old  becoming  addicted  to  the  use  of  intoxicating  beverages  if  he  is  in  the 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT  17 

Army  than  if  he  remains  at  home  or  college).  .  .  the  corner  poolroom  is  .  .  . 
far  more  dangerous  than  any  Army  post  I  have  ever  lived  on. 

( h )  .  .  .  If,  .  .  .  just  before  a  unit  sailed,  we  had  to  take  out  all  men  who  were 
18  years  old,  we  would  wreck  the  teamwork  of  our  small  units.  .  .  . 

7.  Gen.  Hoyt  S.  Vandenberg,  Chief  of  Staff,  United  States  Air  Force 

(o)  .  .  .  the  Air  Force  strongly  endorses  and  supports  the  program  presented 
to  you  by  the  Department  of  Defense.  ...  It  will  provide  us,  as  well  as  the  other 
services,  with  a  dependable,  enduring,  and  flexible  system,  which  will  insure  a 
continuing  capability  of  meeting  our  manpower  requirements — both  in  the  active 
Air  Force  and  in  our  Reserve  components. 

(b)  .  .  .  all  of  our  increased  number  of  combat  units  will  be  attained  through 
the  ordering  to  duty  of  Air  National  Guard  and  Air  Reserve  units  .  .  .  this  will 
not  be  enough.  ...  It  will  be  necessary  to  order  to  duty  approximately  60,000 
personnel  from  the  Volunteer  Reserve.  ... 

(c)  (The  Reserves)  are  composed  to  a  great  degree  of  men  who  have  been  in 
the  last  war. 

(d)  (Many  of)  our  Reserve  units  are  fighter  units,  and  they  reach  an  age  very 
rapidly  where  a  man  is  too  old  to  utilize  his  skill  .  .  .  the  age  limit  of  some  of 
our  Reserve  units,  especially  those  of  the  National  Guard,  is  getting  almost  to 
the  limit  of  where  we  can  be  really  effective. 

8.  Hon.  Anna  M.  Rosenberg,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 

(а)  General:  (The  present  program  or  other  programs  to  expand  the  Armed 
Forces)  would  be  more  costly,  .  .  .  more  disruptive  of  family,  .  .  .  educa¬ 
tional,  .  .  .  industrial  life,  and  would  fail  to  supply  equally  dependable  safe¬ 
guards  for  the  United  States  in  the  years  to  come. 

(б)  Need: 

(1)  The  figure  of  3,462,205  must  be  met  by  June  1951  or  as  early  as  possible. 

(2)  It  is  going  to  take  everything  we  have,  including  the  18-year-olds,  to  give 
us  what  we  need  to  get  a  4,000,000  Armed  Force  strength  .  .  . 

(3)  (If  we  have  to  go  to  4.5  million)  you  take  2.5  million  veterans.  ...  (If 
you  took  the  18-year-olds  and  the  19-year-olds,  giving  us  4,000,000,  we  would 
have  to  take  half  a  million  from  the  veteran  group  .  .  .) 

(4)  We  are  not  figuring  in  this  at  all  letting  any  reserve  go  sooner  than  the  full 
legal  date. 

(5)  The  maximum  probable  estimate  of  those  who  might  be  subject  to  service 
and  training  through  the  rehabilitation  program  is  about  20,000  .  .  . 

(6)  .  .  .  in  these  100,000  or  150,000  (physically  unfit),  .  .  .  (many)  are  so 
physically  handicapped  that  community  living  of  any  kind,  travel  of  any  kind, 
the  hours  required  in  a  Federal  service  of  any  kind,  would  be  dangerous  to  their 
life. 

(7)  .  .  .  our  physical  standards  today  are  down  to  World  War  II. 

(8)  .  .  .  in  the  National  Guard  and  Reserve  units,  we  do  not  know  how  many, 
on  physical  examination,  ...  on  acquired  dependency,  or  on  an  acquired 
occupational  deferment,  might  fall  out.  .  .  . 

(9)  In  1952  we  make  no  allowance  at  all  for  (casualties.) 

(10)  .  .  .  one-third  of  the  men  discharged  with  less  than  12  months  of  service 
were  given  medical  discharges  .  .  .  many  men  discharged  with  a  limited  period 
of  service  were  found  to  be  mentally,  morally,  or  psychologically  unsuited  for 
military  service.  .  .  .  Very  few  veterans  with  less  than  6  months  of  service 
would  qualify  for  military  service  under  current  standards  ...  a  maximum 
of  160,000  veterans  under  26  years  of  age  with  less  than  12  months  of  service 
would  be  available  for  induction.  ...  Of  these  .  .  .  about  40,000  would  be 
single  men  without  dependents  (and)  three-fourths  would  be  fathers  and  men  with 
dependents  other  than  children. 

(11)  A  low  industrial  deferment  rate  will  not  be  satisfactory  when  impact  of 
contracts  hits  industry  .  .  .  because  ...  of  more  technical  equipment  we  will 
have  to  defer  more  skilled  men.  .  .  . 

(12)  .  .  .  we  are  certain  that  as  we  require  more  in  farm  production  it  will  mean 
they  will  need  more  industrial  equipment,  more  parts,  and  also  deferments  for 
more  skilled  men  who  can  operate  the  machines. 

(13)  .  .  .  If  we  are  to  have  a  long-term  production  and  a  long-term  sustaining 
economy,  .  .  .  we  must  give  more  deferments  to  students. 

(14)  (This  is)  the  height  of  optimism  .  .  .  makes  allowances  for  enlistments 
and  reenlistments  at  same  rate  that  we  were  getting  men  when  we  had  no 
Korea  .  .  .  makes  allowances  for  men  to  enlist  with  permission  of  parents. 
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(c)  Social  and  economic  advantages  of  taking  18-year-olds: 

(1)  (The  proposed  program  will  permit)  a  larger  number  of  deferments  than 
otherwise  possible  in  the  present  selective  service  pool  of  men  between  19  and 
26,  and  thus  would  give  industry  and  agriculture  continued  access  to  engineers, 
technicians,  and  skilled  laborers.  ...  It  (will  help)  maintain  a  stable  educational 
system  and  our  preeminence  in  scientific  and  technical  knowledge. 

(2)  The  need  of  industry  and  agriculture  for  engineers  and  technicians  would 
be  met  by  our  ability  to  maintain  a  larger  number  of  occupational  deferments  in 
the  19-  to  26-vear  group. 

(3)  By  taking  these  18-year-old  men  it  would  reduce  the  draft  call  for  your 
upper  classmen  in  colleges  .  .  .  assisting  to  keep  the  small  colleges  open  and 
letting  men  finish  their  education  .  .  .  student  deferments  are  as  high  as  570,000 
or  600,000.  .  .  .  If  we  do  not  take  18-vear-old  ones  we  must  ask  General  Hershey 
to  squeeze  that  deferment  down  200,000. 

(4)  It  is  .  .  .  apparent  that  a  draft  of  husbands  and  fathers  would  be  much 
more  destructive  in  its  family  and  community  consequences  than  the  calling  of 
18-vear-olds.  .  .  . 

(5)  .  .  .  the  domestic,  financial,  and  emotional  shock  to  the  young  man  of  18  is 
far  less  acute  to  all  concerned  than  uprooting  of  an  older  family  man.  The 
same  ...  is  true  of  the  impact  on  business,  science,  education,  and  life  of  the 
community  generally. 

(6)  .  .  .  this  is  without  translating  into  dollars  and  cents  the  great  loss  to  our 
industries  and  farms  and  to  the  purchasing  power  of  families  that  would  be  involved 
in  calling  up  married  men. 

(7)  .  .  .  the  total  (cost  of  calling  up)  630,000  young  men  in  both  married 
groups  (is)  .  .  .  $979,000,000  for  a  year.  .  .  .  (The  cost  for)  an  equivalent 
number  of  18-year-olds  .  .  .  would  come  to  $466,000,000  a  year  .  .  .  the 
difference  .  .  .  would  be  $513,000,000  .  .  .  one  would  be  more  costly  in  dollars 
and  cents  besides  being  more  costly  in  social  values. 

(8)  .  .  .  the  time  when  it  is  best  to  take  a  young  man,  if  you  must  take  him  out 
of  his  educational,  his  civilian,  his  working  life  and  his  community  life,  is  at  the 
age  of  18. 

(9)  ...  if  a  boy  is  in  high  school  .  .  .  and  has  not  finished,  he  can  finish 
his  high  school  ...  if  he  is  (in)  college,  he  can  finish  that  year  of  college.  .  .  . 

(10) .  .  .  educators  .  .  .  have  come  to  the  conclusion  .  .  .  that  18  years 
of  age  is  the  best  time  of  a  man’s  life  to  take  him. 

(11)  18-year-olds  would  be  less  likely  to  possess  essential  skills  in  industries  and 
farming. 

(12)  If  we  say  that  we  are  going  to  take  the  boy  at  18)4,  he  has  a  6-month 
period  during  which  he  does  not  want  to  go  to  school.  It  will  be  difficult  for  him 
to  get  a  job  .  .  .  18  is  the  age  when  boys  have  the  least  family  ties  as  far  as 
wives  and  children  are  concerned.  .  .  .  Social  and  emotional  impact  at  18  is 
much  less  than  at  older  ages.  ...  We  have  followed  the  thinking  of  the  best 
educators  and  psychologists,  psychiatrists. 

(d)  History  of  18-year-olds: 

(1)  During  the  colonial  period,  military  duty  was  required  between  ages  of  16 
and  50. 

(2)  During  the  Revolutionary  War  .  .  .  many  men  under  19  ably  served  their 
country.  In  17S2  the  Congress  provided  for  national  defense  by  requiring  that 
all  who  are  or  shall  be  of  age  of  18  years,  should  be  enrolled  in  the  militia. 

(3)  During  the  War  of  1812,  men  under  19  fought  in  both  the  Regular  Army 
and  the  militia. 

(4)  In  the  Mexican  War,  many  soldiers  were  under  19. 

(5)  In  the  Civil  War,  about  305,000  18-year-olds  saw  service  with  the  Union 
forces  .  .  .  Confederate  forces  were  raised  by  .  .  .  draft  of  men  between  ages  of 
18  and  35.  .  .  .  In  1864,  the  lower  and  upper  age  limits  were  17  and  50. 

(6)  The  Spanish- American  War  included  many  men  who  were  under  19  years 
of  age. 

(7)  World  War  I.  In  1918  the  President  signed  an  act  for  liability  for  military 
service  of  “all  male  citizens  and  aliens  between  the  ages  of  18  and  45  .  .  .” 

(8)  World  War  II.  Shortly  after  the  Pearl  Harbor  attack,  the  registration  age 
was  reduced  to  18  years.  .  .  .  The  maximum  number  of  18-year-olds  on  active 
duty  at  any  one  time  was  about  643,000. 

(e)  18-year-olds  in  other  nations: 

The  following  countries  conscript  men  at  18  or  below: 

Chinese  Communists,  age  16;  Chinese  Nationalists,  age  18;  Egypt,  age  18; 
Greece,  age  18;  Iran,  age  18;  the  Netherlands,  age  18,  New  Zealand,  age  18; 
United  Kingdom,  age  18. 
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(/)  Call  of  18-year-°lds: 

(1)  During  4  months  of  training,  no  man  will  be  allowed  to  leave  the  continental 
United  States. 

(2)  The  (Armed  Forces)  feel  that  they  will  be  able  to  absorb  about  450,000 
18-year-olds  for  service  and  training  in  the  first  year.  .  .  .  This  would  leave 
many  thousands  of  18-year-olds  who  could  not  be  called  up  in  the  first  year. 

(3)  We  have  agreed  with  General  Hershey  that  the  first  men  who  would  be 
called  up  would  be  those  18  years  and  11  months.  .  .  .  We  would  not  go  down 
below  18  years.  .  .  .  We  at  no  time  feel  that  in  that  phasing-in  we  would  take  in 
a  man  less  than  18  years  and  6  months.  .  .  . 

9.  John  G.  Adams,  Assistant  General  Counsel,  Defense  Department 

(a)  The  figure  of  3.4  million  plus  will  show  an  actual  deficit  of  men  in  fiscal 
1951,  unless  we  make  administrative  changes  or  unless  we  ask  you  to  make  changes 
in  the  existing  law,  or  unless  the  age  limit  is  lowered. 

( b )  The  figure  3.2  millions  at  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year  will  leave  us  100,000 
men  net  in  the  pool  available  for  induction.  If  the  figure  went  up  to  3.3  million, 
we  would  be  even;  3.4  million,  we  would  be  a  hundred-thousand  short.  Each 
hundred  thousand  men  above  3.2  millions  will  reduce  the  availables  at  the  end  of  the 
year. 

(c)  .  .  .  On  June  30,  the  total  Armed  Forces  will  be  3,325,000.  We  have 
available  1.2  million,  and  take  in  862,000,  and  have  a  surplus  of  411,000.  .  .  . 
General  Hershey  considers  a  figure  of  400,000  to  be  a  logical  and  adequate  safety 
margin  which  he  should  have  available  as  class  I-A  availables,  while  inductions 
are  scaled  at  rate  of  80,000  a  month.  ...  At  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year,  there 
will  be  411,000  or  a  total  of  11,000  over  and  above  the  Selective  Service  System’s 
safety  margin.  If  vou  go  to  the  approved  force  in  being  of  3,462,000,  you  will 
be  short  126,000  men. 

(d)  During  1952  fiscal  year,  adding  to  the  pool  the  young  men  who  come  of  age 
19,  adding  also  the  200,000  college  students,  there  would  be  a  total  of  699,000 
young  men  available  for  induction.  .  .  .  Will  induct  641,000  under  present 
plans.  There  was  a  411,000  surplus,  based  upon  our  present  planning,  not  taking 
into  consideration  the  126,000  lost,  so  not  considering  that  we  meet  the  force  of 
3,462,000,  as  now  planned,  there  would  be  a  surplus  of  469,000  on  board. 

(e)  When  those  1,632,249  present  I-A’s  are  called,  a  substantial  proportion  of 
them  appear  with  new  deferment  authority.  Many  have  married  and  entered 
school,  many  have  or  had  physical  reason.  ...  Of  all  the  I-A’s  called,  and  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  all  of  the  group,  approximately  50  percent  are  rejected  or  are 
reclassified.  .  .  .  Selective  Service  System  estimate  is  that  50  percent  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  induction  under  existing  standards,  or  816,000  young  men  is  final  end. 

(/)  Out  of  the  8,000,000  between  the  age  of  19  and  26,  you  will  get  816,000; 
out  of  1,052,000  18’s  you  will  get  684,000.  .  .  .  Induction  practices  during  World 
War  II  indicate  we  would  get  61.4  percent  of  those  young  men  (i.e.,  18-year-olds), 
based  upon  class  IV-F  rejects  for  physical  and  mental  reasons  of  21.8  percent. .  .  . 

( g )  Subsequent  to  October  31,  between  then  and  June  1,  or  July  1,  there  will 
be  a  total  of  354,000  individuals  in  organized,  unorganized,  units  of  the  Reserve, 
and  the  National  Guard,  including  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  called  to  duty.  .  .  . 

( h )  Present  induction  practices,  particularly  physical,  are  identical  with  World 
War  II. 

(i)  General  Hershey  feels  he  needs  a  4-month-lead-time  over  and  above  the 
monthly  calls  he  gets  .  .  .  the  minimum  he  could  have  was  4  to  5  months  and 
he  feels  that  400,000  (5  months)  was  the  best  minimum.  .  .  .  During  World 
War  II  they  felt  they  should  have  as  high  as  6  to  8  months.  .  .  .  There  are  3,700 
local  boards  throughout  the  country  .  .  .  400,000  gives  less  than  100  persons  per 
local  board. 

(j)  Indication  has  been  made  that  additional  request  for  50,000  above  the  3.2 
million  is  going  to  be  made  by  the  military  services  to  replace  battle  casualties. 

( k )  Based  upon  the  present  law,  21  months  for  the  young  men  who  are  inducted 
at  the  beginning  of  fiscal  year  1952,  under  present  law  103,000  are  ready  for 
separation  from  the  service,  having  served  21  months  .  .  . 

(Z)  During  the  fiscal  year  subsequent  to  today,  we  will  have  terminating  not 
only  the  enlistments  which  should  terminate  but  those  enlistments  which  were 
extended,  meaning  there  is  double  the  number  of  enlistments  terminating  under 
present  law  during  fiscal  year  1952.  .  .  .  Those  enlistments  which  terminate 
amount  to  730,000  young  men,  over  half  of  your  regular  force. 

(m)  Of  the  1,500,000  who  are  enlistments,  314,000  are  the  career-soldier  type 
who  will  offer  to  reenlist,  but  418,000  are  made  up  of  men  whose  enlistments 
ordinarily  terminate. 
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(n)  872,000  people,  by  statute,  are  authorized  to  leave  the  military  service 
next  vear  whom  we  do  not  expect  to  reenlist.  872,000,  plus  314,000  entitled  to  go, 
and  we  expect  872,000  to  go — the  21-month  inductees,  term  expired;  National 
Guard  men  who  have  served  21  months;  and  men  whose  enlistment  expire. 

10.  Hon.  Maurice  J.  Tobin,  Secretary  of  Labor 

(а)  A  number  of  far-reaching  changes  in  the  size  and  composition  of  the  United 
States  population  have  occurred  in  the  past  decade.  These  changes  have  affected 
unfavorably  the  availability  of  manpower  for  building  up  the  Armed  Forces  and 
expanding  the  labor  force. 

(б)  .  .  .  additions  to  the  population  of  military  and  working  age  during  the 
next  several  years  will  be  substantially  smaller  than  in  the  corresponding  period 
of  the  past  decade,  since  the  age  group  10-19  decreased  by  over  2  million  as  a 
residt  of  the  low  birth  rates  in  the  1930’s  .  .  .  our  phenomenal  population  growth 
over  the  decade  has  brought  less  than  commensurate  gains  to  the  age  groups  upon 
which  the  Armed  Forces  and  the  civilian  labor  force  make  their  immediate  major 
demands. 

(c)  .  .  .  we  are  not  going  to  have  as  many  young  men  arriving  at  the  age  of  18 
until  1959  as  we  did  successively  during  the  period  of  1940  to  1945  .  .  .  two-fifths 
of  the  men  employed  in  critical  occupations  are  between  the  ages  of  19  and  35; 
this  group,  however,  constitutes  only  about  4  percent  of  all  men  in  that  group 
.  .  .  the  indiscriminate  withdrawal  of  skilled  and  professional  workers  into  the 
Armed  Forces  could  create  havoc  with  our  defense  production  program.  .  .  . 

(d)  .  .  .  you  would  probably  have  1  in  50  with  a  critical  skill  under  the  age  of 
26,  and  most  of  those  would  be  close  to  26  .  .  .  there  would  be  none  at  the  age  of 
18.  .  .  .  In  age  groups  18  to  26  it  is  about  2  percent  of  the  total. 

(e)  In  the  18-to-19-year-old  group  I  do  not  think  in  the  whole  country,  you 
would  have  one  that  would  appear  on  the  critical  list. 

(/)...  if  we  got  into  serious  trouble,  your  occupational  deferments  will  be 
greatly  increased  especially  if  we  were  to  go  above  the  26-year-old  level. 

( g )  (Chart)  There  were  approximately  200  apprentices  in  critical  occupations 
under  19  years  of  age,  as  of  October  1950. 

(h)  ...  a  program  which  inducts  young  men  for  training  and  service  at  age 
18,  at  the  point  when  they  have  had  an  opportunity  to  complete  secondary  school 
but  before  they  have  established  themselves  in  a  civilian  occupation,  would 
clearly  have  a  smaller  impact  on  the  civilian  economy  than  the  current  19-26- 
year-old  draft.  .  .  .  Under  the  present  selective  service  law,  the  typical  young 
man  who  graduates  from  high  school  at  age  18  but  is  not  subject  to  the  draft 
until  age  i9  is  likely  to  find  that  his  employment  opportunities  are  limited  to 
casual  or  blind-alley  jobs,  since  few  employers  would  be  inclined  to  initiate 
extended  training  of  young  men  for  such  short  periods  of  employment.  De¬ 
pendency  problems  are  also  minimized  since  only  a  very  small  proportion  of  men — 
about  1  percent — are  married  before  18. 

11.  Edward  J.  Overby,  Assistant  to  the  Secretary,  Department  of  Agriculture 

(a)  This  Department  concurs  in  the  policy  of  the  proposed  program  for  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  and  service  and  the  change  in  age  limits.  ...  I  think  it 
is  true  also  for  the  young  man  who  is  helping  his  father  on  a  farm  (i.  e.,  that  18 
is  best  age). 

(b)  .  .  .  even  though  a  farm-reared  boy  in  the  IS- or  19-year  group  may  already 
possess  substantial  farm  skill,  the  men  in  the  higher  age  groups  liable  for  military 
service  possess  even  greater  farm  skills.  .  .  .  The  proposal  for  broadening  the  age 
group  liable  for  sei  vice  will  provide  a  larger  pool  from  which  to  draw  men  for  the 
armed  services.  By  the  enlargement  of  the  available  pool  in  this  manner,  it 
should  be  possible  to  obtain  a  given  size  military  force  with  less  adverse  effect 
on  farm  production.  This  is  extremely  important  from  the  viewpoint  of  agri¬ 
culture  in  this  period  immediately  ahead  when  expansion  of  the  Armed  Forces 
and  expansion  of  agricultural  production  are  both  required. 

13.  Dr.  Charles  A.  Thomas,  chairman,  Scientific  Manpower  Advisory  Committee, 
National  Security  Resources  Board 

(a)  a.  (The  committee)  endorses  the  basic  principle  of  4  months  of  basic 
training  and  23  more  months  of  military  service  for  all  18-year-olds.  .  .  . 

(b)  .  .  .  the  industrial  potential  of  this  country  is  being  weakened  on  a  day- 
by-day  basis  as  reservists  occupying  critical  scientific  and  engineering  positions 
are  drawn  to  active  military  duty. 
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B.  SENATORS 

IS.  Hon.  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  United  States  Senator  from  Massachusetts 

...  I  do  not  think  3,400,000  is  too  high.  Any  study  I  can  make  of  what 
the  demands  are  going  to  be  leads  me  to  the  conclusion  that  3.4  million  is  not  going 
to  be  at  all  too  high  ...  if  the  world  is  in  a  dangerous  situation — every  young 
man  who  has  not  had  military  training  has  a  right  to  demand  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  give  it  to  him,  and  he  has  a  right  to  object  very  strongly  if  the  Government 
does  not  give  it  to  him. 

C.  NEWSPAPERS 

14.  Editorial  from  New  York  Times,  January  12,  1951,  on  UMTS 

“Eighteen  years  is  the  right  age  to  call  up  youth.  .  .  .  Possibly  there  are  some 
risks  in  the  program,  but  we  live  in  a  period  when  risks  are  unavoidable.  The 
greatest  risk  of  all  lies  in  weakness  and  inaction.” 

D.  PROFESSIONAL,  LABOR,  AND  FARM  GROUPS 

15.  J.  T.  Sanders,  legislative  counsel,  the  National  Grange 

(а)  .  .  .  farm  boys  during  this  time  really  do  become  skilled  earlier  in  their 
lives  in  mechanical  operations  than  industrial  boys  ...  an  indiscriminate  and 
undifferentiating  draft  of  the  18-year-old  boys  could  do  a  lot  more  damage  in 
taking  skilled  and  necessary  boys  from  the  farm  than  it  would  do  in  industry. 

(б)  Senator  Chapman.  You  are  for  the  remainder  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  Sanders.  Yes,  sir. 

16.  Paul  H.  Robbins,  executive  director,  National  Society  of  Professional  Engineers 
.  .  .  there  are  approximately  65,000  engineers  and  scientists  within  the  present 

draft  age  limits.  If  any  substantial  part  of  this  group  are  taken  into  the  armed 
services  it  will  obviously  mean  an  even  more  intense  strain  on  our  production 
potential. 

17.  Clarence  E.  Davies,  secretary,  American  Society  of  Mechanical  Engineers; 

director,  Program  of  the  Engineering  Manpower 
Avoid  induction  of  engineering  manpower  into  armed  services  for  nontechnical 
assignments. 

IS.  Lewis  Sanders,  consulting  engineer,  New  York 

(a)  The  question  of  calling  18-year-olds  into  the  Armed  Forces  resolves  into 
whether  to  take  the  same  man  when  he  is  18  or  19.  There  seems  to  be  no  dispute 
over  the  necessity  of  taking  the  man  at  age  19.  An  analysis  of  our  manpower 
inventory  shows  conclusively  the  necessity  of  calling  men  at  18. 

(b)  .  .  .  at  18  is  the  optimum  point  for  interrupting  his  educational  career  or 
of  letting  him  perform  his  military  service  before  he  has  established  himself  in 
industry.  ...  S.  1  contains  ample  safeguards  against  interrupting  a  man’s 
education  in  the  middle  of  a  scholastic  year. 

(c)  .  .  .  the  18-year-old  is  a  prime  fighting  man. 

(d)  .  .  .  the  18-year-old  will  not  be  subject  to  any  greater  demoralizing  influ¬ 
ences  by  reason  of  being  called  into  military  service. 

19.  James  B.  Carey,  secretary-treasurer,  CIO 

.  .  .  we  believe  that  lowering  the  induction  age  would  prove  least  disruptive 
to  our  way  of  life  and  at  the  same  time  serve  as  a  great  source  of  strength  to  our 
Armed  Forces. 

e.  veterans’  organizations 

20.  Erie  Cocke,  Jr.,  national  commander,  the  American  Legion 

As  national  commander,  I  speak  for  the  3,000,000  members  of  the  American 
Legion  and,  in  this  instance,  for  an  additional  million  members  of  the  American 
Legion  Auxiliary.  ...  If  you  do  not  take  18-year-olds,  you  will  in  effect  be 
ordering  the  redraft  of  World  War  II  veterans,  many  of  whom  already  have 
served  their  country  when  they  were  themselves  18.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
American  people  want  that  to  happen,  gentlemen  ...  it  would  seem  unfair  and 
unnecessary  to  exempt  the  present  crop  of  18-year-olds  from  service  while  reaching 
out  for  those  who  served  previously — at  that  age — and  under  conditions  of  total 
war. 


22  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 

21.  Omar  B.  Ketchum,  Legislative  Director,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 

States 

(a)  My  organization  .  .  .  indicated  that  all  male  persons  in  the  age  group 
from  18  to  35,  inclusive  .  .  .  who  have  not  had  previous  military  service  .  .  . 
should  be  subject  to  military  service. 

(b)  .  .  .  our  organization  believes  18-year-olds  can  accept  the  responsibilities 
of  soldiers  and  adequately  serve  our  country  either  inside  or  outside  of  the  United 
States. 

22.  Francis  M.  Sullivan,  National  Legislative  Director,  Disabled  American  Veterans 
The  Disabled  American  Veterans,  in  the  .  .  .  belief  that  the  keystone  to  na¬ 
tional  security  lies  in  military  preparedness,  endorses  the  principle  of  universal 
military  service  .  .  .  any  system  of  compulsory  military  service  and  training 
should  be  directed  toward  the  age  group,  or  groups,  whose  service  and  training 
will  cause  the  least  impact  on  the  Nation’s  social  and  economic  structure. 

23.  Harold  Russell,  National  Commander,  AMVETS 

(a)  AMVETS  now  feel  that  the  present  proposal  to  dovetail  both  UMT  and 
universal  military  service  is,  by  every  yardstick,  the  most  intelligent  and  eco¬ 
nomical  answer  to  America’s  present  military  danger  .  .  . 

(b)  .  .  .  the  age  of  18  is  the  logical  time  to  interrupt  the  normal  life  of  the 
American  citizen  for  military  service.  It  is  logical  (a)  because  it  comes  at  the 
conclusion  of  high-school  training;  (6)  because  it  creates  the  least  disruption  of 
the  individual’s  life;  the  least  disruption  of  our  national  economy;  'the  least  in¬ 
terference  with  the  educational  pattern  of  America. 

(c)  The  most  colossal  fraud  that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  can  foist 
on  the  young  men  of  America  at  this  time  would  be  to  deprive  them  of  military 
training  and  then,  at  some  late  date,  in  the  face  of  an  urgent  emergency,  hastily 
call  them  to  the  colors  and  send  them  into  combat  with  hasty  or  inadequate 
training. 

24.  Michael  Straight,  the  American  Veterans’  Committee 

(a)  We  .  .  .  believe  that  this  Nation  requires  immediate^  at  least  4.5  million 
men  in  our  Armed  Forces  who  will  join  together  with  those  of  our  allies  to  defend 
the  free  world.  .  .  .  We  believe  that  the  present  official  Defense  Department 
goal  of  3.5  million  men  is  insufficient.  .  .  . 

(&)...  we  feel  that  Congress  must  authorize  now  the  drafting  of  all  able- 
bodied  American  men  between  the  ages  of  18  and  26.  .  .  . 

(c)  Youths  of  18  are  at  the  height  of  their  stamina  and  endurance,  and  if 
properly  trained  make  the  best  fighting  men. 

(d)  .  .  .  18-year-olds  should  not  be  sent  overseas  without  a  minimum  of  4 
months’  training. 

(e)  Eighteen  seems  to  be  the  most  convenient  age. 

(/)  AVC  represents  thousands  of  veterans  who  have  found  that  it  is  more 
practical  to  start  and  finish  a  college  training  program  in  consecutive  years, 
rather  than  have  a  lapse  of  several  years  in  the  middle  of  that  training  program. 

(g)  .  .  .  any  effort  to  call  up  a  large  alien  army  of  mercenaries  is  a  will-o’-the- 
wisp  in  the  sense  that  the  manpower  does  not  exist,  cannot  be  brought  from  the 
other  side  of  the  iron  curtain,  and  is  not  present  in  Europe  today  to  serve  as  any 
adequate  substitute  for  a  continuous  flow  of  able-bodied  young  Americans.  .  .  . 

25.  Maj.  Gen.  Milton  G.  Baker,  commander  in  chief,  the  Military  Order  of  the 
World  Wars 

National  military  service  more  accurately  describes  the  type  of  program  that  is 
needed  in  this  present  dire  emergency.  We  must  buttress  our  economy,  our 
people,  and  our  defenses. 

26.  Col.  Edwin  S.  Bettelheim,  Military  Order  of  World  Wars 
...  we  are  in  favor  unanimously  of  this  bill. 

27.  Annapolis  Chapter,  Military  Order  of  the  World  Wars 

The  Annapolis  Chapter  of  the  Military  Order  of  World  Wars  has  taken  a 
strong  stand  in  favor  of  universal  military  training  and  urges  you  to  assist  in  every 
possible  way  to  insure  the  enactment  of  such  legislation  in  the  present  Congress. 

28.  Bernard  Weitzer,  national  legislative  director,  Jewish  War  Veterans  of  the 

United  States  of  America 

(a)  The  present  bill,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  most  practicable  plan  for  meeting 
the  manpower  needs  of  our  Armed  Forces  with  the  minimum  disturbance  of  our 
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social  and  economic  fabric  and  our  needs  for  the  products  of  our  industry  and 
our  farms. 

(6)  I  would  prefer  the  18-year-old  (to  a  nonveteran  parent  or  father  or  husband 
•  •  •)•  I  think  that  when  a  man  has  set  up  a  home  and  a  family,  that  the  disturbance 
to  our  social  fabric  would  be  greater.  .  .  . 

29.  Frank  E.  McClernan,  national  commander,  Regular  Veterans  Association 

(а)  The  Regular  Veterans  Association  .  .  .  has  advocated  enforced  universal 
military  training  starting  at  age  18. 

(б)  .  .  .  it  is  more  desirable  to  put  18-year-old  boys  in  uniform  now,  in  order  to 
provide  them  with  proper  training  than  it  is  to  "procrastinate  and  be  found 
unprepared,  as  we  have  been  in  other  wars  when  it  was  necessary  to  put  them 
in  uniform  without  the  proper  training. 

(c)  The  educators  of  our  country  have  given  us  phony  reasons  that  this  should 
not  be  so.  They  claim  that  it  retards  the  boy’s  normal  education.  We  maintain 
that  the  normal  education  should  be  retarded  at  this  time  rather  than  have  the 
possibility  of  all  education  being  stopped  in  the  future. 

F.  NATIONAL  OUARD  AND  RESERVES 

80.  Brig.  Gen.  E.  A.  Evans,  executive  director  of  the  Reserve  Officers’  Association 

(а)  It  is  our  strong  belief  today  that  a  universal  military  service  and  training 
bill  is  essential  to  the  well-being  of  this  Nation. 

(б)  Commenting  on  the  lowering  of  the  draft  age  to  18,  it  is  our  judgment  that 
this  should  be  done. 

31.  Maj.  Gen.  Ellard  A.  Walsh,  president  of  the  National  Guard  Association  of  the 
United  States 

For  33  years  the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States  .  .  .  has  urged  that 
there  be  established  in  this  country,  a  system  of  universal  military  training  and 
service. 

82.  Maj.  Gen.  Milton  A.  Reckord,  National  Guard  Association  of  the  United  States 

By  the  time  he  gets  his  basic  training,  especially  if  you  follow  my  thought  that 
it  should  be  in  the  United  States,  he  could  not  be  sent  overseas  until  he  was  19 
years  of  age. 

G.  EDUCATIONAL  GROUPS 

88.  Karl  T.  Compton,  chairman  of  the  corporation,  Massachusetts  Institute  of 
Technology 

(a)  ..  .  the  comments  which  I  have  heard  from  my  academic  and  other 
associates  since  Secretary  Marshall  and  Assistant  Secretary  Rosenberg  submitted 
the  outline  of  the  Department  of  Defense’s  plan  to  you  last  week  have  been 
unanimously  favorable. 

( b )  (Quoting  from  editorial,  Boston  Herald,  January  12,  1951)  .  .  . 

“.  .  .  But  we  are  now  in  a  state  of  emergency  verging  upon  war.  And  for 
the  particular  set  of  circumstances  which  we  face  the  Secretary  seems  to  have 
produced  as  painless  a  solution  as  we  can  hope  to  get  .  .  .  Secretary  Marshall’s 
program  is  not  ideal,  but  we  do  not  live  in  a  world  whose  problems  always  permit 
of  ideal  solution  .  .  .” 

(c)  I  think  a  little  more  maturity  is  a  good  thing,  but  I  think  the  record  is  also 
clear  that  those  men  make  good  soldiers,  and  the  record  is  also  clear  that  men,  on 
the  whole,  who  have  come  back  from  service  in  World  War  II  have  come  back  in 
good  shape. 

(d)  I  would  not  stop  at  18)4,  as  some  have  suggested.  The  important  thing 
seems  to  me  to  be  the  stage  in  the  young  man’s  career — the  break  between  high 
school  and  job  or  college — not  the  matter  of  a  few  months  more  or  less  in  age. 

(e)  .  .  .  It  certainly  seems  to  me  better  to  go  below  the  19-year  age  level  than 
to  disrupt  young  families  and  careers.  .  .  . 

(/).,.  We  would  hope  that  the  early  stages  of  training  would  be  done 
in  this  country,  would  be  carried  out  in  places  where  there  would  be  some 
community  interest,  civilian  community  interest,  in  the  welfare  of  the  group  of 
those  young  men.  .  .  . 

(g)  .  .  .  I  think  the  moral  surroundings  of  the  group  of  18-year-old  boys  is 
likely  to  be  rather  better  than  the  moral  surroundings  of  the  group  that  are 
twice  that  age  brought  together  under  the  same  circumstances,  because  I  think 
there  is  a  lot  of  idealism  in  these  young  men. 
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(h)  .  .  .  there  is  far  more  liquor  per  capita  drunk  outside  the  military  than 
drunk  inside  it  .  .  .  for  one  thing,  .  .  .  there  is  no  liquor  sold  on  the  post,  .  .  . 
if  a  boy  wants  liquor  he  can  get  it  much  more  easily  at  home  than  he  can  when 
he  is  in  the  Army. 

(i)  I  know  there  was  a  report  (on  liquor  consumption)  and  also  on  venereal 
disease  in  the  Fort  Knox  experiment.  ...  I  remember  that  the  report  was 
exceedingly  favorable,  almost  too  favorable  to  be  believed,  but  it  was  very  good. 

84.  Leonard  Carmichael ,  president,  Tufts  College  and  Tufts  Medical  and  Dental 
Schools;  member  of  the  American  Council  on  Education 

(o)  .  .  .  it  is  my  personal  opinion  that  age  18,  all  things  concerned,  is  the  proper 
age  at  the  present  time. 

(b)  .  .  .  the  issue  was  never  clearly  presented  to  the  great  assembly  of  650 
college  presidents  .  .  .  had  there  been  time  and  had  it  been  possible  to  present  all 
the  facts  that  have  been  presented  here  today  .  .  .  that  assembly  would  have 
overhwelmingly  voted  in  favor  of  18. 

(c)  .  .  .  the  drafting  of  a  sufficient  number  of  18-year-old  young  men  to  make 
possible  the  continued  postponement,  until  graduation,  of  the  induction  of  all 
present  college  and  university  students  now  in  good  standing,  would  be  in  the 
national  interest  .  .  .  they  would  be  of  more  value  to  the  Armed  Forces  because 
of  the  engineering  and  other  skills  which  they  would  then  have. 

SB.  James  P.  Baxter  III,  president,  Williams  College;  chairman  of  the  committee 
on  manpower  of  the  Association  of  American  Colleges 

(а)  .  .  .  the  need  for  an  Army  of  3.5  million  can  be  met  within  the  19  to  26 
age  pool,  but  there  are  certain  things  about  meeting  it  that  way  that  scare  the 
educators  very  seriously  ...  in  the  first  place  it  cleans  the  19-to-26-year-old 
pool  out  of  most  of  the  students  now  deferred. 

(б)  (The)  question  of  the  date  at  which  they  will  have  finished  their  military 
service  is  of  very  great  importance  in  the  minds  of  the  educators  that  I  have 
talked  with  ...  18  years  ...  is  a  natural  break  between  a  man’s  secondary 
education  on  the  one  hand,  and  either  obtaining  a  job  or  going  to  college. 

(c)  .  .  .  when  you  pull  these  Reserves  and  National  Guard  in  a  recall  of  a 
Reserve  group,  you  are  pulling  out  people  who  .  .  .  not  only  have  done  a  lot  of 
service  for  the  country  but  are  people  who  have  just  completed  their  education, 
.  .  .  are  getting  a  start  in  business,  they  are  mostly  married,  many  with  small 
children,  and  you  get,  in  proportion  to  those  you  call,  a  lot  of  hardship  cases  and 
a  lot  of  dependency  cases  where  you  are  not  going  to  get  any  of  those  with  the 
18-year-olds  or  the  19-year-olds. 

(d)  I  did  not  meet  a  single  fellow  that  would  not  prefer  to  complete  a  senior’s 
education  even  if  it  meant  a  delay  on  the  18-year-olds. 

(e)  .  .  .  if  you  have  not  done  a  job  by  your  children  before  they  are  18,  you 
cannot  count  on  doing  an  awful  lot  in  1  year  more. 

(/)  (In)  the  War  Between  the  States  .  .  .  there  were  more  18-year-olds  in  the 
armies  of  the  North  and  of  the  South  .  .  .  than  of  any  other  age  group,  unless 
it  was  the  17-year-olds. 

( g )  (The)  tremendous  record  of  boys  of  17  and  18  who  have  done  well  in  mili¬ 
tary  service  and  who  have  gone  through  it  without  moral  damage  and  with  a  lot 
of  maturity  was  very  striking  to  the  educators  when  they  came  back  after  the  war. 

(h)  .  .  .  the  GI’s,  were,  iri  my  opinion,  the  best  people  we  ever  taught  in 
American  colleges.  More  mature,  more  earnest,  more  ready  to  make  the  most 
of  their  opportunities.  .  .  . 

86.  Harold  W.  Dodds,  president,  Princeton  University 

(a)  The  proposal  to  call  young  men  at  18,  or  upon  completion  of  high  school, 
is  correct  timing.  Both  for  the  young  men  who  want  to  go  on  to  college  and  for 
those  who  want  to  enter  trade  or  industry  directly,  the  break  comes  when  it  is 
least  costly  to  them  and  when  the  experience  may  be  best  capitalized  in  later 
life.  .  .  .  The  longer  the  service  is  postponed  the  more  disruption  it  will  be  to 
the  individuals  themselves,  to  higher  education  and  to  our  economy  in  general. 

(b)  I  think  the  young  man  is  morally  able  to  withstand  temptation  at  18  as  he 
is  at  19. 

87.  Detlev  W.  Bronk,  president,  Johns  Hopkins  University;  president,  National 

Academy  of  Science;  president-elect  of  American  Association  for  Advancement 
of  Science 

(a)  I  am  in  favor  of  this  program  because  I  believe  that  18  is  the  most  satis¬ 
factory  period  for  the  man  and  for  the  Nation  ...  to  interrupt  university  training 
and  training  for  the  trades  is  unsatisfactory.  ...  I  think  that  service  after  com- 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AN©  SERVICE  ACT  25 

pletion  of  university  training  or  after  the  development  of  a  skill  would  affect  our 
economy  and  disrupt  the  normal  development  of  family  life. 

(£>)  I  am  in  favor  of  the  program  because  it  will  .  .  .  relieve  the  demands  upon 
selective  service  which  would  thus  permit  men  already  well  advanced  in  their 
training  to  complete  their  training,  so  that  the  Nation  can  effectively  cash  in  on 
the  foundations  which  they  have  already  laid. 

88.  Leonard  Smith,  Georgetown  College,  Georgetown,  Ky. 

...  I  am  in  favor  of  lowering  the  age  for  induction  to  18  years  with  the  pro¬ 
vision  however  that  only  in  case  of  emergency  would  18-year-olds  be  used  in 
foreign  service.  .  .  . 

39.  George  R.  Harrison,  dean  of  science,  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology 

I  favor  the  concept  that  all  young  men  should  be  obligated  to  render  for  a  cer¬ 
tain  period  some  form  of  “time  tax”  toward  national  security.  .  .  .  The  time 
should  be  taken  between  graduation  from  high  school  and  subsequent  activities' 
since  in  most  cases  this  is  the  least  disruptive  time  in  the  career  of  the  individual. 

40.  H.  E.  Jenkins,  president,  Tyler  Junior  College 

.  .  .  every  young  man  who  attains  the  age  of  1 S  will  receive  his  military  training 
as  required  by  national  defense.  He  may  meet  this  obligation  in  either  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  ways:  (1)  (a)  Enlistment  in  any  of  the  Regular  Military  Establishments 
or  ( b )  appointment  to  the  National  Military  Academies.  (2)  In  addition  to 
these  plans  it  is  proposed  that  new  plans  be  inaugurated  to  meet  the  new  situation 
which  confronts  the  Nation. 

41.  Eugene  B.  Chaffee,  president,  the  American  Association  of  Junior  Colleges 
The  National  Defense  Act  of  1951  should  provide  for  the  following  features: 

“Every  able-bodied  male  citizen  on  reaching  the  age  of  18,  if  he  is  not  still  iD 
high  school  (and  in  that  case  the  age  should  not  be  later  than  20),  should  begin 
a  program  of  military  training  which  when  completed  will  be  not  less  than  12 
months  as  a  minimum  of  continuous  training,  or  its  equivalent. 

42.  William  G.  Saltonstall,  principal,  Phillips  Exeter  Academy,  New  Hampshire 
We  can  find  this  manpower  either  by  drafting  young  married  men  and  veterans, 

or  we  can  find  it  by  drafting  18-year-olds.  Neither  alternative  is  pleasant,  but 
I  believe  the  latter  is  preferable. 

48.  IF.  R.  White,  president,  Baylor  University 

(а)  The  general  concepts  and  specifications  in  the  proposal  before  you  seem  to 
be  sound  and  appropriate  in  the  light  of  our  present  emergency. 

(б)  I  think  if  it  is  necessary  to  have  the  18-year-olds  to  safeguard  our  country’s 
future,  that  should  be  done.  .  .  . 

44 ■  W.  W.  Kemmerer,  University  of  Houston 

Place  all  18-  and  19-year-old  men  in  universal  military  training  with  no  exemp¬ 
tions  and  no  deferments.  .  .  . 

45.  E.  H.  Hopkins,  vice  president,  Washington  Stale  College 

.  .  .  Congress  should  adopt  a  National  Service  Act  for  all  men  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  28,  inclusive,  with  the  additional  provision  that  the  upper  age 
limit  could  be  raised  when  and  if  conditions  require  it.  .  .  .  Upon  reaching  18, 
or  upon  completion  of  the  twelfth  grade  (whichever  was  later),  but  in  no  event 
later  than  age  19,  a  period  of  military  training  and  service  would  be  required,  in 
one  way  or  another,  of  all  able-bodied  and  mentally  fit  young  men.  To  this, 
there  should  be  no  exceptions.  .  .  . 

46.  Lloyd  M.  Clark,  Saltsburg,  Pa. 

The  “Kiski  plan.”  Induct  all  youths  18  years  old  into  active  service  to  start 
on  June  1,  1951. 

47.  F.  G.  Macomber,  Miami  University 

...  all  men  should  be  subject  to  military  training  upon  reaching  their  eigh¬ 
teenth  birthday.  .  .  . 

48.  Association  of  American  Universities,  resolution  on  mobilization  of  manpower 
That  male  citizens  be  prepared  for  their  critical  roles  by  a  system  of  universal 

training  and  service  to  be  undertaken  at  the  age  of  18,  or  upon  completion  of  the 
twelfth  grade,  whichever  is  later  (with  the  proviso  that  it  be  not  later  than  the 
age  of  19  and  that  those  who  have  completed  the  twelfth  grade  may  volunteer  at 
the  age  of  17  for  induction  with  their  parents’  consent). 
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A9.  Re-port  on  manpower,  Association  of  Colleges  and  Universities  of  the  Stale  of  New 
York 

Time  is  of  the  essence  ...  we  propose  .  .  .  that  provision  be  made  for  such 
training  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  after  a  young  man  reaches  age  18  .  .  . 
we  propose  that  provision  be  made  for  basic  military  training  immediately  a  young 
man  reaches  the  military  age  .  .  .  that  induction  for  his  subsequent  period  of 
service  normally  commence  with  the  brevaking-off  or  completion  of  his  schooling 
at  either  the  high  school  or  post  high  school  level. 

50.  Association  of  American  J unior  Colleges 

Every  able-bodied  male  citizen  on  reaching  the  age  of  18,  if  he  is  not  still  in 
hio-h  school  (and  in  that  case  the  age  should  not  be  later  than  20) ,  should  begin  a 
program  of  military  training  which  when  completed  will  be  not  less  than  12  months 
as  a  minimum  of  continuous  training,  or  its  equivalent. 

51.  The  Georgia  Association  of  Junior  Colleges 

The  American  Association  of  Junior  Colleges  has  presented  a  “Suggested  plan 
for  national  defense.”  .  .  .  The  copy  attached  is  a  part  of  this  testimony,  which 
has  generally  been  approved  by  those  who  hold  membership  in  the  Georgia 
association. 

H.  OTHER  ORGANIZATIONS  AND  INDIVIDUALS 

62.  Dunlap  C.  Clark,  United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce 

Eighteen-year-old  males  should  be  drafted  to  serve  27  months  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

53.  Donald  W.  Wyatt 

The  18-year-old  represents  Secretary  Marshall’s  greatest  weapon.  The  age 
group  is  the  one  group  which  can  be  called  with  the  least  harm  to  the  Nation 
and  to  them. 

54.  Julius  Ochs  Adler ,  Co-Chairman,  National  Emergency  Committee  of  the  Mili¬ 

tary  Training  Camps  Association  of  the  United  States 

(a)  Experienced  instructors  and  trainers  of  17-  and  18-year-old  young  men 
are  confident  that  these  men  have  more  endurance  and  are  capable  of  quicker 
reactions  than  older  men.  If  drafted  at  the  eighteenth  birthday,  their  education 
and  future  careers,  whether  on  the  farm  or  in  industries  or  in  the  professions,  will 
be  least  interrupted. 

(b)  Few  have  contracted. family  obligations.  Most  of  them  will  have  completed 
high  school  or  be  near  to  doing  so  and  thus  have  reached  a  point  at  which  formal 
education  can  be  interrupted  without  undue  hardship. 

55.  Arthur  L.  Williston,  Citizens’  Committee  for  Universal  Military  Training 

(а)  18  is  .  .  .  the  time  when  they  have  finished,  by  and  large,  their  high  school. 

(б)  .  .  .  the  moral  and  even  spiritual  effects  of  this  training  on  boys  of  18  will 
be  more  beneficial  and  more  lasting  than  on  the  boys  at  an  older  age  when  they 
might  be  more  sophisticated. 

(c)  .  .  .  a  provision  of  the  utmost  importance  in  the  bill  lies  in  the  fact  that, 
starting  with  the  18-year-olds  and  a  total  period  of  27  months,  it  becomes  possible 
to  build  up  after  the  universal  service  a  formidable  reserve,  and  in  time  before 
these  young  men  are  too  old  to  be  effective.  ...  It  is  this  reservoir  of  highly 
trained  young  men  which,  through  the  years,  will  furnish  the  greatest  protection. 

56.  Tracy  S.  Yoorhees,  Committee  on  the  Present  Danger 

( a )  The  Committee  on  the  Present  Danger  endorses  the  bill  because  we  believe 
it  provides  a  flexible,  democratic,  and  equitable  means  of  meeting  our  Nation’s 
requirements  for  military  manpower. 

(b)  .  .  .  service  should  begin  at  age  18  or  end  of  high-school  j'ear  after  reaching 
18. 

(c)  I  believe  that  you  are  going  to  have  to  take  both  18-year-olds  and  fathers 
for  the  next  couple  of  years  in  order  to  meet  the  need.  ...  I  would  favor  taking 
the  18’s  before  the  others  ...  in  a  study  which  was  made  in  England  of  young 
soldiers  who  were  married,  who  wTere  separated  from  their  wives,  separation  of  a 
year  resulted  in  approximately  25  percent  divorce  rate. 

57.  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush,  Committee  on  the  Present  Danger 
...  we  should  call  all  young  men  at  18  without  exception. 
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58.  Dr.  William  C.  Menninger,  Committee  on  the  Present  Danger 

Because  there  is  a  natural  break  in  the  life  program  of  the  youth  as  he  finishes 
high  school,  it  would  seem  practical  that  this  training  and  service  should  begin 
at  age  18.  .  .  . 

59.  Mrs.  William  L.  Slagle,  Dayton,  Ohio 

Of  course  they  will  make  the  best  combat  troops.  They  are  filled  with  the  good 
old  high  school  football  spirit  which  would  cause  them  to  be  willing  to  sacrifice 
life  and  limb  for  the  glory  of  the  school. 

60.  Joseph  C.  Grew 

.  .  .  universal  military  service  and  training  are  today  of  far  more  urgency  even 
than  they  were  then.  ...  In  the  interests  of  our  national  security  we  simply 
cannot  afford  further  to  delay  this  essential  legislation. 

61.  Rocco  B.  Bunino,  vice  president.  National  Licensed  Beverage  Association 

.  .  .  all  of  the  States,  with  two  exceptions,  have  made  it  unlawful  to  sell 
intoxicating  beverages  to  persons  under  21  years  of  age.  .  .  .  Enforcement 
requires  mainly  identification,  such  as  draft  cards,  service  identification  cards, 
both  of  which  show  the  date  of  birth. 

62.  A.  Ray  Warnock,  National  Interfraternity  Conference 

.  .  .  the  executive  committee  of  the  National  Interfraternity  Conference, 
representing  59  men’s  social  fraternities  and  their  2,975  undergraduate  chapters; 
resolve,  that  a  program  of  UMT  should  be  enacted  by  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  train  all  physically  able  young  men  on  graduation  from  high  school  or  at 
equivalent  ages  of  17  to  19  years  in  basic  military  science  .  .  . 

X.  YOUTH  GROUPS 

63.  Lewis  A.  Rivlin,  student,  Swarthmore  College,  Students  for  Democratic  Action 

(a)  On  December  29,  1950,  the  national  board  of  SDA,  in  view  of  the  national 
emergency,  caused  by  the  Communist  offensive  in  Korea,  made  the  following 
formal  recommendation  for  the  utilization  of  manpower  during  the  emergency. 
Selective  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  for  men  upon  completion  of  high  school 
or  upon  reaching  the  age  of  18. 

( b )  If  the  choice  is  made  in  favor  of  selection  of  the  18-year-old  the  drain  on 
the  long-run  effectiveness  of  the  country  will  be  less  as  relates  to  the  colleges,  and 
the  country’s  needed  talents. 

(c)  .  .  .  it  will  be  to  the  interests  of  the  18-year-old  and  the  college  student 

as  well. 

Testimony  Against 
a.  educational  groups 

1.  Ralph  W.  McDonald,  National  Education  Association  of  the  United  States 

(а)  Under  the  most  optimistic  view  that  can  realistically  be  taken,  the  proposals 
made  by  the  Defense  Department  before  this  subcommittee  would  greatly  reduce 
the  contribution  of  higher  education  to  the  life  of  America  at  a  time  when  it  is 
most  urgently  needed. 

(б)  We  urge  that  the  age  of  19  years  be  retained  as  the  threshold  of  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces.  On  this  point  the  opinions  of  educators  are  conclusive: 
81.25  percent  of  the  college  and  university  faculty  opinions  received  hold  that 
the  induction  of  students  should  not  be  before  the  end  of  the  school  year  during 
which  they  reach  age  19. 

(c)  The  accumulated  pool  of  availables  above  19  years  of  age  should  be  used 
to  achieve  the  necessary  force-in-being  of  3,460,502  during  the  tide-over  period 
necessary  to  reach  the  point  when  the  induction  of  19-year-olds  will  yield  exactly 
the  same  intake  into  the  Armed  Forces  as  would  the  induction  of  18-year-olds. 

(d)  To  reject  for  educational  reasons  a  person  who  has  completed  satisfactorily 
the  eighth  grade  in  our  schools  is  absurd.  To  reject  for  physical  deficiency  a 
young  man  who  plays  on  a  varsity  football  team  is  likewise  ridiculous. 

(e)  .  .  .  educators  oppose  the  induction  of  18-year-olds  (because)  the  taking 
of  18-year-olds  would,  over  the  years,  liquidate  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
higher  education  of  men  in  the  United  States. 

(/)...  The  number  of  young  men  who  attended  college  even  with  veterans’ 
benefits  has  been  substantially  less  than  the  number  who  would  have  attended 
if  they  had  had  the  opportunity  to  go  to  college  under  normal  conditions. 
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(g)  The  inducting  of  young  men  at  the  end  of  the  school  year  during  which 
they  become  age  19  would  permit  the  majority  to  complete  2  years  of  college 
work.  ...  If  these  same  boys  could  secure  only  1  year  of  college  before  they 
would  be  called,  tremendous  numbers  of  them  would  never  go  to  college  at  all.  .  .  . 
At  least  one-third  of  these  18-year-old  potential  college  students  would  never  go 
back  to  college  even  with  the  most  generous  program  of  veterans’  benefits.  .  .  . 

(h)  .  .  .  Approximately  a  third  of  (the  boys  being  graduated  from  high  schools) 
are  17  years  of  age.  .  .  .It  is  from  that  17-year-age  group  that  the  greater  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  college  students  come.  .  .  .  The  majority  of  the  persons  who  go 
to  college  are  already  in  college  at  age  18.  .  .  .  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that 
if  your  committee  were  seeking  the  age  at  which  you  could  establish  the  best 
gap  in  terms  of  college  attendance,  it  would  be  to  take  the  17-year-olds.  But 
then  you  would  run  into  a  very  serious  impact  with  the  high  schools,  because 
while  those  who  go  to  college  graduate  at  age  17  or  early  18,  in  the  main,  the 
average  at  the  high  school,  at  the  time  of  the  high  school  graduates,  is  a  little 
bit  older  ...  if  you  were  to  take  17-year-olds  you  would  strike  right  at  the 
heart  of  the  high  schools  even  more  than  you  do  by  taking  the  18-year-olds. 

(i)  Not  all  or  nearly  all  of  (the  18-year-olds)  have  completed  high  school. 
There  are  about  30,000  in  elementary  and  junior  high  schools  below  tenth  grade; 
.  .  .  estimated  to  be  220,000  in  the  senior  high  schools,  .  .  .  approximately 
300,000  in  the  colleges.  .  .  .  Obviously  the  18-year-old  young  man  is  not  mark¬ 
ing  time  between  high  school  and  college  waiting  to  be  called.  The  majority 
of  those  who  are  destined  to  go  to  college  are  already  there  and  are  well  along 
with  their  college  programs. 

( j )  .  .  .if  the  choice  is  between  taking  the  juniors  and  seniors  in  college  and 
establishing  a  continuing  policy  of  cutting  off  the  18-year-olds  from  college,  .  .  . 
it  would  be  better  to  take  the  juniors  and  seniors  without  hesitation,  because 
that  is  only  one  class  of  juniors  and  one  class  of  seniors,  whereas  we  are  going 
into  every  class  of  18-year-olds  from  now  on.  .  .  . 

2.  Edgar  Fuller,  executive  secretary,  National  Council  of  Chief  State  School  Officers 

(a)  .  .  .  we  conclude:  that  an  Armed  Force  of  3,462,500  can  be  raised  by 
July  1,  1951,  without  other  than  comparatively  minor  changes;  .  .  .  that  it  is 
therefore  unnecessary  to  induct  boys  less  than  19  years  of  age  to  meet  the 
President’s  goal  for  defense  of  the  country. 

(5)  We  believe  all  the  groups  mentioned,  and  perhaps  others,  should  be  utilized 
before  18-year-olds  are  drafted. 

(c)  We  oppose  the  draft  of  18-year-old  boys  because  many  of  them  are  too 
immature. 

(d)  .  .  .  accelerated  high  school  and  college  programs  can  provide  2  years  or 
more  of  college  work  for  the  college  bound  group  before  age  19. 

(e)  .  .  .  demoralization  of  the  high  school  which  will  result  from  drafting  at 
18  is  far  more  important  to  the  Nation  and  its  future  strength  than  whatever 
damage  may  result  to  college  students,  serious  as  this  may  be. 

S.  Resolution  adopted  by  the  facility  of  Appalachian  State  Teachers  College 

.  .  .  retain  the  minimum  draft  age  at  19  for  regular  military  service,  providing 
that  if  military  training  for  boys  under  19  becomes  necessary,  such  training  be 
coordinated  with  high  school  and  college  work. 

4.  Paul  E.  Elicker,  executive  secretary,  National  Association  of  Secondary  School 
Principals 

(a)  Approximately  250,000  or  25  percent  of  total  18-age  group  of  male  youth, 
are  in  the  elementary  and  secondary  schools.  ...  A  large  number  of  the  18-year- 
olds  are  living  with  families  and  parents.  ...  It  is  .  .  .  evident  that  the  draft¬ 
ing  of  the  19-year-old  group  of  95,000  in  our  schools  is  less  damaging  to  our  schools 
and  to  fewer  boys  themselves  than  drafting  of  250,000  18-year-olds. 

(b)  .  .  .  Youngest  group  to  graduate  from  high  schools  are  those  planning  to 
go  to  college.  Many  in  this  group  .  .  .  enter  college  for  1  or  ...  2  years.  This 
too,  is  highly  desirable  because  those  who  once  enter  college  are  most  likely  to 
return  and  continue. 

(c)  .  .  .  The  older  group,  who  do  not  generally  go  on  to  college  but  enter  indus¬ 
try  or  military  service  (for  them)  the  opportunity  to  complete  their  high-school 
education  is  highly  advantageous  to  them  and  the  country.  If  (they)  .  .  .  are 
compelled  to  leave  school  before  graduation,  they  will  not  return  to  high  school  to 
complete  their  secondary-school  education. 

( d )  21.2  percent  of  the  decrease  in  high  school  enrollment  (from  1941  to  1946) 
was  caused  by  the  loss  of  boys  in  their  last  year  in  school.  The  primary  reasons 
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for  this  decrease  in  .  .  .  enrollment  was  the  18-year  induction  age  pattern  and 
the  17-year  age  enlistment,  and  the  influences  of  the  war  on  our  youth. 

B.  CHURCH  GROUPS 

5.  Rev.  Ezra  Ellis,  chairman,  Public  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Minneapolis  Church 

Federation  and  Minister  of  Wesley  Methodist  Church,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

(a)  .  .  .  the  Minneapolis  Grange  reaffirms  its  long-standing  policy  opposing 
UMT  and  UMS.  Selective  Service  will  furnish  ample  men  for  armed  services  and 
now  is  not  the  time  to  rush  legislation  of  no  immediate  consequence  for  which 
our  Nation  will  later  suffer. 

( b )  Boys  of  18  years  of  age  are  immature.  If  taken  into  UMST  their  minds  will 
be  regimented.  .  .  .  They  will  be  allowed  the  freedom  to  seek  their  own  recrea¬ 
tion  in  strange  places  under  no  discipline,  with  gambling,  prostitution,  and  drink¬ 
ing  sources  of  unusual  temptation. 

(c)  .  .  .  why  take  these  boys  if  the  Defense  Department  statistics  indicate 
that  they  will  not  be  needed?  .  .  . 

(d)  .  .  .  why  do  we  need  to  draft  the  18-vear-olds  when  Italy  starts  with  the 
21-vear-old;  Belgium  and  Spain  start  with  20-year-olds;  Russia,  France,  and 
Norway  start  with  the  19-year-old;  and  Canada  relies  entirely  on  volunteers. 

C.  YOUTH  GROUPS 

6.  Robert  W.  Lyon,  Young  People’s  General  Assembly  for  Peace,  Metropolitan 

Community  Church,  Chicago,  III. 

We  appear  to  oppose  the  proposed  draft  of  18-year-olds  and  the  permanent 
conscription  which  is  written  into  your  bill.  .  .  .  The  draft  is  part  of  a  general 
program  designed  to  militarize  our  country  and  its  people.  The  18-year-old 
does  not  want  a  future  in  a  uniform  and  at  war. 

7.  George  Harper,  Administrative  Secretary  of  the  National  Conference  of  Methodist 

Youth,  Nashville,  Tenn. 

(a)  “The  National  Conference  of  Methodist  Youth  is  opposed  to  Universal 
Military  Training  or  conscription  in  peacetime.  Compulsory  military  training 
and  service  are  a  threat  to  the  principles  of  democracy  and  to  civilian  control 
over  government  and  other  areas  of  national  life.” 

( b )  Put  immature  18-vear-old  boys  in  service  overseas  where  the  normal 
restraints  of  home  and  friends  are  gone  and  the  resulting  moral  hazards  are 
obvious. 

D.  TEMPERANCE  AND  RELIGIOUS  ORGANIZATIONS 

8.  J.  Raymond  Schmidt,  the  International  Order  of  Good  Templars 

(а)  .  .  .  the  measure  cannot  be  looked  upon  as  doing  otherwise  than  estab¬ 
lishing  compulsory  peacetime  military  service  in  democratic  America. 

(б)  There  will  be  complete  military  dictatorship  for  young  men  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  21.  ...  If  the  young  men  who  have  attained  21  do  not  like  the 
laws  passed  by  Congress  they  can  go  to  the  polls  and  express  their  disapproval 
with  their  ballots. 

(c)  The  military  authorities  should  voluntarily  ban  all  alcoholic  beverages  from 
training  camps  and  military  establishments  and  forbid  the  sale  of  said  beverages 
anywhere  to  men  wearing  military  and  naval  uniforms. 

9.  John  H.  Eberly,  Brethren  Service  Commission 

We  believe  we  are  voicing  the  sentiment  of  millions  of  Americans  as  well  as 
our  own  organization  in  protesting  what  appears  a  planned  and  willing  move¬ 
ment  toward  war  while  preventative  measures  are  thus  rendered  unpopular  .  .  . 
the  drafting  of  18-year-olds  and  thus  eliminating  all  other  educational  experiences 
in  their  lives. 

10.  Gilbert  F.  White,  the  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

(o)  Universal  military  training  is  an  unprecedented  and  undemocratic  program 
which  would  be  established  under  the  bill  on  a  permanent  basis. 

(6)  The  drafting  of  18-year-olds  would  work  serious  injury.  .  .  .  An  18-year- 
old  draft  would  (a)  set  Army  service  as  the  immediate  object  of  most  high-school 
students,  (b)  throw  such  students  into  the  coarseness  of  Army  life  while  many  of 
them  are  too  young  to  understand  or  resist  it,  (c)  prevent  some  students  from 
continuing  with  college  work,  and  (d)  make  it  difficult  to  select  suitable  students 
to  continue  with  professional  work. 


S.  Kept.  117,  82-1 
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E.  INDIVIDUALS 

11.  Mrs.  William  L.  Slagle,  Dayton,  Ohio 

I  am  very  much  opposed  to  the  conscription  of  18-year-olds  and  the  sending  of 
them  all  over  the  world.  .  .  .  Our  country  is  not  in  such  dire  straits  that  we 
need  to  conscript  our  babies  for  a  global  crusade  comparable  to  the  Children’s 
Crusade  of  the  Middle  Ages. 

12.  William  H.  Neblett,  USAFR,  retired,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

(а)  Universal  military  service  and  training  for  the  18-year-olds,  or  any  other 
ages,  proposed  by  amendments  to  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  S.  1,  is 
conscription  of  the  true  Prussian  type — and  that  is  why  I  oppose  this  bill  S.  1. 

(б)  ...  I  would  say  that  85  percent  of  the  manpower  in  the  Pentagon  was 
wasted  completely,  devoted  to  nothing  but  comments,  making  speeches,  public 
relations. 

(c)  I  am  just  as  much  opposed  to  the  19-year-olds  being  taken  in  as  the  18-year- 
olds — neither  the  18-  or  19-year-old  can  take  it.  .  .  .  They  are  not  sufficiently 
developed,' either  emotionally  or  physically,  to  stand  the  rigor  and  hardships  of 
battle.  I  found  that  out  in  my  experience  in  the  First  World  War. 

IS.  Hamilton  A.  Long,  veteran  of  World  War  I  and  II 

America  does  not  need  to  raise  a  mass  army  and  should  not  do  so. 
lJh  Charles  W.  Elliott,  Chicago,  III. 

I  fail  to  see  how  Mrs.  Rosenberg  can  reconcile  her  statement  that  the  services 
will  not  corrupt  nor  debase  men  to  the  fact  that  lectures  and  movies  on  venereal 
disease  as  well  as  the  issuance  of  preventatives  and  the  location  of  prophylactic 
stations  is  part  of  GI  indoctrination. 

15.  Mrs.  Thalia  D.  Thomas,  Landover  Hills,  Md. 

I  do  not  believe  that  most  of  the  so-called  expert  advisers  in  Government  know 
much  more  about  what  they  are  doing  than  the  18-year-olds  whom  they  will  soon 
be  sending  to  war. 

F.  MISCELLANEOUS  ORGANIZATIONS 

16.  Elmer  W.  Henderson,  Director,  American  Council  on  Human  Rights,  Wash¬ 

ington,  D.  C. 

...  it  is  likewise  important  to  consider  whether  armed  services  are  using  men  to 
their  maximum  efficiency.  .  .  .  It  is  a  fact  that  the  armed  services  cannot  achieve 
this  goal  under  a  system  of  segregation  based  on  race. 

17.  Dr.  Ruth  Bleier,  Chairman,  Maryland  Committee  for  Peace 

The  drafting  of  18-year-olds  must  be  defeated  as  a  measure  that  is,  in  the  real 
sense,  an  un-American  act.  It  violates  the  long  tradition  of  freedom  from  com¬ 
pulsory  military  training  which  for  so  long  has  made  our  country  a  haven  for  the 
millions  fleeing  a  Europe  ridden  by  militarism. 

18.  Frederick  J.  Libby,  Executive  Secretary,  National  Council  for  Prevention  of  War 
I  urge  .  .  .  that  you  report  out  to  the  Senate  no  permanent  conscription  law, 

no  drafting  of  18-year-olds,  no  build-up  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  3  or  4  million  men — 
or  6  million. 

19.  Sidney  Aberman,  executive  secretary,  War  Resisters  League 

(Our  reasons  against  enacting  a  universal  military  training  and  service  law)  are 
not  based  primarily  on  the  harmful  effects  such  a  wholly  unprecedented  system  of 
permanent  conscription  will  unquestionably  have  on  our  educational  processes, 
our  moral  standards,  our  tradition  of  individual  liberty,  and  other  important 
aspects  of  democratic  life.  .  .  .  Adoption  of  permanent  conscription  will  distract 
further  attention  away  from  these  methods  that  can  avail  against  Communist 
growth. 

20.  Mrs.  Alexander  Stewart,  Women’s  International  League  for  Peace  and  Freedom 

(а)  We  believe  the  present  amendments  to  Senate  bill  1  should  be  opposed  be¬ 
cause  they  provide  both  permanent  universal  military  training  and  service. 

(б)  (It  would  seriously  interfere)  with  the  educational  career  or  homemaking 
plans  of  young  men  .  .  .  and  would  seriously  (affect)  our  economy  for  as  the  years 
pass  we  would  find  our  economy  more  and  more  geared  to  a  war  economy  rather 
than  a  peace  economy. 

(c)  The  18-year-old  is  not  usually  emotionally  stable  enough  to  withstand  the 
effect  of  the  kind  of  life  he  finds  when  put  in  occupation  armies  in  Europe  or  the 
Far  East.  .  .  . 
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21.  John  M.  Swomley,  Jr.,  director,  National  Council  Against  Conscription 

(а)  ..  .  we  have  taken  the  position  that  at  the  present  we  must  oppose  any 
attempt  by  amendment  to  the  present  law  to  lower  the  draft  age  to  18  or  to 
make  the  draft  universal  in  its  application  ...  or  to  extend  the  life  of  the  act 
for  more  than  a  year  or  two  at  a  time. 

(б)  ...  a  draft  of  18-year-old  boys  does  not,  except  in  the  first  few  years,  add 
additional  numbers  to  the  Army. 

(c)  For  most  boys  this  is  the  period  when  they  enter  college  or  begin  work. 

( d )  An  18-year-old  boy  is  in  most  cases  an  immature  person.  .  .  .  The  Army 
recognizes  the  immaturity  of  18-year-old  boys  by  not  using  them  as  officers. 
Even  19-year-old  boys  are  seldom  used  as  noncommissioned  officers  even  after  6 
months  or  a  year.  .  .  . 

(e)  The  Army  has  also  discovered  there  is  a  higher  prevalence  of  neurosis 
among  younger  persons  in  the  Army. 

Summary  of  Arguments  on  Lowered  Induction  Age 

IN  FAVOR  OF  18  YEARS 

1.  There  is  a  compelling  need  to  take  18-year-olds  at  this  time. 

(a)  An  expanded  manpower  pool  is  necessary  in  order  to  meet  a  sudden  emer¬ 
gency  in  which  the  size  of  our  Armed  Forces  might  have  to  go  up  suddenly.  This 
act  looks  to  the  future. 

( b )  Enough  men  must  be  in  the  manpower  pool  available  to  furnish  a  6-month 
safety  margin  for  selective  service. 

(c)  Eight  hundred  seventy-two  thousand  men  are  authorized  by  statute  to 
leave  the  service  next  year.  Many  are  not  expected  to  reenlist. 

(d)  Reservists  with  critical  skills  are  being  called  up  today.  This  is  dangerous 
to  our  economy. 

2.  Other  sources  of  manpower  are  inadequate: 

(a)  Mental  standards  of  those  now  subject  to  selective  service  cannot  be 
lowered  too  far,  since  men  of  low  mentality  are  of  little  use  to  the  services. 

( b )  We  are  already  using  World  War  II  physical  standards.  Not  many  men 
can  be  found  in  the  physically  unfit  now  deferred. 

(c)  We  can  add  only  20,000  men  to  the  selective-service  pool  by  rehabilitation 
programs,  if  we  had  such  programs. 

(d)  Most  of  the  veterans  with  less  than  12  months  of  service  are  unfit  for 
further  military  duty. 

(e)  The  nonfather,  nonveteran  group  is  so  small  that  it  would  furnish  only  a 
few  months’  supply  of  men  for  the  pool. 

(f)  The  age  group  from  10-19  has  decreased  by  over  2,000,000  men  over  the 
last  decade  even  though  our  population  has  risen.  Not  until  1959  will  as  many 
reach  18  as  in  the  years  1940-45. 

(g)  Foreign  troops  alone  will  not  solve  our  problem. 

(h)  We  have  the  choice  of  taking  either  the  18-year-olds  or  all  veterans  up  to 
26  years  of  age. 

(i)  Many  of  our  Reserves,  especially  in  the  Air  Force,  are  too  old  to  be  effective 
much  longer. 

(j)  Voluntary  enlistments  from  outside  the  selective  service  pool  may  go  down. 

3.  Industrial  and  farm  deferments  will  go  up  when  the  impact  of  war  contracts 
hits  the  present  19-26  age  group. 

4.  The  induction  of  1 8-year-olds  may  enable  us  to  release  many  Reserves  who 
saw  service  in  World  War  II. 

5.  More  men  per  capita  can  be  secured  from  the  18-year-old  group  than  from 
any  other. 

6.  Preservice  training  for  Russians  starts  at  the  age  of  10. 

7.  Men  of  18  make  the  best  soldiers.  They  have  great  physical  superiority. 
Historically  they  have  a  fine  record  in  all  of  our  wars. 

8.  The  18-year-old  will  serve  sooner  or  later  anyway,  hence  it  is  better  from 
his  viewpoint  to  take  him  at  that  age: 

(a)  It  is  unfair  to  the  18-year-old  not  to  give  him  “survival”  training. 

( b )  Educationally,  it  is  better  to  go  at  18. 

(1)  It  is  the  natural  break  between  high  school  and  college. 

(2)  They  will  be  permitted  to  finish  their  school  year. 

(3)  If  men  are  taken  at  18  rather  than  later,  more  of  them  will  return  to 
college  since  they  will  be  discharged  from  active  duty  at  an  earlier  age. 

(4)  The  more  mature  a  young  man  is  when  he  enters  college,  the  better 
student  he  will  make. 
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(c)  It  is  economically  better  to  take  a  young  man  at  the  age  of  18. 

(1)  This  period  is  a  natural  break  between  high  school  and  a  career. 

(2)  The  year  from  IS  to  19  will  be  largely  wasted  unless  the  young  man  is 
taken  at  age  18  due  to  the  fact  that  few  would  care  to  start  a  career  or  begin 
further  schooling  knowing  that  they  would  be  taken  a  year  later  anyway. 

( d )  Socially  the  age  of  18  is  the  best  for  a  young  man  because  few  of  them  are 
married  and  have  dependents. 

(e)  It  is  emotionally  better  to  take  a  man  at  18. 

9.  From  the  viewpoint  of  society  it  is  better  to  take  a  young  man  at  18  rather 
than  take  other  groups. 

(a)  It  is  far  better  socially  to  take  an  1 8-year-old  than  to  take  older  men  with 
families.  The  loss  of  purchasing  power  of  these  families  would  disrupt  the 
families  and  the  national  economy. 

(b)  It  is  better  to  take  18-year-olds  than  to  take  present  students  from  college. 

(c)  It  is  better  to  take  18-year-olds  than  to  take  men  from  special  skills  and 
trades. 

( d )  It  is  better  to  take  18-year-olds  than  to  take  veterans. 

10.  It  will  cost  the  Government  $513,000,000  more  per  year  to  take  men  with 
dependents  than  to  take  a  like  number  of  18-year-olds. 

11.  It  is  not  morally  harmful  to  the  18-year-old  to  take  him  at  that  age. 

12.  It  might  well  lead  to  military  disaster  to  require  that  all  18-year-olds  be 
taken  from  their  units  before  going  overseas. 

OPPOSED  TO  TAXING  18-YEAR-OLDS 

1.  There  is  no  need  to  take  18-year-olds  at  this  time. 

(a)  We  can  use  more  mental  rejectees  in  our  Armed  Forces. 

( b )  We  can  lower  our  physical  standards. 

(c)  We  can  get  630,000  husbands  and  fathers. 

( d )  We  can  use  160,000  veterans  with  less  than  12  months  of  service. 

(e)  There  is  a  great  waste  of  personnel  in  the  supporting  units  of  our  armed 
services. 

(/)  After  a  short  period  of  time  the  19-year  age  group  will  yield  exactly  the 
same  number  of  men  as  the  18-year-old  group. 

(<•/)  It  is  better  to  take  present  juniors  and  seniors  in  college  than  to  take 
18-year-olds. 

2.  It  is  morally  dangerous  for  18-year-olds  to  be  subjected  to  service  life,  due 
to  the  fact  that  they  are  too  immature  and  lack  emotional  and  physical  develop¬ 
ment. 

3.  Young  men  of  18  and  19,  due  to  immaturity,  make  very  poor  soldiers. 

4.  Few  nations  draft  men  as  young  as  18. 

5.  Educationally  the  drafting  of  18-year-olds  is  undesirable: 

(а)  The  higher  education  of  our  young  men  will  be  ruined  since  less  will  attend 
college  after  getting  out  of  the  service.  Even  with  veterans’  benefits  one-third 
never  return  to  college. 

(б)  High  schools  will  be  demoralized  by  the  enlistment  of  17-year-olds  who  are 
attempting  to  join  the  service  of  their  choice. 

(c)  One-third  of  all  high-school  graduates  are  17.  This  group  goes  to  college 
and  thus  the  age  of  18  for  induction  does  not  hit  them  between  high  school  and 
college  but  rather  in  their  first  or  second  college  year. 

6.  The  drafting  of  18-year-olds  will  not  help  to  alleviate  the  manpower 
shortage  to  a  great  extent  due  to  the  fact  that  many  young  men  of  18  do  not 
finish  high  school  until  they  are  almost  19  and  they  are  thus  deferred.  Also, 
one-third  of  the  young  men  of  this  age  are  already  in  college  and  are  deferred 
until  the  end  of  their  college  year. 

7.  The  draft  of  18-year-olds  is  a  step  toward  militarism. 

8.  The  draft  of  18-year-olds  is  a  part  of  an  arms  race  which  will  lead  to  war. 

9.  It  is  undemocratic  to  draft  these  young  men  who  do  not  have  the  right 
to  vote. 
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VI.  Brief  Discussion  of  Important  Issues 

THE  NECESSITY  FOR  A  26-MONTH  TERM  OF  SERVICE 

The  committee  believes  that  a  26-month  term  of  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  is  necessary  at  the  present  time,  but  not  as  a  fixed  long-term  policy. 

One  factor  is  of  particular  importance  in  considering  this  problem; 
that  is,  the  selective-service  program  is  primarily  a  program  to  build 
and  maintain  the  Army. 

The  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  are  built  upon  4-year  enlistments. 
The  Army,  at  present,  is  made  up  of  21-month  inductees  and  3-year 
enlistees.  By  comparison,  this  situation  tends  to  reduce  the  Army’s 
efficiency,  even  under  normal  circumstances. 

There  is  an  immediate  emergency,  however,  which  makes  a  26- 
month  term  of  service  particularly  advisable.  Our  Ground  Forces 
have  suffered  heavily  in  Korea.  Casualties  totaling  more  than  two 
full  divisions  have  been  suffered.  These  losses  are  extremely  costly, 
because  they  represent  the  finest,  best-trained  troops  of  the  Army. 

If  the  Army  is  to  continue  to  fulfill  its  mission,  it  must  be  assured 
a  supply  of  effective  seasoned  troops.  It  cannot  fulfill  its  mission  if 
the  bulk  of  its  troops  never  have  sufficient  service  to  attain  peak 
efficiency. 

Under  the  present  21-month  term,  an  inductee  is  entitled  to  1% 
months  of  leave.  This  results  in  a  19}4-month  period  of  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  exclusive  of  leave.  The  period  of  effective  service  is 
further  reduced  by  time  spent  in  processing,  traveling  to  training 
camp,  basic  training,  schooling,  processing  and  traveling  to  and  from 
overseas  areas,  and  in  hospitals.  This  amounts  to  8%  or  9  months. 
Thus,  the  period  of  effective  overseas  service  is  reduced  to  approxi¬ 
mately  11  months.  Under  a  26-month  training  and  service  program, 
the  period  of  effective  service  is  correspondingly  increased. 

This  means  that  under  a  26-month  program,  the  services  will 
benefit  from  a  substantially  longer  period  of  peak  efficiency  from  the 
inductees  or  reservists  ordered  to  active  duty  than  is  the  case  under 
the  present  21 -month  program. 

The  committee  believes  it  especially  important  to  realize  that  this 
longer  term  of  service  has  the  effect  of  reducing  the  number  of  men  in 
transit  to  and  from  overseas  stations.  This  means  an  even  greater 
saving  in  personnel,  because  more  men  are  thus  available  for  longer 
service  overseas  and  fewer  men  are  committed  to  the  costly  task  of 
maintaining  the  pipeline  for  shipping  men  to  and  from  overseas  duty. 

The  additional  length  of  time  permits  the  Armed  Forces  to  give 
inductees  and  reservists  a  more  effective  training  course,  because  the 
longer  time  will  permit  more  emphasis  upon  technical  and  advanced 
training.  Such  training  makes  men  more  useful,  both  as  members  of 
an  active  organization,  and  eventually  of  the  Reserve.  Also,  the 
longer  period  permits  development  of  better  trained  potential  cadres, 
whose  service  would  be  invaluable  for  the  training  of  large  forces  in 
times  of  sudden  emergency. 

It  is  of  particular  importance  to  note  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  General  of  the  Army  Omar  N.  Bradley,  testified 
that  the  armed  services  gain  nearly  50  percent  in  practical  military 
utility  by  having  the  longer  period  of  service. 
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Also  it  is  pertinent  in  this  discussion  again  to  point  out  that  the 
increasing  of  the  induction  period  substantially  relieves  the  pressure 
on  the  manpower  pool  because  it  reduces  the  numerical  rate  of  turn¬ 
over  which  is  made  necessary  by  a  shorter  period  of  induction. 

SUMMARY  OF  ARGUMENTS  FOR  AND  AGAINST 

The  arguments  listed  below  concern  themselves  with  the  length  of 
service  issue  which  emerged  during  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee 
hearings. 

Included  are  not  only  the  contentions  advanced  by  the  witnesses 
who  appeared,  but  also  those  presented  by  individuals  and  organiza¬ 
tions  who  requested  that  their  material  be  inserted  in  the  record. 
There  may  be  arguments  other  than  those  presented,  but  this  study 
summarizes  only  those  which  appear  in  the  record. 

Not  all  arguments  presented  as  opposing  the  Department  of  Defense 
proposals  are  directly  in  conflict  with  those  proposals.  Any  time  a 
variation  of  the  proposals  was  presented,  it  was  placed  in  the  opposing 
column . 

It  will  be  noted  that  some  witnesses  are  listed  as  both  "for”  and 
“against”  the  same  measure.  This  is  due  to  the  fact  that  occasion¬ 
ally  a  witness  would  either  point  out  arguments  on  the  other  side  or 
would  present  evidence  which  could  be  interpreted  as  being  a  varia¬ 
tion  of  the  Department’s  proposals.  All  such  arguments  have  been 
included  for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  more  balanced  picture.  Also, 
it  should  be  carefully  noted  that  not  all  of  these  extracts  are  in  their 
full  context.  Every  effort  was  made  by  the  staff  to  present  an  accu¬ 
rate  summary,  and  the  committee  hopes  that  no  inaccuracies  have 
crept  in  due  to  the  need  for  condensing  the  wealth  of  material  into 
the  briefest  possible  space. 

Not  all  of  the  material  is  in  the  nature  of  direct  quotes.  Frequently 
remarks  from  different  parts  of  the  record  have  been  combined  into 
one  statement.  Occasionally,  in  answer  to  a  long  question,  a  witness 
would  say  “Yes”  or  “No,”  or  “I  agree.”  In  these  instances  the 
content  of  the  question  has  been  attributed  to  the  witness.  Care  has 
been  taken  to  see  that  no  witness  is  quoted  out  of  context  to  secure  a 
meaning  other  than  the  one  intended. 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT  PROPOSALS  ON  LENGTH  OF  SERVICE 
Testimony  Favoring  27  Months  or  More 

A.  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATION 

1.  The  Honorable  George  C.  Marshall,  Secretary  of  Defense 

( а )  Twenty-seven  months  is  the  shortest  period  of  service  that  is  consistent 
with  national  security  in  this  period  when  so  much  of  our  effort  and  our  personnel 
must  be  devoted  to  the  training  of  men  entering  military  duty  for  the  first  time. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  General  Bradley,  has  estimated  that 
we  would  gain  neaily  50  percent  in  practical  utility  by  the  extra  6  months  of 
service  we  recommend. 

(б) .  It  takes  so  long  and  requires  such  an  outla3rin  both  funds  and  training 
personnel  to  impart  the  basic  military  skills  required  in  our  highly  mechanized 
military  forces  that  the  release  of  men  in  less  than  27  months  at  this  crucial  stage 
of  world  history  represents  a  major  element  of  military  weakness. 

2.  General  of  the  Army,  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 

(a)  ..  .  the  27  months  must  have  been  put  in  in  the  hope  of  getting  2  years 
complete  service  out  of  a  man.  They  have  calculated  that  on  the  size  of  their 
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force,  the  number  of  reenlistments  probably  they  can  expect,  and  also  the  time 
needed  in  this  modern  age  for  the  proper  training  of  a  soldier  so  he  can  take  care 
of  himself  in  an  emergency  and  do  his  duty. 

(b)  ...  a  good  lengthy  term  of  service  in  terms  of  27  months  is  essential,  both 
for  the  efficiency  of  the  training,  the  usefulness  you  get  out  of  a  man,  and  also  in 
the  size  of  your  unit. 

8.  General  of  the  Army  Omar  N.  Bradley ,  Chairman,  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 

(a)  It  is  obvious  we  will  have  to  extend  the  term  of  service  in  order  to  meet 
our  requirements.  .  .  .  Any  amount  over  21  months’  that  you  extend  his  term  of 
service  aids  materially  in  this  problem.  Twenty-seven  months  would  appear  to 
be  a  logical  term.  Allowing  2  months’  furlough  to  which  he  is  entitled  by  law, 
and  1  month  to  cover  induction  and  discharge,  a  man  would  render  approxi¬ 
mately  2  years’  service.  When  you  add  6  months  to  his  present  term  of  service, 
his  military  usefulness  is  increased  almost  50  percent. 

( b )  I  have  grave  doubts  that  you  can  maintain  your  Armed  Forces  at  the  figure 
we  think  is  necessary  ...  by  21  months,  because  out  of  the  21  months  a  man  is 
in  his  unit  possibly  not  more  than  14  months  ...  if  you  keep  these  people  21 
months  only,  you  are  not  going  to  be  able  to  furnish  more  than,  let  us  say,  1,200,000 
continually  by  selective  service. 

(c)  .  .  .  you  are  going  to  have  a  hard  time  maintaining  the  required  strength 
by  additional  voluntary  enlistments.  This  is  our  biggest  danger  in  21  months. 

(d)  ...  on  a  21-month  basis  you  require  a  much  heavier  training  establish¬ 
ment  and  overhead  than  you  do  for  27.  You  have  got  to  have  more  training  camps 
and  more  training  cadres. 

(e)  (None)  are  going  to  miss  out  on  that  training  in  the  next  year  and  a  half, 
because  you  take  in  the  same  number  for  27  months  as  21  months. 

(/)  If  you  try  to  tie  this  to  the  next  year  or  year  and  a  half,  the  21 -month 
man  might  be  as  good  as  the  27-month  man.  In  our  opinion  the  situation  is  not 
going  to  get  any  better  in  the  next  year  or  year  and  a  half.  It  may  get  worse.  .  .  . 

( g )  With  21  months’  service,  you  are  limited  in  assigning  men  to  certain  techni¬ 
cal  jobs.  .  .  .  You  just  cannot  train  them  and  get  any  service  out  of  them  in 
21  months. 

(h)  After  you  have  used  up  this  reserve  between  the  ages  of  19  and  26,  you  are 
going  to  be  getting  in  selective  service  mostly  those  that  become  of  the  draft 
age.  ...  If  we  keep  them  2  years,  you  can  get  about  1,600,000.  ...  I  mean 
2!years’  actual  duty.  .  .  .  That  is  why  we  suggest  27  months.  That  still  leaves 
about  1,900,000  to  obtain  by  voluntary  enlistments.  ...  I  am  not  too  sure  you 
can  (get  1,900,000)  because  a  lot  of  them  were  getting  their  first  enlistments 
before  going  to  school.  You  will  get  those  in  your  selective  service.  ...  So 
your  1,900,000  will  have  to  be  made  up  mostly  by  reenlistments.  .  .  .  Any¬ 
thing  you  do  to  cut  down  the  total  number  is  going  to  very  seriously  endanger 
your  ability  to  maintain  your  armed  strength  around  three  million  four,  or  three 
million  five. 

4-.  Maj.  Gen.  Louis  B.  Hershey,  Director  of  Selective  Service 

(а)  (I  believe)  that  the  period  of  service  should  be  increased  to  at  least  27 
months.  I  am  doubtful  that  this  will  be  long  enough  to  maintain  the  required 
strength  with  the  numbers  available  from  the  annual  manpower  income.  It  will 
require  rigid  reductions  in  rejections  and  limited  withdrawal  for  all  other  rea¬ 
sons.  ...  I  am  supporting  27  because  it  is  nearer  30  than  any  other  number 
that  I  have  heard. 

(б)  622,000  in  27  months  provide  the  same  service  as  800,000  in  21  months. 

5.  Admiral  Forrest  P.  Sherman,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 

(a)  From  the  point  of  view  of  my  naval  responsibilities,  I  regard  the  27-month 
period  of  service  as  being  too  low  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Navy,  except  for  a  small 
proportion  of  our  people.  We  have  always  felt  that  4  years  was  about  the 
minimum.  .  .  . 

(b)  .  .  .  we  must  do  everything  possible  to  increase  the  combat  readiness  of  the 
forces  in  being,  which,  I  think,  will  impress  the  potential  aggressor.  .  .  . 

(c)  In  calculating  the  figure  of  3.4  million  there  have  been  used  factors  derived 
from  the  assumption  that  it  would  be  27  months  ...  if  you  change  the  plan  as 
to  length  of  service,  you  automatically  raise  the  numbers  of  people  in  the  total 
strength,  because  it  does  include  the  training  establishment.  ...  If  you  have  a 
shorter  period,  you  must  plan  on  a  larger  structure.  .  .  . 

(d)  .  .  .  our  experience  leads  us  to  believe  that  you  have  15  months  in  a  combat 
unit  (if  you  have  them  21  months). 
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6.  Gen.  J.  Lawton  Collins,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  U.  S.  Army. 

(a)  The  shorter  term  of  service,  the  less  time  you  have  for  men  actually  on  duty 
with  our  units  in  field,  the  greater  rotation,  and  therefore  greater  wastage  of 
manpower  in  the  so-called  pipeline  ...  in  the  course  of  movement  overseas  and 
movement  back  home  again  ...  in  the  longer  period  of  service  we  can  have  the 
experience  of  these  men,  which  they  take  time  to  gain,  for  a  much  longer  period  of 
time  on  active  duty  .  .  .  that  gives  us  a  more  effective  Army  in  the  field. 

(, b )  (In)  21  months  you  can  hardly  expect  to  secure  more  than  12  months  of 
actual  service.  .  .  .  That  is  a  very  ineffective  way  to  run  any  business. 

(c)  I  would  have  preferred  to  see  it  at  30  months.  .  .  .  the  longer  the  period  of 
service,  the  more  effective  soldier. 

(d)  The  point  .  .  .  made  about  the  necessity  of  the  immediate  present  being 
the  determining  factor,  I  agree  with,  and  that  is  the  reason  I  say  that  the  period 
of  service  must  be  27  months  and  not  a  shorter  period  ...  in  the  current 
situation  ...  it  is  infinitely  better  to  have  a  27-month  period  than  to  have  a 
21-month  period. 

7.  Gen.  Hoyt  S.  Vandenberg ,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Air  Force 

(а)  (Twenty-seven  months)  is  the  minimum  period  I  think  the  Air  Force  could 
get  adequately  trained  men.  .  .  . 

(б)  We  prefer  not  to  depend  upon  enlistments  entirely  because  that  source  is 
very  unpredictable. 

(c)  It  takes  8  to  12  months  in  our  higher  specialties  to  train  him.  ...  If 
we  were  to  have  (the  21  month  program)  in  the  Air  Force,  we  would  have  to 
take  a  different  group  and  give  it  a  different  type  of  training,  because  in  the  21 
month  bracket  we  could  not  afford  to  give  them  the  longer  type  of  training  .  .  . 
about  the  time  that  they  began  to  find  out  what  it  was  all  about,  they  would  have 
to  go  out.  .  .  .  The  only  ones  that  we  could  afford  to  train  would  be  the  people 
who  are  in  for  4  years.  Now,  if  we  had  only  21-month  people,  we’d  have  to 
train  them  only  in  the  lower  skills.  .  .  .  (They)  would  then  go  into  the  reserves, 
and  instead  of  building  the  reserves,  as  we  ought  to  have  them  built,  we  would 
find  that  the  great  majority  there  were  only  the  lower  skilled  individuals,  and  the 
higher  skills  would  have  to  be  in  only  the  regular  Air  Force. 

8.  Brig.  Gen.,  H.  C.  Parks,  United  States  Air  Force 

(а)  .  .  .  nine  months  is  an  awfully  small  return  for  12  months  of  extensive 
technical  training  ...  we  could  not  justify  giving  that  type  of  training  to  a  21- 
month-term-of-service  individual. 

(б)  We  would  much  rather  have  a  smaller  reserve  force  of  highly  trained  indi¬ 
viduals  than  a  large  force  of  inadequately  trained  reserves. 

9.  Hon.  Anna  M.  Rosenberg,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 

(а)  ..  .  the  reason  that  the  Department  of  Defense  is  anxious  to  get  men 
for  a  27-month  period  is  because  their  usefulness  in  these  last  few  months  becomes 
far  greater  to  us  .  .  .  we  are  asking  for  27  months  during  this  emergency  period, 
where  we  are  trying  to  build  up  our  force.  We  need  trained  men,  and  we  need 
men  to  be  in  service  instead  of  to  use  them  as  trainees.  .  .  . 

(б)  .  .  .  for  the  immediate  objective,  for  our  immediate  effectiveness  .  .  .(we) 
prefer  to  have  less  trained  men,  better  trained,  than  more  trained  men  less  well 
trained  on  the  21  versus  the  27  months. 

(c)  The  added  6  months  between  21  and  27,  during  which  time  we  feel  the  men 
are  increasing  in  their  effectiveness,  gives  our  force  50  percent  additional  effec¬ 
tiveness. 

(d)  (Condensed)  With  the  21  months’  service,  we  have  4  months’  training  out 
of  21,  giving  him  17  months.  If  he  leaves  the  continental  United  States  for  the 
European  theater,  it  would  take  1  month  in  transit.  If  he  leaves  for  the  East,  it 
would  take  from  6  to  8  weeks.  In  the  East,  we’ll  say  it  brings  it  down  to  15 
months.  We  then  have  to  figure  on  the  return.  The  same  length  of  time  is  taken, 
so  we  get  either  13  or  14  months.  A  man  who  has  21  months  is  entitled  to  leave 
of  almost  2  months.  We  are  training  many  men  as  specialists,  and  that  is  another 

•average  4  months,  so  it  really  brings  down  the  service  that  we  get  to  either  10 
months  or  9  months  from  a  21-month  man. 

(e)  Our  enlistments  represent  what  we  call  the  hard  core  of  the  services.  As 
such  they  cannot  provide  the  entire  quota  of  technicians  because  they  have  a 
basic  mission  and  they  must  be  equally  balanced  in  training  and  administration 
to  carry  on  that  mission  .  .  .  many  times  these  enlistees  may  not  have  all  the 
necessary  educational  qualifications  to  take  on  the  more  technical  service  .  .  . 
the  expansion  requires  more  technicians  and  therefore  it  would  be  disproportion¬ 
ate  if  we  train  all  our  Regulars  only. 
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(/)...  the  difference  of  the  use  of  men  at  the  figure  we  have  set  to  you  for 
27  months  would  mean  close  on  to  three-quarters  of  a  billion  dollars  saving  in  our 
defense  budget. 

(g)  The  difference  between  21  and  27  months  periods  of  service:  I  have  here 
information  that  in  the  civilian  population  .  .  .  the  age  group  between  19  and 
9  months  and  20  and  3  months — which  would  be  the  last  6  months  (Senator 
Russell)  asked  for — five  and  three-quarters  of  the  civilian  men  get  married,  and 
half  of  1  percent  during  that  time  acquire  children.  We  figure  that  with  lack  of 
opportunity,  being  out  of  the  country,  it  is  safe  to  count  that  about  half  or  2% 
percent  would  be  married  during  that  time.  .  .  .  The  fact  that  a  man  acquires 
a  child  in  those  last  6  months  causes  no  additional  cost  to  us  because  we  are 
already  paying  for  the  dependent,  and  the  cost  is  the  same. 

10.  ( Summary )  L.  S.  Garlock,  Assistant  Comptroller,  Department  of  Defense 

On  a  27-month  term  of  service  you  will  take  58,000  men  per  month,  or  a  total 
for  the  year  of  696,000,  which  will  cost  you  $5,427,000,000.  On  21  months’ 
service  you  will  be  forced  to  increase  the  intake  from  58,000  per  month  to  77,600 
per  month,  or  a  total  of  931,000  men,  because  instead  of  getting  21  months’ 
service  you  only  get  15  months’  service.  That  will  cost  you  $3,200  a  man,  roughly 
$20,000  a  month  difference,  in  the  sum  of  $6,176,000,000.  Five  billion  four 
hundred  and  twenty-seven  million  dollars  from  $6,176,000,000  gives  you  a  net 
saving  of  $749,000,000  because  of  the  6  months’  additional  service  you  get  out 
of  the  men.  That  $749,000,000  that  you  would  save  is  further  reduced  by 
$40,000,000  in  pay  increases  which  accumulate  in  that  21-to-27-month  bracket, 
giving  you  a  net  saving  of  $709,000,000.  By  determining  the  length  of  service 
to  be  21  months  instead  of  27  months,  we  are  going  to  have  to  be  prepared  to 
pay  $709,000,000  for  it. 

11.  John  G.  Adams,  Assistant  General  Counsel,  Department  of  Defense 

(a)  Assuming  the  extension  of  enlistments  in  the  fiscal  year  1952,  in  fiscal  1953 
the  pool  would  be  211,000.  Assuming  now  the  changes  on  the  24,  27,  and  30 
months,  in  addition  to  the  extension  of  enlistments,  if  we  change  to  24  months, 
the  figure  211,000  would  become  221,000.  Changing  to  27  months,  the  pool 
becomes  343,000,  and  changing  it  to  30  months,  the  pool  becomes  602,000. 

(b)  .  .  .  we  find  that  if  there  are  no  changes  in  the  act  at  any  time  between  now 
and  fiscal  year  1954  there  would  be  remaining  in  the  selective  service  pool,  assum¬ 
ing  3.5  remains  constant,  a  total  of  181,000  young  men  ...  if  enlistments  have 
been  extended  during  fiscal  1952-53  there  would  be  in  pool  244,000  young  men. 
Assuming  that  in  addition  to  extending  enlistments,  the  length  of  service  under 
selective  service  and  reserves  on  duty  was  changed  from  21  to  24  months,  the  total 
remaining  in  .  .  .  pool  would  become  399,000.  If  .  .  .  period  were  changed 
from  21  to  27  months,  the  numbers  on  board  becomes  415,000  ...  if  period  is 
changed  from  21  to  30  months,  there  remains  in  the  pool  at  end  of  fiscal  year  1954 
a  total  of  455,000  young  men  .  .  .  based  on  27  months  as  suggested  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  the  figure  is  415,000  in  1954,  343,000  in  1953,  and  682,000 
in  1952.  (That  is  without  any  allowance  for  your  safety  factor.) 

12.  Office  of  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  G—2,  Intelligence,  Department  of  Army 

(а)  Mrs.  Rosenberg,  presenting  a  chart  prepared  January  11,  1951,  indicated 
the  length  of  service  in  Egypt  as  3  years,  and  in  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  as  3  years. 

(б)  Mrs.  Rosenberg,  presenting  a  chart  prepared  January  11,  1951,  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Army,  Office  of  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  G—2,  Intelligence,  indicated 
the  length  of  service  in  foreign  countries:  Bulgaria,  2  years;  Greece,  2  years; 
Hungary,  2  years;  Iran,  2  years;  Poland,  2  years;  Spain,  2  years;  Turkey,  2  years; 
United  Kingdom,  2  years;  and  Yugoslavia,  2  years. 

13.  Hon.  Maurice  J.  Tobin,  Secretary  of  Labor 

(In  answer  to  question.)  I  approve  of  the  27-month  suggestion  that  was  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Department  of  Defense. 

14-  Edward  J .  Overby,  Assistant  to  the  Secretary,  Department  of  Agriculture 

This  Department  concurs  in  the  proposed  program  for  universal  military 
training  and  service. 

15.  Dr.  Charles  A.  Thomas,  Chairman,  Scientific  Manpower  Advisory  Committee, 
National  Security  Resources  Board 

(We)  endorse  the  basic  principles  of  4  months  of  basic  training  and  23  more 
months  of  military  service  for  all  18-year-olds.  .  .  . 
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B.  PROFESSIONAL,  LABOR  AND  FARM  GROUPS 

16.  Lewis  Sanders,  consulting  engineer,  New  York  City 

It  will  take  approximately  2  years  of  service  to  make  a  man  into  an  effective 
reservist.  To  function  effectively  on  the  field  of  battle  and  with  the  maximum 
chance  of  survival,  a  man  must  be  trained  until  his  reactions  in  battle  are  in¬ 
stinctive.  .  .  . 

17.  James  B.  Carey,  secretary-treasurer,  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations 
...  we  do  not  oppose  this  provision  because  of  the  urgency  with  which  our 

top  military  leaders  have  insisted  that  the  additional  period  is  necessary  to 
adequately  train  men  for  the  various  armed  services. 

C.  EDUCATIONAL  GROUPS 

18.  Harold  Dodds,  president ,  Princeton  University 

(а)  Two  years  of  service  ...  27  months,  would  mean,  with  terminal  leave 
and  discharge  and  that  sort  of  thing,  that  a  boy  would  virtually  lose  from  the 
college  standpoint  2  years. 

(б)  No  other  proposal  that  I  have  seen  or  been  able  to  dream  up  myself  provides 
the  element  of  long-term  durability  with  a  minimum  of  possible  violence  to 
higher  education  and  the  lives  of  young  men  generally. 

19.  James  P.  Baxter  III,  president  of  Williams  College,  chairman  of  the  Committee 

on  Manpower  of  the  Association  of  American  Colleges 
If  this  bill  is  adopted,  there  will  be  an  opportunity  for  education  after  a  man 
has  had  2  years  training.  .  .  .  Suppose  that  he  goes  through  with  2  years  and 
3  months,  he  will  still  have  an  opportunity  to  start  in  a  lot  of  professional  careers. 

20.  W.  R.  White,  president,  Baylor  Lniversity 

The  general  concepts  and  specifications  in  the  proposal  before  you  seem  to  be 
sound  and  appropriate  in  the  light  of  our  present  emergency. 

21.  E.  H.  Hopkins,  vice  president,  Washington  State  College 

Increasing  the  months  of  required  service  to  a  minimum  of  24  months  would 
reduce  the  number  of  replacements  required  during  the  next  few  years. 

22.  Association  of  American  Universities  resolution  on  mobilization  of  manpower 

December  4,  1950 

Approves  extending  the  period  of  service  to  27  months,  with  the  proviso  that 
the  President  may  raise  this  term  by  3  months  or  lower  it  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  bring  military  manpower  demand  and  resources  into  effective  balance. 

D.  RESERVE  OFFICERS 

28.  Brig.  Gen.  E.  A.  Evans,  executive  director  of  the  Reserve  Officers  Association  of 
the  United  States 

.  .  .  we  are  in  favor  of  the  present  bill  which  calls  for  27  months  of  service.  .  .  . 
the  principal  reason  for  preferring  the  27-month  figure  is  because  of  the  fact  that 
according  to  the  figures  submitted  by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the 
number  of  young  men  required  to  maintain  the  3%  million  strength  operates  to 
leave  a  surplus  of  some  300,000  young  men,  which  we  believe  very  strongly  and 
most  sincerely  should  be  utilized  at  the  present  time  in  the  civilian  component 
forces  of  all  the  services. 

E.  VETERANS’  ORGANIZATIONS 

24-  Erie  Cocke,  Jr.,  national  commander,  the  American  Legion 

It  is  far  more  probable,  in  our  judgment,  that  the  present  tension  will  continue 
for  a  considerable  length  of  time,  and  in  view  of  that  prospect  we  feel  that  27 
months  of  continuous  service  is  a  reasonable  and  necessary  plan.  We  are  advised 
by  officials  of  the  National  Guard  and  Organized  Reserves  that  a  27-month  period 
of  service  would  enable  those  organizations  to  build  up  and  maintain  authorized 
strength.  .  .  .  They  would  have  difficulty  doing  this  if  the  service  were  left  at  21 
months. 

25.  Omar  B.  Ketchum,  legislative  director,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United 
States 

We  support  the  recommendation  of  the  Department  of  Defense  that  the  period 
of  service  be  increased  from  the  present  21  months  to  27  months. 
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26.  Harold  Russell,  national  commander,  AMVETS 

AMVETS  feel  that  the  proposed  27  months  of  service  is  both  just  and  wise  for 
this  reason:  In  any  prolonged  period  of  military  activity,  the  cost  of  efficient 
and  economical  utilization  of  military  manpower  becomes  of  paramount  import¬ 
ance  under  those  circumstances. 

27.  Col.  Edwin  S.  Bettelheim,  Military  Order  of  World  Wars 
We  are  in  favor  unanimously  of  this  bill. 

28.  Maj.  Gen.  Milton  G.  Baker,  the  Military  Order  of  the  World  Wars 
National  military  service  more  accurately  describes  the  type  of  program  that  is 

needed  in  this  present  dire  emergency. 

29.  Bernard  Weitzer,  National  Legislative  Director,  Jewish  War  Veterans  of 

The  United  States  of  America. 

The  present  bill,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  most  practicable  plan  for  meeting  the 
manpower  needs  of  our  Armed  Forces  with  the  minimum  disturbance  of  our 
social  and  economic  fabric  and  our  needs  for  the  products  of  our  industry  and 
our  farms. 

F.  MISCELLANEOUS  ORGANIZATIONS 

80.  Tracy  S.  Voorhees,  Committee  on  the  Present  Danger. 

The  27  months  of  service  and  training  authorized  in  the  bill — after  deduction 
for  customary  terminal  leave — in  reality  means  about  25  months  of  total  actual 
military  service.  As  such  it  need  represent  for  students  a  break  of  only  two 
academic  years. 

81.  Dunlap  C.  Clark,  United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Eighteen-year-old  males  should  be  drafted  to  serve  27  months  in  the  Armed 

Forces. 

82.  Arthur  L.  Williston,  Citizens  Committee  for  Universal  Military  Training 

I  .  .  .  unqualifiedly  endorse  the  27-month  period  of  training  and  service.  .  .  . 
In  the  present  21  months’  requirement,  the  service  after  training  is  too  short  to 
be  either  efficient  or  economical. 

S3.  Juluis  Ochs  Adler,  Cochairman ,  National  Emergency  Committee  of  the  Military 
Training  Camps  Association  of  the  United  States 
.  .  .  many  universities  have  already  formulated  ...  a  more  compact  curricu¬ 
lum  by  reducing  college  terms  from  4  to  3  years;  the  total  time  loss  for  securing  a 
college  degree  caused  by  27  months  of  training  and  service  would  not  exceed  15 
months.  .  .  .  Four  years  is  the  present  undergraduate  course,  with  vacations 
from  3 Yi  months  to  4  months  each  year.  The  man  who  goes  to  work  is  very  lucky 
to  get  2  weeks  vacation,  so  they  will  not  be  giving  up  anything  in  the  way  of 
vacations  if  they  go  from  4  years  to  3  years. 

G.  YOUTH  ORGANIZATIONS 

84-  Lewis  A.  Rivlin,  student,  Swarthmore  College,  Students  for  Democratic  Action 
It  would  seem  .  .  .  there  is  need  to  expand  the  length  of  service  beyond  21 
months.  If  the  length  of  service  is  somewhere  around  27  months,  at  the  end  of 
that  period  the  1 8- year-olds  will  go  out  of  the  services  and  be  ready  to  start  in 
with  their  higher  educations  or  their  work  in  farming  or  industry,  thus  not  being 
too  much  of  a  danger  to  the  continued  flow  of  abilities  and  talent. 

Testimony  Opposed  to  27  Months  or  More 

A.  EDUCATIONAL  GROUPS 

1.  Ralph  W.  McDonald,  National  Education  Association  of  the  United  States 

(a)  A  27-month  period  of  service  would  inevitably  mean  the  loss  of  2}$  or  3  years 
of  potential  college  study  for  every  young  man  inducted,  with  the  consequent 
further  diminution  of  his  chance  to  return  at  all. 

(b)  A  24-month  service  period  would  give  many  students  a  better  chance  to 
hold  their  loss  to  a  minimum  of  2  years  of  study. 

(c)  .  .  .  the  committee  should  give  consideration  either  to  a  period  of  service 
which  would  mean  a  2-year  interruption  or  to  a  period  of  service  that  would  mean 
a  3-year  interruption  .  .  .  the  27-month  period  is  probably  as  disadvantageous 
to  the  continuity  of  education  as  any  specific  number  of  months  that  could  be 
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chosen.  A  27-month  service  period  would  cut  off  3  years  of  schooling  almost  as 
effectively  as  would  a  30-month  period  of  service. 

2.  John  Scott  Everton,  president,  Kalamazoo  College 

.  .  .  consider  the  possibilities  of  lowering  the  period  of  service  to  not  more  than 
24  months  so  that  a  student  may  continue  his  college  training  after  an  interruption 
of  not  more  than  2  years. 

B.  FARM  GROUPS 

8.  J.  T.  Sanders,  legislative  counsel,  the  National  Grange 

We  should  oppose  any  plan  to  extend  the  period  of  individual  service. 

c.  OTHERS 

J+.  John  J.  Swomley,  director,  National  Council  Against  Conscription 

We  oppose  any  attempt  to  extend  the  length  of  service. 

D.  PROFESSIONAL  GROUPS 

5.  Dr.  Rudolph  H.  Friedrich,  American  Dental  Association 

On  behalf  of  its  many  members  who  hold  Reserve  commissions,  the  association 
protests  such  extension  to  27  months  until  it  is  clearly  and  unalterably  demon¬ 
strated  by  changing  conditions  to  the  people  of  this  country  that  additional  service 
of  such  length  is  necessary. 

Summary  of  Arguments  on  Length  of  Service 

FOR  27  MONTHS 

1.  A  27-month  period  of  service  will  greatly  increase  our  combat  readiness 
since  we  will  have  the  services  of  well-trained  men  for  a  longer  period  of  time. 
This  will  greatly  impress  any  potential  aggressor. 

(а)  We  gain  50  percent  in  practical  military  utility  by  having  a  27-month 
period  of  service  rather  than  a  21-month  period.  This  results  in  an  average 
increase  of  6  months  of  service  for  each  man  over  the  present  “actual  service” 
period  of  from  8  to  14  months. 

(б)  The  longer  the  term  of  service,  the  less  wastage  we  have  of  men  in  the 
pipeline  overseas  and  back. 

(c)  A  much  bigger  training  establishment  is  needed  for  the  shorter  period  of 
service;  thus  many  trained  men  are  unavailable  for  combat  due  to  their  duties 
as  training  forces. 

2.  A  longer  period  of  service  is  necessary  due  to  the  fact  that  it  takes  so  long 
to  train  men  in  the  basic  military  skills  in  our  highly  mechanized  forces. 

3.  The  monetary  and  personnel  costs  of  training  are  so  high  that  it  is  wasteful 
to  train  men  for  a  period  of  service  less  than  27  months. 

4.  It  is  doubtful  that  we  can  maintain  our  Armed  Forces  at  the  necessary 
strength  of  3.5  million  by  a  21-month  period  of  service. 

5.  A  saving  of  $709,000,000  in  our  defense  budget  would  result  if  we  had  27 
months’  service  rather  than  21  months  due  to  the  fact  that  a  much  larger  training 
establishment  is  required  to  maintain  a  given  strength  for  21  months  than  in  a 
27-month  period. 

6.  If  we  have  a  shorter  period  of  service,  we  will  have  to  have  a  larger  total 
force  in  order  to  furnish  training  personnel  and  in  order  to  keep  our  combat  forces 
at  the  needed  strength. 

7.  A  21-month  period  of  service  will  not  increase  the  reserves  any  more  than 
will  a  27-month  period  since  in  the  long  run  all  young  men  will  participate  in  the 
program  anyway. 

8.  A  21-month  period  of  service  limits  the  Armed  Forces  to  training  men  for 
certain  low  technical  jobs  which  require  less  training  than  others. 

(a)  We  cannot  wisely  limit  this  high  type  of  technical  training  only  to  the 
Regular  forces  since  the  Regular  forces  must  be  balanced.  In  addition  to  this, 
many  of  the  Regular  forces  are  not  qualified  for  highly  technical  training  and 
there  are  not  enough  of  those  who  are  qualified  to  meet  the  needs  of  a  larger 
armed  force. 

(b)  A  21-month  period  of  service  would  result  in  the  building  of  an  unbalanced 
reserve  of  low-skilled  individuals. 
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AGAINST  27  MONTHS 

UI}(a‘r  to  extend  the  term  of  service  for  reservists  with  prior  service  in 
world  Warll. 

2.  A  student  s  education  should  not  be  interrupted  for  more  than  2  years  A 
27-month  period  of  service  will  mean  that  2%  to  3  years  are  lost. 

THE  NECESSITY  FOR  AN  INTERIM  PROGRAM  FOR  75,000  STUDENTS  FOR 
SPECIAL  STUDY  AND  RESEARCH 

The  committee  believes  it  is  necessary  for  purposes  of  assuring  our 
continued  industrial  and  technical  superiority  in  the  face  of  any  con¬ 
tingency  to  provide  that  an  ample  number  of  young  men  be  permitted 
to  complete  their  studies  of  subjects  essential  to  the  national  securitv 
and  welfare.  J 

.  Under  the  present  law,  any  person  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of 
instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution  of  learning 
may  have  his  induction  postponed  by  his  local  board  until  the  end  of 
the  current  academic  year  or  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue 
such  course  of  instruction.  In  addition,  the  President  may  provide 
for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  cate¬ 
gories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appro¬ 
priate. 

This  bill  continues  the  basic  policy  contained  in  the  present  law 
but  provides  an  authority  for  deferment  until  the  end  of  the  academic 
year,  instead  of  postponement,  for  students  who  receive  their  induction 
notices  during  the  academic  year.  This  applies  to  persons  in  the 
18-to-19  age  group  as  well  as  to  those  over  19.  Under  this  bill 
high-school  students  are  deferred  until  they  reach  age  19,  or  graduate’ 
or  cease  to  pursue  their  course  of  instruction  satisfactorily. 

This  bill,  as  stated,  makes  no  change  in  the  President’s  general 
authority  to  defer  such  categories  of  students  as  he  deems  the  national 
interest  dictates.  It  adds,  however,  a  new  provision  which,  until 
June  30,  1954,  authorizes  that  75,000  men  annually  may  be  removed 
from  active  training  and  service  to  permit  them  to  engage  in  study  or 
lesearch  in  medicine,  dentistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  engineering, 
the  humanities,  or  other  fields.  These  men  will  be  required  to  com- 
)  plete  their  basic  military  training  before  entering  into  their  study  or 
research  program,  except  that,  depending  on  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  bill  into  law,  some  change  in  this  policy  may  be  necessary  for 
the  first  year.  After  completion  of  their  studies,  they  would  still 
have  to  discharge  the  obligation  for  completing  their  military  service. 
This  obligation  would  continue  for  a  period  of  10  years. 

The  75,000  men  would  be  selected  upon  the  basis  of  competitive 
standards  determined  by  a  civilian  commission  of  5  persons,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  President  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  If  neces- 
sary,  this  commission  could  allocate  the  fields  of  study  or  research 
for  these  75,000  who  were  selected,  and,  in  addition,  would  have  the 
power  to  authorize  the  payment  of  the  tuition  and  other  school  ex¬ 
penses  of  such  of  the  75,000  persons  as  the  commission  may  deem 
appropriate.  This  will  enable  a  man  selected  as  one  of  the  75,000  to 
pursue  his  education  even  though  he  is  unable  to  pay  his  expenses 
himself. 

The  committee  feels  it  is  important  to  emphasize  that  this  group 
of  75,000  students  annually  would  by  no  means  constitute  the  full 
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male  enrollment  in  tlie  Nation’s  colleges  and  universities.  Estimates 
made  by  the  Office  of  Education  indicate  that  with  this  program  in 
operation  there  might  be,  for  the  1951-52  school  year,  25,000  veterans, 
26,000  IV-F’s,  and  90,000  ROTC’s  enrolled  as  freshmen,  in  addition 
to ’the  75,000  selected  students.  This  would  mean  a  total  first-year 
class  of  at  least  216,000  males,  exclusive  of  those  deferred  under  exist¬ 
ing  authority,  and  not  counting  women  students,  or  those  young  men 
who  are  below  the  induction  age.  Over-all,  total  male  enrollment — 
for  all  4  years  of  college — would  be  at  least  845,000  for  the  1951-52 
school  year.  It  is  estimated  that  at  no  time  during  the  period  of  this 
program’s  operation  between  now  and  1954  would  the  enrollment  of 
male  freshmen  (not  including  those  under  age  18)  decline  below  the 
191,000  mark,  and  total  male  enrollment  in  college  would  not  decline 
below  719,500 — a  minimum  very  close  to  the  1939  prewar  figure. 

SUMMARY  OF  ARGUMENTS  FOR  AND  AGAINST  PROGRAM  FOR  75,000 

STUDENTS 

The  arguments  listed  below  concern  themselves  with  the  educational 
issues  which  emerged  during  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee  hearings. 

Included  are  not  only  the  contentions  advanced  by  the  witnesses 
who  appeared,  but  also  those  presented  by  individuals  and  organiza¬ 
tions  who  requested  that  their  material  be  inserted  in  the  record. 
There  may  be  arguments  other  than  those  presented,  but  this  study 
summarizes  only  those  which  appear  in  the  record. 

Not  all  arguments  presented  as  opposing  the  Department  of 
Defense  proposals  are  directly  in  conflict  with  those  proposals.  _  Any 
time  a  variation  of  the  proposals  was  presented,  it  was  placed  in  the 
opposing  column. 

It  will  be  noted  that  some  witnesses  are  listed  as  both  “for”  and 
“against”  the  same  measure.  This  is  due  to  the  fact  that  occasion¬ 
ally  a  witness  would  either  point  out  arguments  on  the  other  side  or 
would  present  evidence  which  could  be  interpreted  as  being  a  varia¬ 
tion  of  the  Department’s  proposals.  All  such  arguments  have  been 
included  for  the  purpose  of  securing  a  more  balanced  picture.  Also, 
it  should  be  carefully  noted  that  not  all  of  these  extracts  are  in  their  full 
context.  Every  effort  was  made  by  the  staff  to  present  an  accurate 
summary,  and  the  committee  hopes  that  no  inaccuracies  have  crept 
in  due  to  the  need  for  condensing  the  wealth  of  material  into  the 
briefest  possible  space. 

Not  all  of  the  material  is  in  the  nature  of  direct  quotes.  Frequently 
remarks  from  different  parts  of  the  record  have  been  combined  into 
one  statement.  Occasionally,  in  answer  to  a  long  question,  a  witness 
would  say  “Yes”  or  “No,”  or  “I  agree.”  In  these  instances  the 
content  of  the  question  has  been  attributed  to  the  witness.  Care 
has  been  taken  to  see  that  no  witness  is  quoted  out  of  context  to 
secure  a  meaning  other  than  the  one  intended. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINENIG  AJSTiD'  SERVICE  ACT 


43 


DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT  PROPOSALS  OF  75,000  EDUCATIONAL 

DEFERMENTS 

Testimony  Favoring  Proposals 

A.  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  ADMINISTRATION 

1.  Hon.  George  C.  Marshall ,  Secretary ,  Department  of  Defense 

We  recognize  that  there  can  be  no  long-range  security  for  America  in  a  program 
that  denudes  our  industries  and  farms  of  skilled  technicians  or  that  interferes 
with  our  preeminence  in  science  and  general  education.  The  proposed  legislation 
contains  specific  safeguards  intended  to  keep  our  colleges,  laboratories,  and  in¬ 
dustries  healthy.  .  .  . 

2.  General  of  the  Army  Dwight  D.  Eisenhower 

(a)  Senator  Johnson.  We  have  a  proposal  in  this  bill  that  provides  that 
75,000  of  the  boys  taken  in  at  18  will  have  military  training  for  4  months  and  then 
on  the  basis  of  some  test  that  has  not  been  worked  out  as  yet  will  be  selected  to 
pursue  their  studies  in  the  sciences,  medical  schools,  dental  schools,  engineering 
schools,  and  what  not;  and  that  figure  was  arrived  at  based  upon  recommenda¬ 
tions  made  by  a  leading  group  of  educators. 

General  Eisenhower.  I  think  it  is  wise  myself. 

( h )  That  75,000,  as  I  understand  it,  is  really  nothing  but  a  stopgap  in  the  first 
2  years.  After  the  first  2  years  there  is  no  diminution  of  the  men  that  can  go 
to  the  universities. 

(c)  I  would  certainly  like  to  see  you  producing  an  officer  and  technical  class  as 
you  go  along.  It  has  to  be  done,  and  there  has  to  be  a  proper  marriage  between 
the  universities  of  the  United  States  .  .  .  and  the  armed  services.  .  .  . 

( d )  I  would  say  that  unless  there  was  some  way  in  which  military  training  was 
going  to  go  ahead  for  the  length  of  time  and  on  an  intensive  scale  that  made  it 
real  military  training,  I  would  take  him  out  of  uniform  (when  he  returns  to  college) 
and  require  him  to  do  his  military  service  later.  .  .  . 

3.  General  of  the  Army  Omar  N.  Bradley,  Chairman,  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 

(a)  ...  a  certain  number  ought  to  be  deferred  for  the  time  being,  otherwise 
you  are  going  to  interfere  very  materially  not  only  with  our  educational  institu¬ 
tions  .  .  .  you  are  going  to  interfere  with  the  gradual  flow  of  scientists  and 
specialists  that  you  need.  If  you  do  not  make  some  such  provision,  you  will  have 
a  2-year  gap  here.  After  that  ...  of  course,  these  people  will  start  going  to 
school  again  at  age  20  or  21.  .  .  . 

(h)  .  .  .  if  you  would  visit  Camp  Jackson  .  .  .  you  would  find  that  only  a 
small  proportion  of  those  (facilities)  could  be  furnished  around  a  college  and  an 
armory. 

(c)  ...  I  do  not  say  there  is  not  some  use  that  the  college  facilities  could  be 
put  to,  particularly  in  training  specialists  ...  if  you  are  going  to  exercise  the 
control  over  the  men  which  we  think  is  necessary  .  .  .  you  cannot  have  them 
scattered  around  in  bunches  of  houses  or  dormitories. 

J.  Maj.  Gen.  Lewis  B.  Hershey,  Director  of  Selective  Service 

(a)  I  think  the  .  .  .  75,000  who  are  chosen  out  of  each  of  the  next  3-year 
groups  plus,  perhaps,  a  hundred  thousand  more  ...  in  the  ROTC,  will  furnish 
a  sizable  base  of  people  who  will  be  engaged  during  this  period  in  .  .  .  college 
and  postgraduate  training.  .  .  .  The  75,000  was  each  year  .  .  .  after  3  years  it 
will  be  225,000. 

( h )  (I  recommend)  that  the  men  chosen  to  be  postponed  for  college  be  on  the 
basis  of  general  acceptance,  to  be  determined  competitively  by  appropriate  tests, 
and  their  continued  postponement  be  based  on  their  performance  as  students.  .  .  . 

(c)  It  is  impossible  to  institute  a  plan  which  would  permit  of  deferments  for 
the  purpose  of  education  unless  there  is  assurance  that  the  plan  will  be  continued 
long  enough  for  those  receiving  deferments  also  to  meet  their  service  obligations, 
otherwise  a  deferment  becomes  simply  a  means  of  evading  service.  .  .  . 

(d)  .  .  .  who  knows  what  we  will  need  10  years  from  now?  So  I  have  been 
converted  to  the  belief  that  we  should  choose  people  on  the  basis  of  their  compe¬ 
tence  rather  than  attempting  to  swerve  young  boys  into  courses  that  we  at  the 
moment  think  are  highly  necessary. 
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5.  Admiral  Forrest  P.  Sherman,  Chief  of  Naval  Operations 

We  concur  in  the  principles  and  the  details  of  the  plan  as  it  has  been  presented 
here. 

6.  Gen.  J.  Lawton  Collins,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Army 

I  am  thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  legislation  which  is  under  consideration 
before  your  committee  and  with  the  principles  that  are  involved  in  that  legislation. 

7.  Gen.  Hoyt  S.  Vandenberg,  Chief  of  Staff,  United  States  Air  Force 

The  Air  Force  strongly  endorses  and  supports  the  program  presented  to  you 
by  the  Department  of  Defense. 

8.  Brig.  Gen.  H.  C.  Parks,  United  States  Air  Force 

We  are  accelerating  our  ROTC  program  and  that  will  be  reflected  as  part  of 
this  legislation  .  .  .  to  give  us  approximately  11,300  graduates,  ROTC  graduates, 
available  for  new  commissions.  .  .  .  That  would  utilize  to  a  considerable  extent 
the  educational  institutions. 

9.  Hon.  Anna  M.  Rosenberg,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 

(a)  If  any  man  reaches  the  age  of  18  and  is  in  high  school,  he  will  remain  there 
until  he  reaches  his  nineteenth  birthday  or  finishes  high  school.  If  any  man  is 
in  college  at  the  time  of  his  eighteenth  birthday,  he  will  be  permitted  to  finish 
his  college  year. 

(b)  The  Department  of  Defense  has  offered  ...  a  proposal  for  an  expanded 
program  of  college  training  of  young  officers  through  the  ROTC  .  .  .  improve¬ 
ment  on  present  ROTC  program,  and  an  elaboration  of  subsidized  program, 
known  as  the  Holloway  plan.  .  .  .  Students  selected  for  the  (Holloway)  plan 
would  have  to  serve  an  initial  4-month  period  of  basic  military  training  under 
universal  program.  Obligation  of  service  would  have  to  be  fulfilled  after  gradu¬ 
ation.  .  .  .  Upon  completion  of  ROTC  service,  he  owes  2  years,  or  3  years  if  he 
is  under  a  subsidized  plan.  .  .  .  (In  regard  to  whether  we  expect  to  give  4  months’ 
training  to  ROTC  men  too) — it  might  be  a  waste  of  money  to  give  4  months’ 
training  to  those  men  because  during  their  period  of  college  training  in  ROTC 
they  will  get  far  more  than  what  they  need  or  would  get  in  those  4  months.  .  .  . 

(c)  In  the  first  3  years  of  universal  military  service  and  training,  the  President 
would  have  authority  to  suspend  temporarily  active-service  requirement  of  up 
to  75,000  students  so  they  could  complete  college  training,  vocational  training, 
and  keep  the  educational  pipeline  from  drying  up.  .  .  .  (The  Department  recom¬ 
mends  that  75,000  should  be  selected)  on  the  basis  that  all  the  educators,  scien¬ 
tists,  and  all  the  organizations  working  under  Mr.  Symington — the  committees 
on  the  outside — told  us  that  between  sixty  and  seventy-five  thousand  would  meet 
the  needs  for  doctors,  scientists,  educators,  and  those  of  all  other  qualifications. 

.  .  .  We  took  the  maximum  figure  that  the  group  of  educators  who  felt  must 
be  given  this  training.  .  .  .  They  said  from  65,000  to  75,000,  and  that  is  why 
we  put  the  maximum  at  75,000. 

(d)  The  3-year  limit  on  this  provision  is  based  on  the  belief  colleges  would  be 
back  on  a  stable  footing  after  the  first  class  of  universal  military  service  and  train¬ 
ing  inductees  completed  service.  .  .  .  Every  man  18  years  old  .  .  .  will  have  to 
take  4  months’  basic  training. 

(e)  (This)  maximum  of  75,000  does  not  go  into  ROTC. 

(/)  Methods  for  selecting  students  to  be  deferred  and  for  deciding  courses  of 
study  that  would  be  important  to  national  interest  should  be  left  entirely  in  civilian 
hands  under  procedures  to  be  drawn  up  by  the  President  and  approved  by  Con¬ 
gress. 

(g)  The  only  safeguard  we  ask  for  .  .  .  is  .  .  .  that  the  proper  share  of  men 
go  into  the  land-grant  colleges  and  into  the  smaller  colleges. 

( h )  If  their  education  is  subsidized,  which  might  have  to  be  they  owe  addi¬ 
tional  time.  .  .  .  Men  who  can  afford  to  go  will  get  the  number  of  years  they 
require ;  men  who  cannot  afford  to  go  but  who  want  to  work  their  way  through  .  .  . 
may  take  6  years  instead  of  4.  (For)  men  who  cannot  work  their  wray  through 
and  cannot  afford  it,  we  suggest  some  sort  of  national  scholarship.  .  .  . 

(i)  College  training  courses  for  military  personnel  on  active  duty  .  .  .  may 
involve  as  many  as  50,000  men  a  year. 

(, j )  There  may  be  .  .  .  35,000  a  year  ...  in  ROTC  .  .  .  and  75,000  (in  the 
other  group,  plus)  50,000  in  the  service.  (This  gives  a  total  of  160,000  per  year.) 

.  .  .  Plus  those  18-year-olds  who  cannot  be  taken  in  even  if  you  passed  the  law, 
the  first  time,  plus  those  men  who  are  in  the  schools  now  who  would  be  continuing 
their  deferment. 
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10.  Earl  J.  McGrath,  Commissioner,  Office  of  Education,  Federal  Security  Agency 

(a)  If  we  are  facing  an  extended  period  of  time  in  which  substantially  the  whole 
number  of  physically  fit  college-age  men  will  be  eligible  for  induction,  it  is  abso¬ 
lutely  essential  to  the  national  interest  that  some  device  be  worked  out  whereby 
we  can  assure  a  continuous  flow  of  men  in  training  for  the  occupations  and  pro¬ 
fessions  without  which  the  national  strength  and  well-being  are  gravely  impaired. 

(b)  .  .  .  This  general  picture  is  one  of  difficulty,  even  of  hardship,  for  many 

small  colleges;  but  .  .  .  drastic  cuts  in  total  enrollments  for  all  colleges  will 

not  be  the  order  of  the  day.  ...  I  am  not  making  the  argument  here  that 
these  students  should  be  retained  in  colleges  to  protect  the  colleges. 

(c)  At  the  undergraduate  level,  very  careful  consideration  should  be  given 
before  placing  limitations  on  the  student  as  to  field  of  study.  ...  A  large 
proportion  of  undergraduate  students  do  not  have  a  specific  field  of  interest  at 
the  age  of  entrance  to  college  ...  as  demonstrated  by  experience  in  the 
Second  World  War,  we  do  not  know  which  fields  of  study  may  emerge  as  critical 
as  the  war  continues. 

(d)  .  .  .  If  the  program  were  accelerated,  you  would  put  the  75,000  out 

each  year  for  3  years  rather  than  4,  in  which  case  you  would  have  225,000  in 
process  at  one  time  rather  than  300,000. 

11.  Hon.  Maurice  J.  Tobin,  Secretary  of  Labor 

(а)  I  agree  with  the  provision  that  authorizes  the  President  to  enable  75,000 
youngsters  to  carry  on  their  schooling. 

(б)  I  agree  with  retaining  the  present  provisions  of  the  Reserve  Officers  Training 
Corps. 

(c)  .  .  .  Seventy-five  thousand  youngsters  will  be  able  to  go  on  to  college. 
Last  September  86,000  men  were  admitted  to  college  under  the  ROTC  program. 
A  continuation  of  both  programs  would  result  in  the  admission  of  about  150,000 
yearly  to  college. 

12.  Edward  J .  Overby,  Assistant  to  the  Secretary,  Departnient  of  Agriculture 

This  Department  concurs  in  the  policy  of  the  proposed  program  for  universal 
military  training  and  service. 

13.  Dr.  Charles  A.  Thomas,  chairman,  Scientific  Manpower  Advisory  Committee, 

National  Security  Resources  Board 

(а)  The  committee  .  .  .  believes  at  present  that  the  number  75,000  is  about 
right  for  the  Reserve  Specialist  Training  Corps,  as  a  military  matter. 

(б)  Senator  Chapman.  Under  this  plan,  Doctor,  when  these  75,000  students 
are  carefully  selected,  it  is  true,  is  it  not,  that  a  much  smaller  proportion  of  them 
would  fall  by  the  wayside,  going  on  through  their  college  course,  than  is  ordinarily 
the  case  with  freshmen  entering  college? 

(c)  Dr.  Thomas.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  what  the  educational  members  of  my 
committee  tell  me.  That  is  true. 

B.  PROFESSIONAL,  LABOR,  AND  FARM  GROUPS 

14-  Dr.  M.  H.  Trytten,  Director,  Office  of  Scientific  Personnel  of  the  National 
Academy  of  Sciences,  National  Research  Council 
I  am  happy  to  see  that  the  present  bill  recognized  that  these  students  should 
not  be  in  military  status. 

15.  James  B.  Carey,  secretary-treasurer,  Congress  of  Industrial  Organizations 

The  CIO  strongly  endorses  the  principle  that  military  requirements  should  not 
interfere  with  the  flow  of  trained  engineers,  scientists,  doctors,  social  scientists, 
and  those  trained  in  the  humanities.  .  .  . 

C.  EDUCATIONAL  GROUPS 

16.  Karl  T.  Compton,  chairman  of  the  corporation,  Massachusetts  Institute  of 

Technology 

The  plans  which  were  submitted  to  you  by  the  Department  of  Defense  give, 
in  my  judgment,  appropriate  recognition  to  the  continuing  importance  of  educa¬ 
tion  and  to  the  role  which  the  colleges  can  play. 
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17.  James  P.  Baxter  III,  president  of  Williams  College  and  chairman  of  the  com¬ 

mittee  on  manpower  of  the  Association  of  American  Colleges 

(а)  If  this  bill  is  adopted,  there  will  be  an  opportunity  to  return  to  college 
after  a  man  has  had  2  years’  training.  Suppose  he  does  not  get  in  this  group 
of  75,000  .  .  .  suppose  that  he  goes  through  with  2  years  and  3  months,  he  will 
still  have  an  opportunity  to  start  in  a  lot  of  professional  careers. 

(б)  ...  I  feel  strongly  that  educators  should  not  urge  you  to  defer  students 
to  complete  their  college  work,  unless  those  students  are  working  on  an  accelerated 
program. 

18.  Harold  W.  Dodds,  president,  Princeton  University 

(а)  ...  I  do  endorse  heartily  the  proposals  which  have  been  submitted  to 
you.  ...  No  other  proposal  that  I  have  seen  or  been  able  to  dream  up  myself 
provides  the  element  of  long-term  durability  which  I  think  is  necessary,  with  a 
minimum  of  possible  violence  to  higher  education  and  the  lives  of  young  men 
generally.  .  .  . 

(б)  From  the  standpoint  of  the  colleges,  this  would  offer  a  larger  freshman  class 
than  otherwise,  which  will  be  very  advantageous  to  the  colleges  by  helping  to 
balance  their  enrollments  between  the  upper  and  lower  years  of  college.  A  further 
“phase”  element  is  that  the  plan  is  not  to  call  more  than  450,000  18-year-olds 
during  the  first  year.  .  .  . 

(c)  .  .  .  I  am  utterly  opposed  to  the  general  deferment  of  young  men  in  college 
who  are  not  preparing  in  these  special  essential  branches.  To  make  college  a 
haven  of  refuge  for  even  the  brightest  students  in  these  broader  fields  not  immedi¬ 
ately  pointed  to  the  defense  effort  would  destroy  their  moral  influence  and  capaci¬ 
ties  as  future  leaders  of  our  democracy.  To  protect  a  young  man  from  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  national  service  just  because  he  happens  to  be  bright  and  scholarly  inclined, 
as  "some  have  suggested,  would  be  bad  for  him  and  destructive  of  his  leadership 
possibilities. 

19.  Detlev  W.  Bronk,  president  of  Johns  Hopkins  University,  president  of  the  Na¬ 

tional  Academy  of  Science,  president-elect  of  the  American  Association  for 

the  Advancement  of  Science 

(a)  ...  I  am  ...  in  favor  of  the  proposed  program  in  the  second  instance, 
because  it  provides  for  furloughing  or  making  possible  the  furloughing  of  75,000 
men,  men  for  the  ROTC,  and  50,000  for  in-service  training.  .  .  .  There  is  a 
great  need  for  trained  men  in  the  operation  of  the  armed  services  at  the  present 
time. 

( b )  Whether  they  were  in  uniform  or  not  in  uniform,  I  cannot  believe  would 
make  any  particular  difference  to  the  universities,  provided  the  universities  had  the 
opportunity  to  carry  forward  their  educational  program  in  the  way  in  which  they 
thought  was  most  satisfactory. 

SO.  Ralph  W.  McDonald,  National  Education  Association  of  the  United  States 

We  strongly  favor  the  provision  suggested  in  section  6  (d)  (1)  that  would  author¬ 
ize  the  selection  of  at  least  75,000  young  men  annually  for  college  study  .  .  .  The 
selected  students  should  be  free  to  enter  accredited  colleges  and  universities  of 
their  choice  and  pursue  college  programs  of  their  choice  in  any  of  the  recognized 
disciplines  of  American  higher  education. 

21.  Dr.  Leonard  Carmichael,  president  of  Tufts  Medical  and  Dental  Schools  and 

member  of  the  American  Council  on  Education. 

A  plan  should  be  developed  by  means  of  which  a  limited  group  of  students, 
possibly  75,000  or  more,  should  be  referred  back  to  colleges  of  their  own  choice, 
so  far  as  possible,  for  full  education,  after  completing  their  basic  training  of  not 
more  than  4  months  in  the  Armed  Forces.  The  testing  and  selection  of  this 
group  should  be  done  by  competent,  professionally  trained  civilians. 

22.  William  G.  Saltonstall,  principal,  the  Phillips  Exeter  Academy 

I  favor  the  provisions  in  the  bill  for  deferment  of  75,000  men  per  year  to  engage 
in  study  or  research  in  medicine,  engineering,  and  the  humanities. 

23.  Leonard  C.  Smith,  chancellor,  Georgetown  University 

■  .  .  Members  of  the  Armed  Forces,  upon  application  and  after  a  proper  test 
of  their  capabilities,  should  be  permitted  to  enroll  in  a  college  of  his  choice  to 
pursue  his  course  of  studies  upon  which  he  would  receive  college  credits  and 
degrees.  The  college  can  adopt  an  acceleration  program  which  would  permit 
graduation  in  approximately  2}$  years. 
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24.  A.  Gundlach,  Berea  College,  Berea,  Ky. 

.  .  .  We,  the  general  faculty  of  Berea  College,  urge  the  adoption  of  a  plan  for 
deferment  of  college  students. 

25.  F.  G.  Macomber,  dean,  School  of  Education,  Miami  University 
.  .  .  immediately  after  reaching  the  age  of  18  .  .  .  men  shall  be  inducted  into 

the  military,  classified  .  .  .  tested  for  intellectual  capacity,  and  then  assigned, 
if  qualified  and  requested,  to  the  cooperative  educational  program.  .  .  .  Such 
men  would  be  subject  to  a  basic  military  training  program  of  3  months  and 
conducted  at  a  regular  military  camp  or  station  during  the  first  year  following 
his  eighteenth  birthday. 

26.  Association  of  American  Universities 

(а)  That  from  among  those  who  have  completed  1  year’s  service  the  Armed 
Forces  may  select  candidates  to  pursue  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps  courses, 
on  condition  that  they  be  obligated  to  serve  an  additional  2  years  upon  comple¬ 
tion  or  termination  of  such  courses. 

(б)  .  .  .  An  appropriate  percentage  of  inductees  shall  be  designated  as  eligible 
to  suspend  their  military  service  to  take  specialized  training  for  professions  and 
trades  essential  to  the  military  needs  of  the  Nation. 

27.  Association  of  American  Colleges 

.  .  .  We  recommend  that  after  basic  training  a  substantial  number  of  properly 
qualified  young  men  be  furloughed  to  colleges  of  their  choice  for  further  educa¬ 
tion  in  all  areas  of  learning  before  completing  their  required  military  service.  .  .  . 
Special  consideration  should  be  given  to  a  Federal  scholarship  or  loan  program. 

28.  Raymond  F.  McClain,  -president,  Transylvania  College 
Transylvania  College  supports  resolution  of  the  Association  of  American 

,  Colleges  bearing  on  manpower  situation. 

29.  Association  of  Colleges  and  Universities  of  the  State  of  New  York 

.  .  .  Applicants  for  post  high  school  training  and  education  might  well  be 
required  to  meet  certain  standards  imposed  by  a  national  test,  as  well  as  the 
admission  requirements  of  accredited  institutions. 

D.  VETERANS  ORGANIZATIONS 

80.  Col.  Edwin  S.  Bettelheim,  Military  Order  of  World  liars 
...  We  are  in  favor  unanimously  of  this  bill. 

81.  Harold  Russell,  National  Commander,  AMVETS 

.  .  .  There  is  a  basic  need  for  the  4  months  training,  and  .  .  .  afterward  the 
men  should  be  submitted  foT  training  in  the  arts  and  sciences. 

82.  Bernard  Weitzer,  national  legislative  director,  Jewish  War  Veterans  of  the 

)  United  States  of  America 

We  strongly  support  the  provision  for  deferment  of  75,000  persons  annually  to 
engage  in  study  or  research. 

38.  Omar  B.  Ketchum,  legislative  director,  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 

...  A  reasonable  number  of  carefully  selected  students  in  medicine  and  the 
sciences  should  be  given  deferments.  ...  It  is  not  anticipated  that  more  than 
75,000  to  80,000  young  men  would  be  deferred  yearly  on  those  grounds.  .  .  . 

E.  OTHER  GROUPS 

84-  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush,  Committee  on  the  Present  Danger 

(а)  In  the  transition  period,  in  order  to  keep  a  proper  flow  of  scientific  and 
technical  men,  I  feel  we  have  to  compromise  and  send  some  men  directly  without 
camp  training  for  that  purpose.  ...  I  feel  sure — I  think  75,000  .  .  .  covers  it. 
I  hope  .  .  .  it  is  less.  .  .  . 

(б)  My  personal  opinion  is  we  should  not  attempt  to  put  these  fellows  in  uniform 
or  that  we  should  give  any  Federal  subsidy  for  their  education. 

85.  Dunlap  C.  Clark ,  United  States  Chamber  of  Commerce 

The  President  should  be  authorized  to  release  from  active  service,  after  basic 
training,  75,000  inductees  per  year  to  permit  them  to  study  or  conduct  research 
in  medicine,  science,  engineering,  and  allied  fields,  subject  to  later  military 
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service.  .  .  .  College  students  in  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps  and  similar 
units  shouid  be  deferred  if  they  agree  to  accept  a  commission  upon  completion  of 
the  course.  .  .  . 

36.  Gilbert  F.  White,  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

Congress  must  specifically  direct  that  institutions  receiving  such  students  be 
completely  free  of  direct  or  indirect  supervision  by  military  authorities. 

37.  Arthur  L.  Williston,  Citizens  Committee  for  Universal  Military  Training 

I  am  very  definitely  and  unqualifiedly  in  favor  of  every  feature  of  this  bill. 

I  think  it  is  the  most  intelligent,  comprehensive  and  valuable  contribution  that 
has  been  made  to  the  people  by  Congress  at  any  time.  ...  No  school  or  college 
that  I  know  of  claims  to,  even  in  two  of  its  first  years,  offer  training  equal  or 
comparable  to  the  scientific  foundation  and  training  that  the  Army  can  furnish 
youth  of  special  talent  in  1  year,  for  example,  in  radar,  aeronautics,  ...  or  a 
score  of  other  branches. 

Testimony  Opposing  Proposals 

Actually  none  of  the  witnesses  were  opposed  to  the  basic  idea  of  assuring  a 
flow  of  students  into  educational  institutions  in  the  fields  of  science,  engineering, 
medicine,  and  allied  fields.  The  only  differences  being  as  to  numbers  and  methods 
of  accomplishing  this. 

A.  PROFESSIONAL,  LABOR,  AND  FARM  GROUPS 

1.  Clarence  E.  Davies,  secretary,  the  American  Society  of  Mechanical  Engineers, 

director  of  program  of  the  Engineering  Manpower  Commission  of\the  Engi¬ 
neers  Joint  Council 

There  is  a  present  annual  need  of  a  minimum  of  50,000  freshmen  engineering 
students.  .  .  .  the  provision  in  the  bill  by  which  a  maximum  of  75,000  persons 
to  be  selected  annually  for  study  or  research  in  medicine,  the  sciences,  engineer¬ 
ing,  the  humanities,  and  other  fields  would  appear  to  be  inadequate. 

2.  Paul  H.  Robbins,  executive  director,  National  Society  of  Professional  Engineers 

(a)  A  proposal  to  restrict  by  law  over  a  3-year  period  the  number  of  persons 
who  can  be  released  for  study  to  75,000  or  for  that  matter,  to  any  specific  figure 
is  of  dubious  wisdom. 

( b )  Fifty  thousand  of  this  year’s  engineering  graduates  have  been  absorbed  into 
either  Government  or  private  employment  .  .  .  this  number  of  graduates  has 
proved  far  from  sufficient  for  the  country’s  needs. 

(c)  .  .  .  the  number  of  engineers  needed  in  the  next  several  years  has  been 
conservatively  placed  at  a  minimum  of  30,000  graduates  per  year  .  .  .  nearly 
double  this  number  will  have  to  enter  the  freshman  engineering  classes  to  pro¬ 
duce  such  a  figure  .  .  .  nearly  all  the  75,000  students  temporarily  exempted 
under  this  bill  would  have  to  turn  to  engineering  rather  than  to  any  other  equally 
vital  profession  for  the  graduating  classes  4  years  hence  to  meet  the  conservatively 
estimated  requirement  of  30,000  engineers. 

3.  Dr.  M.  R.  Trytten,  director,  Office  of  Scientific  Personnel  of  the  National  Academy 

of  Sciences,  National  Research  Council 

I  am  uneasy  about  the  upper  limit  of  75,000.  It  must  be  recognized  that  this 
number  will  not  yield  a  graduating  class  4  years  later  of  75,000,  but  a  number 
somewhat  smaller  than  this  due  to  attrition  of  one  kind  or  another.  The  even¬ 
tual  number  of  graduates  may  be  as  low  as  50,000  .  .  .  75,000  must  serve  all 
needs,  including  the  health  fields,  the  healing  arts,  the  sciences,  and  all  other 
fields  of  training. 

4 ■  Stockton  Kimball,  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Medical  Education  in 
Time  of  National  Emergency 

To  supply  the  students  needed  by  the  medical  schools  alone  will  require  that 
at  least  10,000  to  12,000  men  enter  college  each  year.  .  .  .  We  understand 
that  last  year  50,000  engineers  were  graduated  and  were  immediately  employed. 
Thus  the  75,000  would  barely  take  care  of  the  Nation’s  needs  in  just,  these  two 
areas. 

5.  Dr.  Harvey  Stone,  Johns  Hopkins,  member  of  the  Council  on  Medical  Education 
(a)  ..  .  the  provision  of  this  obligatory  4-month  period  of  basic  training  seems 
to  me  to  have  a  good  many  objections  to  it.  In  the  first  place,  how  valuable  is . 
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that  training  going  to  be  when  the  man  becomes  a  commissioned  officer  5  or  6 
years  later.  Certainly  any  immediate  benefit  in  the  way  of  physical  hardening  is 
gone.  ...  It  is  an  expensive  provision.  ...  It  costs  about  $120  to  just  outfit 
and  equip  a  man  with  his  uniform,  etc.  .  .  .  You  keep  him  for  4  months  in  this 
highly  questionable  training  and  you  keep  75,000  of  them,  according  to  this  bill, 
in  that  program — -you  are  just  wasting  several  million  dollars  quite  unnecessarily. 

(b)  I  think  (that  75,000)  is  quite  inadequate  from  all  I  can  understand  about  it, 
and  I  believe  that  any  specific  number  written  in  would  be  a  mistake. 

6.  Dr.  Rudolph  H.  Friedrich,  American  Dental  Association 

The  Council  on  Dental  Education  of  the  Association  estimates  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  an  annual  reservoir  of  about  5,000  students  from  which  to  select  the  enter¬ 
ing  dental  class.  .  .  .  All  of  the  dental  schools  in  the  country  can  admit  a  fresh¬ 
man  class  of  3,200.  From  this  number  about  2,800  will  be  graduated.  ...  If 
5,000  or  6%  percent  of  the  75,000  proposed  withdrawals  will  be  required  to  fill  the 
dental  schools  alone,  considering  the  needs  of  all  the  other  educational  groups  also, 
this  number  should  be  expanded  or  a  more  definite  policy  of  deferment  should  be 
followed. 

B.  EDUCATIONAL  GROUPS 

7.  John  Scott  Everton,  president,  Kalamazoo  College' 

(a)  I  question  seriously  whether  the  allocation  of  such  a  meager  number  annually 
will  adequately  provide  the  trained  manpower  to  meet  the  critical  needs  of  this 
Nation  including  its  international  commitments  in  the  years  ahead  ...  no 
Nation  will  remain  strong  that  does  not  make  adequate  provision  for  leadership 
of  all  types — political,  economic,  religious,  scientific,  and  in  other  fields  of  endeavor. 

( b )  Seventy-five  thousand  men  is  completely  unrealistic  and  inadequate.  .  .  . 
Distributed  among  the  universities  and  colleges  of  the  country,  it  would  average 
out  to  less  than  100  men  in  each  of  our  institutions. 

(c)  Senator  Saltonstall.  In  other  words,  you  think  75,000  ought  to  be  a 
minimum  and  the  more  realistic  figure  would  be  150,000? 

Mr.  Everton.  That  is  correct. 

( d )  Is  there  much  to  be  gained  on  insisting  on  a  period  of  basic  training  before 
releasing  them  for  their  period  of  study  in  the  colleges  and  universities? 

8.  E.  H.  Hopkins,  Vice  President,  Washington  State  College 

(a)  .  .  .  The  deferment  of  60,000  to  80,000  college  students  from  military  train¬ 
ing  and  immediate  duty  would  be  seriously  insufficient  to  meet  present  and  future 
needs  for  trained  specialists  and  leaders  of  whom  there  is  a  genuine  shortage  even 
at  the  present  time.  .  .  . 

(b)  .  .  .  If  the  number  of  male  college  students  were  reduced  to  that  number, 
the  plan  would,  over  the  next  few  years,  break  the  backs  of  a  tremendously  large 
number  of  our  well-established  and  reputable  colleges  and  universities.  .  .  . 

9.  Ralph  W.  McDonald,  National  Educational  Association 

(a)  ...  A  4-month  period  of  basic  training  would  be  largely  wasted  upon  a 
young  man  who  would  not  enter  into  active  military  service  until  years  afterward. 

( b )  Senator  Morse.  Do  you  think  I  would  be  wrong,  Mr.  McDonald,  if  I  said 
we  could  take  judicial  notice  of  the  fact  that  a  proposed  75,000  group  would  not 
begin  to  suffice  in  meeting  those  needs? 

Mr.  McDonald.  Yes.  Perfectly  obvious. 

10.  W.  R.  White,  President,  Baylor  University 

(а)  ...  a  plan  which  will  coordinate  the  resources  of  our  colleges  and  univer¬ 
sities  and  the  needs  of  our  military  services  with  the  least  possible  injury  to  our 
youth,  educational  institutions,  and  social  order  would  be  most  desirable. 

(б)  As  far  as  the  75,000,  I  would  increase  it  ...  I  think  the  figure  you  used 
a  moment  ago.  Make  that  as  a  minimum  and  then  set  your  maximum  higher, 
one  hundred  twenty-five  or  one  hundred  fifty  thousand. 

11.  J.  S.  Nicholas,  Director,  Osborn  Zoological  Laboratory,  Yale  University 

(а)  ..  .  Up  to  75,000  students  now  in  college  may  have  service  postponed  to 
varying  degrees  but  entirely  at  the  discretion  of  the  President.  To  take  care 
of  minimum  military  needs  this  is  totally  inadequate. 

(б)  .  .  .;  the  enrollment  in  engineering  alone  should  be  in  the  range  of  one 
hundred  fifty  to  two  hundred  thousand  men  allowing  only  20  percent  increase  for 
military  needs.  .  .  . 

In  addition  to  this,  there  must  be  provided  manpower  for  the  supply  of  chemists, 
physicists,  mathematicians,  geologists,  biologists,  and  other  specialists. 
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(c)  The  dangerous  minimum  of  320,000  is  needed  for  technical  and  specialized 
training  alone. 

12.  Charles  E.  Odegaard,  Executive  Director,  American  Council  of  Learned  Societies 

I  question  only  the  wisdom  of  establishing  by  law  a  fixed  ceiling  of  75,000 
men  annually.  ...  It  would  seem  wiser  to  remove  the  ceiling,  leaving  the  exact 
figure  entirely  to  administrative  determination,  or  providing  if  anything  a  mini¬ 
mum  rather  than  a  maximum. 

Summary  of  Arguments  on  Educational  Deferments 

FAVORING  DEFARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  PROPOSALS 

1.  In  view  of  our  military  needs,  we  cannot  afford  to  defer  more  than  75,000 
students  each  year. 

2.  In  addition  to  the  deferment  of  75,000  freshmen  each  year,  the  ROTC 
programs  will  be  accelerated  so  that  as  many  as  90,000  each  year  will  attend 
school  under  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  ROTC  programs.  Also,  as  many  as 
50,000  men  from  the  Armed  Forces  may  be  sent  to  school  each  year. 

3.  Students  in  high  school  and  college  will  be  permitted  to  finish  their  school 
year  before  they  are  inducted. 

4.  The  total  number  of  graduates  from  colleges  and  universities  will  not  be 
drastically  cut  due  to  the  fact  that  the  75,000  students  will  be  selected  by  a 
highly  selective  test  which  will  result  in  a  much  smaller  proportion  of  young  men 
being  dismissed  from  college  for  scholastic  reasons. 

5.  Men  cannot  be  adequately  trained  at  colleges  since  the  necessary  military 
facilities  and  supervision  will  be  absent. 

6.  The  3-year  limit  on  the  program  of  deferment  is  justified  by  the  fact  that 
after  3  years  the  first  group  inducted  will  be  returning  to  school. 

OPPOSED  TO  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  PROPOSALS 

1.  There  is  a  need  to  defer  far  more  than  75,000  men  per  year. 

(а)  Far  more  than  75,000  must  enter  as  freshmen  each  year  in  order  to  secure 
75,000  graduates  4  years  later. 

(б)  5,000  predental  students,  4,000  pharmacy  students,  10,000  premedical  stu¬ 
dents,  and  100,000  engineering  students  must  enter  college  each  year  to  secure 
the  necessary  graduating  class  to  meet  our  national  needs.  This  totals  119,000 
entering  students  per  year  without  taking  into  account  the  other  necessary  groups. 

2.  The  proposed  student  deferment  should  be  made  permanent  rather  than 
for  only  3  years. 

3.  The  4-month  period  of  training  to  be  given  prior  to  education  is  wasteful  in 
time  and  money  since  the  training  can  be  of  little  value  to  men  who  would  not 
use  such  training  for  3  or  4  years. 

4.  If  no  more  than  75,000  are  deferred  yearly,  a  large  number  of  our  well- 
established  and  reputable  colleges  and  universities  will  be  broken. 

College  Enrollments 

Table  I  shows  the  estimated  number  of  students  that  would  be  enrolled  in  each 
class  in  college  in  the  years  1951  to  1954,  inclusive,  on  the  basis  of  no  blanket 
deferments  for  any  class  and  the  inclusion  of  75,000  trainees  per  year.  For  pur¬ 
poses  of  comparison,  table  II  is  enclosed.  The  second  table  is  identical  with  table 
I,  except  that  it  adds  estimates  of  the  number  of  students  that  would  be  enrolled 
if  all  persons  presently  eligible  to  be  drafted  from  this  year’s  junior  ana  sophomore 
classes  were  deferred,  and  one-half  of  those  eligible  for  induction  from  this  year’s 
freshman  class  were  to  be  deferred. 
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Table  I. —  Tentative  projection  of  number  of  full-time  male  undergraduates  in  each 
college  class  (freshman-senior) ,  on  the  basis  of  no  blanket  deferments,  1951-54  1 

[Federal  Security  Agency,  Office  of  Education,  Research  and  Statistical  Service,  Feb.  7, 1951] 


Year 


Component 


Fresh¬ 

men 


Sopho¬ 

mores 


Juniors 


Seniors 


Total 

full¬ 

time 

male 

under¬ 

grad¬ 

uates 


4-year 

male 

college 

grad¬ 

uates 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(S) 


(6) 


(7) 


(8) 


1950^51 


Veterans  of  World  War  II 

IV-F’s _ _ 

ROTC _ _ _ _ 


58, 000 
25, 000 
65, 000 


100, 000 
15, 000 
52, 000 


125, 000 
10, 000 
44, 000 


140,  OiOO 
15, 000 
40, 000 


Total 


148, 000 


167, 000 


179, 000 


195, 000 


689, 000 


187, 400 


1951-52 


Veterans  of  World  War  II. 

IV-F’s _ _ _ 

75,000  selected _ 

ROTC _ 


25, 000 
26, 000 
75,000 
90,  000 


46, 400 
17,  500 


58,500 


88, 000 
12, 000 


50,  700 


119,000 

9,300 


42, 900 


1952-53 


1953-54 


Total...; _ 

Veterans  of  World  War  II. 

IV-F’s _ _ 

75,000  selected _ _ _ 

ROTC _ _ 

Total . 

Veterans  of  World  War  II 

IV-F’s . . . 

75,000  selected _ 

ROTC _ _ 

Total . . 


216, 000 


122, 400 


150,  700 


171,200 


660, 300 


166, 100 


26. 000 
75,000 
90,000 


20, 000 
18,  200 
67,  500 
81, 000 


40, 800 
14, 000 


57, 000 


83,  600 

11,  200 


49,  400 


191, 000 


186,  700 


111,800 


144,  200 


633,  700 


140, 100 


27, 000 
75,  000 
90, 000 


18,  200 
67,500 
81, 000 


17,600 
14,  600 
65,  800 
79, 000 


38,  800 
13,  000 


77, 000 


192, 000 


166, 700 


177, 000 


128,  800 


664,500 


125,  200 


i  The  figures  above  do  not  include  any  estimate  of  the  number  of  returning  servicemen  who  may  go  to 
college  after  completion  of  their  term  of  duty.  Estimates  for  this  group  are  very  difficult  to  make;  but  it  is 
not  anticipated  that  this  group  will  be  of  much  numerical  importance  until  the  academic  year  1954-55. 
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Table  II. — Tentative  projection  of  number  of  full-time  male  undergraduates  in  each 
college  class  (freshman-senior),  classified  according  to  draft  status,  1951-54  1 

[Federal  Security  Agency,  Office  of  Education,  Research  and  Statistical  Service,  Feb.  7,  1951] 


Year 


(1) 


Component 


(2) 


Fresh¬ 

men 


(3) 


Sopho¬ 

mores 


(4) 


Juniors 


(5) 


Seniors 


(6) 


Total 

full¬ 

time 

male 

under¬ 

grad¬ 

uates 

(7) 


4-year 

male 

college 

grad¬ 

uates 


(8) 


1950-51 


1951-52 


1952-53 


1953-54 


Veterans  of  World  War  II. 

IV-F’s _ _ . 

ROTC . . 

Draft-eligible _ 


Total- 


Veterans  of  World  War  II. 

IV-F’s _ _ — . 

75,000  selected _ _ _ 

ROTC _ 

Draft-eligible _ _ 


Total. 


Veterans  of  World  War  II. 

IV-F’s . . 

75,000  selected _ 

ROTC . . 

Draft-eligible _ 


Total. 


Veterans  of  World  War  II. 

IV-F’s _ _ _ 

75,000  selected _ _ 

ROTC _ _ _ 

Draft-eligible _ 


Total. 


58, 000 
25, 000 
65, 000 
148, 000 


100, 000 
15, 000 
52, 000 
87, 000 


125,000 
10, 000 
44, 000 
44, 000 


140, 

15, 

40, 

91, 


000 

000 

000 

000 


689, 000 
370, 000 


296, 000 


254, 000 


223, 000 


286, 000 


1, 059, 000 


25, 000 
26, 000 
75, 000 
90,000 


46, 400 
17,  500 


88, 000 
12, 000 


119, 

9, 


000 

300 


58,  500 
74, 000 


50,  700 
69,  600 


42, 

4o; 


900 

900 


660, 300 
184,  500 


216, 000 


196, 400 


220, 300 


212, 100 


844, 800 


26, 000 
75, 000 
90,  000 


20, 000 
18,  200 
67,500 
81, 000 


40, 800 
14, 000 


83, 

11, 


600 

200 


57,  000 
59,  200 


400 

700 


633,  700 
123, 900 


191, 000 


186,  700 


171,000 


208, 900 


757, 600 


27, 000 
75, 000 
90,  000 


18, 200 
67,  500 
81, 000 


17,  600 
14, 600 
65,  800 
79, 000 


38, 

13, 


800 

000 


000 

000 


664,  500 
55, 000 


192, 000 


166,  700 


177, 000 


183, 800 


719, 500 


274,  700 


205, 300 


202, 200 


178, 000 


1  The  figures  above  do  not  include  any  estimate  of  the  number  of  returning  srevicemen  who  may  go  to  col¬ 
lege  after  completion  of  their  term  of  duty.  Estimates  for  this  group  are  very  difficult  to  make;  but  it  is  not 
anticipated  that  this  group  will  be  of  much  numerical  importance  until  the  academic  year  1954-55. 


EFFECT  ON  ROTC  PROGRAMS 

Under  this  bill,  a  person  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in 
a  college  ROTC  or  similar  program,  and  who  agrees  in  writing  to 
accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  to  serve  not  less  than  2  years  on 
active  duty,  and  to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  compo¬ 
nent  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  receipt  of  a  commission  (less 
period  of  active  service),  may  be  deferred  from  induction  for  training 
and  service  until  after  completion  of  the  course  of  instruction,  pro¬ 
viding  that  he  has  completed  a  period  of  training  equivalent  to  that 
given  in  basic  training,  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  Regular  or 
Reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned.  In  addition,  the  bill 
would  affirmatively  authorize  establishment  of  officer  candidate  train¬ 
ing  programs  so  as  to  afford  personnel  who  are  not  selected  for  one 
of  the  other  available  programs  an  opportunity  for  attaining  com¬ 
missioned  status  while  on  active  duty. 

The  proposed  bill  would  enlarge  the  present  ROTC  exemption  to 
include  Midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Reserve,  United  States  Naval 
Reserve,  and  Cadets,  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy,  as  well  as 
students  enrolled  in  an  officer  procurement  program  at  military 
colleges,  the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 
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This  bill  does  not  in  any  way  curtail  or  restrict  the  present  ROTC 
programs.  In  fact,  the  Department  of  Defense  anticipates  that  the 
annual  entering  class  of  ROTC  students  will  be  increased  from  the 
present  total  of  about  70,000  to  90,000  by  the  school  year  1951-52. 

INTEGRATION  OF  MILITARY  TRAINING  WITH  THE  NATION’S  EDUCA¬ 
TIONAL  SYSTEM 

It  is  the  belief  of  the  committee  that  the  program,  as  outlined, 
represents  the  maximum  proper  integration  of  military  training  with 
the  Nation’s  educational  system.  The  committee  does  not  feel  that 
the  Nation’s  institutions  of  higher  learning  should  be  transformed  into 
military  training  camps.  In  an  enforced  marriage  of  military  disci¬ 
pline  and  academic  freedom,  it  is  unlikely  that  the  freedom  of  the 
classroom  would  long  survive.  Relying  upon  our  colleges  and  uni¬ 
versities  to  train  the  men  now  needed  for  our  Nation’s  defense  would 
be  uneconomical,  inefficient,  and  ultimately  costly  to  the  Nation’s 
intellectual  progress. 

THE  NECESSITY  FOR  UNIVERSAL  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE 

The  committee  believes  there  is  a  clear  necessity  for  a  program  of 
universal  military  training  and  service. 

It  is  the  committee’s  particular  belief  that  the  necessity  for  defend¬ 
ing  this  Nation  is  not  an  obligation  to  be  fulfilled  by  only  a  select  few 
of  the  Nation’s  young  men.  The  duty  of  bearing  arms  in  defense  of 
the  Nation  is  a  universal  duty.  Therefore,  we  believe  that  universality, 
not  selectivity,  should  be  the  basis  of  the  assignment  for  military  duty. 

The  urgencies  of  the  present  moment  are  such  that  it  is  not  feasible 
totally  to  adopt  the  principle  of  universality.  Because  we  have  not 
had  a  reservoir  of  men  trained  either  for  military  duty  or  duty  in 
civilian  occupations  which  was  considered  adequate  for  maintaining 
our  all-important  productive  superiority,  a  certain  degree  of  selec¬ 
tivity  has  been  necessary.  For  example,  to  safeguard  the.  Nation 
against  exhaustion  of  the  supply  of  doctors,  it  has  been  necessary  to 
provide  broad  authority  for  local  boards  to  defer  men  now  training 
to  be  doctors,  so  that  they  may  complete  their  medical  training. 

In  no  instance,  however,  does  the  bill  permit  individuals  or  groups 
totally  to  escape  the  obligation  for  military  service.  Those  men  who 
enter  the  college  training  program,  for  example,  must  complete  basic 
training  before  or  during  their  college  training.  Upon  completion  of 
their  college  training,  these  men  are  still  obligated  to  complete  the  full 
term  of  military  service  required  of  all  young  men  inducted. 

There  is  no  sanction  or  opportunity  for  “draft  dodging”  in  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  bill. 

Eventually,  as  the  needs  of  the  moment  are  met,  the  committee 
feels  that  it  should  be  the  policy  of  the  Nation  to  apply  the  require¬ 
ment  for  military  training  service  on  a  strictly  universal,  impartial 
basis  of  age.  For  this  purpose,  the  bill  provides  that  when  the  inter¬ 
est  of  national  security  permits,  a  program  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service  should  be  instituted.  This  will  assure  us  of  a  constant 
reservoir  of  trained  men  for  our  Reserve  forces. 

The  penalty  and  jeopardy  of  peace-loving  nations  is  that  the  poten¬ 
tial  aggressor  always  holds  the  advantage  of  the  initiative.  Thus, 
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the  United  States  must  mount  its  defenses  on  a  basis  that  will  find  us 
equally  strong  whether  the  show-down  comes  this  year  or  20  years  from 
now.  The  only  way  we  can  maintain  a  military  posture  of  the  kind 
that  is  required  without  a  huge  standing  army  and  a  ruinous  drain 
on  our  economy  is  by  revitalizing  our  National  Guard  and  the  Reserve 
components.  Universal  military  training  and  service  will  assure  a 
steady  flow  of  trained  young  men  into  the  National  Guard  and 
Reserve  components  and  thus  make  possible  the  enduring  strength 
we  need,  with  minimum  dissipation  of  our  productive  energies. 

This  will  have  the  effect  of  preserving  our  civilian  institutions  by 
keeping  our  economy  healthy,  allowing  greater  orderliness  in  our 
planning  of  education,  science,  industry,  and  agriculture,  while 
holding  our  professional  Military  Establishment  to  the  smallest 
number  consistent  with  our  national  security  needs.  It  will  have  the 
further  effect  of  permitting  a  rapid  expansion  of  our  active  strength 
in  a  sudden  emergency  through  the  recall  of  trained  reservists  to 
military  duty,  rather  than  relying  on  inductions  of  large  numbers  of 
completely  untrained  men. 

The  knowledge  that  our  defenses  would  be  in  a  state  of  constant 
alert,  and  that  the  cost  of  the  total  program  would  be  within  our 
capacity  to  support,  would  be  a  major  deterrent  to  further  aggression 
on  the  part  of  our  potential  and  present  enemies.  The  removal  of 
any  basis  for  doubt  of  our  intention  to  remain  strong  would  be  a 
potent  spur  toward  peace  in  the  world. 

Because  universal  military  training  and  service  is  democratic  in 
concept  and  democratic  in  application,  it  is  necessary  that  the  fullest 
practicable  measure  of  civilian  interest  and  guidance  be  provided  in 
the  administration  of  the  program.  To  this  end,  the  bill  provides, 
effective  at  such  time  as  the  President,  upon  recommendation  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  finds  that  such  order  is  justified  by  the  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international  conditions,  that  the 
President  may  issue  an  Executive  order  which  will  eliminate  all  periods 
of  active  service  but  will  retain  the  requirement  for  initial  basic  mili¬ 
tary  training.  At,  or  somewhat  prior  to,  that  time,  the  President  is 
authorized  to  establish  a  National  Security  Training  Commission. 
The  manner  in  which  the  Congress  retains  its  control  over  the  adjust¬ 
ment  or  shortening  of  the  periods  of  training  or  service  is  discussed  in 
section  (m)  of  the  section-by-section  analysis. 

This  Commission,  which  will  be  composed  of  five  persons  to  be 
appoiuted  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
the  Senate,  will  consist  of  three  civilians  and  two  active  or  retired 
members  of  the  Regular  components  of  the  Armed  Forces.  This  will 
assure  that  the  universal  training  program  will  be  under  predominantly 
civilian  control  and  supervision. 

The  National  Security  Training  Commission  will,  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  President,  establish  policies  and  standards  with  respect 
to  the  conduct  of  initial  basic  military  training  (including  the  moral, 
religious,  recreational,  informational,  and  educational  phase  of  such 
training).  It  will  also,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President, 
designate  the  Federal  departments  and  agencies  which  will  carry  out 
such  training,  and  all  departments  and  agencies  so  designated  are 
required  to  carry  out  such  training  in  accordance  with  the  policies 
and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Commission.  Men  who,  at  the  time 
the  universal  training  program  goes  into  effect,  have  not  attained 
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their  nineteenth  birthday,  and  are  not  members  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
shall  be  liable  for  basic  military  training  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
4  months  and  not  more  than  6  months.  The  committee  considered 
including  details  as  to  the  term  of  service,  salary,  and  other  refine¬ 
ments  relating  to  the  Commissioners.  However,  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  Commission  probably  will  not  be  appointed  for  a  number  of 
years,  due  to  the  further  fact  that  some  of  the  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  be  retired  military  personnel  subject  to  the  dual  com¬ 
pensation  status,  and  due  also  to  the  fact  that  future  salary  scales 
are  difficult  to  predict,  the  committee  felt  that  these  problems  should 
be  solved  administratively,  or  by  supplementary  legislation. 

The  bill  also  provides  for  the  establishment  of  different  pay  schedules 
for  men  inducted  under  the  military-training  program  in  the  post¬ 
emergency  period,  as  against  those  that  would  prevail  now.  Because 
all  enlistees  and  all  inductees  are  at  the  present  time  and  will  in  the 
immediate  future  be  sharing  the  same  barracks,  training  assignments, 
and  doing  the  same  service,  they  should  receive  the  same  pay.  Any 
•discrimination  in  compensation  would  be  impossible  to  justify  under 
these  circumstances. 

However,  when  the  program  becomes  purely  one  of  training,  with 
no  obligation  for  active  service,  after  the  training,  the  bill  provides 
that  the  monthly  rate  of  pay  for  trainees  may  be  cut  to  $30.  This 
would  mean  substantial  economies  in  the  operating  cost  of  the  program 
for  a  nonemergency  period.  The  dependents  of  trainees  will  receive 
the  same  benefits  as  the  dependents  of  persons  in  the  lowest  enlisted 
pay  grade. 

The  committee  believes  it  is  pertinent  to  observe  that  a  planned, 
organized,  orderly  universal  training  and  service  program  can  provide 
infinitely  superior  protection  for  the  character  and  welfare  of  our  young 
men  than  conditions  prevailing  in  periods  of  hurried  mobilization.  It 
is  better  to  have  our  young  men  trained  under  a  program  dedicated  and 
■organized  to  the  express  purpose  of  considering  their  youth  and  welfare, 
than  to  throw  them  into  the  military  service  during  periods  of  emer¬ 
gency  when  no  well-planned  consideration  can  properly  be  given  to 
any  demand  other  than  that  of  transforming  the  men  rapidly  into 
qualified  soldiers  as  rapidly  as  possible. 

THE  NECESSITY  FOR  OBLIGATORY  RESERVE  SERVICE 

The  committee  believes  that  it  is  necessary  to  require  that  service 
in  the  Reserves  be  obligatory  for  men  who  have  completed  their  reg¬ 
ular  training  and  service. 

To  realize  fully  the  benefits  of  universal  military  training  and 
service,  it  is  necessary  to  retain  a  commitment  on  the  services  of 
the  young  men  who  receive  that  training.  Furthermore,  it  is  wasteful 
to  the  national  strength  to  maintain  a  Reserve  force  only  at  the  whim 
and  preference  of  individuals. 

Essentially,  the  requirements  of  national  strength  are  twofold: 
(1)  A  minimum  armed  force  in  being,  and  (2)  a  maximum  Reserve 
force  in  a  state  of  readiness.  The  larger  and  more  effective  our 
Reserve  force,  the  smaller  we  can  permit  our  standing  force  to  become. 
It  is  in  the  interest  of  our  national  economy  to  assure  a  large  and 
effective  Reserve  at  all  times. 

Under  this  bill,  persons  inducted  into  the  armed  force  for  26  months 
would  be  required  to  serve  in  the  Reserve  for  a  period  of  approximately 
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6  years  after  completion  of  their  tour  of  active  duty.  This  time  require- 
ment  could  be  reduced  by  service  in  the  National  Guard  or  in  other 
organized  units  of  the  Reserve  components. 

It  will  be  noted  that  under  the  1948  act  if  a  member  of  the  Reserve 
serves  in  an  organized  unit,  he  can  reduce  his  Reserve  service  to  3 
years.  In  the  unorganized  Reserve,  he  is  obliged  to  serve  5  years. 
The  present  bill  is  so  written  as  to  permit  the  President  to  reduce  the 
period  of  Reserve  service  based  upon  the  degree  of  participation  in  the 
Reserve  activities,  thus  accomplishing  the  objectives  of  the  1948  act, 
but  allowing  a  much  greater  degree  of  flexibility  in  meeting  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  special  programs. 

The  committee  recognizes  that  our  Reserve  program  since  World 
War  II  has  not  been  adequate  or  realistic.  We  have  requested  that 
the  necessary  corrective  action  be  taken  and  have  received  assurances 
that  a  new  program  is  being  prepared  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  will  be  submitted  in  the  near  future. 

THE  NECESSITY  FOR  MAINTAINING  NATIONAL  GUARD  STRENGTH 

The  committee  believes  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  national  security 
to  maintain  an  adequate  strength  for  the  National  Guard. 

Section  1  (d)  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  contained  a  con¬ 
gressional  declaration  to  the  effect  that  it  is  essential  that  the  strength 
and  organization  of  the  National  Guard,  both  ground  and  air,  as 
an  integral  part  of  the  first  line  of  defenses  of  this  Nation  be  at  all 
times  maintained  and  assured.  The  Department  of  Defense  favors 
retention  of  this  declaration  in  the  present  law.  The  committee 
agrees  that  this  national  policy  should  be  continued. 

The  act  of  1948  contained  two  provisions  which,  in  effect,  permitted 
special  deferments  for  National  Guard  groups.  The  first  was  a 
provision  which  exempted  from  training  and  service  under  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  persons  who  on  June  24,  1948,  were  members  of 
organized  units  of  the  Reserve  components,  including  the  National 
Guard  and  the  Air  National  Guard.  No  change  is  made  in  this  pro¬ 
vision,  except  to  change  the  date  to  February  1,  1951. 

An  additional  provision  in  the  1948  act  provided  that  in  those  cases 
in  which  the  governor  of  any  State  determined,  and  issued  a  proclama¬ 
tion  to  such  effect,  that  the  authorized  strength  of  any  organized  unit 
of  the  National  Guard  of  his  State  could  not  be  maintained  by  the 
enlistment  or  appointment  of  persons  not  liable  for  induction  imder 
the  Selective  Service  Act,  individuals  who  had  not  yet  reached  the 
age  of  18  years  and  6  months  could  by  enlisting  or  accepting  appoint¬ 
ments  in  the  organized  units  of  the  National  Guard  or  Air  National 
Guard  of  that  State  be  deferred  from  training  or  service  under  the 
Selective  Service  Act  so  long  as  they  continued  to  serve  satisfactorily 
as  members  of  such  unit.  The  Department  of  Defense  recommended 
this  provision  apply  only  to  those  already  in  the  guard,  and  not  to 
those  under  18}l  who  might  come  in  after  passage  of  the  bill.  The 
National  Guard,  however,  earnestly  urged  that  it  was  essential  to  its 
continued  existence  that  it  be  permitted  to  accept  men  under  18% 
years  old  until  such  time  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  found  that  ade¬ 
quate  numbers  of  trained  personnel  were  available  to  enable  the  guard 
to  maintain  its  authorized  strength. 
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The  committee  feels  that  the  best  interests  of  the  country,  and  of 
the  National  Guard  as  well,  will  be  served  by  permitting  the  guard 
to  maintain  its  authorized  appropriated  strength  at  all  times.  Accord¬ 
ingly  this  legislation  allows  the  guard  to  accept  men  under  18}£,  who 
have  not  received  induction  orders,  until  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
makes  the  finding  that  the  guard’s  authorized  appropriated  strength 
can  be  maintained  from  the  pool  of  available  trained  personnel. 

VII.  Discussion  of  Other  Provisions  of  the  Bill 

CALL  OF  RESERVE  AND  RETIRED  PERSONNEL  TO  ACTIVE  DUTY 

The  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  599, 
Eighty-first  Congress,  authorizes  the  President,  until  July  9,  1951,  to 
order,  with  or  without  their  consent,  members  of  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  retired  personnel  of  the  Regular 
Armed  Forces,  into  the  active  military  or  naval  service,  for  periods 
of  not  to  exceed  21  months. 

The  Department  of  Defense  recommended  that  this  authority  be 
extended  to  June  30,  1953,  and  be  amended  to  provide  for  a  longer 
period  of  service  instead  of  the  present  21 -month  period.  In  addition, 
it  was  recommended  by  the  Department  of  Defense  that  the  present 
authority  to  induct  physicians,  dentists,  and  allied  specialists,  which 
authority  expires  July  9,  1951,  be  extended  to  June  30,  1953.  The 
committee  approves  these  proposals  as  incorporated  in  the  bill. 

Military  representatives  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine 
Corps  unanimously  testified  that  the  21-month  period  is  inadequate 
for  the  needs  of  the  service  under  present-day  conditions.  In  calling 
Reserves  and  retired  personnel  to  active  duty,  the  period  of  service 
must  be  long  enough  to  provide  efficient  use  of  such  personnel.  The 
committee  believes  that  present  exigencies  require  that  this  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Department  should  be  accepted. 

APPORTIONMENT  OF  VARIOUS  PHYSICAL  AND  MENTAL  PROFILES  AMONG 

THE  SERVICES 

I  Under  the  present  law,  the  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized  to 
prescribe  standards  for  determining  physical  and  mental  fitness  of 
persons  inducted.  However,  a  certain  latitude  is  afforded  the  various 
services,  in  that  the  inductee  must,  in  addition,  be  acceptable  to  that 
particular  service.  The  bill  is  so  worded  as  to  place  this  responsibility 
more  clearly  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  In  addition, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  has  assured  the  committee  that  he  intended 
to  impose  a  firm  requirement  that  each  service  receive  a  fair  share  of 
the  various  physical  and  mental  profiles  secured  by  enlistment  as 
well  as  induction.  This  would  insure  a  balanced  distribution  among 
the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  of  men  with  the  qualities  needed  for 
leadership  and  for  maximum  combat  effectiveness.  The  committee 
has,  in  reliance  upon  such  assurance,  not  inserted  such  requirements 
into  the  bill.  We  will,  however,  watch  with  interest  the  development 
and  operation  of  these  proposed  directives. 
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EXTENSION  OF  ENLISTMENTS 

Public  Law  624,  Eighty-first  Congress,  provides  that  until  July  9, 
1951,  the  President  is  authorized  to  extend  all  enlistments  in  any 
component  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps  for  a 
period  not  to  exceed  12  months.  That  law  was  approved  July  27, 
1950,  as  an  emergency  measure  to  prevent  a  reduction  of  our  Armed 
Forces  as  a  result  of  termination  of  enlistments  at  a  time  when  an 
expansion  of  the  Armed  Forces  was  necessary. 

Authority  further  to  extend  enlistments  is  as  urgently  needed  today 
as  it  was  when  Public  Law  624  was  enacted.  It  is  essential  that  the 
Armed  Forces  retain  as  many  of  its  experienced  personnel  as  is 
possible  during  this  current  emergency  period  of  rebuilding  the 
military  forces.  This  action  has  the  effect  of  adding  an  equivalent 
of  84,000  men  to  the  manpower  pool  in  fiscal  1953  and  of  63,000  in 
fiscal  1954. 

The  bill  provides  that  the  authority  of  the  President  to  extend 
enlistments  under  Public  Law  624  be  continued  until  June  30,  1953, 
together  with  the  proviso  that  no  person  shall  have  his  period  of 
enlistment  extended  for  more  than  1  year.  In  the  absence  of  a  further 
deterioration  of  world  conditions,  it  is  considered  fair  and  equitable 
that  the  enlistee  not  be  subject  to  involuntary  extension  of  his  enlist¬ 
ment  for  more  than  1  year. 

ENLISTMENT  OF  ALIENS  IN  THE  REGULAR  ARMY 

The  bill  contains  a  provision  increasing  to  a  maximum  of  25,000 
a  year  for  a  period  of  5  years,  the  number  of  aliens  who  may  be  accepted 
for  5-year  enlistments  or  reenlistments  in  the  Regular  Army.  This  is 
an  amendment  of  Public  Law  597,  Eighty-first  Congress,  which  estab¬ 
lishes  a  ceiling  of  2,500  for  alien  enlistments  or  reenlistments. 

Responsible  congressional,  civilian,  and  military  witnesses  testified 
that  aliens  of  a  type  who  would  be  of  great  value  to  our  services  are 
available,  and  are  anxious  to  enlist.  The  screening  processes  required 
under  the  present  law  are  most  meticulous.  Also,  the  enlistment 
term  is  5  years.  As  a  consequence,  the  committee  agrees  that  every 
advantage  should  be  taken  of  this  pool  of  potential  manpower. 

To  insure  that  this  provision  is  not  regarded  as  a  substitute  for  our 
own  responsibilities  and  efforts,  this  portion  has  been  written  as  a 
separate  title  of  the  bill. 

VIII.  Administration  Recommendations 

The  administration  recommendation  submitted  by  the  Department 
of  Defense  was  revised  by  the  committee  in  several  respects.  The 
most  significant  are  the  following: 

Lower  the  registration  age  from  18  to  17 — not  adopted  by  the 
committee. 

Permit  the  induction  of  18-year-olds  for  service  without  first 
utilizing  the  19-26  pool  available  to  the  local  board  concerned — 
not  adopted  by  the  committee. 

Civilian  control  of  the  military  training  program — changed  by 
the  committee  to  conform  to  the  concept  of  the  Compton  Com¬ 
mission. 
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Selection  of  the  75,000  students  authorized  for  special  study 
and  research — clarified  by  the  committee  by  providing  that  se¬ 
lection  be  made  by  a  commission  appointed  as  prescribed  in  the 
bill,  and  on  a  competitive  basis. 

The  program  for  the  rehabilitation  of  certain  of  those  young 
men  who  are  not  now  physically  qualified  to  enter  the  Armed 
Forces  was  not  adopted  by  the  committee  due  to  the  fact  that 
no  adequate  plan  was  presented  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
or  the  Administration. 

The  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  the  chairman  of  the  Pre¬ 
paredness  Subcommittee,  dated  January  17,  1951,  is  hereby  made  a 
part  of  this  report. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Washington,  January  17,  1951. 

Hon.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

Chairman,  Armed  Services  Preparedness  Subcommittee, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services,  United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  There  is  forwarded  herewith  a  draft  of  legislation  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to  permit 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United  States  by 
authorizing  universal  military  service  and  training,  and  for  other  purposes. 

This  bill  would  establish  a  program  of  universal  military  service  and  training; 
it  would  lower  the  minimum  age  for  induction  into  the  armed  services  from 
19  years  to  18;  it  would  extend  the  period  of  service  for  those  inducted  from  21 
months’ to  27,  and  it  would  add  1  yeai  to  the  enlistment  period  of  all  men  whose 
original  enlistments  were  scheduled  to  expire  during  fiscal  years  1952  or  1953. 

This  is  the  principal  proposal  in  the  Department  of  Defense  legislative  program 
for  1951.  The  principles  embodied  in  this  legislation  have  the  approval  of  the 
President,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the  Director  of  Selective  Service,  and  all 
the  civilian  agencies  concerned  with  manpower  problems.  Its  prompt  enactment 
by  the  Congress  is  urged  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  civilian  and  military 
heads  of  all  the  Armed  Forces. 

Purpose  of  the  legislation: 

In  the  judgment  of  the  Department  of  Defense,  this  bill  represents  the  best 
way  to  meet  our  immediate  need  for  expanded  fighting  forces  and,  at  the  same  time, 
provide  an  enduring  base  for  our  military  strength.  Any  program  that  fails  to 
accomplish  both  these  objectives,  at  a  cost  we  can  support,  will  be  inadequate  to 
guarantee  our  own  security  or  to  contribute  to  the  establishment  of  lasting  peace. 

We  are  confronted  with  a  world  situation  of  such  gravity  and  such  unpredict¬ 
ability  that  we  must  be  prepared  for  effective  action,  whether  the  challenge  comes 
with  the  speed  of  sound  or  is  delayed  for  a  lifetime.  To  continue  to  put  our 
reliance  on  our  forces  in  being  without  making  provision  for  a  dependable  civilian 
Reserve  of  trained  military  manpower  would  put  a  crushing  burden  on  the  pro¬ 
ductive  economy  that  is  the  basis  of  our  national  strength. 

What  we  need,  and  what  this  bill  would  provide,  is  the  assurance  that  we  would 
be  able  to  build  up  our  combat  forces  with  all  possible  speed  and  that  we  would 
be  able  to  maintain  whatever  strength  might  be  needed  for  as  long  as  might  be 
necessary  to  insure  world  peace.  Through  the  authorization  of  a  permanent  sys¬ 
tem  of  universal  military  service  and  training,  we  could  achieve  these  ends  with 
minimum  cost  in  men  and  money  and  with  the  least  necessary  dislocaton  of 
industry,  agriculture,  education,  and  family  life. 

The  bill  would  make  it  the  national  obligation  of  all  physically  fit  young  men 
reaching  the  age  of  18  to  undergo  military  service  and  training  and  to  follow  that 
service  with  a  specified  term  of  duty  in  a  Reserve  component.  The  obligation  to 
serve  would  be  universal,  but  care  would  be  taken  in  the  first  years  of  the  program 
not  to  bring  in  18-year-olds  so  rapidly  that  they  could  not  make  a  useful  contri¬ 
bution  to  our  immediate  military  strength.  As  part  of  this  orderly  introduction 
of  universal  military  service  and  training,  effort  would  be  made  to  confine  initial 
calls  to  those  closest  to  their  nineteenth  birthday.  This  would  insure  the  greatest 
fairness  in  the  way  we  put  the  plan  into  operation. 

Under  the  bill,  moreover,  no  youth  under  the  age  of  19  could  be  sent  overseas 
with  less  than  4  months  of  training.  This  would  virtually  rule  out,  except  in  a 
dire  emergency,  the  probability  that  any  young  man  brought  into  service  in  the 
;  early  years  of  this  program  would  go  into  a  combat  area  before  he  was  19.  How- 
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ever,  it  is  our  strong  fear  that  writing  into  the  law  a  specific  prohibition  against 
sending  men  out  of  the  United  States  before  their  nineteenth  birthday  would 
cripple  the  services  in  meeting  a  sudden,  ruthless,  and  violent  action  by  our 
possible  enemy. 

Experience  in  both  World  Wars  has  shown  that  men  of  18  are  among  our 
bravest  and  best  fighters;  they  have  a  strength  and  spirit  that  is  both  a  support 
and  an  inspiration  to  their  comrades-in-arms.  But  if  they  are  to  make  their 
full  contribution  to  our  defense  efforts,  we  must  make  certain  that  they  receive 
adequate  training  and  that  they  then  be  allowed  to  take  their  rightful  place 
as  a  mainstay  of  our  fighting  forces,  to  the  extent  that  the  national  interest  requires . 

In  the  present  period  of  urgent  need  for  enlarging  our  combat  potential,  those 
who  were  brought  into  the  universal  military  service  and  training  program  would 
serve  for  a  total  period  of  27  months,  of  which  at  least  4  would  be  devoted  to 
training.  As  soon  as  the  need  abated,  the  President  would  have  the  right  to  cut 
down  the  service  requirement  and  eventually  to  eliminate  everything,  except 
training.  There  would  remain  at  all  times  an  obligation  that  these  young  men 
reaching  18  devote  from  4  to  6  months  to  training  so  they  could  be  fitted  into 
Reserve  units  and  thus  give  us  a  durable  layer  of  military  protection  that  would 
survive  the  alternate  moods  of  public  alarm  or  complacency. 

The  suggestion  that  the  term  of  service  and  training  be  longer  than  the  present 
selective-service  period  of  21  months  is  based  on  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps  that  27  months  is  the  shortest  period 
of  service  that,  is  consistent  with  national  security  in  this  period  when  so  much  of 
our  effort  and  our  personnel  must  be  devoted  to  the  training  of  men  entering 
military  duty  for  the  first  time. 

It  takes  so  long  and  requires  such  an  outlay  in  both  funds  and  training  personnel 
to  impart  the  basic  military  skills  required  in  our  highly  mechanized  military 
forces  that  the  release  of  men  in  less  than  27  months  at  this  crucial  stage  of  world 
history  represents  a  major  element  of  military  weakness.  The  proposal  that  the 
total  term  of  service  be  27  months  would  apply  not  only  to  those  coming  in  under 
universal  military  service  and  training,  but  also  to  those  under  selective  service. 
Under  the  present  21-month  term,  men  return  to  civilian  life  just  at  the  point 
when  their  military  usefulness  becomes  greatest.  The  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  General  Bradley,  has  estimated  that  we  would  gain  nearly  50 
percent  in  practical  utility  by  the  extra  6  months  of  service  we  recommend. 

We  recognize  that  6  months  is  a  long  time  in  the  lives  of  our  young  men.  We 
make  this  recommendation  for  longer  service  only  because  we  believe  it  is  impera¬ 
tive  to  the  attainment  of  the  combat  readiness  we  need  in  the  tense  months  and 
years  that  lie  ahead. 

It  is  the  recognition  that  our  plans  must  be  as  dependable  over  the  long  haul  as 
they  are  in  the  next  year  or  two  that  makes  the  Department  of  Defense  so  em¬ 
phatic  in  its  belief  that  universal  military  service  and  training  should  be  enacted 
without  delay.  We  do  not  contend  that  there  is  no  other  way  to  meet  the  imme¬ 
diate  manpower  goals  of  the  armed  services,  but  we  do  insist  that  there  is  no 
other  method  that  answers  our  immediate  and  our  long-term  needs  with  the  same, 
degree  of  certainty,  the  same  economy,  and  the  same  regard  for  the  total  needs( 
of  our  country,  both  civilian  and  military. 

Since  Washington  first  tried  to  win  congressional  approval  for  a  program  of 
universal  training  150  years  ago,  our  military  effectiveness  has  been  hampered 
and  our  survival  as  a  Nation  imperiled  by  the  lack  of  trained  reserves.  Our 
desire  for  peace  has  caused  us  to  throw  aside  our  military  strength  before  peace 
was  secure,  and  the  result  has  been  to  encourage  aggression  and  war  on  the  part 
of  our  potential  enemies. 

Universal  military  service  and  training  represents  the  most  effective,  economi¬ 
cal,  and  democratic  answer  to  this  problem.  It  avoids  the  necessity  for  main¬ 
taining  over  the  years  a  large  standing  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  and  thus 
contributes  not  only  to  a  Military  Establishment  that  is  within  our  capacity  to 
sustain  but  also  keeps  intact  our  American  tradition  of  holding  the  professional 
military  forces  to  the  lowest  level  compatible  with  our  security. 

This  is  the  time  to  give  convincing  proof  both  to  those  who  hate  us  and  those 
who  look  to  us  as  a  citadel  of  liberty  that  we  have  adopted  a  military  posture 
that  we  can  and  will  maintain  for  as  long  as  it  may  be  needed,  on  a  basis  that 
guarantees  equality  of  sacrifice  and  that  will  not  impose  a  ruinous  financial  drain 
on  our  productive  energies. 

We  feel  that  the  year  between  a  young  man’s  eighteenth  and  nineteenth  birth¬ 
days  is  the  proper  year  in  which  to  begin  fulfilling  the  obligation  for  service  this 
bill  would  establish.  This  is  the  age  that  would  entail  the  least  upset  in  the  life 
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of  a  young  man  and  the  smallest  dislocation  of  education,  industry,  and  family 
life. 

At  18  most  young  men  are  finishing  high  school  and  not  yet  embarked  on 
college  or  a  life  work.  Few  have  married,  and  even  fewer  have  children.  They 
are  at  a  transitional  stage  in  their  careers.  We  do  not  minimize  the  hardship  it 
causes  them  or  their  families  to  have  these  young  men  enter  military  service,  but 
this  hardship  is  substantially  less  than  that  involved  in  calling  in  men  after  they 
have  their  roots  more  deeply  fixed  in  jobs,  higher  education,  and  family  or 
community  affairs. 

We  would  be  operating  too  closely  to  the  danger  line  if  we  had  to  satisfy  our 
present  military  manpower  ceiling  of  3.5  million  men  with  no  changes  in  the 
present  selective-service  law,  other  than  a  27-mont.h  period  of  service  and  a  1-year 
extension  of  enlistments.  Any  rise  in  casualties  or  any  worsening  of  the  military 
situation  that  forced  an  upward  revision  of  our  strength  recjuirement  would  wipe 
out  the  safety  margin  and  jeopardize  attainment  of  the  needed  force. 

It  would,  of  course,  be  possible  to  call  up  husbands  and  fathers  among  the 
nonveteran  group  between  the  ages  of  19  and  26,  but  the  social  damage  of  such 
a  call  would  be  incalculably  greater  than  that  involved  in  calling  18-year-olds, 
very  few  of  whom  have  dependents.  It  would  also  be  possible  to  ask  congres¬ 
sional  authorization  to  recall  veterans,  but  no  one  could  seriously  argue  that  it 
was  fair  and  democratic  to  recall  those  who  have  already  given  so  much  to  the 
service  of  their  country  while  these  younger  men  remained  immune  from  duty. 

We  feel  that  broadening  the  liability  for  service  to  take  in  18-year-olds  is  not 
only  necessary  and  just  but,  also,  it  will  make  it  easier  for  us  to  build  our  mili¬ 
tary  strength  to  the  required  levels  with  minimum  disruption  of  the  industrial, 
agricultural,  scientific,  and  educational  resources  that  play  so  substantial  a  part 
in  our  greatness  as  a  Nation  and  a  force  for  world  betterment. 

We  recognize  that  there  can  be  no  long-range  security  for  America  in  a  pro¬ 
gram  that  denudes  our  industries  and  farms  of  skilled  technicians  or  that  inter¬ 
feres  with  our  preeminence  in  science  and  general  education.  The  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  contains  specific  safeguards  intended  to  keep  our  colleges,  laboratories,  and 
industries  healthy.  Moreover,  the  calling  up  of  18-year-olds  will  considerably 
increase  our  ability  to  recommend  deferments  in  the  19  to  26  group  for  men  who 
possess  skills  that  are  essential  to  the  promotion  of  high  industrial  and  agricul¬ 
tural  production  or  who  are  pursuing  courses  of  study  in  fields  of  vital  importance 
to  both  our  civilian  and  military  economy. 

In  recognition  of  the  democratic  principle  that  all  military  undertakings  should 
have  civilian  understanding,  interest,  and  support,  provision  is  made  for  the 
appointment  of  a  committee  of  distinguished  citizens  to  advise  the  President  on 
administration  of  the  universal  military  service  and  training  program  and  the 
welfare  of  men  inducted  under  it.  Similarly,  all  procedures  for  selecting  students 
to  be  deferred  and  for  supervising  any  program  of  national  scholarships  that 
might  be  set  up  to  insure  fullest  equality  of  educational  opportunity  would  be 
in  the  hands  of  civilian  experts,  rather  than  the  military  authorities. 

We  are  mindful  that  the  principle  of  equal  obligation  requires  that  every  young 
man  who  can  be  effectively  used  in  the  Military  Establishment  participate  in  the 
program.  Accordingly,  we  ask  the  Congress  to  consider  the  establishment  in  a 
civilian  agency  of  a  plan  to  assist  in  the  rehabilitation  of  those  who  suffer  from 
minor  physical  handicaps  and  who  are  desirous  of  making  their  contribution  to 
the  national  welfare  through  induction  into  this  program. 

It  is  our  conviction  that  this  bill  will  give  our  country  the  maximum  return 
in  security  for  every  dollar  we  invest  in  a  military  program  that  may  have  to  be 
maintained  at  a  high  level  for  years  to  come. 

We  feel  that  it  represents  the  practical  way  to  put  into  effect  an  enduring 
program  for  the  protection  of  our  country  and  the  defeat  of  aggression — a  plan 
that  is  geared  both  to  our  immediate  and  long-term  problems  and  that  can  be 
sustained  with  minimum  strain  on  our  human  and  industrial  resources.  Its 
adoption  will  be  a  major  contribution  to  the  strengthening  of  the  country  and 
the  attainment  of  stability  and  peace  in  the  world. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

(Signed)  Georoe  C.  Marshall. 


S.  Kept.  117,  82-1 
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Section  IX.  Section-by-Section  Analysis 
section  l 

(a)  Changing  the  title  of  the  present  Selective  Service  Act 

This  subsection  changes  the  name  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948  to  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  and  revises  the 
declarations  of  intent  in  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  in  order 
to  be  consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the  hill.  In  general,  the  act 
contemplates  a  training  period  of  prescribed  length  followed  by  a 
period  of  service.  Hence,  the  proposed  legislation  is  a  combination  of 
universal  training  with  universal  service. 

(b)  This  subsection  is  in  the  present  law. 

(c)  This  subsection  is  in  the  present  law  with  only  technical  changes 
made. 

(d)  This  subsection  is  in  the  present  law. 

(e)  This  subsection  is  in  the. present  law. 

(f)  This  subsection  is  included  to  establish  the  concept  of  univer¬ 
sality  contemplated  by  this  bill. 

(g)  The  importance  of  moral,  religious,  and  spiritual  values. 

This  subsection  is  new  language.  It  is  intended  to  reflect  the  intent 
of  Congress  that  the  realization  and  development  of  high  moral, 
religious,  and  spiritual  standards  shall  be  maintained  within  the  Armed 
Forces. 

(b)  Repealing  authorized  statutory  strengths  of  the  military  services 
Section  2  of  the  1948  act  provides  for  the  following  statutory 

strengths,  which  aggregate  2,005,882: 


Army _ _ _ r._  837,  000  plus  110,  000  1-year  enlistees 

Navy _  666,  882  plus  36,  000  1-vear  enlistees. 

Air  Force _  502,  000  plus  15,  000  1-year  enlistees. 


Totals _  2,  005,  882  161,  000 


These  statutory  ceilings  were  suspended  until  July  31,  1954,  by 
Public  Law  655  approved  August  3,  1950.  This  suspension  is  not 
changed  by  this  bill. 

Although  the  proposed  legislation  would  repeal  section  2  of  the  1948 
act  such  action  would  not  have  the  effect  of  permanently  removing  the 
strength  ceilings  of  the  Armed  Forces,  because  these  ceilings  are  pre¬ 
scribed  in  other  statutes. 

(c)  Lowering  the  induction  age  from  19  to  18 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  imposes  an  obligation  for  training 
and  service  on  “every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  every  other 
male  person  residing  in  the  United  States”  who  is  between  ages  19 
and  26.  The  proposed  legislation  would  lower  the  induction  age  from 
19  years  to  18  years,  thereby  making  the  age  group  18-26  liable  for 
induction  into  the  military  service. 

Elsewhere  in  the  bill  provision  is  made  whereby  registrants  under 
age  19  shall  not  be  inducted  for  service  until  those  who  are  over  age 
19,  and  who  are  deemed  by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for  induc¬ 
tion,  have  been  inducted. 
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(d)  Change  of  wording  necessitated  by  repeal  of  section  2,  and  the  author¬ 

izing  of  selection  by  age 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  authorizes  the  President  to  induct 
such  numbers  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  maintain 
the  personnel  strength  which  were  provided  by  section  2  of  the  act. 
Subsection  (b)  above  proposes  that  section  2  of  the  act  be  repealed. 
If  personnel  strengths  are  repealed  or  temporarily  suspended  the 
change  of  wording  herein  recommended  becomes  necessary. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  also  specifically  authorize  selection 
and  induction  by  age,  which  is  essential  for  establishing  universal 
military  training  and  service. 

(e)  Standards  of  physical  and  mental  acceptability 

Under  the  existing  law  no  person  shall  be  inducted  unless  and  until 
he  is  acceptable  to  the  Armed  Forces  and  his  physical  and  mental  fit¬ 
ness  for  such  training  has  been  satisfactorily  determined  under  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  The  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  would  clarify  the  present  language  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
in  order  to  assure  uniformity  in  all  standards  of  acceptability  of 
inductees  in  all  the  Armed  Forces.  The  present  wording  removes  the 
implication  that  the  three  services  could  establish  unilateral  standards. 

The  need  for  correcting  the  present  imbalance  among  the  services 
insofar  as  the  utilization  of  the  different  physical  and  mental  profiles 
is  concerned,  and  the  congressional  interest  therein,  is  discussed  in  a 
later  section  of  the  bill. 

(/)  Limitation  as  to  place  of  assignment  for  individuals  under  age  19 

The  existing  law  requires  that  individuals  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  be  assigned  to  stations  and  units  of  such  forces.  The 
proposed  legislation  would  add  a  safeguard  that  no  trainee  (a  person 
who  is  inducted  before  age  19)  shall  be  permanently  assigned  to 
duty  at  any  installation  which  is  located  outside  of  the  United  States 
or  to  duty  in  a  combat  area  during  his  initial  period  of  basic  training 
(first  4  to  6  months  after  induction)  and  that  such  persons  be  given 
full  and  adequate  training. 

The  bill  also  provides  that  no  “other  member  of  the  Armed  Forces” 
who  is  enlisted,  inducted,  or  ordered  to  active  duty  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  bill  shall  be  assigned  to  combat  duty  in  a  combat 
area  until  he  has  had  at  least  4  months  of  basic  training. 

It  is  not  the  intent  of  this  provision  to  impose  unreal  or  capricious 
restrictions  on  the  assignment  of  personnel.  The  committee  realizes 
that  many  specialists,  such  as  physicians,  dentists,  railway  operating 
personnel,  repair  crews,  petroleum  distributing  units,  and  many  other 
categories,  do  not  require  the  same  basic  training  as  is  so  necessary 
for  front-line  combat  troops.  It  would  be  unrealistic  to  insist  that 
persons  in  categories  such  as  these  receive,  for  example,  the  same 
basic  training  as  the  individual  infantryman  or  marine.  Similarly, 
an  adequately  trained  reservist  who  is  placed  on  active  duty  should 
not  necessarily  be  required  to  again  undergo  basic  training,  whereas 
a  reservist  who  has  had  no  previous  training  obviously  should. 

The  intent  of  the  provision  is  to  insure  that  individuals  whose  as¬ 
signment  calls  for  actual  combat  with  an  enemy  shall  not  be  committed 
to  action  until  they  shall  have  had  the  basic  training  referred  to  herein. 
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(g)  Increasing  the  induction  period 

Under  the  present  Selective  Service  Act,  induction  is  for  a  period  of 
21  consecutive  months.  The  bill  proposes  to  increase  the  induction 
period  to  26  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  released,  transferred, 
or  discharged. 

Provision  is  made  elsewhere  in  the  bill  for  the  shortening,  or  the 
eliminating,  of  the  period  of  service  when  such  action  is  either  di¬ 
rected  by  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  or  found  by  the 
President  to  be  justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the 
light  of  international  conditions. 

( h )  Repeal  of  mandatory  short-term  Army  enlistment 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  contains  a  number  of  provisions 
intended  to  insure  a  vigorous  enlistment  campaign.  It  was  the  intent 
of  the  Congress  that  by  insisting  upon  a  vigorous  recruitment  proce¬ 
dure  the  number  of  inductions  could  be  materially  reduced. 

One  of  these  provisions  required  that  persons  in  the  19  to  26  age 
group  should  be  offered  an  opportunity  to  enlist  in  the  Regular  Army 
for  a  period  of  21  months.  This  short-term  enlistment  did  not  apply 
to  other  military  services,  nor  did  it  apply  to  persons  under  age  19  or 
over  age  26. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  repeal  the  provisions  which  require 
the  Army  to  accept  this  short-term  enlistment.  Persons  inductible 
under  this  bill  may  now  apply  for  voluntary  induction  under  section 
4  (c)  (4)  of  the  act. 

(i)  Periods  of  Reserve  service 

Under  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  an  individual  who  has 
served  for  less  than  3  years  is  required  to  join  a  Reserve  component 
and  serve  therein  for  a  prescribed  period  of  time. 

The  period  of  Reserve  service  required  by  the  present  law  is :  3  years 
of  service  if  in  an  organized  unit;  5  years  of  service  if  not  a  member  of 
an  organized  unit. 

The  proposed  legislation  prescribes  new  post-service  Reserve  obliga¬ 
tion  for  all  persons  hereafter  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  prior  to 
attaining  26  years  of  age.  They  are  required  to  serve  in  a  Reserve 
component  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  8  years  (less  periods  of  active 
military  service) . 

The  Secretary  of  a  military  department  (and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury)  may  prescribe  transfer  to  an  organized  unit  of  a  Reserve 
component  or  an  officers’  training  program. 

Persons  previously  transferred  to  a  Reserve  component  are  not 
covered  by  the  new  requirement  but  retain  the  obligation  under 
which  they  were  transferred. 

Administrative  flexibility  is  provided  for  equating  or  reducing  this 
requirement,  by  regulation  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Persons 
entering  the  service  at  age  26  or  above  are  not  subject  to  any  post¬ 
service  Reserve  requirement.  This  subsection  also  provides  authority 
for  the  release  of  persons  on  active  duty  who  volunteer  to  join  certain 
organized  units  of  the  Reserve  prior  to  the  terminal  date  of  their 
period  of  active  service  in  order  to  stimulate  persons  to  voluntarily 
join  the  National  Guard  and  other  Reserve  units  which  are  critically 
short  of  qualified  personnel. 
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(j)  Providing  Presidential  authority  to  reduce  certain  pay  scales 

Under  the  present  Selective  Service  Act,  persons  who  are  inducted 
■“for  training  and  service”  receive  the  same  pay,  allowances,  etc.,  as 
apply  to  other  enlisted  men  of  comparable  grade  and  service. 

The  proposed  bill  provides  the  same  pay  and  allowances  as  now 
exist  for  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  but  permits  the 
President  to  reduce  the  basic  pay  of  trainees  to  $30  for  a  period  of  not 
to  exceed  6  months  when  the  type  or  duration  of  training  and  service 
required  hereunder  is  changed.  During  such  period,  however,  the 
dependents  of  trainees  would  receive  the  same  benefits  as  the  depend¬ 
ents  of  persons  in  the  lowest  enlisted  pay  grade. 

( k )  Repealing  the  1-year  enlistment  program  for  18-year-olds 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  contains  a  provision  for  the 
enlistment  of  persons  between  ages  18  and  19  for  a  period  of  1  year. 
This  1-year  period  of  service  to  be  followed  by  6  years  of  service  in 
the  Reserve  components. 

The  actual  operation  of  the  program  was  of  very  brief  duration. 
The  proposed  legislation  would  repeal  those  provisions  of  the  1948 
act  authorizing  it. 

The  experience  of  the  Armed  Forces  has  revealed  that  the  period 
•of  1  year  is  insufficient  to  train  enlistees  and  to  obtain  a  useful  amount 
of  service  from  such  an  individual.  It  was  also  found  that  a  program 
of  1-year  enlistees  diverted  substantial  numbers  of  personnel  for  train¬ 
ing  activities  without  providing  any  substantial  input  of  trained 
personnel  into  active  service  for  a  sufficient  period  of  time  to  fill  the 
needs  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

(l)  Extending  the  period  of  service  for  physicians,  dentists,  etc. 

This  subsection  extends  the  period  of  service  for  physicians,  dentists, 
and  allied  specialists  from  21  months  in  consonance  with  the  period 
prescribed  for  inductees  and  reserves. 

( m )  Authority  to  shorten  the  induction  period 

A  previous  subsection  of  the  proposed  legislation  lengthens  the  in¬ 
duction  period  from  21  months.  An  induction  period  is  divided  into 
two  phases — for  example,  4  months  of  “training,”  and  the  remaining 
months  of  “service.” 

(1)  Adjusting  or  shortening  the  periods  ol  service  or  training. — The 
proposed  legislation  would  authorize  the  President,  upon  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to  increase  the  period  of  training  to 
not  to  exceed  6  months;  to  decrease  the  remaining  period  of  service, 
but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically 
utilized;  or  to  require  only  training  without  service.  It  provides 
further  authority  for  changing  or  modifying  the  training  given  under 
the  act.  The  President  may  vary  his  instructions  with  respect  to 
different  age  groups,  but  otherwise  such  regulations  must  be  uniform 
as  to  all  services  and  as  to  the  date  of  entry  on  active  duty.  This 
authority  will  permit  coordination  of  the  universal  military  training 
and  service  program  with  the  needs  of  the  Armed  Forces  generally. 

The  proposed  legislation  also  provides  that,  effective  at  such  time 
as  the  President  eliminates  periods  of  active  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  authorized  under  this  title,  individuals  under  age  19  may  be 
inducted  for  not  less  than  4  months  of  training  in  a  National  Security 
Training  Corps. 

S.  Rept.  11T,  82-1 - -6 
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To  insure  that  the  Congress  retains  full  authority  to  adjust  or 
shorten  periods  of  service  or  training,  the  bill  also  provides  that  such 
adjustment  or  shortening  shall  take  place  upon  the  adoption  of  a 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  declaring  that  such  should  be 
the  case. 

(2)  Creating  a  National  Security  Training  Commission. — This  para¬ 
graph  provides  for  the  establishment  of  a  National  Security  Training 
Commission,  and  specifies  its  general  method  of  appointment  and  its 
general  responsibility. 

(n)  Selection  by  age 

(1)  Induction  by  age  groups. — This  paragraph  would  amend  the 
technical  provisions  relating  to  selection  and  induction  to  authorize 
selection  and  induction  by  age  groups  which  is  essential  for  the 
establishment  of  universal  service  and  training. 

The  language  in  this  paragraph  is  the  same  as  that  in  the  1948  act, 
except  that  the  final  proviso  is  added  at  the  end. 

(2)  Requirement  that  all  available  persons  in  the  19-26  pool  must  be 
taken  by  the  local  board  before  18-year-olds  are  inducted. — This  para¬ 
graph  adds  to  the  present  language  of  subsection  5  (a)  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948  a  new  paragraph  (2)  which  prohibits  a  local  board 
from  inducting  an  18-year-old  until  all  available  persons  in  the  19-26 
pool  have  been  taken.  The  paragraph  also  provides  that  when  it  is 
necessary  to  take  18-year-olds  to  meet  quotas,  the  older  ones  shall  be 
selected  first. 

The  prohibition  against  inducting  18-year-olds  imposed  by  this 
paragraph  ceases  to  operate  when,  at  some  future  time,  the  President 
announces  by  Executive  order  that  the  required  periods  of  active 
service  can  be  eliminated,  or  the  Congress  should  so  declare  by  con¬ 
current  resolution. 

The  committee  had  originally  intended  to  write  into  the  bill  certain 
legislative  directives,  in  addition  to  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph, 
which  would  insure  a  greater  utilization  of  the  present  pool  of  IV-F’s 
and  a  more  uniform  utilization  among  the  three  services  of  the  various 
physical  and  mental  profiles. 

It  was  felt  by  the  committee  that  although  those  objectives  could 
be  accomplished  administratively,  the  fact  that  they  have  not  been 
so  accomplished  has  resulted  in  considerable  public  concern,  and  public 
sentiment  that  the  Congress  should  affirmatively  write  appropriate 
language  into  the  pending  bill  to  accomplish  these  reforms. 

The  committee  lias  been  informed  by  the  Department  of  Defense 
that  the  Department  of  Defense  is  currently  formulating  instructions 
which  not  only  will  require  a  greater  utilization  of  the  pool  of  regis¬ 
trants  now  classified  IV-F,  but  will  place  the  three  military  services 
more  nearly  on  a  “share  and  share  alike”  basis  insofar  as  the  various 
mental  and  physical  profiles  are  concerned,  and  for  enlistments  as  well 
as  for  inductions. 

The  committee  feels  that  the  accomplishment  of  such  objectives  is 
of  fundamental  importance.  To  insure  that  reasonable  and  adequate 
progress  toward  carrying  out  the  assurances  made  to  the  committee 
by  the  Department  of  Defense  is  made,  the  committee  proposes  to 
maintain  a  close  surveillance  in  this  field  on  a  “watch-dog  basis.” 
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(o)  Clarifying  the  status  of  certain  deferments  for  Reserve  service;  enlist¬ 

ments  in  the  National  Guard  of  persons  below  18)i  years  of  age 

(1)  Status  of  persons  who  enlist  in  organized  units  of  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents  subsequent  to  date  of  enactment  of  19J+8  act. — Individuals  who 
became  members  of  the  Reserve  components  through  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ment  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948,  are  not  eligible  for  deferment  under 
the  authority  of  the  present  statute,  inasmuch  as  they  acquired  their 
Reserve  status  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  act.  The 
Director  of  Selective  Service  is  suspending  administratively  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  these  individuals  on  the  grounds  that  it  would  be  illogical  to 
induct  them  into  another  service.  The  amendment  would  clarify 
then-  position  by  placing  them  on  a  deferred. status,  the  same  as  those 
who  enlisted  prior  to  the  1948  act. 

(2)  National  Guard  enlistments. — The  present  Selective  Service  Act 
authorizes  a  person  who  enlists  in  an  organized  unit  of  the  National 
Guard  prior  to  attaining  age  18}4  to  be  deferred  from  induction  so  long 
as  he  serves  satisfactorily  in  such  unit.  The  purpose  of  this  provision 
of  the  1948  act  was  to  provide  the  National  Guard  with  a  source  of 
personnel. 

The  operation  of  the  1948  act  discloses  that  this  provision  has 
worked  satisfactorily  and  has  resulted  in  a  total  of  perhaps  100,000 
young  men  of  this  category  entering  the  National  Guard  during  the 
last  2}i  years. 

The  proposed  legislation  establishes  a  method  whereby  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  may  terminate  this  enlistment  program  when  he  finds  that 
trained  men  from  other  sources  are  available. 

(3)  Technical  amendment. — This  is  a  technical  amendment  made 
necessary  by  the  two  preceding  paragraphs. 

( p )  Merchant  marine,  midshipmen,  and  military  college  students 

The  proposed  legislation  providing  that  Naval  Reserve  midshipmen 
attending  merchant  marine  schools  and  students  enrolled  in  military 
colleges  which  have  ROTC  programs  and  which  are  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  shall  be  exempt  from  registration  and  induction. 
These  categories  of  students  receive  military  training  and  upon  gradua¬ 
tion  are  commissioned  in  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

(g)  ROTC,  college,  and  other  programs 

(1)  Three-year  program  for  75,000  college  students. — This  paragraph 
provides  for  the  continuation  of  a  flow  of  not  to  exceed  75,000  persons 
annually  into  educational  institutions,  this  number  to  be  in  excess 
of  the  normal  inflow  provided  by  ROTC  students,  IV-F’s,  and  draft- 
liable  students. 

It  authorizes  the  President  to  relieve  from  active  service  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  their  initial  period  of  training  75,000  persons  enlisted  or 
inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  study  or  research  in  medicine, 
science,  engineering,  the  humanities,  or  other  fields  determined  to 
be  of  national  interest.  The  proposed  legislation  requires  that  these 
individuals  shall  be  selected  by  a  Commission  nominated  by  the 
President  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate.  The  appointment  of  this 
Commission  is  to  be  on  a  bipartisan  basis;  selection  of  individuals  is 
to  be  accomplished  on  a  competitive  basis  in  accordance  with  rules  and 
regulations  established  by  the  Commission.  Further,  it  is  the  intent  of 
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the  committee  that  the  selection  processes  shall  be  operated  so  as 
to  give  qualified  young  men  frdm  all  parts  of  the  Nation  the  same 
opportunity  to  compete  for  selection. 

Within  10  years  from  the  completion  of  their  education  or  research, 
individuals  so  deferred  may  be  reordered  into  active  service  for  com¬ 
pletion  of  their  required  period  of  service,  unless  they  perform  service 
in  the  national  interest  for  an  equivalent  period. 

This  program  would  be  under  civilian  control.  Provision  is  made 
for  the  financial  assistance  of  qualified  students  who  need  such  assist¬ 
ance  to  take  advantage  of  the  program. 

(2)  ROTC  students. — Persons  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  ROTC  or  similar  programs  may  be  deferred 
from  induction.  They  must  agree  to  accept  a  commission  and  serve 
8  years  after  appointment  (2  years  on  active  duty  or  3  years  if 
subsidized).  Such  persons,  however,  would  be  required  to  have 
completed  at  least  the  equivalent  of  an  initial  period  of  basic  training 
while  enrolled  in  such  programs. 

(3)  Officer -candidate  programs. — The  Secretary  of  each  Military 
Department  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury)  is  authorized  to  estab¬ 
lish  officer-candidate  programs.  These  programs  are  designed  to  give 
personnel  not  selected  for  one  of  the  other  comparable  programs 
authorized  under  this  section  an  opportunity  for  attaining  com¬ 
missioned  status  while  on  active  duty. 

The  services  are  conducting  officer-candidate  programs  currently, 
without  the  benefit  of  this  specific  legislative  authority.  The  purpose 
of  inserting  this  authority  into  the  bill  is  to  emphasize  the  intent  of 
the  Congress  that  programs  of  this  sort,  in  addition  to  the  college 
programs,  are  to  be  kept  open. 

(4)  Existing  authority  whereby  the  President  may  defer  students  is  not 
disturbed  by  this  legislation. — This  paragraph  states  that  nothing 
in  this  subsection  shall  prejudice  the  President’s  deferment  powers 
granted  under  subsection  6  (h)  of  the  act.  It  is  pursuant  to  such 
powers  that  all  deferments  of  persons  whose  activity  in  any  occupation 
or  industry  or  in  the  fields  of  science,  study,  or  research  are  currently 
being  made.  Comparable  discretionary  authority  was  contained  in 
the  1940  act,  which  was  in  effect  during  World  War  II. 

(r)  Liability  for  induction  of  nonveteran,  nonfathers  in  the  19-26  group 

Subsection  6  (li)  of  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  authorizes 
the  President  to  provide  for  the  deferment  of  persons  in  a  status  with 
respect  to  persons  dependent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders 
then-  deferment  advisable;  also  persons  who  have  wives  or  children 
or  wives  and  children  with  whom -they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family 
relationship  in  their  homes. 

The  proposed  legislation  amends  subsection  6  (h)  by  removing  the 
discretionary  authority  of  the  President  to  defer  a  married  person 
who  is  a  “nonveteran,  nonfather.” 

Testimony  presented  to  the  committee  indicates  that  there  are  a 
maximum  of  290,000  nonveteran  nonfathers  who  would  be  made 
available  for  induction  by  this  change  in  the  existing  law.  The  com¬ 
mittee  is  of  the  opinion  that  individuals  in  this  category  may  very 
properly  be  required  to  fulfill  their  obligation  for  service,  and  that 
they  should  be  called  before  the  18-year-olds. 
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(s)  Deferment  of  high-school  and  college  students 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  authorizes  the  postponement  prom 
induction  of  a  high-school  student  until  he  graduates  or  until  he  attains 
age  20.  The  proposed  legislation  would  lower  the  maximum  age 
from  20  to  19  and  change  the  “postponement"  provision  to  a  “defer¬ 
ment”  provision. 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  also  provides  for  a  postponement 
of  induction  of  any  person  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction 
at  a  college  until  the  end  of  the  academic  year.  This  provision  would 
provide  for  a  deferment  in  lieu  of  a  postponement. 

The  purpose  of  changing  the  postponement  features  to  deferments 
is  to  remove  any  doubt  that  such  persons  may  enlist  during  that 
period. 

(t)  Provisions  relating  to  certain  conscientious  objectors 

The  Selective  Service  and  Training  Act  of  1940  provided  that 
persons  found  to  be  conscientiously  opposed  to  noncombatant  service 
should  be  assigned  to  work  of  national  importance,  under  civilian 
direction.  The  1948  act  provided  that  they  should  be  deferred. 

This  provision  returns  to  the  language  used  in  the  1940  act,  with 
the  added  requirement  that  assignment  to  such  work  of  national 
importance  shall  be  for  the  prescribed  induction  period — 26  months. 

( u )  Period  of  active  duty  for  certain  reservists 

Under  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  an  individual  who  has  had 
less  than  90  days  of  previous  active  duty  may  be  ordered  into  the 
active  service  for  the  normal  induction  period  of  21  months. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  repeal  this  obsolete  provision  in  the 
present  act. 

(v)  Clarification  of  certain  provisions  relating  to  reemployment  rights 

Section  9  of  the  1948  act  prescribes  in  considerable  detail  the  reem¬ 
ployment  rights  which  accrue  to  an  individual  who  is  enlisted  or 
inducted  into  the  military  service.  This  section  of  the  existing  statute 
has  worked  very  satisfactorily  excepting  with  respect  to  cases  which 
are  discussed  in  this  section  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

(1)  Extending  reemployment  rights  to  persons  who  serve  not  more  than 
4  years.- — Under  existing  law  reemployment  rights  are  extended  to 
persons  who  enlist  for  not  more  than  3  years.  The  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  would  extend  these  rights  to  persons  who  serve  for  not  more  than 
4  years.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  the  test  is  the  length  of  time  an 
individual  serves  and  not  the  length  of  time  for  which  he  originally 
enlisted. 

Under  the  proposed  legislation  an  individual  who  enlists  for  5  or 
6  years  but  is  released  from  service  in  4  years  or  less  would  be  entitled 
to  reemployment  rights;  under  the  existing  law  he  would  not.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  under  existing  law  an  individual  is  entitled  to  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  only  upon  the  expiration  of  his  first  enlistment  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948.  Under  the 
proposed  legislation  it  is  immaterial  how  many  times  an  individual 
may  have  enlisted  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  that  act  so  long  as 
his  total  service  does  not  exceed  4  years. 

(2)  Clarification  of  what  reemployment  rights  flow  to  an  individual.— 
Under  existing  law  an  employee  of  the  Federal  Government  who  is 
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called  to  active  duty,  but  who  may  shortly  thereafter  be  determined 
to  be  physically  unfit  and  is  thereupon  relieved  from  active  duty,  is 
nevertheless  entitled  to  reemployment  benefits.  These  reemploy¬ 
ment  benefits  in  effect  give  him  a  superseniority  in  the  Government 
service  for  a  period  of  1  year.  The  proposed  legislation  would  deny 
reemployment  benefits  in  these  cases  involving  Federal  Government 
employees  who  are  determined  to  be  physically  unfit  shortly  after 
having  been  called  to  active  duty. 

(3)  Reinstatement  rights  for  persons  rejected  for  military  service. — 
This  proposal  gives  for  the  first  time  reinstatement  rights  to  those 
persons  who  leave  private  or  Federal  employment  to  enter  the  Armed 
Forces,  but  who  ifre  rejected  by  such  forces.  As  written,  the  proposed 
legislation  provides  these  reinstatement  rights  shall  also  be  applicable 
to  persons  who  leave  private  or  Federal  employment  for  the  purpose 
of  induction  into,  entering,  determining  their  physical  fitness  to  enter, 
or  performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces.  The  proposed 
legislation  provides  for  the  reinstatement  of  such  persons  provided 
they  make  “prompt  application”  therefor. 

(w)  Nonapplicability  of  certain  laws 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  exempts  uncompensated  officials 
of  the  Selective  Service  System  and  individuals  appointed  to  conduct 
hearings  on  certain  appeals  from  certain  laws  applying  to  Government 
officials. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  include  members  of  the  National 
Selective  Service  Appeal  Board  within  such  exemption. 

( x )  Changes  in  definitions 

The  proposed  legislation  would  add  to  the  present  definition  section 
in  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  definitions  of  the  following  terms: 
active  service  and  training 
trainee 

initial  period  of  training 
inductee. 

(y)  Termination  provisions 

(а)  Provisions  in  case  of  conflict  with  existing  law. — Section  17  (a) 
of  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  suspends  all  laws  which  are  in 
conflict  with  the  provisions  of  such  act,  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict, 
for  the  period  in  which  the  act  shall  be  in  force.  The  proposed  bill  will 
remove  the  italicized  portion  from  the  present  language. 

As  section  17  (b)  of  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  now  stands  it 
enumerates  the  portions  of  the  act  which  shall  remain  in  force  after  the 
act  itself  shall  have  become  inoperative  and  prescribes  the  termination 
date.  Originally  the  termination  date  was  to  be  the  second  anniversary 
of  the  date  of  enactment,  which  would  have  been  June  24,  1950.  This 
termination  date  was  extended  to  July  9,  1951,  by  the  Selective  Service 
Extension  Act  of  1950.  The  proposed  legislation  omits  this  subsection 
of  the  present  Selective  Service  Act,  thereby  making  the  act  permanent 
legislation  with  no  termination  date. 

(б)  Authority  for  appropriations. — The  authority  for  appropriation 
language  contained  in  section  17  (c)  of  the  present  Selective  Service 
Act  is  not  changed  by  the  proposed  legislation  except  that  a  sentence 
has  been  added  which  provides  that  funds  appropriated  for  the  adminis- 
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trative  expenses  for  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall 
be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission. 

(2)  Extending  present  authority  to  order  Reserve  components  to  active 
Federal  service 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  originally  contained  no  authority 
whereby  Reserve  components  could  be  ordered  to  active  Federal  serv¬ 
ice  excepting  the  rather  limited  authority  contained  in  section  7  of 
the  original  act  referring  to  those  reservists  who  had  previously  had 
less  than  90  days  of  active  service. 

The  Selective  Service  Extension  Act  of  1950  added  to  the  original 
statute  an  additional  section  which  authorized  the  ordering  to  21 
months  active  Federal  service  of  the  Reserve  components  effective 
until  July  9,  1951. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  extend  the  effective  date  of  this 
authority  from  July  9,  1951,  to  July  1,  1953.  It  would  also  extend 
the  mandatory  period  of  service  from  21  months  to  conform  to  previous 
changes  recommended  by  the  proposed  legislation — 26  months. 

MISCELLANEOUS  TERMINATION  DATES 

Section  2.  Extension  of  volunteer  enlistments 

The  act  of  July  27,  1950,  authorizes  the  President  to  extend  all 
enlistments  for  a  period  of  12  months;  this  authority  expires  on 
July  9,  1951.  As  a  consequence,  an  enlistment  expiring  at  any  time 
prior  to  July  9,  1951,  could  be  extended  for  a  period  of  12  months. 
Enlistments  expiring  after  that  date  could  not  be  extended. 

Section  2  (a)  of  the  proposed  legislation  would  move  the  expiration 
date  of  this  extension  authority  from  July  9,  1951,  to  July  1,  1953. 
It  would  also  provide  that  no  enlistment  which  had  been  extended 
under  the  previous  authority  could  again  be  extended  for  any  addi¬ 
tional  period. 

Section  2  (b)  would  extend  Public  Law  779  of  the  Eighty-first 
Congress  which  authorizes  the  induction  of  physicians,  dentists,  and 
specialists  until  July  1,  1953. 

Section  3.  Strength  limitations  for  female  personnel 

Existing  law  fixes  a  percentage  strength  for  women  in  the  Army, 
Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps  by  prescribing  that  not  to  exceed 
2  percent  of  the  authorized  personnel  total  should  be  women. 

Section  3  of  the  proposed  legislation  removes  this  percentage 
limitation. 

Section  J.  Effect  on  persons  now  serving  on  active  duty 

Section  5  of  the  proposed  legislation  provides  that  increases  in 
period  of  service  for  any  category  shall  apply  to  persons  in  such 
category  who  are  serving  on  active  duty  on  the  date  of  enactment. 

Section  5.  Separability 

This  section  is  a  routine  separability  clause. 

Section  6.  Short  title 

This  section  provides  that  the  bill,  if  enacted,  shall  be  cited  as  the 
“1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act”. 
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Title  II.  Expanding  the  present  authority  for  the  enlistment  of  aliens 

Under  existing  law  authority  is  given  for  the  enlistment  of  a  total  of 
2,500  aliens  in  the  Armed  Forces.  The  law  is  effective  for  3  years. 
Under  the  terms  of  this  bill,  the  law  would  be  effective  for  5  years  and 
the  authority  would  be  enlarged  so  as  to  permit  the  enlistment  of  not 
to  exceed  25,000  aliens  per  year.  Since  the  statute  would  expire  in 
5  years,  the  maximum  number  so  enlisted  would  be  125,000. 

To  insure  that  this  program  is  not  regarded  as  a  substitute  for  the 
steps  recommended  by  other  sections  of  the  bill,  this  provision  appears 
as  a  distinctly  separate  provision. 

Changes  in  Existing  Law 

In  compliance  with  subsection  4  of  rule  XXIX  of  the  Standing 
Rules  of  the  Senate,  changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill  are  shown 
as  follows:  Existing  law  proposed  to  be  omitted  is  enclosed  hi  black 
brackets,  new  matter  is  printed  in  italics,  existing  law  in  which  no¬ 
change  is  proposed  is  shown  in  roman. 

The  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948: 

TITLE  I 

Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  [“Selective  Service  Act  of  1948”.  ] 
“  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”. 

(b)  The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  an  adequate  armed  strength  must  be 
achieved  and  maintained  to  insure  the  security  of  this  Nation. 

(c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  in  a  free  society  the  obligations  and 
privileges  of  serving  in  the  [armed  forces  and  the  reserve]  Armed  Forces,  including 
the  Reserve  components  thereof,  should  be  shared  generally,  in  accordance  with  a 
system  [of  selection]  which  is  fair  and  just,  and  which  is  consistent  with  the 
maintenance  of  an  effective  national  economy. 

(d)  The  Congress  further  declares,  in  accordance  with  our  traditional  military 
policy  as  expressed  in  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1916,  as  amended,  that  it  is 
essential  that  the  strength  and  organization  of  the  National  Guard,  both  [Ground 
and  Air]  ground  and  air,  as  an  integral  part  of  the  first  line  defenses  of  this  Nation, 
be  at  all  times  maintained  and  assured. 

To  this  end,  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  that  whenever  Congress  shall 
determine  that  units  and  organizations  are  needed  for  the  national  security  in 
excess  of  those  of  the  Regular  components  of  the  ground  forces  and  the  air  forces, 
and  those  in  active  service  under  this  title,  the  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States,  both  [G  round  and  Air]  ground  and  air,  or  such  part  thereof  as  may  be 
necessary,  together  with  such  units  of  the  Reserve  components  as  are  necessary 
for  a  balanced  force,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  Federal  service  and  continued 
therein  so  long  as  such  necessity  exists. 

(e)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  adequate  provision  for  national  security 
requires  maximum  effort  in  the  fields  of  scientific  research  and  development,  and 
the  fullest  possible  development  and  utilization  of  the  Nation’s  technological, 
scientific,  and  other  critical  manpower  resources. 

(/)  To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to 
engage  in  such  training  for  civilian  and  military  service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the 
assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  citizens  of  a  free  and  democratic  Nation  and 
provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel  recently  trained  in  modern  techniques  and 
assure  a  vital,  ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  military  and  civilian  needs  of  the  Nation. 

(g)  The  Congress  declares  it  to  be  in  the  national  interest  that  personnel  serving 
in  the  Armed  Forces  be  protected  and  encouraged  in  the  realization  and  development 
of  those  moral,  spiritual ,  and  religious  values,  consistent  with  the  religious  beliefs  and 
convictions  of  the  individuals  concerned,  which  are  f  undamental  in  the  preservation 
and  strengthening  of  the  fiber  of  American  citizenship.  In  the  pursuit  of  this  end, 
the  Congress  further  declares  that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  commanding  officer  in 
every  echelon  of  command  in  the  respective  services  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  maintain 
to  the  highest  possible  degree  within  his  command  those  conditions  and  influences 
calculated  to  protect  the  health,  morals,  and  spiritual  welfare  of  the  personnel  of  his 
command. 
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[authorized  personnel  strengths] 

[Sec.  2.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  the  authorized  active- 
duty  personnel  strength  of  the  armed  forces,  exclusive  of  personnel  of  the  reserve 
components  on  active  duty  for  training  purposes  only,  officer  candidates,  personnel 
of  the  armed  forces  employed  in  the  Selective  Service  System,  and  persons  paid 
under  the  appropriations  for  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  is 
hereby  established  as  follows:  (1)  Of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  eight  hundred 
thirty-seven  thousand  plus  one  hundred  ten  thousand  one-year  enlistees;  (2)  of 
the  Navy,  including  the  Marine  Corps,  the  present  authorized  statutory  strength 
of  six  hundred  sixty-six  thousand,  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two,  plus  thirty-six 
thousand  one-year  enlistees;  and  (3)  of  the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States,  five 
hundred  two  thousand  plus  fifteen  thousand  one-year  enlistees.  The  strength 
herein  established  for  each  of  the  armed  forces  shall  mean  the  daily  average  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  on  active  duty  therein  during  the  fiscal  year.] 

REGISTRATION 

Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every 
male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the 
United  States,  who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent 
registration,  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  to  present  himself  for 
and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or  times  and  place  or  places,  and  in  such 
manner,  as  shall  be  determined  by  proclamation  of  the  President  and  by  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  hereunder. 

TRAINING  AND  SERVICE 

Sec.  4.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every  male  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is 
between  the  ages  of  [nineteen]  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his 
registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  [nineteen]  eighteen  after  having  been 
required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  training 
and  service  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States.  Any  citizen  of  a  foreign 
country,  who  is  not  deferrable  or  exempt  from  training  and  service  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  (other  than  this  subsection),  shall  be  relieved  from  liability 
for  training  and  service  under  this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  armed 
forces,  he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such  liability  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President ;  but  any  person  who  makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be  debarred 
from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  The  President  is  authorized,  from 
time  to  time,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the 
[armed  forces]  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service  in  the 
manner  provided  in  this  title  ( including  hut  not  limited  to  selection  and  induction 
by  age  group  or  groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide 
and  maintain  [the  personnel  strengths  (other  than  one-year  enlistee  personnel 
strengths)  of  the  respective  armed  forces  authorized  by  section  2  of  this  title  and 
such  number  of  persons  as  in  his  judgment  may  be  required  for  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard]  adequate  Armed  Forces. 

No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service 
under  this  title  [unless  and]  until  [he  is  acceptable  to  the  Armed  Forces  for  such 
training  and  service  and]  his  acceptability  in  all  respects  ( including  his  physical 
and  mental  fitness  for  such  training  and  service)  has  been  satisfactorily  deter¬ 
mined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guardi). 

No  persons  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  until  adequate 
provisions  shall  have  been  made  for  such  shelter,  sanitary  facilities,  water  supplies, 
heating  and  lighting  arrangements,  medical  care,  and  hospital  accommodations, 
for  such  persons,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  to  be  essential  to  public  and  personal  health. 

The  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title  shall  be  assigned  to  stations  or  units  of  such  forces.  Persons  inducted  into 
the  land  forces  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
members  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States;  persons  inducted  into  the  navai 
forces  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members 
of  the  United  States  Navy  or  the  United  States  Marine  Corps  or  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  as  appropriate;  and  persons  inducted  into  the  air  forces  of 
the  United  States  pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members  of  the 
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Air  Force  of  the  United  States.  Every  trainee  shall  be  given  full  and  adequate 
initial  basic  training  for  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  into  which  he  is  inducted  and 
no  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial  period  of  basic  training,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a 
combat  area,  or  be  permanently  assigned  for  duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  Stales;  and  no  other  membe'i  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  who  is  enlisted,  inducted,  or  ordered  to  active  duty  after 
the  dale  of  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act  shall  be  assigned  to  combat  duty  in  a  combat  area  until  he  has  had  at 
least  four  months  of  basic  training.  This  section  shall  not  prevent  residents  of  Ter¬ 
ritories  and  possessions  of  the  United  States  from  being  trained  in  the  Tcnilory  or 
possession  from  which  they  were  inducted. 

No  person,  without  his  consent,  shall  be  inducted  for  training  and  service 
under  this  title,  except  as  otherwise  provided  herein,  after  he  has  attained  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  his  birth. 

(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  serve  [in  the  armed  forces  for  a  period  of  twenty-one  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and  procedures  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.]  on  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period  of  twenty-six  consecutive  months,  unless 
sooner  released,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and  pro¬ 
cedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  ( d ) 
of  section  4  or  by  subsection  ( d )  of  section  6  of  this  title. 

(c)  [(1)  Under  the  provisions  of  applicable  laws  and  regulations  any  person 
between  the  ages  of  nineteen  and  twenty-six  shall  be  offered  an  opportunity  to 
enlist  in  the  Regular  Army  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section.] 

(2)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  may, 
during  the  effective  period  of  this  Act,  apply  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that 
prescribed  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  application  shall  be  accepted: 
Provided,  That  his  services  can  be  effectively  utilized  and  that  his  physical  and 
mental  fitness  for  such  service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  of 
department  concerned:  And  provided  further,  That  active  service  performed 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his  status  as  such  member  of  such 
reserve  component. 

(3)  The  passing  requirement  for  the  General  Classification  Test  shall  be  fixed 
at  seventy  points. 

(4)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  (b)  for  the 
subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  any  person,  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and 
twenty-six,  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b) ,  but  no  person  W'ho  so  volunteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training 
and  service  so  long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

(d)  (1)  Each  person  who  hereafter  and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or 
appointed  (except  a  person  enlisted  under  subsection  (g)  of  this  section)  and  serves 
for  a  period  of  less  than  three  years  in  one  of  the  armed  forces  and  meets  the 
qualifications  for  enlistment  or  appointment  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  armed 
force  in  which  he  serves,  shall  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  such  armed 
force,  and  until  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  five  years  after  such  transfer,  or  until 
he  is  discharged  from  such  reserve  component,  whichever  occurs  first,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve  component  and  shall  be  subject  to  such 
additional  training  and  service  as  may  now  or  hereafter  and  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  the  1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  law  for  such  reserve  component:  Provided,  That  anv  such  person  who 
completes  at  least  twenty-one  months  of  service  in  the  armed  forces  and  who  there¬ 
after  serves  satisfactorily  (1)  on  active  duty  in  the  armed  forces  under  a  voluntary 
extension  for  a  period  of  at  least  one  year,  which  extension  is  hereby  authorized, 
or  (2)  in  an  organized  unit  of  any  reserve  component  of  any  of  the  armed  forces 
for  a  period  of  at  least  thirty-six  consecutive  months,  shall,  except  in  time  of  war 
or  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress,  be  relieved  from  any  further 
liability  under  this  subsection  to  serve  in  any  reserve  component  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to 
prevent  any  such  person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  such  forces,  from  being 
ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  forces. 

(2)  Each  person  who  hereafter  and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments 
to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and.  Service  Act  is  enlisted  under  the  provisions 
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of  subsection  (g)  of  this  section  and  who  meets  the  qualifications  for  enlistment  or 
appointment  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  armed  forces  shall,  upon  discharge 
from  such  enlistment  under  honorable  conditions,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve 
component  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  and  shall  serve  therein  for  a 
period  of  six  years  or  until  sooner  discharged.  Each  such  person  shall,  so  long  as 
he  is  a  member  of  such  reserve  component,  be  liable  to  be  ordered  to  active  duty, 
but  except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress  no  such 
person  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty,  without  his  consent  and  except  as  herein¬ 
after  provided,  for  more  than  one  month  in  any  year.  In  case  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  determines 
that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized 
unit  of  a  reserve  component  or  an  officers’  training  program  of  the  armed  force  in 
which  he  served  is  available  to,  and  can  without  undue  hardship  be  filled  by, 
any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept 
appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’  training 
program  and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein  for  a  period  of  four  years.  Any  such 
person  who  fails  or  refuses  to  perform  such  duty  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty, 
without  his  consent,  for  an  additional  period  of  not  more  than  twelve  consecutive 
months.  Any  such  person  who  enlists  or  accepts  appointment  in  any  such 
organized  unit  and  serves  satisfactorily  therein  for  a  period  of  four  years  shall, 
except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress,  be  relieved 
from  any  further  liability  under  this  subsection  to  serve  in  any  reserve  component 
of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
construed  to  prevent  any  such  person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  such 
forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  forces.  The  Secretary 
of  Defense  is  authorized  to  prescribe  regulations  governing  the  transfer  of  such 
persons  within  and  between  reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces  and  determin¬ 
ing,  for  the  purpose  of  the  requirements  of  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  credit  to  be  allowed  any  person  so  transferring  for  his  previous  service 
in  one  or  more  reserve  components. 

(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  enactment  of  this  paragraph,  is  inducted, 
enlisted,  or  appointed  in  an  armed  force  of  the  United  States  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth  shall  be  obligated  to  serve  on  active  training  and 
service  and  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years,  unless  sooner 
discharged,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard).  Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service,  shall,  if 
physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  obligated  to 
serve  under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appoint¬ 
ment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  Reserve  component  or  an  officers' 
training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is  available  to,  and  can,  without 
undue  hardship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to 
enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized  unit 
or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  arid  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  may 
provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be  ay  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  release 
from  active  duty  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other  Reserve  components.  Nothing 
in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  armed 
force. 

(e)  With  respect  to  the  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title,  there  shall  be  paid,  allowed,  and  extended,  for  training  and 
service,  the  same  pay,  allowances,  pensions,  disability  and  death  compensation, 
and  other  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  the  case  of  other  [enlisted  men 3 
members  of  the  uniformed  services  of  like  grades  and  length  of  service  of  that 
component  of  the  [armed  forces!  Armed  Forces  to  which  they  are  assigned, 
except  that  whenever  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subsection  (k)  of  this  section,  each  trainee 
shall,  during  his  initial  period  of  basic  training,  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate 
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of  $80  in  lieu  of  the  basic  pay  that  would  otherwise  be  payable  to  him  under  this  section. 
During  such  period  in  which  the  pay  of  trainees  is  $80  a  month,  each  such  person, 
having  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the  Career  Compensa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum 
of  the  basic  allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  Fr-1  by  section 
802  ( f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Depend¬ 
ents’  Assistance  Act  of  1950,  plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee  has  in  effect  an  allotment 
equal  to  the  amount  of  such  dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the  dependent  or 
dependents  on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed.  Section  3  of  the  Act  of  July 
25,  1947  (Public  Law  239,  Eightieth  Congress),  is  hereby  amended  by  deleting 
therefrom  the  following:  “Act  of  March  7,  1942  (56  Stat.  143-148,  ch.  166),  as 
amended”.  The  Act  of  March  7,  1942  (56  Stat.  143-148),  as  amended,  is  hereby 
made  applicable  to  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  pursuant  to  this  title. 

(f)  Nothing  contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  construed  as  forbidding 
the  payment  of  compensation  by  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to  persons 
inducted  into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service 
under  this  title,  or  to  members  of  reserve  components  of  such  forces  now  or 
hereafter  on  any  type  of  active  duty,  who,  prior  to  their  induction  or  order  to 
active  duty,  were  receiving  compensation  from  such  person,  firm,  or  corporation. 

[(g)  Subject  to  the  authorized  one-vear  enlistee  active  duty  personnel  strengths 
established  by  section  2  of  this  title  for  the  respective  armed  forces,  the  Secre¬ 
taries  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force  are  authorized  and  directed  to 
accept  enlistments  for  periods  of  one  year  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  the 
United  States  Navy  or  the  United  States  Marine  Corps,  and  the  Air  Force  of 
the  United  States,  respectively,  from  among  qualified  male  persons  between  the 
ages  of  eighteen  and  nineteen. 

(h)  No  person  who  is  enlisted  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  under  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (g)  shall  be  permanently  assigned  to  duty  at  any  place 
outside  of  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States;  and  no  person  who  is 
enlisted  under  the  provisions  of  such  subsection  in  the  United  States  Navy,  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps,  or  the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
assigned  to  duty  at  any  naval  or  air  force  installation  which  is  located  on  land 
outside  of  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States.] 

(i)  (1)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  title,  except  subsections  6 

(j)  and  6  (o),  the  President  is  authorized  to  require  special  registration  of  and,  on 
the  basis  of  requisitions  submitted  by  the  Department  of  Defense  and  approved 
by  him,  to  make  special  calls  for  male  persons  qualified  in  needed — 

(A)  medical  and  allied  specialist  categories  who  have  not  yet  reached  the 
age  of  fifty  at  the  time  of  registration,  and 

(B)  dental  and  allied  specialist  categories  who  have  not  yet  reached  the 
age  of  fifty  at  the  time  of  registration. 

Persons  called  hereunder  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  not  to  exceed  [twenty- 
one]  twenty-six  months  of  service  in  the  Armed  Forces.  No  such  person  who  is  a 
member  of  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall,  so  long  as  he  remains 
a  member  thereof,  be  liable  for  registration  or  induction  under  this  subsection, 
but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to  affect  the  authority  of  the 
President  under  any  other  provision  of  law  to  call  to  active  duty  members  and 
units  of  the  reserve  components.  No  person  in  the  medical,  dental,  and  allied 
specialist  categories  shall  be  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  after 
he  has  attained  the  fifty-first  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth. 

(2)  In  registering  and  inducting  persons  pursuant  to  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  the  President  shall,  to  the  extent  that  he  considers  practicable  and 
desirable,  register  and  induct  in  the  following  order  of  priority : 

First.  Those  persons  who  participated  as  students  in  the  Army  specialized 
training  program  or  similar  programs  administered  by  the  Navy,  and  those 
persons  who  were  deferred  from  service  during  World  War  II  for  the  purpose 
of  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  leading  to  education  in  one  of  the  categories 
referred  to  in  clauses  (A)  and  (B)  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  who  have 
had  less  than  ninety  days  of  active  duty  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy, 
the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  or  the  Public  Health  Service  subsequent 
to  the  completion  of  or  release  from  the  program  or  course  of  instruction 
(exclusive  of  the  time  spent  in  postgraduate  training). 

Second.  Those  persons  who  participated  as  students  in  the  Army  special¬ 
ized  training  program  or  similar  programs  administered  by  the  Navy,  and 
those  persons  who  were  deferred  from  service  during  World  War  II  for  the 
purpose  of  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  leading  to  education  in  one  of  the 
above  categories,  who  have  had  ninety  days  or  more  but  less  than  twenty-one 
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months  of  active  duty  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine 
Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  or  the  Public  Health  Service  subsequent  to  the 
completion  of  or  release  from  the  program  or  course  of  instruction  (exclusive 
of  the  time  spent  in  postgraduate  training). 

Third.  Those  who  did  not  have  active  service  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force, 
the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  or  the  Public  Health  Service 
subsequent  to  September  16,  1940. 

Fourth.  Those  not  included  in  the  first  and  second  priority  who  have  had 
active  service  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the 
Coast  Guard,  or  the  Public  Health  Service  subsequent  to  September  16,  1940. 
Inductions  of  persons  in  this  priority  shall  be  made  in  accordance  with  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  President  which  may  provide  for  the  classification 
of  such  persons  into  groups  according  to  the  number  of  full  months  of  such 
service  which  they  have  had  and  for  the  induction  of  the  members  of  any 
such  group  after  the  induction  of  the  members  of  any  other  such  group  hav¬ 
ing  a  lesser  number  of  full  months  of  such  service. 

In  the  selection  of  individuals  from  among  the  categories  established  by  subsec¬ 
tion  (i)  for  induction,  the  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  of  any  individual  whose  defer¬ 
ment  is  found  to  be  equitable  and  in  the  national  interest,  taking  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  length  of  his  previous  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  .(including  the  Coast 
Guard  and  the  Public  Health  Service)  of  the  United  States,  the  extent  of  his 
participation  in  the  Army  specialized  training  program  or  similar  program  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Navy,  reasons  of  hardship  or  dependency,  and  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest. 

(3)  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the  President  shall  provide  for  the 
annual  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  of  numbers  of  op¬ 
tometry  students  and  premedical,  preosteopathie,  preveterinary,  preoptometry, 
and  predental  students  at  least  equal  to  the  numbers  of  male  optometry,  pre¬ 
medical,  preosteopathie,  preveterinary,  preoptometry,  and  predental  students  in 
attendance  at  colleges  and  universities  in  the  United  States  at  the  present  levels, 
as  determined  by  the  Director. 

(j)  The  President  shall  establish  a  National  Advisory  Committee  which  shall 
advise  the  Selective  Service  System  and  shall  coordinate  the  work  of  such  State 
and  local  volunteer  advisory  committees  as  may  be  established  to  cooperate  with 
the  National  Advisory  Committee,  with  respect  to  the  selection  of  needed  medical 
and  dental  and  allied  specialist  categories  of  persons  as  referred  to  in  subsection 
(i).  The  members  of  the  National  Advisory  Committee  shall  be  selected  from 
among  individuals  who  are  outstanding  in  medicine,  dentistry,  and  the  sciences 
allied  thereto,  but  except  for  the  professions  of  medicine  and  dentistry,  it  shall 
not  be  mandatory  that  all  such  fields  of  endeavor  be  represented  on  the  committee. 

In  the  performance  of  their  functions,  the  National  Advisory  Committee  and 
the  State  and  local  volunteer  advisory  committees  shall  give  appropriate  con¬ 
sideration  to  the  respective  needs  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  of  the  civilian  popula¬ 
tion  for  the  services  of  medical,  dental,  and  allied  specialist  personnel;  and,  in 
determining  the  medical,  dental,  and  allied  specialist  personnel  available  to  serve 
the  needs  of  any  community,  such  committees  shall  give  appropriate  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  availability  in  such  community  of  medical,  dental,  and  allied  specialist 
personnel  who  have  attained  the  fifty-first  anniversary  of  their  birth. 

(k)  ( 1 )  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recom¬ 
mendation  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall 
be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may 
vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide  for:  (A)  increasing  the  periods  of  initial  basic 
training  to  not  to  exceed  six  months,  (B)  changing  or  modifying  the  initial  basic 
training  given  thereunder,  ( C )  decreasing  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title 
but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or  ( D ) 
eliminating  periods  of  active  service  required  under  this  title.  Whenever  the  Congress 
shall  by  concurrent  resolution  declare— 

(A)  that  the  period  of  initial  basic  training  for  any  age  group  or  groups  of 
persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  increased  to  any  period  in  excess  of  four 
months  but  not  in  excess  of  six  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolution; 

( B )  that  the  period  of  active  service  reouired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of 
persons  inducted  unaer  this  title  should  be  decreased  to  any  period  less  than  twenty- 
six  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolution;  or 

( C )  that  the  period  of  active  service  reouired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of 
persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  eliminated, 
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the  period  of  initial  basic  training  or  of  active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups  desig¬ 
nated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be  so  increased,  decreased,  or  eliminated,  as  the  case 
may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  service  reauired  tender  this  title  of  persons  who  have 
not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section,  all  individuals  then  or 
thereafter  registered  under  section  8  of  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have  not  been  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effective  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  for  initial  basic  military  training  for  a  period  of  not  less 
than  four  months. 

(2)  Effective  at  such  time  as  the  President  may  deem  appropriate  in  advance  of  his 
issuance  of  an  Executive  order  eliminating  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title 
or  effective  whenever  the  Congress  shall  have  adopted  a  concurrent  resolution  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (I)  of  this  subsection,  the  President  is  authorized  to 
establish  a  National  Security  Training  Commission  to  be  composed  of  five  members, 
three  of  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom  shall  be  active  or  retired  members 
of  the  Regular  components  of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Effective  at  such  time  as  periods  of 
active  service  required  under  this  title  are  eliminated  pursuant  to  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph  of  this  subsection,  there  shall  be  established  a  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
whose  membership  shall  be  composed  of  all  persons  inducted  therein  for  initial  basic 
training.  The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction 
of  the  President,  establish  such  policies  and  standards  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
initial  basic  training  ( including  the  moral,  religious,  recreational,  informational,  and 
educational  phases  of  such  training)  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  and  shall,  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  President,  designate  the  Federal  departments  and  agencies  to  carry  out 
such  training.  All  departments  and  agencies  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such  train¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the  Commission. 

SELECTION 

Sec.  5.  (a)  (I)  The  selection  of  persons  for  training  and  service  under  section  4 
shall  be  made  in  an  impartial  manner,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the 
President  may  prescribe,  from  the  persons  who  are  liable  for  such  training  and 
service  and  who  at  the  time  of  selection  are  registered  and  classified,  but  not 
deferred  or  exempted:  Provided,  That  in  the  selection  of  persons  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title,  and  in  the  interpretation  and  execution  of  the  provisions 
of  this  title,  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  against  any  person  on  account  of  race 
or  color:  Provided  further,  That  in  the  classification  of  registrants  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  local  board,  the  registrants  of  any  particular  registration  may 
be  classified,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  President,  before,  together  with,  or  after  the  registrants 
of  any  prior  registration  or  registrations;  and  in  the  selection  for  induction  of 
persons  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  local  board  and  within  any  particular  classi¬ 
fication,  persons  who  were  registered  at  any  particular  registration  may  be  selected, 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President,  before,  together  with,  or  after  persons  who  were  registered 
at  any  prior  registration  or  registrations:  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of  persons  by  age  groups  under 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President. 

(2)  Until  such  time  as  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  j  ( k )  of  this  title — 

(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age  of  nineteen  unless  there  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a 
sufficient  number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such  local  board  to  be  available 
for  induction  and  who  have  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  such  local 
board  to  meet  a  call  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered  to  furnish  for  induction;  and 

( B )  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age  of  nineteen,  if  there  is  any  person  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local 
board  who  (i)  is  as  much  as  ninety  days  older,  (ii)  has  not  attained  the  age  of 
nineteen,  and  {Hi)  is  deemed  by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for  induction. 

(b)  Quotas  of  men  to  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  under  this  title  shall 
be  determined  for  each  State,  Territory,  possession,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  for  subdivisions  thereof,  on  the  basis  of  the  actual  number  of  men  in  the  sev¬ 
eral  States,  Territories,  possessions,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  sub- 
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divisions  thereof,  who  are  liable  for  such  training  and  service  but  who  are  not 
deferred  after  classification,  except  that  credits  shall  be  given  in  fixing  such  quotas 
for  residents  of  such  subdivisions  who  are  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States 
on  the  date  fixed  for  determining  such  quotas.  After  such  quotas  are  fixed, 
credits  shall  be  given  in  filling  such  quotas  for  residents  of  such  subdivisions  who 
subsequently  become  members  of  such  forces.  Until  the  actual  numbers  neces¬ 
sary  for  determining  the  quotas  are  known,  the  quotas  may  be  based  on  esti¬ 
mates,  and  subsequent  adjustments  therein  shall  be  made  when  such  actual  num¬ 
bers  are  known.  All  computations  under  this  subsection  shall  be  made  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe. 

DEFERMENT  AND  EXEMPTIONS 

Sec.  6.  (a)  Commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers,  pay  clerks,  enlisted  men, 
and  aviation  cadets  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  the  Marine 
Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the  Public  Health 
Service;  cadets,  United  States  Military  Academy;  midshipmen,  United  States 
Navy;  cadets,  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy;  midshipmen,  Merchant 
Marine  Reserve,  United  States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in  an  officer  procure¬ 
ment  program  at  military  colleges  the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense;  members  of  the  reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces,  the  Coast 
Guard,  and  the  Public  Health  Service,  while  on  active  duty;  and  foreign  diplo¬ 
matic  representatives,  technical  attaches  of  foreign  embassies  and  legations,  con¬ 
suls  general,  consuls,  vice  consuls,  and  other  consular  agents  of  foreign  countries 
wUo  are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  members  of  their  families,  and 
persons  in  other  categories  to  be  specified  by  the  President,  residing  in  the  United 
States,  and  who  have  not  declared  their  intention  to  become  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  shall  not  be  required  to  be  registered  under  section  3  and  shall  be 
relieved  from  liability  for  training  and  service  under  section  4  (b). 

(b)  (1)  No  person  who  served  honorably  on  active  duty  between  September  16, 
1940,  and  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title  for  a  period  of  twelve  months  or  more, 
or  between  December  7,  1941,  and  September  2,  1945,  for  a  period  in  excess  of 
ninety  days,  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast 
Guard,  the  Public  Health  Service,  or  the  armed  forces  of  any  country  allied  with 
the  United  States  in  World  War  II  prior  to  September  2,  1945,  shall  be  liable  for 
induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  title,  except  after  a  declaration  of 
war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  title. 

(2)  No  person  who  served  honorably  on  active  duty  between  September  16, 
1940,  and  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title  for  a  period  of  ninety  days  or  more 
but  less  than  twelve  months  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine 
Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Public  Health  Service,  or  the  armed  forces  of  any 
country  allied  with  the  United  States  in  World  War  II  prior  to  September  2,  1945, 
shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  title,  except  after 
a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  subsequent  to 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title,  if — 

(A)  the  local  board  determines  that  he  is  regularly  enlisted  or  commissioned 
in  any  organized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he 
served,  provided  such  unit  is  reasonably  accessible  to  such  person  without 
unduly  interrupting  his  normal  pursuits  and  activities  (including  attendance 
at  a  college  or  university  in  which  he  is  regularly  enrolled),  or  in  a  reserve 
component  (other  than  in  an  organized  unit)  of  such  armed  force  in  any  case 
in  which  enlistment  or  commission  in  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve  component 
of  such  armed  force  is  not  available  to  him;  or 

(B)  the  local  board  determines  that  enlistment  or  commission  in  a  reserve 
component  of  such  armed  force  is  not  available  to  him  or  that  he  has  volun¬ 
tarily  enlisted  or  accepted  appointment  in  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve 
component  of  an  armed  force  other  than  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served. 

Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  be  applicable  to  any  person  to 
whom  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection  is  applicable. 

(3)  No  person  who  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title  is  honorably  dis¬ 
charged  upon  the  completion  of  a  period  of  three  years  or  more  of  active  duty 
in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  or 
the  Public  Health  Service,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service 
under  this  title,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made 
by  the  Congress  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title. 

(4)  No  person  who  is  honorably  discharged  upon  the  completion  of  an  enlist¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  section  4  (c)  or  section  4  (g)  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for 
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training  and  service  under  this  title,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
title. 

(5)  For  the  purposes  of  computation  of  the  periods  of  active  duty  referred  to  in 
paragraphs  (1),  (2),  or  (3)  of  this  subsection,  no  credit  shall  be  allowed  for — 

(A)  periods  of  active-duty  training  performed  as  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component  pursuant  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty  solely  for  training 
purposes; 

(B)  periods  of  active  duty  in  which  the  service  consisted  solely  of  training 
under  the  Army  specialized-training  program,  the  Army  Air  Force  college¬ 
training  program,  or  any  similar  program  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard; 

(C)  periods  of  active  duty  as  a  cadet  at  the  United  States  Military  Academy 
or  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy,  or  as  a  midshipman  at  the  United 
States  Naval  Academy,  or  in  a  preparatory  school  after  nomination  as  a 
principal,  alternate,  or  candidate  for  admission  to  any  of  such  academies;  or 

(D)  periods  of  active  duty  in  any  of  the  armed  forces  while  being  processed 
for  entry  into  or  separation  from  any  educational  program  or  institution 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (B)  or  (C). 

(c)  (1)  Persons  who,  on  [the  effective  date  of  this  title,]  February  1,  1951, 
were  members  of  organized  units  of  the  federally  recognized  National  Guard,  the 
federally  recognized  Air  National  Guard,  the  Officers’  Reserve  Corps,  the  Regular 
Army  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps,  the  Naval 
Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  the  Public 
Health  Service  Reserve,  shall,  so  long  as  they  continue  to  be  such  members  and 
satisfactorily  participate  in  scheduled  drills  and  training  periods  as  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  be  exempt  from  training  and  service  by  induction 
under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration  unless 
on  active  duty. 

(2)  (A)  In  any  case  in  which  the  Governor  of  any  State  determines  and  issues 
a  proclamation  to  the  effect  that  the  authorized  strength  of  any  organized  unit  of 
the  National  Guard  of  his  State  cannot  be  maintained  by  the  enlistment  or 
appointment  of  persons  referred  to  in  subsection  6  (b)  (2)  or  persons  who  are 
not  liable  for  training  and  service  under  this  title,  any  person  who  prior  to  attaining 
the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months,  prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  National  Guard  to 
enable  it  to  maintain  its  authorized  strength,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to 
leport  for  induction,  enlists  or  accepts  appointment  in  any  such  organized  unit 
shall  be  defened  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  so  long  as  he  continues 
to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such  organized  unit. 

(B)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (b),  paragraph  ( 1 )  of  this  subsection,  or 
clause  (A)  of  this  paragraph,  no  person  who  shall  become  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component  after  the  effective  date  of  this  title  shall  thereby  be  exempt  from 
registration  or  training  and  service  by  induction  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

[(d)  (1)  Any  person  who,  on  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  is  enrolled  in  the 
advanced  course,  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps  or  the  Air 
Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  is  a  member  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps  and  has  entered  upon  the  junior  or  senior  year,  or  is  a  midshipman, 
United  States  Naval  Reserve,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title  until  the  completion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  in¬ 
struction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being 
commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration. 

(2)  Within  such  number  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
any  person  who,  (A)  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  is  selected  for 
enrollment  or  continuance  in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  or  who,  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  is  appointed  a 
midshipman,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  and  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept 
a  commission  if  tendered  and  to  serve,  subject  to  call  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  the  Secretarj^  of  the  Air  Force,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively, 
not  less  than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission,  shall  be 
deferred  from  induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  title  until  after  com¬ 
pletion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in 
a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from 
registration.] 

(d)  ( 1 )  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  ( A )  until  June  SO,  1954,  to  provide  for  the  temporary  removal  from  active 
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training  and  service  upon  completion  of  their  initial  periods  of  basic  training  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  not  to  exceed  seventy-five  thousand  persons  annually  in  order  to 
permit  such  persons  to  engage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine,  dentistry,  osteopathy , 
the  sciences,  engineering ,  the  humanities,  and  other  fields  determined  by  him  to  be 
in  the  national  interest  and  while  so  engaged  such  persons  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in 
military  service  ( active  or  inactive )  for  any  purpose;  ( B )  to  suspend  for  such  persons 
the  obligation  to  complete  the  period  of  military  service  required  under  subsection 
(b)  of  section  4  of  this  title  until  the  completion  of  such  study  or  research,  or  until  any 
such  person  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  study  or  research,  whichever  is  the 
earlier;  and  ( C )  upon  termination  of  such  period  of  suspension,  or  at  any  time  within 
not  more  than  ten  years  thereafter,  to  reorder  or  induct  such  a  person  into  active  service 
in  the  same  or  another  armed  force  for  the  unserved  part  of  the  period  of  service  required 
under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  unless  such  person  performs  other  military 
or  civilian  service  in  the  national  interest  for  a  period  equivalent  to  such  period  of 
service  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President.  The  persons 
temporarily  removed  from  active  training  and  service  to  engage  in  study  or  research 
under  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  be  selected  by  a  civilian  commission  to 
be  composed  of  five  members  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Not  more  than  three  of  the  members  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  members  of  the  same  political  party.  The  persons  selected  by  the  Commission 
to  engage  in  study  or  research  shall  be  selected  upon  a  competitive  basis  in  accordance 
with  standards  and  procedures  prescribed  by  the  Commission.  The  President  is 
authorized  to  provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of  the  costs  of  tuition,  books,  labora¬ 
tory  fees,  subsistence,  travel,  and  other  necessary  expenses  of  any  person  selected  to 
engage  in  such  study  and  research  as  the  Commission  finds  that  such  person  is  unable 
to  defray  without  undue  hardship. 

(2)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  any 
person  who,  ( A )  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in 
the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and 
Marine  Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Act  of  August  13, 
1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  officers’  candidate  program  of  the 
Navy,  or  the  platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer  procurement  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  has  been  or  may  hereafter 
be  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  and  is  undergoing  professional 
training;  ( B )  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve, 
subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department  having  jurisdiction  over 
him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard), 
not  less  than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission,  and  (C)  agrees 
to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  component  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of 
the  receipt  of  a  commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsection  (d)  of 
section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title  until  after  completion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he 
continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be 
exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  except  those  persons  who  have  previously 
completed  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active  military 
training  and  service  shall  be  required  while  enrolled  in  such  programs  to  complete  a 
period  of  training  equal  (as  determined  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  basic  training.  There 
shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any  person  who  has  agreed 
to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attending  a 
civilian  college  under  any  such  training  program  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

(3)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated  in  paragraph  (2)  of  this 
subsection,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  may  approve,  the 
Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  author¬ 
ized  to  establish  officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of  persons 
on  active  duty. 

(4)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from 
providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for 
such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate. 

(e)  Fully  qualified  and  accepted  aviation  cadet  applicants  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
or  Air  Force  who  have  signed  an  agreement  of  service  shall,  in  such  numbers  as 
may  be  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  be  deferred,  during  the  period 
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covered  by  the  agreement  but  not  to  exceed  four  months,  from  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  title  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration. 

(f)  The  Vice  President  of  the  United  States;  the  governors  of  the  several 
States,  Territories,  and  possessions,  and  all  other  officials  chosen  by  the  voters 
of  the  entire  State,  Territory,  or  possession;  members  of  the  legislative  bodies  of 
the  United  States  and  of  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  possessions;  judges 
of  the  courts  of  record  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  several  States,  Territories, 
possessions,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  shall,  while  holding  such  offices,  be 
deferred  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  in  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States. 

(g)  Regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers  of  religion,  as  defined  in  this  title,  and 
students  preparing  for  the  ministry  under  the  direction  of  recognized  churches 
or  religious  organizations,  who  are  satisfactorily  pursuing  full-time  courses  of 
instruction  in  recognized  theological  or  divinity  schools,  or  who  are  satisfactorily 
pursuing  full-time  courses  of  instruction  leading  to  their  entrance  into  recognized 
theological  or  divinity  schools  in  which  they  have  been  preenrolled,  shall  be 
exempt  from  training  and  service  (but  not  from  registration)  under  this  title. 

(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title 
in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose 
employment  in  industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or 
whose  continued  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an  office  described  in  subsection 
(f)  under  the  United  States  or  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  scientific,  or  other 
endeavors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health, 
safety,  or  interest:  Provided,  That  no  person  within  any  such  category  shall  be 
deferred  except  upon  the  basis  of  his  individual  status.  The  President  is  also 
authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for 
the  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  in  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States  (1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a  status  with  respect 
to  persons  ( other  than  wives  alone)  dependent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders 
their  deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found 
to  be  physically,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defective.  For  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  person  is  advisable,  because  of 
his  status  with  respect  to  persons  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  any  payments 
of  allowances  which  are  payable  by  the  United  States  to  the  dependents  of  persons 
serving  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  shall  be  taken  into  consideration, 
but  the  fact  that  such  payments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed 
conclusively  to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based 
upon  financial  considerations  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  remove  the  ground 
for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  financial  consider¬ 
ations  and  cannot  be  eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the  dependents.  The 
President  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  in  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have 
[wives  or]  children,  or  wives  and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona 
fide  family  relationship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from  such  training  and 
service  shall  be  made  in  the  case  of  anv  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the 
status  of  such  individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at  the 
office  of  each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the  names  and  classifications  of  those 
persons  who  have  been  classified  by  such  local  board. 

(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of 
instruction  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution  of  learning,  [is  ordered  to  report 
for  induction  under  this  title  prior  to  his  graduation  from  such  school  or  institu¬ 
tion,]  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local  board,  [have  his  induction 
under  this  title  postponed]  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time  of  his  graduation  there¬ 
from,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  [twentieth]  nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth, 
or  (C)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest.  [The  induction  of  any  such  person  shall  not  be  postponed  under 
this  paragraph  beyond  the  date  so  determined.] 

(2)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution,  [of  learning,  is  ordered  to  report 
for  induction  under  this  title,]  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local 
board,  [have  his  induction  under  this  title  postponed]  be  deferred  (A)  until  the 
end  of  [such]  the  academic  year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue 
such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph 
shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed 
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under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service 
of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate. 

(j)  Nothing  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  construed  to  require  any  person  to 
be  subject  to  combatant  training  and  service  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  who,  by  reason  of  religious  training  and  belief,  is  conscientiously  opposed 
to  participation  in  war  in  any  form.  Religious  training  and  belief  in  this  con¬ 
nection  means  an  individual’s  belief  in  a  relation  to  a  Supreme  Being  involving 
duties  superior  to  those  arising  from  any  human  relation,  but  does  not  include 
essentially  political,  sociological,  or  philosophical  views  or  a  merely  personal  moral 
code.  Any  person  claiming  exemption  from  combatant  training  and  service 
because  of  such  conscientious  objections  whose  claim  is  sustained  by  the  local 
board  shall,  if  he  is  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  under  this  title,  be  assigned 
to  noncombatant  service  as  defined  by  the  President,  or  shall,  if  he  is  found  to  be 
conscientiously  opposed  to  participation  in  such  noncombatant  service,  [be 
deferred]  in  lieu  of  such  induction,  be  assigned,  for  a  ■period  equal  to  the  period  of 
training  and  service  prescribed  by  section  4  ( b ) ,  to  work  of  national  importance  under 
civilian  direction.  Any  person  claiming  exemption  from  combatant  training  and 
service  because  of  such  conscientious  objections  shall,  if  such  claim  is  not  sustained 
by  the  local  board,  be  entitled  to  an  appeal  to  the  appropriate  appeal  board. 
Upon  the  filing  of  such  appeal,  the  appeal  board  shall  refer  any  such  claim  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  for  inquiry  and  hearing.  The  Department  of  Justice, 
after  appropriate  inquiry,  shall  hold  a  hearing  with  respect  to  the  character  and 
good  faith  of  the  objections  of  the  person  concerned,  and  such  person  shall  be 
notified  of  the  time  and  place  of  such  hearing.  The  Department  of  Justice  shall, 
after  such  hearing,  if  the  objections  are  found  to  be  sustained,  recommend  to  the 
appeal  board  that  (1)  if  the  objector  is  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  under  this 
title,  he  shall  be  assigned  to  noncombatant  service  as  defined  by  the  President, 
or  (2)  if  the  objector  is  found  to  be  conscientiously  opposed  to  participation  in 
such  noncombatant  service,  [he  shall  be  deferred]  he  shall  in  lieu  of  such  induction 
be  assigned,  for  a  period  equal  to  the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed  by 
section  4  Q>),  to  work  of  national  importance  under  civilian  direction.  If  after  such 
hearing  the  Department  of  Justice  finds  that  his  objections  are  not  sustained,  it 
shall  recommend  to  the  appeal  board  that  such  objections  be  not  sustained. 
The  appeal  board  shall,  in  making  its  decision,  give  consideration  to,  but  shall 
not  be  bound  to  follow,  the  recommendation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  together 
with  the  record  on  appeal  from  the  local  board.  Each  person  whose  claim  for 
exemption  from  combatant  training  and  service  because  of  conscientious  objections 
is  sustained  shall  be  listed  by  the  local  board  on  a  register  of  conscientious  objectors. 

(k)  No  exception  from  registration,  or  exemption  or  deferment  from  training 
and  service,  under  this  title,  shall  continue  after  the  cause  therefor  ceases  to  exist. 

(l)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  law,  no  person  between  the  ages 
of  eighteen  and  twenty-one  shall  be  discharged  from  service  in  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States  while  this  title  is  in  effect  because  such  person  entered  such 
service  without  the  consent  of  his  parent  or  guardian. 

(m)  No  person  shall  be  relieved  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  by 
reason  of  conviction  of  a  criminal  offense,  except  where  the  offense  of  which  he 
has  been  convicted  may  be  punished  by  death,  or  by  imprisonment  for  a  term 
exceeding  one  year. 

(n)  In  the  case  of  any  registrant  whose  principal  place  of  employment  is  located 
outside  the  appeal  board  area  in  which  the  local  board  having  jurisdiction  over 
the  registrant  is  located,  any  occupational  deferment  made  under  subsection  (h) 
of  this  section  may,  within  five  days  after  such  deferment  is  made,  be  submitted 
for  review  and  decision  to  the  appeal  board  having  jurisdiction  over  the  area  in 
which  is  located  the  principal  place  of  employment  of  the  registrant.  Such  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  appeal  board  shall  be  final  unless  modified  or  changed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  and  such  decision  shall  be  made  public. 

(o)  Where  one  or  more  sons  or  daughters  of  a  family  were  killed  in  action  or 
died  in  line  of  duty  while  serving  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  or  sub¬ 
sequently  died  as  a  result  of  injuries  received  or  disease  incurre  dduring  such  serv¬ 
ice,  the  sole  surviving  son  of  such  family  shall  not  be  inducted  for  service  under 
the  terms  of  this  title. 

[active  duty-  for  certain  members  of  reserve  components] 

[Sec.  7.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law  or  of  this  title,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  is  hereby  authorized  to  order  into  the  active  service  of  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States,  without  their  consent  and  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  twenty-one 
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consecutive  months  each,  members  (other  than  those  exempted  or  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  (c))  of  any  or  all  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  who  shall  have  had  less  than 
ninety  days’  continuous  active  service  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States, 
exclusive  of  periods  of  active  training  duty.  No  member  of  the  National  Guard 
of  any  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  ordered  into  the  active 
service  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  under  this  section  unless  the  gov¬ 
ernor  of  such  State  or  Territory,  or  the  Commanding  General  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  National  Guard  in  the  case  of  a  member  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
National  Guard,  has  consented  to  the  ordering  into  active  service  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  of  members  of  the  National  Guard  of  his  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  or  District,  as  the  case  may  be,  in  accordance  with  such  program  or  programs 
as  may  have  been  mutually  agreed  upon.  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  repeal  or  abridge  any  existing  law  which  authorizes  the  ordering  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces  into  active  service.] 

bounties;  substitutes;  purchases  of  release 

Sec.  8.  No  bounty  shall  be  paid  to  induce  any  person  to  enlist  in  or  be  inducted 
into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States:  Provided,  That  the  clothing  or  enlist¬ 
ment  allowances  authorized  by  law  shall  not  be  regarded  as  bounties  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section.  No  person  liable  for  training  and  service  in  such  forces 
shall  be  permitted  or  allowed  to  furnish  a  substitute  for  such  training  and  service; 
no  substitute  as  such  shall  be  received,  enlisted,  enrolled,  or  inducted  into  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States;  and  no  person  liable  for  training  and  service 
in  such  forces  under  section  4  shall  be  permitted  to  escape  such  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  or  be  discharged  therefrom  prior  to  the  expiration  of  his  period  of  such  train¬ 
ing  and  service  by  the  payment  of  money  or  any  other  valuable  thing  whatsoever 
as  consideration  for  his  release  from  such  training  and  service  or  liability  therefor. 

SEPARATION  FROM  SERVICE;  REEMPLOYMENT  RIGHTS 

Sec.  9.  (a)  Any  person  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  under  this  title  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  who,  in  the  judgment  of  those  in  authority  over  him,  satisfactorily 
completes  his  period  of  training  and  service  under  section  4  (b)  shall  be  entitled 
to  a  certificate  to  that  effect  upon  the  completion  of  such  period  of  training  and 
service,  which  shall  include  a  record  of  any  special  proficiency  or  merit  attained. 
In  addition,  each  such  person  who  is  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  under  this 
title  for  training  and  service  shall  be  given  a  physical  examination  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  such  training  and  service,  and  upon  the  completion  of  his  period  of  train¬ 
ing  and  service  under  this  title,  each  such  person  shall  be  given  another  physical 
examination  and,  upon  his  written  request,  shall  be  given  a  statement  of  physical 
condition  by  the  Secretary  concerned:  Provided,  That  such  statement  shall  not 
contain  any  reference  to  mental  or  other  conditions  which  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Secretary  concerned  would  prove  injurious  to  the  physical  or  mental  health  of  the 
person  to  whom  it  pertains. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  such  person  who,  in  order  to  perform  such  training  and 
service,  has  left  or  leaves  a  position  (other  than  a  temporary  position)  in  the  em¬ 
ploy  of  any  employer  and  who  (1)  receives  such  certificate,  and  (2)  makes  appli¬ 
cation  for  reemployment  within  ninety  days  after  he  is  relieved  from  such  training 
and  service  or  from  hospitalization  continuing  after  discharge  for  a  period  of  not 
more  than  one  year — 

(A)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  the  United  States  Government, 
its  Territories,  or  possessions,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof,  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  such  person  shall — 

(i)  if  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to 
such  position  or  to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or 

(ii)  if  not  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  by  reason  of 
disability  sustained  during  such  service  but  qualified  to  perform  the 
duties  of  any  other  position  in  employ  of  the  employer,  be  restored  to 
such  other  position  the  duties  of  which  he  is  qualified  to  perform  as  will 
provide  him  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay,  or  the  nearest  approximation 
thereof  consistent  with  the  circumstances  in  his  case; 

(B)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  a  private  employer,  such  person 
shall — 

(i)  if  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position,  be  restored 
by  such  employer  or  his  successor  in  interest  to  such  position  or  to  a 
position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or 
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(ii)  if  not  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  by  reason  of 
disability  sustained  during  such  service  but  qualified  to  perform  the 
duties  of  any  other  position  in  the  employ  of  such  employer  or  his 
successor  in  interest,  be  restored  by  such  employer  or  his  successor  in 
interest  to  such  other  position  the  duties  of  which  he  is  qualified  to 
perform  as  will  provide  him  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay,  or  the  nearest 
approximation  thereof  consistent  with  the  circumstances  in  his  case, 
unless  the  employer’s  circumstances  have  so  changed  as  to  make  it  impossible  or 
unreasonable  to  do  so; 

(C)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  any  State  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  it  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  such  person 
should — 

(i)  if  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position,  be  restored 
to  such  position  or  to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or 
(Ii)  if  not  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  by  reason  of 
disability  sustained  during  such  service  but  qualified  to  perform  the 
duties  of  any  other  position  in  the  employ  of  the  employer,  be  restored 
to  such  other  position  the  duties  of  which  he  is  qualified  to  perform  as 
will  provide  him  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay,  or  the  nearest  approxi¬ 
mation  thereof  consistent  with  the  circumstances  in  his  case. 

(c)  (1)  Any  person  who  is  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  shall  be  considered  as  having  been 
on  furlough  or  leave  of  absence  during  his  period  of  training  and  service  in  the 
armed  forces,  shall  be  so  restored  without  loss  of  seniority,  shall  be  entitled  to 
participate  in  insurance  or  other  benefits  offered  by  the  employer  pursuant  to 
established  rules  and  practices  relating  to  employees  on  furlough  or  leave  of 
absence  in  effect  with  the  employer  at  the  time  such  person  was  inducted  into 
such  forces,  and  shall  not  be  discharged  from  such  position  without  cause  within 
one  year  after  such  restoration. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  any  person  who 
is  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  or 
(B)  of  subsection  (b)  should  be  so  restored  in  such  manner  as  to  give  him  such 
status  in  his  employment  as  he  would  have  enjoyed  if  he  had  continued  in  such 
employment  continuously  from  the  time  of  his  entering  the  armed  forces  until 
the  time  of  his  restoration  to  such  employment. 

(d)  In  case  any  private  employer  fails  or  refuses  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  slubsection  (b)  or  subsection  (c)  (1),  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  district  in  which  such  private  employer  maintains  a  place  of  business  shall 
have  power,  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion,  petition,  or  other  appropriate  pleading 
by  the  person  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  such  provisions,  specifically  to  require 
such  employer  to  comply  with  such  provisions  and  to  compensate  such  person 
for  any  loss  of  w'ages  or  benefits  suffered  by  reason  of  such  employer’s  unlawful 
action:  Provided ,  That  any  such  compensation  shall  be  in  addition  to  and  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  diminish  any  of  the  benefits  of  such  provisions.  The  court 
shall  order  speedy  hearing  in  any  such  case  and  shall  advance  it  on  the  calendar. 
Upon  application  to  the  United  States  district  attorney  or  comparable  official 
for  the  district  in  which  such  private  employer  maintains  a  place  of  business,  by 
any  person  claiming  to  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  such  provisions,  such  United 
States  district  attorney  or  official,  if  reasonably  satisfied  that  the  person  so  apply¬ 
ing  is  entitled  to  such  benefits,  shall  appear  and  act  as  attorney  for  such  person 
in  the  amicable  adjustment  of  the  claim  or  in  the  filing  of  any  motion,  petition, 
or  other  appropriate  pleading  and  the  prosecution  thereof  specifically  to  require 
such  employer  to  comply  with  such  provisions:  Provided,  That  no  fees  or  court 
costs  shall  be  taxed  against  any  person  who  may  apply  for  such  benefits:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  only  the  employer  shall  be  deemed  a  necessary  party  respond¬ 
ent  to  any  such  action. 

(e)  (1)  Any  person  who  is  entitled  to  be  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  of  subsection  (b)  and  who  was  employed,  imme¬ 
diately  before  entering  the  armed  forces,  by  any  agency  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  or  by  any  Territory  or  possession,  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  or  by  the  District  of  Columbia,  shall  be  so  restored  by  such  agency  or  the 
successor  to  its  functions,  or  by  such  Territory,  possession,  political  subdivision, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia.  In  any  case  in  which,  upon  appeal  of  any  person 
who  was  employed  immediately  before  entering  the  armed  forces  by  any  agency 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  or  by  the  District  of  Columbia,  the 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission  finds  that — 

(A)  such  agency  is  no  longer  in  existence  and  its  functions  have  not  been 
transferred  to  any  other  agency;  or 
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(B)  for  any  reason  it  is  not  feasible  for  such  person  to  be  restored  to  em¬ 
ployment  by  such  agency  or  by  the  District  of  Columbia, 
the  Commission  shall  determine  whether  or  not  there  is  a  position  in  any  other 
agency  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  or  in  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  for  which  such  person  is  qualified  and  which  is  either  vacant 
or  held  by  a  person  having  a  temporary  appointment  thereto.  In  any  case  in 
which  the  Commission  determines  that  there  is  such  a  position,  such  person  shall 
be  restored  to  such  position  by  the  agency  in  which  such  position  exists  or  by  the 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case  may  be.  The  Commission 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  issue  regulations  giving  full  force  and  effect  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  insofar  as  they  relate  to  persons  entitled  to  be  restored 
to  positions  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  or  in  the  government  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  including  persons  entitled  to  be  restored  under  the  last 
sentence  of  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection.  The  agencies  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  and  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  comply 
with  such  rules  and  regulations  and  orders  issued  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
this  subsection.  The  Commission  is  authorized  and  directed  whenever  it  finds, 
upon  appeal  of  the  person  concerned,  that  any  agency  in  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government  or  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  has  failed  or 
refuses  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  section,  to  issue  an  order  specifically 
requiring  such  agency  or  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  comply 
with  such  provisions  and  to  compensate  such  person  for  any  loss  of  salary  or  wages 
suffered  by  reason  of  failure  to  comply  with  such  provisions,  less  any  amounts 
received  by  him  through  other  employment,  unemployment  compensation,  or 
readjustment  allowances:  Provided,  That  any  such  compensation  ordered  to  be 
paid  by  the  Commission  shall  be  in  addition  to  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  diminish 
any  of  the  benefits  of  such  provisions,  and  shall  be  paid  by  the  head  of  the  agency 
concerned  or  by  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  out  of  appropriations 
currently  available  for  salary  and  expenses  of  such  agency  or  government,  and 
such  appropriations  shall  be  available  for  such  purpose.  As  used  in  this  para¬ 
graph,  the  term  “agency  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government”  means  any 
department,  independent  establishment,  agency,  or  corporation  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  United  States  Government. 

(2)  Any  person  who  is  entitled  to  be  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  of  subsection  (b)  and  who  was  employed,  immedi¬ 
ately  before  entering  the  armed  forces,  in  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government, 
shall  be  so  restored  by  the  officer  who  appointed  him  to  the  position  which  he 
held  immediately  before  entering  the  armed  forces.  In  any  case  in  which  it  is 
not  possible  for  any  such  person  to  be  restored  to  a  position  in  the  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government  and  he  is  otherwise  eligible  to  acquire  a  status  for 
transfer  to  a  position  in  the  classified  (competitive)  civil  service  in  accordance 

'  with  section  2  (b)  of  the  Act  of  November  26,  1940  (54  Stat.  1212),  the  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission  shall,  upon  appeal  of  such  person,  determine 
whether  or  not  there  is  a  position  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  for 
which  he  is  qualified  and  which  is  either  vacant  or  held  by  a  person  having  a 
temporary  appointment  thereto.  In  any  case  in  which  the  Commission  deter¬ 
mines  that  there  is  such  a  position  such  person  shall  be  restored  to  such  position 
by  the  agency  in  which  such  position  exists. 

(3)  Any  person  who  is  entitled  to  be  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  of  subsection  (b)  and  who  -was  employed,  immedi¬ 
ately  before  entering  the  armed  forces,  in  the  judicial  branch  of  the  Government, 
shall  be  so  restored  by  the  officer  who  appointed  him  to  the  position  which  he  held 
immediately  before  entering  the  armed  forces. 

(f)  In  any  case  in  which  two  or  more  persons  who  are  entitled  to  be  restored 
to  a  position  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  or  of  any  other  law  relating  to 
similar  reemployment  benefits  left  the  same  position  in  order  to  enter  the  armed 
forces,  the  person  who  left  such  position  first  shall  have  the  prior  right  to  be 
restored  thereto,  without  prejudice  to  the  reemployment  rights  of  the  other 
person  or  persons  to  be  restored. 

(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  [the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title 
and  while  it  is  in  effect,])  June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  [armed  forces]  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  [reserve]  Reserve  component)  and 
who  serves  for  not  more  than  [three]  four  years  ( plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall [,  if  such  enlistment  is  his  first  enlistment 
in  the  armed  forces  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title,]  be  entitled 
upon  [the  expiration  of  his  enlistment  (including  any  extension  thereof  by  law 
but  not  including  any  voluntary  extension  thereof)  or  upon  his  discharge]  release 
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rom  service  under  honorable  conditions  [prior  to  the  expiration  thereof, 3  to  all 
the  reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this  section  in  the 
case  of  inductees. 

(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  [the  effective  date  of  this  title  and  while 
it  is  in  effect,]  June  24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty  ( other  than  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  his  physical  fitness ),  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in  the  [armed 
forces]  Armed,  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Public  Health  Service  in  response 
to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty  shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under 
honorable  conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and  benefits 
provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees,  if  he  is  relieved  from  active 
duty  not  later  than  [three]  four  years  after  the  date  of  entering  upon  active 
duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration  of  such  [three]  four  years  as  he  is  able  to 
obtain  orders  relieving  him  from  active  duty. 

(8)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  ( B )  of 
subseciion  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or 
performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his 
release  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes 
prompt  application  for  reinstatement,  be  reinstated  in  his  position  without  reduction 
in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees 
similarly  situated. 

(h)  The  Secretary  of  Labor,  through  the  Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment 
Rights,  shall  render  aid  in  the  replacement  in  their  former  positions  of  persons 
who  have  satisfactorily  completed  any  period  of  active  duty  in  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States  or  the  Public  Health  Service.  In  rendering  such  aid,  the 
Secretary  shall  use  the  then  existing  Federal  and  State  agencies  engaged  in  similar 
or  related  activities  and  shall  utilize  the  assistance  of  volunteers. 

(i)  Any  person  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title  shall,  during  the  period  of  such  service,  be  permitted  to  vote  in  person 
or  by  absentee  ballot  in  any  general,  special,  or  primary  election  occurring  in  the 
State  of  which  he  is  a  resident,  whether  he  is  within  or  outside  such  State  at  the 
time  of  such  election,  if  under  the  laws  of  such  State  he  is  otherwise  entitled  so  to 
vote  in  such  election;  but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to  require 
granting  to  any  such  person  a  leave  of  absence  or  furlough  for  longer  than  one  day 
in  order  to  permit  him  to  vote  in  person  in  any  such  election.  No  person  inducted 
into,  or  enlisted  in,  the  armed  forces  for  training  and  service  under  this  title  shall, 
during  the  period  of  such  service,  as  a  condition  of  voting  in  any  election  for 
President,  Vice  President,  electors  for  President  or  Vice  President,  or  for  Senator 
or  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  be  required  to  pay  any  poll  tax  or 
other  tax  or  make  any  other  payment  to  any  State  or  political  subdivision  thereof. 

(j)  The  Secretaries  of  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  Treasury  shall  furnish  to  the 
Selective  Service  System  hereafter  established  a  report  of  separation  for  each 
person  separated  from  active  duty. 

THE  SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM;  CONSTRUCTION;  CIVILIAN  EMPLOYEES 

Sec.  10.  (a)  (1)  There  is  hereby  established  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  an  agency  to  be  known  as  the  Selective  Service  System,  and  a 
Director  of  Selective  Service  who  shall  be  the  head  thereof. 

(2)  The  Selective  Service  System  shall  include  a  national  headquarters,  at 
least  one  State  headquarters  in  each  State,  Territory,  and  possession  of  the  United 
States,  and  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  local  boards,  appeal  boards,  and 
other  agencies  provided  for  in  subsection  (b)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(3)  The  Director  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  Director  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of 
$12,500  per  year. 

(4)  The  functions  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records  (established  by  the 
Act  of  March  31,  1947)  and  of  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records 
are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Selective  Service  System  and  the  Director  of  Selec¬ 
tive  Service,  respectively.  The  personnel,  property,  records,  and  unexpended 
balances  (available  or  to  be  made  available)  of  appropriations,  allocations,  and 
other  funds  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records  are  hereby  transferred  to 
the  Selective  Service  System.  The  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records  shall  cease 
to  exist  upon  the  taking  of  effect  of  the  provisions  of  this  title:  Provided,  That, 
effective  upon  the  termination  of  this  title  and  notwithstanding  such  termination 
in  other  respects,  (A)  the  said  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records  is  hereby  re¬ 
established  on  the  same  basis  and  with  the  same  functions  as  obtained  prior  to  the 
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effective  date  of  this  title,  (B)  said  reestablished  Office  shall  be  responsible  for 
liquidating  any  other  outstanding  affairs  of  the  Selective  Service  System,  and  (C) 
the  personnel,  property,  records,  and  unexpended  balances  (available  or  to  be 
made  available)  of  appropriations,  allocations,  and  other  funds  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  shall  be  transferred  to  such  reestablished  Office  of  Selective  Service 
Records. 

(b)  The  President  is  authorized — 

(1)  to  prescribe  the  necessary  rules  and  regulations  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title; 

(2)  to  appoint,  upon  recommendation  of  the  respective  governor  or 
comparable  executive  official,  a  State  director  of  the  Selective  Service  System 
for  each  headquarters  in  each  State,  Territory,  and  possession  of  the  United 
States  and  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  who  shall  represent  the  governor 
and  be  in  immediate  charge  of  the  State  headquarters  of  the  Selective  Service 
System;  to  employ  such  number  of  civilians,  and  to  order  to  active  duty 
with  their  consent  and  to  assign  to  the  Selective  Service  System  such  officers 
of  the  selective-service  section  of  the  State  headquarters  and  headquarters 
detachments  and  such  other  officers  of  the  federally  recognized  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States  or  other  armed  forces  personnel  (including 
personnel  of  the  reserve  components  thereof),  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
administration  of  the  national  and  of  the  several  State  headquarters  of  the 
Selective  Service  System; 

(3)  to  create  and  establish  within  the  Selective  Service  System  civilian 
local  boards,  civilian  appeal  boards,  and  such  other  civilian  agencies,  includ¬ 
ing  agencies  of  appeal,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  its  functions  with 
respect  to  the  registration,  examination,  classification,  selection,  assignment, 
delivery  for  induction,  and  maintenance  of  records  of  persons  registered 
under  this  title,  together  with  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  under 
this  title.  He  shall  create  and  establish  one  or  more  local  boards  in  each 
county  or  political  subdivision  corresponding  thereto  of  each  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  and  possession  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Each  local  board  shall  consist  of  three  or  more  members  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President  from  recommendations  made  by  the  respective  governors  or 
comparable  executive  officials :  Provided ,  That  an  intercounty  local  board  con¬ 
sisting  of  at  least  one  member  from  each  component  county  or  corresponding 
subdivision  may  be  established  for  an  area  not  exceeding  five  counties  or 
political  supdivisions  corresponding  thereto  within  a  State  or  comparable 
jurisdiction  when  the  President  determines,  after  considering  the  public 
interest  involved  and  the  recommendation  of  the  governor  or  comparable 
executive  official  or  officials,  that  the  establishment  of  such  local  board  area 
will  result  in  a  more  efficient  and  economical  operation.  Any  such  inter¬ 
county  local  board  shall  have  within  its  area  the  same  power  and  jurisdiction 
as  a  local  board  has  in  its  area.  No  member  of  any  local  board  shall  be  a 
member  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  but  each  member  of  any 
local  board  shall  be  a  civilian  who  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  residing  in 
the  county  or  political  subdivision  corresponding  thereto  in  which  such 
local  board  has  jurisdiction,  and  each  intercounty  local  board  shall  have  at 
least  one  member  from  each  county  or  political  subdivision  corresponding 
thereto  included  within  the  intercountv  local  board  area.  Such  local  boards, 
or  separate  panels  thereof  each  consisting  of  three  or  more  members,  shall, 
under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  have  the  power 
within  the  respective  jurisdictions  of  such  local  boards  to  hear  and  determine, 
subject  to  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  appeal  boards  herein  authorized,  all 
questions  or  claims  with  respect  to  inclusion  for,  or  exemption  or  deferment 
from,  training  and  service  under  this  title,  of  all  individuals  within  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  such  local  boards.  The  decisions  of  such  local  board  shall  be  final, 
except  where  an  appeal  is  authorized  and  is  taken  in  accordance  with  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe.  There  shall  be  at  least 
one  appeal  board  for  each  State.  Appeal  boards  within  the  Selective  Service 
System  shall  be  composed  of  civilians  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and 
who  are  not  members  of  the  armed  forces.  The  decision  of  such  appeal 
boards  shall  be  final  in  cases  before  them  on  appeal  unless  modified  or  changed 
by  the  President.  The  President,  upon  appeal  or  upon  his  own  motion,  shall 
have  power  to  determine  all  claims  or  questions  with  respect  to  inclusion  for, 
or  exemption  or  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title,  and  the 
determination  of  the  President  shall  be  final.  No  person  who  is  a  civilian 
officer,  member,  agent,  or  employee  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records 
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or  the  Selective  Service  System,  or  of  any  local  board  or  appeal  board  or  other 
agency  of  such  Office  or  System,  shall  be  excepted  from  registration  or  de¬ 
ferred  or  exempted  from  training  and  service,  as  provided  for  in  this  title 
by  reason  of  his  status  as  such  civilian  officer,  member,  agent,  or  employee; 

(4)  to  appoint,  and  to  fix,  in  accordance  with  the  Classification  Act  of 
1949,  the  compensation  of  such  officers,  agents,  and  employees  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title:  Provided,  That  the 
compensation  of  employees  of  local  boards  and  appeal  boards  may  be  fixed 
without  regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949:  Provided  further,  That 
any  officer  on  the  active  or  retired  list  of  the  armed  forces,  or  any  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  thereof  with  his  consent,  or  any  officer  or  employee  of  any  depart¬ 
ment  or  agency  of  the  United  States  who  may  be  assigned  or  detailed  to  any 
office  or  position  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title  (except  to  offices  or 
positions  on  local  boards  or  appeal  boards  established  or  created  pursuant 
to  section  10  (b)  (3))  may  serve  in  and  perform  the  functions  of  such  office 
or  position  without  loss  of  or  prejudice  to  his  status  as  such  officer  in  the 
armed  forces  or  reserve  component  thereof,  or  as  such  officer  or  employee  in 
any  department  or  agency  of  the  United  States; 

(5)  to  utilize  the  services  of  any  or  all  departments  and  any  and  all  officers 
or  agents  of  the  United  States,  and  to  accept  the  services  of  all  officers  and 
agents  of  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  possessions,  and  subdivisions 
thereof,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  of  private  welfare  organizations, 
in  the  execution  of  this  title; 

(6)  to  purchase  such  printing,  binding,  and  blank-book  work  from  public, 
commercial,  or  private  printing  establishments  or  binderies  upon  orders 
placed  by  the  Public  Printer  or  upon  waivers  issued  in  accordance  with 
section  12  of  the  Printing  Act  approved  January  12,  1895,  as  amended,  and 
to  obtain  by  purchase,  loan,  or  gift  such  equipment  and  supplies  for  the 
Selective  Service  System,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title,  with  or  without  advertising  or  formal  contract; 

(71  to  prescribe  eligibility,  rules,  and  regulations  governing  the  parole  for 
service  in  the  armed  forces,  or  for  any  other  special  service  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  title,  of  any  person  convicted  of  a  violation  of  any  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title; 

(8)  subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  appropriated  for  such  purpose,  to 
procure  such  space  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
this  title  and  Public  Law  26,  Eightieth  Congress,  approved  March  31,  1947, 
by  lease  pursuant  to  existing  statutes,  except  that  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  June  30,  1932  (47  Stat.  412),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of 
March  3,  1933  (47  Stat.  1517;  40  U.  S.  C.  278a),  shall  not  apply  to  any 
lease  entered  into  under  the  authority  of  this  title; 

(9)  subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  appropriated  for  such  purposes,  to 
determine  the  location  of  such  additional  temporary  installations  as  he  may 
deem  essential;  to  utilize  and  enlarge  such  existing  installations;  to  construct, 
install,  and  equip,  and  to  complete  the  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  such  buildings,  structures,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  (including  the 
necessary  grading  and  removal,  repair  or  remodeling  of  existing  structures 
and  installations),  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this 
title;  and,  in  order  to  accomplish  the  purpose  of  this  title,  to  acquire  lands, 
and  rights  pertaining  thereto,  or  other  interests  therein,  for  temporary  use 
thereof,  by  donation  or  lease,  and  to  prosecute  construction  thereon  prior 
to  the  approval  of  the  title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section 
355,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended; 

(10)  subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  appropriated  for  such  purposes,  to 
utilize,  in  order  to  provide  and  furnish  such  services  as  may  be  deemed 
necessary  or  expedient  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  title,  such  personnel 
of  the  armed  forces  and  of  Reserve  components  thereof  with  their  consent, 
and  such  civilian  personnel,  as  may  be  necessary.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
title,  the  provisions  of  section  14  of  the  Federal  Employees’  Pay  Act  of  1946 
(Public  Law  390,  Seventy-ninth  Congress)  with  respect  to  the  maximum 
limitations  as  to  the  number  of  civilian  employees  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
the  Department  of  the  Army,  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Force. 

(c)  The  President  is  authorized  to  delegate  any  authority  vested  in  him  under 
this  title,  and  to  provide  for  the  subdelegation  of  any  such  authority. 

(d)  In  the  administration  of  this  title,  gifts  of  supplies,  equipment,  and  volun¬ 
tary  services  may  be  accepted. 
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(e)  The  Chief  of  Finance,  United  States  Army,  is  authorized  to  act  as  the  fiscal, 
disbursing,  and  accounting  agent  of  the  Director  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
this  title. 

(f)  The  Director  is  authorized  to  make  final  settlement  of  individual  claims,  for 
amounts  not  exceeding  $50,  for  travel  and  other  expenses  of  uncompensated 
personnel  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records,  or  the  Selective  Service 
System,  incurred  while  in  the  performance  of  official  duties,  without  regard  to 
other  provisions  of  law  governing  the  travel  of  civilian  employees  of  the  Federal 
Government. 

EMERGENCY  MEDICAL  CARE 

Sec.  11.  Under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President, 
funds  available  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  also  be  available  for 
the  payment  of  actual  and  reasonable  expenses  of  emergency  medical  care,  includ¬ 
ing  hospitalization,  of  registrants  who  suffer  illness  or  injury,  and  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  and  burial,  of  the  remains  of  registrants  who  suffer  death,  while  acting  under 
orders  issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  but  such  burial  expenses  shall  not 
exceed  $150  in  any  one  case. 

PENALTIES 

Sec.  12.  (a)  Any  member  of  the  Selective  Service  System  or  any  other  person 
charged  as  herein  provided  with  the  duty  of  carrying  out  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  title,  or  the  rules  or  regulations  made  or  directions  given  thereunder,  who 
shall  knowingly  fail  or  neglect  to  perform  such  duty,  and  any  person  charged  with 
such  duty,  or  having  and  exercising  any  authority  under  said  title,  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  or  directions  who  shall  knowingly  make,  or  be  a  party  to  the  making  of  any 
false,  improper,  or  incorrect  registration,  classification,  physical  or  mental  exami¬ 
nation,  deferment,  induction,  enrollment,  or  muster,  and  any  person  who  shall 
knowingly  make,  or  be  a  party  to  the  making  of,  any  false  statement  or  certificate 
regarding  or  bearing  upon  a  classification  or  in  support  of  any  request  for  a  particu¬ 
lar  classification,  for  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  rules,  regulations, 
or  directions  made  pursuant  thereto,  or  who  otherwise  evades  or  refuses  registra¬ 
tion  or  service  in  the  armed  forces  or  any  of  the  requirements  of  this  title,  or  who 
knowingly  counsels,  aids,  or  abets  another  to  refuse  or  evade  registration  or  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  armed  forces  or  any  of  the  requirements  of  this  title,  or  of  said  rules, 
regulations,  or  directions,  or  who  in  any  manner  shall  knowingly  fail  or  neglect 
or  refuse  to  perform  any  duty  required  of  him  under  or  in  the  execution  of  this 
title,  or  rules,  regulations,  or  directions  made  pursuant  to  this  title,  or  any  person 
or  persons  who  shall  knowingly  hinder  or  interfere  or  attempt  to  do  so  in  any  way, 
by  force  or  violence  or  otherwise,  with  the  administration  of  this  title  or  the  rules 
or  regulations  made  pursuant  thereto,  or  who  conspires  to  commit  any  one  or 
more  of  such  offenses,  shall,  upon  conviction  in  any  district  court  of  the  United 
States  of  competent  jurisdiction,  be  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
five  years  or  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprison¬ 
ment,  or  if  subject  to  military  or  naval  law  may  be  tried  by  court  martial,  and,  on 
conviction,  shall  suffer  such  punishment  as  a  court  martial  may  direct.  No  per¬ 
son  shall  be  tried  by  court  martial  in  any  case  arising  under  this  title  unless  such 
person  has  been  actually  inducted  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed  under 
this  title  or  unless  he  is  subject  to  trial  by  court  martial  under  laws  in  force  prior 
to  the  enactment  of  this  title.  Precedence  shall  be  given  by  courts  to  the  trial 
of  cases  arising  under  this  title,  and  such  cases  shall,  upon  request  of  the  Attorney 
General,  be  advanced  on  the  docket  for  immediate  hearing. 

(b)  Any  person  (1)  who  knowingly  transfers  or  delivers  to  another,  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  or  abetting  the  making  of  any  false  identification  or  representa¬ 
tion,  any  registration  certificate,  alien’s  certificate  of  nonresidence,  or  any  other 
certificate  issued  pursuant  to  or  prescribed  by  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  rules 
or  regulations  promulgated  hereunder;  or  (2)  who,  with  intent  that  it  be  used  for 
any  purpose  of  false  identification  or  representation,  has  in  his  possession  any  such 
certificate  not  duly  issued  to  him;  or  (3)  who  forges,  alters,  or  in  any  manner 
changes  any  such  certificate  or  any  notation  duly  and  validly  inscribed  thereon; 
or  (4)  who,  with  intent  that  it  be  used  for  any  purpose  of  false  identification  or 
representation,  photographs,  prints,  or  in  any  manner  makes  or  executes  any 
engraving,  photograph,  print,  or  impression  in  the  likeness  of  any  such  certificate, 
or  any  colorable  imitation  thereof;  or  (5)  who  has  in  his  possession  any  certificate 
purporting  to  be  a  certificate  issued  pursuant  to  this  title,  or  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  hereunder,  which  he  knows  to  be  falsely  made,  reproduced,  forged, 
counterfeited,  or  altered;  or  (6)  who  knowingly  violates  or  evades  any  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title  or  rules  and  regulations  promulgated  pursuant  thereto  relating 
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to  the  issuance,  transfer,  or  possession  of  such  certificate,  shall,  upon  conviction, 
be  fined  not  to  exceed  $10,000  or  be  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  five  years,  or 
both.  Whenever  on  trial  for  a  violation  of  this  subsection  the  defendant  is  shown 
to  have  or  to  have  had  possession  of  any  certificate  not  duly  issued  to  him,  such 
possession  shall  be  deemed  sufficient  evidence  to  establish  an  intent  to  use  such 
certificate  for  purposes  of  false  identification  or  representation,  unless  the  defend¬ 
ant  explains  such  possession  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  jury. 

NONAPPLICABILITY  OF  CERTAIN  LAWS 

Sec.  13.  (a)  Nothing  in  section  109  or  113  of  the  Criminal  Code  (U.  S.  C.,  title 
18,  secs.  198  and  203),  in  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C.,  title  5, 
sec.  99),  in  section  19  (e)  of  the  Contract  Settlement  Act  of  1944  (U.  S.  C.,  title 
41,  sec.  119  (e)),  or  in  the  second  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  9  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1939  (53  Stat.  1148),  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities,”  as  amended,  shall  be  deemed  to  apply  to  any  person  because 
of  his  appointment  under  authority  of  this  title  or  the  regulations  made  pursuant 
thereto,  as  an  uncompensated  official  of  the  Selective  Service  System,  or  as  an 
individual  to  conduct  hearings  on  appeals  of  persons  claiming  exemption  from 
combatant  or  noncombatant  training  because  of  conscientious  objections  or  persons 
appointed  to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal  Board. 

(b)  All  functions  performed  under  this  title  shall  be  excluded  from  the  operation 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  237)  except  as  to  the  requirements 
of  section  3  of  such  Act. 

(c)  In  computing  the  lump-sum  payments  made  to  Air  Force  reserve  officers 
under  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1936,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C., 
title  10,  sec.  300a),  and  to  reserve  officers  of  the  Navy  or  to  their  beneficiaries 
under  section  12  of  the  Act  of  August  4,  1942,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C.,  title  34,  sec. 
850k) ,  no  credit  shall  be  allowed  for  any  period  of  active  service  performed  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  title  to  the  date  on  which  this  title  shall  cease  to  be 
effective.  Each  such  lump-sum  payment  shall  be  prorated  for  a  fractional  part 
of  a  year  of  active  service  in  the  case  of  any  reserve  officer  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  either  such  section,  if  such  reserve  officer  performs  continuous  active  service 
for  one  or  more  years  (inclusive  of  such  service  performed  during  the  period  in 
which  this  title  is  effective)  and  such  active  service  includes  a  fractional  part  of 
a  year  immediately  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  or  immediately  following 
the  date  on  which  this  title  shall  cease  to  be  effective,  or  both. 

CIVIL  RELIEF 

Sec.  14.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  604  of  the  Act  of  October 
17,  1940  (54  Stat.  1191),  and  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Act  of  July  25,  1947 
(Public  Law  239,  Eightieth  Congress),  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Soldiers’  and 
Sailors’  Civil  Relief  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  including  specifically  article  IV 
thereof,  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States, 
including  all  persons  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  pursuant  to  this  title  or  the 
Public  Health  Service,  until  such  time  as  the  Soldiers’  and  Sailors’  Civil  Relief 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  repealed  or  otherwise  terminated  by  subsequent  Act 
of  the  Congress:  Provided,  That,  with  respect  to  persons  inducted  into  the  armed 
forces  while  this  title  is  in  effect,  wherever  under  any  section  or  provision  of  the 
Soldiers’  and  Sailors’  Civil  Relief  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  a  proceeding,  remedy, 
privilege,  stay,  limitation,  accounting,  or  other  transaction  has  been  authorized 
or  provided  with  respect  to  military  service  performed  while  such  Act  is  in  force, 
such  section  or  provision  shall  be  deemed  to  continue  in  full  force  and  effect  so 
long  as  may  be  necessary  to  the  exercise  or  enjoyment  of  such  proceeding,  remedy, 
privilege,  stay,  limitation,  accounting,  or  other  transaction. 

NOTICE  OF  title;  VOLUNTARY  ENLISTMENTS 

Sec.  15.  (a)  Every  person  shall  be  deemed  to  have  notice  of  the  requirements 
of  this  title  upon  publication  by  the  President  of  a  proclamation  or  other  public 
notice  fixing  a  time  for  any  registration  under  section  3. 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  registrant  to  keep  his  local  board  informed  as 
to  his  current  address  and  changes  in  status  as  required  by  such  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President. 

(c)  If  any  provision  of  this  title,  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  cir¬ 
cumstance,  is  held  invalid,  the  remainder  of  the  title,  and  the  application  of  such 
provision  to  other  persons  or  circumstances,  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 
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(d)  Except  as  provided  in  section  4  (c)  or  section  4  (g),  nothing  contained  in 
this  title  shall  be  construed  to  repeal,  amend,  or  suspend  the  laws  now  in  force 
authorizing  voluntary  enlistment  or  reenlistment  in  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States,  including  the  reserve  components  thereof,  except  that  no  person 
shall  be  accepted  for  enlistment  after  he  has  received  orders  to  report  for  induction 
and  except  that,  whenever  the  Congress  or  the  President  has  declared  that  the 
national  interest  is  imperiled,  voluntary  enlistment  or  reenlistment  in  such  forces, 
and  their  reserve  components,  may  be  suspended  by  the  President  to  such  extent 
as  he  may  deem  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense. 

DEFINITIONS 

Sec.  16.  When  used  in  this  title — 

(a)  The  term  “between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six”  shall  refer  to  men 
who  have  attained  the  eighteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  who 
have  not  attained  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth;  and 
other  terms  designating  different  age  groups  shall  be  construed  in  a  similar 
manner. 

(b)  The  term  “United  States”,  when  used  in  a  geographical  sense,  shall  be 
deemed  to  mean  the  several  States,  the  District  of  Columbia,  Alaska,  Hawaii, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

(c)  The  term  “armed  forces”  shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  Army,  the  Navy, 
the  Marine  Corps,  the  Air  Force,  and  the  Coast  Guard. 

(d)  The  term  “district  court  of  the  United  States”  shall  be  deemed  to  include 
the  courts  of  the  United  States  for  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States. 

(e)  The  term  “local  board”  shall  be  deemed  to  include  an  intercounty  local 
board  in  the  case  of  any  registrant  who  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  an  inter¬ 
county  local  board. 

(f)  The  term  “Director”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  the  Director  of  the  Selective 
Service  System. 

(g)  (1)  The  term  “duly  ordained  minister  of  religion”  means  a  person  who  has 
been  ordained,  in  accordance  with  the  ceremonial,  ritual,  or  discipline  of  a  church, 
religious  sect,  or  organization  established  on  the  basis  of  a  community  of  faith 
and  belief,  doctrines  and  practices  of  a  religious  character,  to  preach  and  to  teach 
the  doctrines  of  such  church,  sect,  or  organization  and  to  administer  the  rites  and 
ceremonies  thereof  in  public  worship,  and  who  as  his  regular  and  customary  voca¬ 
tion  preaches  and  teaches  the  principles  of  religion  and  administers  the  ordinances 
of  public  worship  as  embodied  in  the  creed  or  principles  of  such  church,  sect,  or 
organization. 

(2)  The  term  “"cgular  minister  of  religion”  means  one  who  as  his  customary 
vocation  preaches  and  teaches  the  principles  of  religion  of  a  church,  a  religious 
sect,  or  organization  of  which  he  is  a  member,  without  having  been  formally 
ordained  as  a  minister  of  religion,  and  who  is  recognized  by  such  church,  sect,  or 
organization  as  a  regular  minister. 

(3)  The  term  “regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of  religion”  does  not  include  a 
person  who  irregularly  or  incidentally  preaches  and  teaches  the  principles  of 
religion  of  a  church,  religious  sect,  or  organization  and  does  not  include  any  person 
who  may  have  been  duly  ordained  a  minister  in  accordance  with  the  ceremonial,, 
rite,  or  discipline  of  a  church,  religious  sect,  or  organization,  but  who  does  not 
regularly,  as  a  vocation,  teach  and  preach  the  principles  of  religion  and  administer 
the  ordinances  of  public  worship  as  embodied  in  the  creed  or  principles  of  his 
church,  sect,  or  organization. 

(h)  The  term  “organized  unit,”  when  used  with  respect  to  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent,  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a  unit  in  which  the  members  thereof  are  required 
satisfactorily  to  participate  in  scheduled  drills  and  training  periods  as  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

(i)  The  term  “reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces”  shall,  unless  the  context 
otherwise  requires,  be  deemed  to  include  the  federally  recognized  National  Guard' 
of  the  United  States,  the  federally  recognized  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United' 
States,  the  Officers  Reserve  Corps,  the  Regular  Army  Reserve,  the  Air  Force- 
Reserve,  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Re¬ 
serve,  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  and  shall  include,  in  addition  to  the  foregoing 
the  Public  Health  Service  Reserve  when  serving  with  the  armed  forces. 

( j )  The  terms  “active  training  and  service”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  any  military 
service  in  the  active  Armed  Forces;  “trainee”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a  person  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  this  title  prior  to  attaining  the  nineteenth  anni- 
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versary  of  his  birth  who  is  undergoing  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  in  the  active 
Armed,  Forces;  “initial  period  of  basic  training”  or  “initial  basic  training”  shall 
mean  that  period  of  four  months  (or  not  to  exceed  six  months  when  so  increased  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  4  ( k )  of  this  title )  immediately  following  induction;  “ inductee ” 
shall  mean  any  person  inducted  into  the  active  Armed  Forces  under  this  title  for 
active  training  and  service. 

TERMINATION  OF  TITLE 

Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  [,]  all  laws  and  parts  of  laws  in 
conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby  [suspended]  repealed  to  the 
extent  of  such  conflict.  [for  the  period  in  which  this  title  shall  be  in  force.] 

[(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  title,  except  the  provisions  of  section  2,  the 
second  sentence  of  section  4  (a),  section  4  (b),  sections  4  (d),  4  (e),  4  (f),  9,  10  (a) 
(4),  10  (b)  (10),  13  (c),  14,  and  17  (b),  shall  become  inoperative  and  cease  to 
apply  on  July  9,  1951,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  joint  reso¬ 
lution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  com¬ 
mitted  prior  to  such  date.] 

(6)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  administrative  expenses  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the 
Commission  and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training  carried  out 
by  Departments  and  agencies  designated  by  the  Commission  shall  be  appropriated 
directly  to  the  designated  Departments  and  agencies. 

[(c)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title.] 

UTILIZATION  OF  INDUSTRY 

Sec.  18.  (a)  Whenever  the  President  after  consultation  with  and  receiving 
advice  from  the  National  Security  Resources  Board  determines  that  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  national  security  for  the  Government  to  obtain  prompt  delivery 
of  any  articles  or  materials  the  procurement  of  which  has  been  authorized  by 
the  Congress  exclusively  for  the  use  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States, 
or  for  the  use  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  he  is  authorized,  through  the 
head  of  any  Government  agency,  to  place  with  any  person  operating  a  plant, 
mine,  or  other  facility  capable  of  producing  such  articles  or  materials  an  order 
for  such  quantity  of  such  articles  or  materials  as  the  President  deems  appropriate. 
Any  person  writh  whom  an  order  is  placed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  be  advised  that  such  order  is  placed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this 
section.  Under  any  such  program  of  national  procurement,  the  President  shall 
recognize  the  valid  claim  of  American  small  business  to  participate  in  such  con¬ 
tracts,  in  such  manufactures,  and  in  such  distribution  of  materials,  and  small 
business  shall  be  granted  a  fair  share  of  the  orders  placed,  exclusively  for  the 
use  of  the  armed  forces  or  for  other  Federal  agencies  now  or  hereafter  designated 
in  this  section.  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  a  business  enterprise  shall  be 
determined  to  be  “small  business”  if  (1)  its  position  in  the  trade  or  industry  of 
which  it  is  a  part  is  not  dominant,  12)  the  number  of  its  employees  does  not 
exceed  500,  and  (3)  it  is  independently  owned  and  operated. 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  any  person  with  whom  an  order  is  placed  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a),  (1)  to  give  such  order  such  precedence  with 
respect  to  all  other  orders  (Government  or  private)  theretofore  or  thereafter 
placed  with  such  person  as  the  President  may  prescribe,  and  (2)  to  fill  such  order 
within  the  period  of  time  prescribed  by  the  President  or  as  soon  thereafter  as 
possible. 

(c)  In  case  any  person  with  whom  an  order  is  placed  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  subsection  (a)  refuses  or  fails — 

(1)  to  give  such  order  such  precedence  with  respect  to  all  other  orders 
(Government  or  private)  theretofore  or  thereafter  placed  with  such  person  as 
the  President  may  have  prescribed; 

(2)  to  fill  such  order  within  the  period  of  time  prescribed  by  the  President 
or  as  soon  thereafter  as  possible  as  determined  by  the  President; 

(3)  to  produce  the  kind  or  quality  of  articles  or  materials  ordered;  or 

(4)  to  furnish  the  quantity,  kind,  and  quality  of  articles  or  materials  ordered 
at  such  price  as  shall  be  negotiated  between  such  person  and  the  Government 
agency  concerned;  or  in  the  event  of  failure  to  negotiate  a  price,  to  furnish  the 
quantity,  kind,  and  quality  of  articles  or  materials  ordered  at  such  price  as 


94  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 


he  may  subsequently  be  determined  to  be  entitled  to  receive  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (d) ; 

the  President  is  authorized  to  take  immediate  possession  of  any  plant,  mine,  or 
other  facility  of  such  person  and  to  operate  it,  through  any  Government  agency, 
for  the  production  of  such  articles  or  materials  as  may  be  required  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 

(d)  Fair  and  just  compensation  shall  be  paid  by  the  United  States  (1)  for  any 
articles  or  materials  furnished  pursuant  to  an  order  placed  under  subsection  (a),  or 
(2)  as  rental  for  any  plant,  mine,  or  other  facility  of  which  possession  is  taken 
under  subsection  (c). 

(e)  Nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall  be  deemed  to  render  inapplicable 
to  any  plant,  mine,  or  facility  of  which  possession  is  taken  pursuant  to  subsection 
(c)  any  State  or  Federal  laws  concerning  the  health,  safety,  security,  or  employ¬ 
ment  standards  of  employees. 

(f)  Any  person,  or  any  officer  of  any  person  as  defined  in  this  section,  who' 
willfully  fails  or  refuses  to  carry  out  any  duty  imposed  upon  him  by  subsection 
(b)  of  this  section  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction  thereof,  shall 
be  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  three  years,  or  by  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $50,000,  or  by  both  such  imprisonment  and  fine. 

(g)  (1)  As  used  in  this  section — 

(A)  The  term  “person”  means  any  individual,  firm,  company,  association, 
corporation,  or  other  form  of  business  organization. 

(B)  The  term  “Government  agency”  means  any  department,  agency,  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment,  or  corporation  in  the  Executive  branch  of  the  United 
States  Government. 

(2)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  a  plant,  mine,  or  other  facility  shall  be 
deemed  capable  of  producing  any  articles  or  materials  if  it  is  then  producing  or 
furnishing  such  articles  or  materials  or  if  the  President  after  consultation  with 
and  receiving  advice  from  the  National  Security  Resources  Board  determines 
that  it  can  be  readily  converted  to  the  production  or  furnishing  of  such  articles 
or  materials. 

(h)  (1)  The  President  is  empowered,  through  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to- 
require  all  producers  of  steel  in  the  United  States  to  make  available,  to  individuals, 
firms,  associations,  companies,  corporations,  or  organized  manufacturing  indus¬ 
tries  having  orders  for  steel  products  or  steel  materials  required  by  the  armed 
forces,  such  percentages  of  the  steel  production  of  such  producers,  in  equal  pro¬ 
portion  deemed  necessary  for  the  expeditious  execution  of  orders  for  such  prod¬ 
ucts  or  materials.  Compliance  with  such  requirement  shall  be  obligatory  on  all 
such  producers  of  steel  and  such  requirement  shall  take  precedence  over  all  orders 
and  contracts  theretofore  placed  with  such  producers.  If  any  such  producer 
of  steel  or  the  responsible  head  or  heads  thereof  refuses  to  comply  with  such 
requirement,  the  President,  through  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized  to 
take  immediate  possession  of  the  plant  or  plants  of  such  producer  and,  through 
the  appropriate  branch,  bureau,  or  department  of  the  armed  forces,  to  insure 
compliance  with  such  requirement.  Any  such  producer  of  steel  or  the  respon¬ 
sible  head  or  heads  thereof  refusing  to  comply  with  such  requirement  shall  be 
deemed  guilty  of  a  felony  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by 
imprisonment  for  not  more  than  three  years  and  a  fine  not  exceeding  $50,000. 

(2)  The  President  shall  report  to  the  Congress  on  the  final  day  of  each  six- 
month  period  following  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  the  percentage  figure,  or 
if  such  information  is  not  available,  the  approximate  percentage  figure,  of  the  total 
steel  production  in  the  United  States  required  to  be  made  available  during  such 
period  for  the  execution  of  orders  for  steel  products  and  steel  materials  required 
by  the  Armed  Forces,  if  such  percentage  figure  is  in  excess  of  10  per  centum. 

SAVING  PROVISION 

Sec.  19.  Nothing  in  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  amend  any  provision  of  the 
National  Security  Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  495). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE 

Sec.  20.  This  title  shall  become  effective  immediately;  except  that  unless  the 
President,  or  the  Congress  by  concurrent  resolution,  declares  a  national  emergency 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act,  no  person  shall  be  inducted  or  ordered  into 
active  service  without  his  consent  under  this  title  within  ninety  days  after  the 
date  of  its  enactment.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army,  for  the  Army  and  the  Air 
Force,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  for  the  Coast  Guard,  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
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to  initiate  and  carry  forward  an  intensified  voluntary  enlistment  campaign  in  an 
effort  to  obtain  the  required  personnel  strengths.  » 

AUTHORITY  TO  ORDER  RESERVE  COMPONENTS  TO  ACTIVE  FEDERAL  SERVICE 

Sec.  21.  Until  [July  9,  1951,  and  subject  to  the  limitations  imposed  by  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  ]  July  1,  1953 ,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  shall  be  authorized  to  order  into  the  active  military  or  naval  service  of  the 
United  States  for  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  [twenty-one]  twenty-six  consecutive 
months,  with  or  without  their  consent,  any  or  all  members  and  units  of  any  or 
all  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  and  retired 
personnel  of  the  Regular  Armed  Forces. 

Act  of  July  27,  1950  (authorizing  the  President  to  extend  enlist¬ 
ments  in  the  Armed  Forces): 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  Slates  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  until  [July  9,  1951]  July  9,  1953,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  shall  be  authorized  to  extend  all  enlistments  in  any  component  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States,  the  United  States  Navy,  and  the  United  States  Marine 
Corps,  including  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  and  in  any 
component  of  the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  not  to  exceed 
twelve  months:  Provided,  That  all  persons  whose  terms  of  enlistments  are 
extended  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  continue  during  such 
extensions  to  be  subject  in  all  respects  to  the  laws  and  regulations  for  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  their  respective  service.  No  person  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended 
heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this  Act  shall  have  his  enlist¬ 
ment  extended  for  any  additional  period  of  time  under  this  Act. 

Act  of  September  9,  1950  (authorizing  induction  of  certain  medical, 
dental,  and  allied  specialist  categories): 

Sec.  7.  This  Act,  except  for  section  2  and  section  5,  shall  terminate  on  [July 
9,  1951]  July  1,  1953. 

Act  of  August  3,  1950  (suspending  restrictions  on  personnel  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces): 

That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restrictions  on  the  authorized  personnel 
strength  of  any  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  including  sections  102,  202, 
213,  and  302  of  the  Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act  of  19f8  (62  Stat. 
357,  363,  369,  and  371),  section  2  of  the  Act  of  April  18,  1946  (60  Stat.  92),  and 
section  2,  title  I,  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  605),  as  amended, 
and  sections  102  and  202  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1950  (Public  Law  604,  Eighty- 
first  Congress),  v1  e  hereby  suspended  until  July  31,  1954. 

Act  of  June  30,  1950  (providing  for  enlistment  of  aliens  in  the 
Regular  Army) : 

>  That,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Secretary  o£  the  Army, 
under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  prescribe,  is  authorized 
[until  June  30,  1953,  to  accept  original  enlistments  or  reenlistments  in  the  Regular 
Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than  five  years  of  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five 
hundred]  until  June  30,  1955,  to  accept,  during  each  calendar  year,  original  enlist¬ 
ments  or  reenlistments  in  the  Regular  Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than  five  years  of 
not  to  exceed  twenty-five  thousand  qualified  unmarried  male  aliens  (without  de¬ 
pendents  as  defined  in  section  4  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1942  (56  Stat.  361),  as 
amended),  who  are  not  less  than  eighteen  years  of  age  or  more  than  thirty-five 
years  of  age;  and,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  accept  reenlist¬ 
ment  of  any  such  alien  upon  the  expiration  of  his  original  term  of  enlistment  for 
such  period  or  periods  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  may  determine:  Provided, 
That  persons  enlisted  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be  integrated  into 
established  units  with  citizen  soldiers  and  not  segregated  into  separate  organiza¬ 
tions  for  aliens. 

Sec.  3.  So  much  of  section  2  of  the  Act  approved  August  1,  1894  (28  Stat.,  ch. 
179,  216;  10  U.  S.  C.  625),  as  amended,  as  reads  “;  and  in  time  of  peace  no  person 
(except  an  Indian)  who  is  not  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  who  has  not  made 
legal  declaration  of  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  shall  be 
enlisted  for  the  first  enlistment  in  the  Army”  is  hereby  suspended  until  [June  30, 
1953]  June  SO,  1955,  with  respect  to  enlistments  made  under  section  1  of  thiSjAct. 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 1 6 


S.  l 


[Report  No.  117] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 


January  8,1951 


Mr.  Russell  (for  himself,  Mr.  Byrd,  Mr.  Chapman,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas, 
Mr.  Iyefauver,  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Bridges,  Mr.  Saltonstall,  Mr.  Morse,  Mr. 
Knowland,  Mr.  Cain,  and  Mr.  Malone)  (by  request)  introduced  the 
following  bill;  which  was  read  twice  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services 

February  21  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Reported  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas,  with  amendments 

[Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


A  BILL 


To  provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 


3  That  -fa)-  the  Congress  declares  that  in  a  free  society  the 


5  shared  generally  is  accordance  with  a  fair  and  just  system 


6  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  an  effective  national 


7  economy ; 
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fh)-  the  Congress  further  declares 
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b  every  male  eitken  of  the  United  States  and 
every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States 


owes  to  one  eonntrv  an 


in!ii44iiru£ 
t  i  <11 1111  Ill 


winch  will  ht  him  to  contribute  to  its  protection  in  time 

-f2f  that  adequate  preparedness  will  prevent  wars 
against  this  eonntry  and  the  needless  saerihee  of  hitman 
life-j  and 

-fdf  that  a  oltkonry  trained  for  defense  is  the  lad- 
wark  of  democracy  and  the  keystone  of  preparedness 
and  can  best  he  assured  through  yont-h  training  for 
national  security; 

Tl-TEE  4 — UNIVERSAL  TRAINING 
NATIONAL  SECURITY  -TR-AENI-NG  COMMISSION 
Sect  d01-T  This  title  may  he  cited  as  the  A 
Training  Aet  of  -1-95  l-A 
SeOt  TOA  There  is  hereby  established  the 
Security  -Training  Commission  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
^Uommission-fy  which  shall  consist  of  hve  members,  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President  by  and  with  the  advice  and  eonsent 
of  the  Senate;  Ao  member  of  the  Regular  services  of  the 
Armed  Forces  (act Ac  or  retired)  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  eligible  to  serve  on  the  Commission. — more  than 
three  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  members  of  the 
same  political  party;  The  President  shall  select  the 
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Chairman  of  the 
bcrs.  ffihe 


hem  among  its  civilian  mcm- 
sbah  report  directly  to  the 


4be  Commission  shah  cause  a  seal  to  he  made 
of  sueh  design  as  the  President  may  approve,  and  judicial 
notice  shall  he  taken  thereof? 

Sec-?  403?  hhe  civilian  member  of  the  Commission, 
other  than  the  Chairman,  shah  receive  compensation  at  the 
rate  of  $410000  per  annum,  and  the  Chairman  shall  receive 
compensation  at  the  rate  of  $46y000  per  annum?  4be  mili¬ 
tary  member  shah  receive  the  pay  and  allowances  to  which 
he  is  otherwise  entitled  by  law?  4he  civilian  members  shah 
serve  for  terms  of  three 


See?  1-04?  4be 


shah  have  an  ex-eeativo 


r  who  shah  he  the  principal  executive  officer  thereof. 
ffihe  executive  director  shall  he  appointed  from  civilian  hfe 
by  the  Commission  and  shah  reeeive  compensation  at  the 
rate  of  $-140)00  per  annum?  hfo  member  of  the 
shah  he  eligible  to  serve  as  executive  director?  4be 
director  shah  perform  sueh  duties  in  connection  with 
ing  the  functions  of  the  Commission  as  the  Commission  may 
direct?  Per  this  purpose  any  power;  function,  or  duty  of  the 
Commission  may;  at  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  b< 
exercised  or  performed  by  the  executive  director? 

Sec.  405?  Subject  to  the  direction  of  the 


the  Commission  shall : 
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-(ft)-  Establish  suek  policies  and  standards  and  issue 
suek  directives  as  are  necessary  te  carry  out  the  purposes 
©I  this  title  and  all  agencies  authorized  to  carry  out  any 
Or  the  purposes  of  this  title  shall  he  governed  thereby ; 

o  aa  H 
ttlttt 

the  authorized  agencies  carry  out  the  functions  assigned 
to  them  through  a  s}rstcm  of  civilian  inspection-;  Ae 
agency  condueting  training  under  the  terms  of  this  title 
shall  deny  to  a  person  being  trained  the  right  of  aeeess 
to  a  member  of  suek  inspection  systenn 
SeGt  406t  Eke  Commission  is  authorized,  suhjeet  to  the 
civil  serviee  laws  and  the  Glassification  Aet  of  40-19,  as 
amended,  to  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  civilian 
personnel  as  are  necessary  for  the  performance  of  its  fune- 
tionsr  Civilian  personnel  repaired  for  the  execution  of  this 
title  may  he  employed  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
section  44  of  the  Aet  of  May  4046,  entitled  ‘^Federal 
Employees  4ky  Aet  of  1916-  -(60  BtaG  946)-,-  with  respeet 
to  the  maximum  limitation  as  to  the  number  of  eivilian 


employees; 

SeGt  40A  Eke 


through  suek 


may  exercise  any  of  its 
or  agencies  as  it  may 


designate. 


5 


1  S^O.  4-08t  -(a)-  There  is  hereby  created  within  the  Com- 

2  mission  a  bfational  Security  Training  -Advisory  Board  whieh 

3  shad  consist  of  a  civilian  Chairman  ami  not  less  than  ten 

4  nor  more  than  twenty-five  other  members  appointed  by  the 

5  Chairman  of  the  Commission,  three  of  whom  shah  he 

6  members  of  the  Armed  -Forees  designated  hy  the  Secretary 

7  of  defense,  The  Chairman  and  other  civilian  members  of  the 

8  -Board  shall  serve  for  sneh  terms  as  the  Commission  shall 

9  prescribe  and  shalb  while  actually  serving  with  the  Board, 
40  receive  a  per  diem  of  not  to  exceed  $b0  for  each  day 
44  engaged  in  the  business  of  the  Board  pursuant  to 

42  Bon  of  the  -Boardy  and  shah  be  allowed  actual  and 

43  traveling  and  subsistence  expenses  -(-including,  in  hen  of 

44  subsistence,  per  diem  allowances  at  a  rate  not  in  excess  of 

45  $10)  when  engaged,  away  from  home,  in  the  duties  of  their 
4b  office,  The  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  shah  receive  the 

47  pay  and  allowances  to  which  they  are  otherwise  entitled  by 

48  lawn 

40  -(h)-  The  bfational  Security  Training  Advisory  Board 

20  shall  advise  the  Commissiony  with  particular  attention  to 
24  ihe  morah  religious,  reereatienab  informationab  and  cduca 

22  tional  phases  of  universal  training,-  and  shah  undertake  such 

23  investigations  and  studies  as  requested  by  the  Commissiom 
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NATIONAL  SECURITY  TRrVtNIXG  CORPS 


Sec.  4Qffi  There  is  hereby  created  the  Aatienal  Security 
Training  Corps  of  the  United  States  -{hereinafter  referred  te 
as  the  “Corps”)-, ■  te  he  composed  ef  male  persons  who  shah 
he  inducted  into  it  for  teaming  as  hereinafter  provided.- 
ef  the  eerps  shah  he  organized,  administered,  and 
hy  training  ageneies  as  provided  herein,  in  accord  ■ 
anee  with  the  policies  and  standards  ef  the  Commission. 


Sect  T4Qt  -{a)-  An  individual  shah  he  considered  te 
have  been  inducted  into  the  corps  and  te  have  become  a 
member  thereof  upon  taking  and  subscribing  te  the  follow- 
ing  oath  or  affirmations 

4j  r-de  solemnly  swear  -fer  affirm)-  that 

4  will  hear  true  faith  and  allegiance  te  the  -United  States 
ef  America  and  that  I-  will  obey  the  orders  ef  the  -President 
ef  the  United  States  ef  America  and  that  i  wih  obey  the 
erds  ef  the  officers  er  ether  persons  appointed  ever  me  ac¬ 
cording  te  laws-  Se  help  me  GodA 

-(h)-  A  member  ef  the  corps  shah  he  subject  te  rules 
and  regulations  pertaining  there tes  Provided,  That  he  shah 
he  subjeet  te  the  Code  ef  Conduct  only  white  assigned 
te  active  training  duty  with  the  Armed  Uerees  ef  the  United 
Statcsv 


Sec.  44— h  -fa)-  Service  in  the  eerps  shah 


ef 
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duty  and  h 


duty.  Tfee  first 


active 

day  ef  active  training  duty  skit  fee  tfee  day  ei  fe 
into  tfee  eorps.  Upon  successful  completion  ef  basic  train- 
ing  as  prescribed  herein,  caefe  member  ef  tfee  eerps  sl-adf 
fee  furnished  fey  tfee  training  agency  with  a  certificate  ef 
completion  ef  basic  training 7  Such  members  shall  fee  ordered 


te  inactive  training  duty  fey  the 
date  and  shall  remain  en  i 
suing  any  alternative  program 

av o O ~n f  fil r\  o  1  firmyo  f  i  o 
UA.I  v*  U  L'  lllvi  cl  4  l/Ul  lie 1 11  V  v" 

w  T^n 


agency  as  ef  that 
training  duty  while  pur- 
fey  section  -fftfe  -(e)- 
fey  section  42fe 


-(b)-  Upon  successful  completion  ef  an  alternative  pro¬ 
grams  tfee  member  shah  fee  discharged  from  tfee  corps  and 
shall  fee  furnished  in  every  ease  with  a  certificate  ef  dis¬ 
charge  issued  fey  tfee  training  agency  concerned.- 

-(e)-  Tfee  Commission  shall  make  provision  for  tfee  types 
and  conditions  of  discharges  to  fee  executed,  which  shall  in¬ 
clude-:  Honorable ;  general ;  undesirable-*  bad  conduct-*  and 

to  military  training  shah  fee  given  a  dishonorable  or  fead- 
conduet  discharge  only  as  provided  in  the  Code  of  Conducts 
P-r&vided  f-itrihepj  That  members  of  tfee  eorps  not  assigned 
to  military  training  shall  fee  given  a  dishonorable  or  fead- 
eonduct  discharge  in  those  cases  where  a  district  court  of 
tfee  United  States,-  tfee  Ter-ritoriesy  possessions,  or  tfee  District 
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el  Columbia,  er  counts  el  the  several  States,  have  sentenced 
a  member  te  imprisonment  ler  one  year  er  more: 

SeOtt  -1-142t  Upon  discharge  el  a  member  Irom  the  eerpss 
he  shah  set  be  subjcet  te  any  lurther  training  er  service 
under  the  provisions  el  this  titles  Provided,-  That  nothing 
in  this  section  shah  in  any  way  limit  er  prohibit  the  eab 
te  active  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  el  any  person  who  is 
a  member  el  a  Regular  er  Reserve  component  el  the  Armed 
Forces-?  Provided,  further.  That  the  execution  el  a  bad- 
conduct  discharge  er  a  dishonorable  discharge  shah  forfeit 
any  right  te  credit  by  the  member  ler  time  served  in  train¬ 
ings  but  shall  net  prevent  the  members  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendation  el  the  training  agency  concerned,  from  being 
rcinductcd  ler  ah  er  part  el  the  training  prescribed  herein. 

Sec.-  443-t  Each  member  shah  be  paid-,-  by  the  training 
agency  te  which  he  is  assigned,  a  eash  ahewanco  during  his 
active  training  duty  at  the  rate  el  $3tbQQ  per  month ;  and 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  training  agency  con¬ 
cerned,  shall  be  lumished  -fbf  neeessary  transportations 
Including  transportation  Irom  his  home  to  the  plaec  el 
induction  and  training  and  returns  quarters  and  sub¬ 
sistence  or  a  monetary  allowance  in  hen  thereol  at  a  rate 
not  to  exceed  the  rate  provided  lor  enlisted  members  ol 
the  Armed  Forces,  -fb-)-  elo tiling  and  equipment,-  -(4)-  hes- 
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pitalization,  surgieaf,-  medical,  and  dental  eare,  and  other 
necessary-  services  and  supplies. 

SbOt  114.  -(a)-  dhe  head  el  die  training  agency  con¬ 
cerned  shah  prescribe  die  uniform  ler  members  el  die  cerps 
in  training  under  Ins  agency  and  die  cenditiens  under  which 
it  shall  be  wern,  which  imilemi  shad  include 
insignia  prescribed  by  the  Cemmission  and  may 
te  denete  grade  er  ranhr 


/ Iv  \  f  a  vo irn lo  hi  q  a!  tli  a  1i  ao  rl  of  tli  a  ijiamimjc 

I  U  1  OTtt7jt7t:t7  TtJ  1  L  ILlCl  tlt7Xlt5  \7T  t/Tlt7  iltVClLL  tTT  t7Xlt7  Tl  Mil  1111 JT 

ftgeney  eoncemed,  members  mayj  upen  termination  el  active 
training  duty,  be  authorized  te  retain  eiething  and  equipment? 
Members  discharged  otherwise  than  honorably,  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  te  retain  underdo things  toilet  articles,  and  nen- 
distinctivc  articles  el  outer  clothing  and  may  be  lurnished 
sneh  civilian  outer  eiething  as  may  be  necessary? 

11^\  /  n  \  TT~nrm  f l~i  o  o  ~n~n1ipn  \  1  mi  a-  tti pthTipt*  of 

K_7-l_i  vy  •  1  t/  •  I  tl  J  h  |-/  vl  11  t/il  v  cl  II  ilUcl  L 1U 11  U 1  ct  HI  vlil U  vl  U 1 

the  corps  in  proper  lorm  or  ol  any  dependent  ol  such  mem¬ 
ber  as  hereinafter  defined,  a  dependency  allowance  shall  be 
paidy  by  the  training  ageney  to  which  be  is  assigned,-  to  bis 
dependents  during  the  period-  ol  active  training  duty  in  the 
corps?  hhe  allowance  shall  be  computed  from  the  first  day 
of  the  month  in  whieh  an  application  is  made  and  shall  end 
on  the  last  day  of  active  training  duty  or  on  the  last  day  of 
the  month  in  whieh  notiee  of  termination  of  or  cessation:  of 
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is  received  by  ike  disbursing  officer  making  pay¬ 
ment  of  Ike  allowance,  whichever  dale  occurs  firsts  Pro- 
mdedj  Thai  Ike  total  number  of  payments  skak  not  exceed 
Ike  total  number  of  months  actually  served  on  active  training 
duty  in  the  corps  by  the  member  thereof,  The  dependency 
allowance  shad  be  paid  without  regard  to  the  pay  status  of 
the  member  while  on  active  training  duty-:-  Provided,-  That  if 
a  member  shall  remain  absent  without  leave  for  a  period  of 
thirty  days,  the  allowance  may  be  terminated  by  the  head 
of  the  training  agency  ee-neemed,  or  officer  or  person  dcsig 
noted  by  him  for  that  purpose. 

-fkf-  A  dependent  within  the  meaning  of  this  section  iss 
-f4-f  A  lawful  wife  including  a  former  wife  divorced 
who  has  not  remarried  and  to  whom  alimony  has  been 
decreed  and  is  still  payable^ 

A  ekild  meludingr  -fa)-  a  child  legally  adopted 
in  accordance  with  the  laws  of  the  State,  Terri  tervy 
or  country  in  which  the  adoption  took  place ;  -fbf  a  step¬ 
child  if  in  fact  dependent  on  the  member  for  his  or  her 


chief  support^  i 
the  natural  parent  or 
dependent  on  the 


who  after  death  of 
of  marriage  is  in  fact 
for  his  or  her  chief  support ; 


-fef  an  illegitimate  childy  but  only  if  the  member  has  been 
judicially  ordered  or  decreed  to  contribute  to  such  child-s 
support  or  has  been  judicially  decreed  to  be  the  putative 
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lather  of  sneh  ebild7  or  has  acknowledged  m 
under  oath  that  he  is  the  father  ef  such  ehikl ;  -fdf  a 
child  to  whom  the  member  stands  m  loco  parentis  and: 
has  se  stood  for  not  less  than  twelve  months  prior  to 
the  date  of  application  on  behalf  of  sneh  ebihk  Pro 


vided,  -T-hat  the 

O  1  /I  AVA/l  1 AA 
ullUJl  LU  tU 

i  i  i  n  1 1  i  i 

llltJlltll 


of  sneh  ehdd  sneh  he  eon- 
at  the  expiration  of  sneh  twelve 


-f&)-  Parent  1 
father  and 
father  and  mother 
her  or  of  the  spouse,  and 


■  >  n 


fJrpv  niirl 
XctT  11 v  I  clllll 

and 

of  the  mem  - 
*  whoj  for  a  period  of 


not  less  than  one  year  prior  to  the  membero  entry  or 

ordlVP  tvo  1  in  p  ry  (\ ii  f  t  t  of  AArl  .in  1  AAA  Till  VAl  1  f~l  £1  f  A  il-l-A  lAAinltAV 
clt  tl  V  v "  1)1 « i  111  111^  v 1 11 IJ  lb  tUUu.  Ill  1UL  U  JJul  Ullllo  tv/  trie  111 v  111  Uv  1 

eoncemedf  P molded,  That  sneh  parent  is  dependent 
upon  the  member  for  his  or  her  chief  supportr 
-fef  The  dependency  allowance  shall  he  paid  withont  a 
or  charge  to  the  cash  allowance  of  the  member  in 
the  following  amounts : 

-fTf  for  one  dependent^  per  month-f 
-fT)-  for  two  or  more  depen  dentSy  per  mentbr 

-fdf  The  -determination  of  all  faets7  including  the  fact 
of  dependeneyy  in  the  administration  of  this  section  shall 
he  made  by  the  local  board  with  whom  the  member  is  regis¬ 
tered,  and  shall  not  be  subjeet  to  review  in  any  court  or  by 
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any  aeeountlng  officer  el  the  Government.  Sueh  local  board 
may  at  any  time  on  the  basis  ol  sew  evidence  or  lor  other 
good  cause  reconsider  or  modify  any  such  determination? 
and  may  waive  the  recovery  of  any  money  erroneously  paid 
under  this  section  whenever  it  finds  that  sueh  recovery  would 
he  against  equity  and  good  conscience,  ffihe  General  Ae¬ 
eounting  Office  shall  not  refuse  to  allow  eredit  in  the  aeeounts 
of  any  disbursing  officer  for  any  erroneous  payment  or  over¬ 
payment  made  hy  him  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this 
section  unless  sueh  erroneous  payment  or  overpayment  be 
to  have  been  made  as  a  result  of 


or  with  the  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States.  Ac  recovery 
shah  be  made  from  any  person  authorizing  any  erroneous 
payment  under  this  section  unless  sueh  payment  or  over¬ 
payment  was  authorized  by  him  as  the  result  of  his  gross 
or  with  the  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States. 


-fef  d-he  monthly  dependency  allowances  payable  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  not  be  assignable ;  shah  not 
be  subjeet  to  the  claims  of  creditors  of  any  person  to  whom 
or  on  behalf  of  whom  they  are  paid ;  and  shall  not  be  liable 
to  attachment,  levy?  garnishment?  or  seizure  by  or  under  any 

-(f)-  Whoever  shah  obtain  or  aid  others  to  obtain  or 
receive  any  dependency  allowance  or  payment  under  this 

being  entitled  thereto  and  with  intent  to 
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by  a 

T/yp  nf 
lul  TTtXU 


defraud,-  shall  apes  eenvietion  thereof  he 
foe  el  eel  more  than  $27000,  or  by  i 
mere  than  one  year  or  both. 

-(gf  Whoever  in  any  ehfoi  fee  dependency  allowance 
or  in  any  doemnent  required  by  fine  section  or  by  regula¬ 
tions  made  under  this  seetien  makes  any  statement  of  a 
material  facty  knowing  it  to  he  false,-  shall  he  guilty  of  perjury 
and  upon  eenvietion  thereof  shall  he  punished  hy  a  foe  of 
not  more  than  $5y000  or  hy  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 


two  years,  or  both. 

-(h)-  Any  person  who  has  been  entitled  to  payment  of 
a  dependency  allowance  under  this  section  and  whoso  entitle  ■ 


ment  to  payment  of  suek  ahowanee  has  ceased  shady  if  he 

to  defraud,  upon  conviction  thereof?  he  punished  hy  a  foe 
of  not  more  than  $2000  or  hy  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  one  year,  or  both 

-(if  Ho  part  of  any  amount  paid  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  shah  he  paid  or  delivered  to  or  re¬ 
ceived  hy  any  agent  or  attorney  on  account  of  services 

payable  under  this  section?  Any  person  violating  or  causing 
a  violation  of  this  subsection  shah  he  deemed  guilty  of  a 

hy  a  foe  of  not  less  than  $400  nor  more  than  $4,000? 
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Sec.  -44Gt  Mcndrers  ©I  Ik©  eerps  shall,  during  active 
Naming  duty,  k©  entitled  te  tke  benefits  ©I  tke  Soldiers’  and 
Sail©!©’  Civil  Eelief  Aet  ©1  1910,  as  amended?  Tke  terms 
“persons  in  military  service-^  and  period  ©1  military  servicc- 
in  scetion  Id  ©1  tke  eited  Aet  skak  ke  deemed  t©  inelude 

ef 


members  ©I  tke  eerps  ©n  aetive  training  duty  and 
active  training  duty.- 

Sec.-  117.  4n  ease  ef  tke  deatk  ef  a  member  ©I  tke  eerps 
during  aetive  training  duty?  tke  easts  ©1  recovery  ©1  tke 

It  Arl  Tr  liven o  vo  fi  nn  fru*  lin yi  n  ]  in / «1  u.  /I  i t->  rv»  n 
u u it  v  y  | j jL  v  | '  cii  it  i  t  v-' 1 1  i  u i  u li  i  iciij  hi  v  i  ti mi i ^  ct 

trail  speila  tion  t©  tke  kerne  ef  tke  deeeased  ©r  tea 
designated  ky  tke  deceased’s  nearest  relative  ©r  proper 
autkorityj  interment,-  transportation  ©t  baggage,  payment 
©t  only  tke  aeemed  ©r  undiskursed  eask  allowance 
tke  trainee  at  tke  time  ©I  death,  and  accrued  er 
dependency  allowance  owing  bis  dependents  at  tke  time  ©I 
tke  trainee’s  death  skak  ke  paid  ky  tke  training  agency  te 
which  ke  was  last  assigned  in  tke  same  maimer  as  prescribed 
ky  law  er  regulations  in  tke  case  ©1  a  member  ef  tke  Armed 
Forces :  Provided 7  That  members  ef  tke  corps  skak  nety 
solely  ky  reason  ef  tkeir  membership  therein;  ke  eligible 
for  burial  in  a  national  cemetery. 

Sec-t  118.  -(af  4f  any  member  ef  tke  corps  shall  suffer 
klness  er  injury  in  line  ©f  duty  while  ©n  active  training  duty 
with  tke  corps;  ©r  die  as  tke  result  ©f  seek  illness  er  injury, 
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AT  I  I  i  liAAAllAiniMAQ  iLC  fllA  f>OQA  rnp  TT  lyQ  cl  Q  1 1.  /  U  >  T 1  f  1  /I 

llv  U1  lllu  UUllUilL  till  11  O  ttu  lilv  vjtluv  Hitt  y  IJ U  ollclll  |J v  v'll Ll  LIU v-l 

to  ah-  the  benefits,-  which  are  prescribed  by  law  for  civil 
el  Ike  United  States  who  suffer  disability  or 


death  while  in  the  perk 
el  -Laker  shall  have  h 


el  duty 7  and  -the  Score 
in  sneh  eases  after  release 


el  the  member  from  active  training  duty  with  the  eorpsj 
Oi2  itt  tllC  event  el  his  death,-  and  shall  perform  the  same 
duties  with  reference  thereto  as  in  the  ease  el  eked 


el  the  United  States  new  within  his  jurisdiction :  Provided, 
That  employee-s  compensation  shall  net  he  paid  concur¬ 
rently  with  the  cash  allowance  prodded  in  section  TTfi 
of  this  Aetr 


of  determining  the 


to 


-fb)-  Lot  the 

which  he  shall  be  entitled  under  this  section?  the  total  com¬ 
pensation  received  by  a  member  under  this  title  in  eash  and 
in  hind  shah  he  deemed  to  he  $4§0  per  montin 

-(of  The  periods  of  time  within  whieh  notice  of  injury? 
claims  for  eompensationy  or  any  report  or  notiec  of  inquiry, 
claims  for  compensation-,-  or  any  report  or  notice  must  be 
made,  as  provided  in  the  Aet  of  September  7y  4046  -f§0  Stair 
742) ,  as  amended,  shah  not  begin  to  run  in  disability  com¬ 
pensation  cases  until  the  termination  of  the  member’s  active 
training  duty  in  the  eorpsr 

-(d)-  Adi  determinations  as  to  line  of  duty  and  review 
of  these  determinations  shall  he  made  by  the  head  of  the 
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agency  concerned  under  applicable  regulations  of 
that  agency  approved  by  tbe  Commission  for  sueb  action 
and  shall  be  conclusive  upon  tbe  Department  of  Labor 
whether  made  before  or  after  the  filing  of  a  damn 

Sect  440t  A  member  of  the  corps  shah  be  pecuniarily 
liable  for  the  loss  of  and  damage  to  property  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  for  costs  incident  to  his  apprehension  and  return; 
including  rewards  paid,-  in  ease  of  unauthorized  absence,  and 
the  amount  of  liability  as  determined  by  the  training  agene-y 
may  be  collected  by  stoppage  against  the  authorized  cash 
allowance  not  to  eseeed  $45  in'  any  one  month :  Pmmded- 
That  the  head  of  the  training  agency  concerned  or  his 
designee  may  remit  any  sneh  liability  in  whole  or  in  part? 

Sec-.  42-Ot  -(a)-  Members  of  the  corps;  while  assigned 
to  aeti-ve  training  duty  with  the  Armed  -Forces  of  the  United 
States  :■ 


-(4)-  shall  be  considered  to  be  a  member  ^ef  the 
military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States^  within  the 
meaning  of  subseetion  -(e)-  of  section  402  of  the  Aet  of 
August  2;  -1-046  -(60  Stab  840) 7 

-(h)-  shall  be  considered  to  be  “military  personnel” 
within  the  meaning  of  section  4  of  the  Aet  of  December 
hS;  404-5  -(50  Stab  662-)-;  and  section  4  of  the  Aet  of 
July  6;  4046 -(54  Stab  642)^ 

-(b)-  Members  of  the  corps  assigned  to  active  training 
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duty  under  the  jurisdiction  ef  departments  er  agcneics  el  tke 
United  States  ether  than  the  Armed  decrees  shall  he  con¬ 
sidered  to  he  employees  el  the  Government  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  el  subsection  -(h)-  el  section  4(42  el  the  Aet  el  August  £7 
4949  -(90  Stab  842)-t 

-(e)-  4he  Secretary  el  the  Army  and  the  Secretary  el 
the  Aavy  and  the  Secretary  el  the  Air  beree  and  their  dcsig- 
nees  are  authorized  te  exercise  with  respect  te  claims  el 
members  el  the  corps,  while  en  active  training  duty  with 

cident  te  their  serviecy  the  respective  powers  conlerrcd  upon 
the  Secretary  el  War  and  his  designees  by  the  Aet  el  May 
20y  1-945  -(50  Stab  225)7  and  the  Secretary  el  the  Aavy 
er  Iris  designees  by  sections  2y  3y  and  4  el  the  Aet  el  -Beecin 
her  2Sy  1945  -(59  Stab  002)-r 

-^1  t /  ^  O  0/7  oVAll!  c<  Vy  orn  lino  1 1 TT  nTA 

KJlStTT  U  17  jZJAutnJ'U  cto  U tilUl  vv  loU  nUrUin  optAniiUttiTj  1/1 U 

videdy  members  el  the  corps  shah  neb  solely  by  reason  el 
then  membership,  be  entitled  te  any  rights  ?  privileges? 
gratuities-, ■  er  benehtts  provided  by  law  er  regulations  ler  per¬ 
sonnel  er  lormer  personnel  el  the  A-rnred  bdrees  er  civilian 


u  el  the  Government. 
SeOt  422t  Ae-thny 

A  O  i  oil  oil  Id  A 

i.Xv  t  ollclll  9 vv 

S.  1 - 2 


in  this  title  er  any  other 
the  payment  el  eem- 
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by  any  pcrsony  or  corporation  to 
tire  corps  while  on  active  or  inactive  training  duty? 

1 23.  -(of  4t  shall  he  unlawful  within  suck  rea¬ 
sonable  distance  of  any  military  camp,-  station^  forty  posty 
cantonment-,-  or  training  or  mobilization  plaeey  where  train¬ 
ing  under  this  Act  in  the  National  Security-  Training  Corps 
is  being  giveny  as  the  Commission  may  determine  to  be 
necessary  to  the  protection  of  the  healthy  morals,-  and  web 
fare  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  and  as  the 
Commission  shall  designate  and  publish  in  general  orders 
or  bullctinsy  to  establish  or  keep  houses  of  ill  famcy  brethelsy 
bawdy  housosy  or  places  of  entertainment  which  are  publie 
nuisaneesy  or  other  like  facilities  detrimental  to  the  health 
and  morals  of  members  of  sueb  eerpsy  or  to  receive  or  permit 
to  be  received  for  immoral  purposes  any  person  into  any 
vehicle,  plaeey  structure,  or  building  used  for  the  purpose 
of  lewdness,-  assignation,  or  prostitution  within  said  distance 
determined  by  the  Commission  or  to  knowingly  renty  lease, 
or  permit  the  use  of  any  property  for  such  purposes?  Any 
person,  corporation,  partnership,  or  association  violating 
any  of  the  provisions  of  this  section-  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  shall  be  punished 
by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $4y9QQ  cr  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  twelve  months,  or  both. 

-fbf  Ae  persony  corporation,  partnership,  or  association 
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or  agency  shah  knowingly  sehj  give,  or  in  any  way  supply 
any  intoxicating  liquors  to  any  member  in  tire  National 
Security  Training  Corps  on  active  training  duty.  Any  per- 
smq  corporation,  partnership,  or  association  or  agency  violat- 
ing  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  shah  he  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof'  shah 
be  punished  by  a  hue  of  not  more  than  $4,000  or  imprison¬ 
ment  of  not  more  than  twelve  months,  or  botb-r 

Sec.  124.  -fa)-  The  Commission  shall  formulate  pro¬ 
grams  and  designate  hederal  departments  and  agencies  as 


training  agencies  to 


tion  and  control.- 


sneb 


under  its  diree- 


-fb)-  -Training  agencies  shah  have  direct  responsibility 
for  ah  training  operations  and  may  utilize  the  services  of 
other  agencies  with  or  without  reimbursement,  including 

-(e)-  Military  personnel  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
may  be  detailed  for  duty  with  the  National  Security  Tram- 
ing  Corps,  and  when  so  detailed  are  authorized  in  addition 
to  and  in  excess  of  the  strengths  otherwise  prescribed  for 
such  establishment  and  section  422-2  of  the  Me  vised  Statutes 
shah  not  he  applicable  to  any  officer  personnel  so  detailed. 

Sec.  425.  -(a)-  The  period  of  training  provided  for  under 
this  Act  shah  he  for  one  yeap-  or  its  equivalent  m  terms  of 
a  combination  of  basic  training  and  training  in  one  of  the 
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-(options)-  prescribed  in  subsection  -(e)- 


belowr 


-(b)-  Basic  training  shall  he  for  the  initial  period  ©1  lour 
beginning  with  the  date  el  induction  into  eerpsy  un¬ 
less  sooner  terminated  by  enlistment  in  the  Regular  Estab¬ 
lishment  el  the  Army,  Xavy,  Air  Xereey  Marine  Corps,  or 
Coast  Guard,-  or  at  the  discretion  el  the  head  el  the  training 
ageney-j  provided  that  the  period  may  be  extended  as 


-fb)-  with  the  consent  el  tire  membery  lor  the  pur¬ 
pose  el  furnishing  hespitafoatieny  medical,  and  surgical 
care  lor  injury  or  Illness  incurred  hr  line  el  duty;  or 

-(A)-  lor  the  purpose  el  repairing  a  member  to  make 
good  time  lost  to  training  lor  any  cause. 

-fef  Abe  alternative  programs  to  be  entered  into  upon 
el  basic  training  will  be  as  lellews,  and  subject 
to  quotas  and  standards  el  qualifications  fixed  by  the  head 
el  the  appropriate  training  ageneiesy  with  the  approval  el 
the  Commission,  the  member  may  enter  the  alternative  pro¬ 
gram  el  his  choice : 

-ft-)-  Additional  active  training  duty  with  the  corps 
lor  a  period  el  eight  continuous  months ; 

-(A)-  Voluntary  enlistment  and  service  in  any  el 
the  Regular  services,-  including  the  Coast  Guard,  lor 
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snefe  period  as  may  be 


fey  law  or  regulations 


lea  eaefe  service  at  tfee  rime  of  such  enlistment ; 

-f3f  Enlistment  and  service  in  tfee  National  Guard 
or  Air  Rational  Guard  or  Organized  Raval  Reserve  er 
Organized  Marine  Corps  Reserve  for  sueh  period  as  may 
fee  authorized  fey  law  provided  snefe  term  of  enlistment 
is  so  fixed,  otherwise  fey  regulations  for  eaefe  service  In 
effect  at  tfee  rime  of  suefe  enlistment? 

-f4)-  Enlistment  and  serviee  In  tfee  Enlisted  Reserve 
Corps  of  tfee  Army  or  tfee  Enlisted  Reserved  component 
of  tfee  Air  Eorce  and  assignment  to  an  organized  unit  for 
which  fee  is  entitled  to  receive  pay  for  attendance  at 
drills  or  equivalent  duty,  for  snefe  period  as  may  fee 
authorized  fey  law  provided  snefe  term  of  enlistment  is 
so  fixed,  otherwise  fey  regulations  for  each  service  in 
effect  at  tfee  time  of  snefe  enlistment; 

-(fe)-  Entrance  into  tfee  serviee  in  either  tfee  Military? 
A  aval,  or  Coast  Guard  Academy; 

-frif  Enrollment  and  service  in  tfee  Raval  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  officer  procurement  program  as  provided  in 
subsections  -fa)-  and  -ffe)-  of  section  ff  of  tfee  Act  of 
August  4-ffi  dffdri  -fffO  &tah  40§A  ek 

-(7-)-  Enlistment  and  service  in  tfee  Enlisted  Reserve 
Corps  of  tfee  Army  or  Raval  Reserve  or  tfee  Enlisted 
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Reserve  component  of  Ike  Air  -Force  or 
Reserve  for  el  least  seek  period  as  tke 
Defense  may 


Corps 

of 


Eaval 
Officers* 

accept-  a 
if  offered  upon 


ank  entrance  upon  a  college 
Officers^  T-rainmg  Corps  or 
Training  Corps  or  Air  Reserve 
training  ank  an  agreement  to 
in  tke  appropriate  service 
of  tke  eoursc-j 
-(-&)-  Enlistment  ank  service  in  tke  United  States 
-Naval  Reserve,  ank  entrance  into  either  tke  United 
States  Merchant  Marine  A  eadomy  or  a  Eavy  aeerekitek 
State  Maritime  A  cademy  accompanied  by  an  agreement 
on  tke  part  of  tke  trainee  to  accept  a  commission  in  tke 
Eavsl  Reserve  at  tke  completion-  of  tke  course,  if  okerekf 
-f9-)-  Enlistment  ank  service  in  tke  Enlistek  Reserve 
Corps  of  tke  Army  or  E-aval  Reserve  or  Enlistek  Reserve 
of  tke  Air  Eeree  or  Marine  Corns  Reserve  for 


at  least  sack  period  as  tke  Commission  may  preseribe.- 
ank  tke  pnrsnanee  of  an  approved  course  of  technical  or 
specialist  training  in  sack  sekooly  colleger  or  university 
as  may  be  approved  by  tke  beak  of  tke 
mg  ageney,  aeeompaniek  by  an 
Reserve  commission  in  tke  appropriate 
upon  completion  of  tke  course ; 
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-Enlisted 

bfaXal 


and  service  in  the  Au-luntocr 
Corps  of  tke  Army  or  Volunteer 
or  A-olunteer  Enlisted  Eeserve  com  ■ 


ponent.  of  the  Air  -Fercc  or  -Volunteer  -Iferine  Corps 
Ecscrxc  for  a  period  of  sis  years-:  -Provided,  That 
daring  the  six-year  period  of  enlistment  sued  trainee 
shall  he  subject  to  a  maximum  of  six  months^  aetivc 
duty  training,  of  whieh  not  more  than  one  month 
will  he  required  in  any  one  yearn  Provided,  fwr- 
thcr,  That  this  alternative  of  six  years-  onlietment 
in  one  of  the  -Eeserve  components  named  in  this  option 
is  open  only  to  a  trainee  who  is  unahle  to  seleet  any  of 
the  preceding  alternatives  proxided  in  sahseetions  -(E)- 
through  -fhf  heeaase  they  are  not  available  to  him  in 
his  oommimitxy  or  if  available?  heeanse  their  quotas  are 
already  hbedy  or  he  is  otherwise  ineligible  for  reasons 
oxer  whieh  he  has  no  eontrohj 

-fll-)  Sued  other  alternative  programs  established 
by  the  Commission  whieh  the  Commission  shall  deter 
mine  to  he  of  comparable  hnpertanee  to  the  national 
security  and  to  constitute  an  equal  obligation  on  the 
part  of  the  member  :  Provided,  That  programs  estab¬ 
lished  under  this  subsection  shall  he  available  to  those 


trained  in  the  Armed  Forces  only  within  quotas  cstab- 
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fished  by  the  Oommissien  after  consultation  with  the 
Secretary  el  Defense,  and  te  these  who  are  net  given 
military  tramingv 

SeOt  42th  Under  sneh  regulations  as  may  he  prescribed 
by  the  Commission-,-  any  member  serving  in  er  selected  fer 

above,  who  is  unwilling  te  enter  upon  er  fads  te  complete 

no  hi  c<~f~n  ip  eri  c\r I  4  yn  ■vnii'i  cr  1:0.  ill  r\  ool  ortf-prl  o  1 4  0  yn  efe 

btllioltlL  tUl  ll^y  lllv  J J  v  1  lUit  vTT  TJrclill  111^  ill  LIl'J  oHUU  tUvl  ell  L  vl  11  cl  14 

nvA oto m  o ~K r\  vaoo  11 0/]  |av  n~n  o  rl rlifirvn ol  nrl  f  n pfiTT1 

JiTT/gi  clllly  Til  a  y  1  lTt“ctTlt"tT  Tt7l  till  U  U.LL1  llUlllll  j/  L  1  lUU.  \7T  clU  1 1 V  v' 

training  duty  net  te  execed  fear  menthsr 

SfiOv  427t  4be  Secretary  ef  Defense  er  the  Commis- 
siony  as  appropriate,  shall  prescribe  a  system  ef  training 
credits  te  he  applied  in  the  event  ef  transfer  from  ene 
alternative  pregram  te  another.- 

SeEt  1 28.-  4he  President  is  authorized  te  determine  the 
location  ef  sneh  additienal 


tiens  as  he  may  deem 
ing  installations-;  te 

r*  atyvti  I  ohrs  f  n  a 
tu iiij/iv  tu  tTiltj 


mg  the 

ing  ef  existing 
te  accomplish  the 
rights 


iab;  te  utilize  and  enlarge  exist- 
7  install^  and  equip ;  and  te 

hi  ATI  n  i~>  cl  r\  011 1  4  rvf 

^  111  o  t  cell  cl  LIU  11  ^  cell  Lt  v,"  v  j  111  J^il  l  v  1 1 1  v  1 

utilities;  and 

and  removal;  repair;  er 
s  and  installations and;  in  order 
se  ef  this  title;  te  acquire  lands;  and 
thereteT  er  ether  interests  therein,  includ- 


ing  the  temporary  use  thereof,  by 


E  purchase,-  es- 
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el  Government-owned  landsy  or  ether  wiser  and  te 
prosecute  construction  thereon  prior  to  the  approval  of  the 
title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section  355,- 
Revised  Statutes,  as  amended. 

-REGISTRATION  SELECTION  Atf©  lefBOGTIOt? 

Se€.  -1-2-9:  Subject  to  the  pelieiesy  standardsy  and  quotas 
of  the  Oommissiony  the  Selective  Service  System  shall  admin- 
ister  all  matters  in  connection  with  the  indention  into  the 
corps  and  the  registrationy  examination,-  classificationy  alloca  ■ 
tiem  delivery,  and  maintenance  of  recordsy  of  men  registered 
under  this  titley  together  with  seeh  other  duties  as  are  as¬ 
signed  by  this  titler 

SeGt  4h07  dhe  local  boardsy  established  pursuant  to  the 
Service  Act  of  4948y  as  amended,  under  rides  and 
by  the  Director  of  Selective  Sendee 
and  approved  by  the  Commission  shall  have  the  same  powers 
and  duties  within  their  respective  jurisdictions  to  hear  and 


tincy  subject  to  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  appeal  hoards 
herein  authorized,  all  questions  or  claims  with  respect  to 
determination  of  depen denevy  inclusion  fory  or  exemption  or 
deferment  from  induction  for  or  allocation  for  training  under 
this  titley  of  all  individuals  within  the  jurisdiction  of  sueh 
local  hoards  as  such  local  hoards  have  with  respect  to  similar 
questions  or  claims  arising  under  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
t-948y  as  amended. 
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-434-t  The  Olrief  el  finance?  United  States  Army, 
is  authorized  to  aet  as  the  fiscal  disbursing?  and  accounting- 
agent  el  the  Director  el  the  Selective  Sendee  System  in  car¬ 
rying  out  his  functions  under  this  title. - 

Sb€U  4-32t  -Except  as  other-wise  -provided  hr  this  title?  it 
shall  he  the  duty  el  every  male  citizen  el  the  United  States? 
and  every  male  alien  residing  hr  the  United  States  who  has 
declared-  his  intention  to  become  such  citizen,  on  the  day 
or  days  feed  lor  the  first  or  any  subsequent  registration?  who 
is  between  the  ages  ol  seventeen  and  eighteen  and  ol  every 
other  such  male  eitizen  or  -person  upon  thereafter  attaining 
the  seventeenth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth?  to  pre¬ 
sent  himself  for  and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or 
times  and  place  or  places  hr  such  manner?  and  in  such  age 
group  or  groups,  as  shall  he  determined  by  proclamation  of 
the  President  and  rides  and  regulations  prescribed  hereunder-:- 
■Pr&vkhdj  That  persons  hr  any  category  exempted  from 

Ueg.  -1-33t  Every  person  registered  under  this  title  who 
is  not  subject  to  induction  under  any  other  -prevision  of  law 
and  who  is  not  otherwise  exempted-  under  the  provisions  of 
this  title  shah?  until  he  attains  the  twentieth  anniversary  of 
the  date  of  his  birth,  he  liable  for  training;  Provided: 

-f4f  That  every  male  person  who  is  a  eitizen  of  the 
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United  Stales  and  every  mate  declarant  alien,  wire  enters 
the  United  States  at  a  time  subsequent  to  the  period  m 
which  he  would  have  been  required  to  train  bad  be  net 
been  absent  from  tbe  United  States?  sbatl  be  liable  for 
training;,  but  no  person  sbatl  be  indueted  for  training 
before  lowing  attained  tbe  eighteenth  anniversary  of  tbe 
date  of  bis  birth  and  after  having  attained  tbe  twenty 
sixth  anniversary  of  tbe  date  of  bis  birth-? 

-f2f  dbat  any  registrant  under  tbis  title  who  bas 
attained  tbe  seventeenth  anniversary  of  tbe  date  of  bis 
birth  and  bas  not  attained  tbe  twentieth  anniversary  of 
tbe  date  of  bis  birth  and  who  is  not  liable  for  induetion 


under  tbe  Selective  Sendee  tVet  of  1  948?  as 
may  -volunteer  for  induetion  for  training?  except  that  a 
registrant  who  bas  not  attained  the  eighteenth  anni¬ 
versary  of  tbe  date  of  bis  birth  must  have  the  prior 
eonsent  of  his  parents,  or  parent-  having  eustodv  of 
him,-  guardian?  or  person  standing  in  loeo  parentis  to  him 
in  order  to  so  volunteer-? 

-{§■)-  dhat  any  registrant  who,  on  tbe  eighteenth 
anniversary  of  the  date  of  bis  birth  is  successfully  and 
satisfactorily  pursuing  a  standard  course  of  study?  on  a 
full  time  basis  in  a  high  school  or  similar  institution 
of  learning  shall?  if  be  so  requests?  be  entitled  to  have 
bis  induction  or  assignment  under  tbis  title  postponed 
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until  graduation  therefrom,  or  until  he  ceases  to  pur¬ 
sue  satisfactorily  sueh  course  of  study?  or  until  he  attains 
the  twentieth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth,- 
occurs  hrst?  except  that  any  sueh  registrant 
induction  or  assignment  has  been  so  postponed 
shah  he  liable  for  training  until  he  attains  the  twenty 
sixth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth; 

-f4f  -That-  under  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
by  the  Director  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission, 
there  are  hereby  authorized  deferments  from  training 
under  this  title?  for  extreme  hardship,  physical  or  mental 
disability?  or  reasons  vital  to  the  national  interest ;- 

-fb}-  That  under  policies  established  by  the  Director 
with  the  approval  of  the  Commission?  every  registrant 
shall?  prior  to  induction?  be  physically  and  mentally 
examined,  and  the  local  board  shah  classify-  the  regis¬ 
trants  Provided  ^  That  no  person  shah  be  inducted  for 
military  training  unless  and  until  he  is  acceptable  to 


the  -Armed  Forces  for  training  ;■ 

-fbf  That  the  President  is  authorized  to  postpone  or 
exempt  the  induction  of  sueh  groups  or  number  of  regis  ■ 
trants  as  are  necessary  in  order  to  limit  inductions  to 
the  maximum  number  which  can  he  trained  by  training 
agencies  designated  by  the  Commission ; 

-fT)-  That  no  registrant  under  this  title  shah  be 
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liable  for  training  under  tins  title  who  -(a)-  is  new  sorv 
ing  er  has  heretofore  served  honorably  for  at  least  one 
year  in  any  of  the  Armed  forces  of  the  -United  States 
in  active  -F ederal  service  or  of  the  Armed  Forces  of 
any  nation  allied  with  the  United  States  at  any  time 
during  World  War  iU  or  -(b)-  shall  hereafter  enter 
into  any  of  the  Armed  -Forces  of  the  United  States 
on  active  dutyy  and  complete  a  minimum  of  one  year 
honorable  service  therein';  or  -(e)-  is  enlisted  and  is 
serving,  on  the  effective  date  of  this  titley  in  any  one 
of  the  following  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States :  -(4)-  Fhe  federally  recog¬ 
nized  National  Guard  of  the  United  States  and  Air 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States ;  -(A)-  the  Organ¬ 
ized  -Reserve  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marino 
Corps7  and  Coast  Guard:  P-r-omded,  Fhat  in  either  ease 
failure  to  complete  such  current  enlistment  shah  render 
snch  person  liable  to  induction  and  training  until  he 
attain  the  twenty  -  sixth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his 
birth-;-  or  -(d)-  on  the  effective  date  of  this  title  is  a 
eadet  of  the  United  States  Military  Academy,  a  mid¬ 
shipman  of  the  United  States  Naval  Academy,  a  cadet 
of  the  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy^  a  midship¬ 
man  of  the  United  States  Merchant  Marino  Aeadcmyy 
or  of  a  Navy  accredited  State  Maritime  Academy,  a 
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member  el  the  Senior  Division 


Train¬ 


ing  Corps,  or  Araval  Deserve  Officers’  Training  Corpsy 
or  Air  -Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval 
aviation  college  program,  so  long  as  be  satisfactorily 
eontinucs  in  and  complete  two  years  training  therein-: 
Preoid-ed-,  That  until  snob  time  as  tbe  President  deter¬ 
mines  that  tbe  program  bas  reached  full-scale  imple- 
montationy  tbe  Commission  may  conditionally  exempt 
from  induetion  or  conditionally  discharge  from  training 
any  registrant  or  trainee  who  bas  been  accepted  for 
admittance  to  any  of  tbe  academies  or  training  pro¬ 
grams  enumerated,  in  order  that  such  person  may  enter 
such  academy  or  training  program  wherein  be  shah 
complete  not  less  than  two  years  of  training  in  order 
to  be  relieved  of  liability  for  induetion  or  further  training 
hereunder.  -(b)-  Do  exception  from  registrationy  ex- 
emption,  deferment,  or  postponement  of  induction  for 
training  under  this  title  shall  continue  after  tbe  cause 
therefor  eeases  to  exist; 

SeCt  4-B4t  -(a)-  Subject  to  sueb  quota  limitations  and 
standards  of  qualification  and  selection  as  may  be  established 
by  tbe  Secretary  of  -Defense  to  insure  a  proper  balance  of 
trained  manpower  between  tbe  ground,  any  and  naval  arms? 
each  registrant  eligible  for  military  training  shall  be  entitled 


to  request  and 


HI  1  li 
TXT  XXTtj 
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and  skak  fee  classified  therein  fey  kis  local  hoard.  Each 
registrant  found  not  to  ke  eligible  for  military  training  shall, 
subject  to  snek  quota  limitations  and  standards  of  qua!  i  flea- 
tion  as  may  ke  established  by  tke  Gommissiony  ke  enttiled 
to  request  and  receive  training  in  tke  nonmilitary  training 
program  of  kis  choice,  and  skak  ke  classified  therein  by 
tke  local  board :  P-r&mdecl;  Jfiat  any  suck  person  claiming 
exemption  from  eombatant  training,  because  of  religious 
training  and  belief  as  defined  in  section  fi  -fjf  of  tke  Selective 
Service  Act  of  4d487  as  untended,-  and  whose  claim  is 
sustained  by  tke  local  board  shaky  when  inducted  or  assigned 
under  this  title,  ke  required  to  elect  training  in  seek  other 
available  training  program  of  kis  ckoiec  as  provided  herein 
subject  to  suck  quotas  and  standards  as  may  ke  established-. 

-fb)-  Any  person  claiming  exemption  from  combatant 
training  shaky  if  suck  claim  is  not  sustained  by  tke  local 
hoard,  be  entitled  to  an  appeal  to  tke  appropriate  appeal 
board.  Upon  tke  filing  of  suck  appeal  -with  tke  appeal 
board,  tke  appeal  board  shall  forthwith  refer  tke  matter  to 
tke  Department  of  Justice  for  inquiry  and  hearing.  Jke 

a  hearing  with  respect  to  tke  character  and  good  faith  of 
tke  objections  of  tke  person  conecrnedy  and  suek  person 
skak  ke  notified  of  tke  time  and  place  of  suek  hearing.-  Jke 
Department  of  Justiee  shaky  after  suek  hearing?  if  tke  ok- 
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jcctions  are  found  te  be  sustained-,  rceonnnend  to  the 
beard  dart  when  the  objector  is  inducted  or  assigned  for 
training  under  this  Aety  be  be  required  te  cleet  training  as 
provided  in  -{af  abever  if  after  such  hearing  the  Depart¬ 
ment  ef  Justice  finds  that  his  objections  are  net  sustained; 
it  shad  recommend  te  the  appeal  beard  that  sued  objections 
be  net  sustained-.-  dhe  appeal  beard  shall  give  eonsidcra- 
tien  toy  but  shad  net  be  bound  te  follow,-  the  recommendation 
ef  the  Department  ef  J-ustiee  together  -with  the  record  en 


appeal  from  the  local  heard;  in  making  its  deeds i-om  -Each 
person  w-liese  claim  for  coemption  from  combatant  training 
because  ef  religious  training  and  belief  as  herein  defined  is 
sustained,-  shad  be  listed  by  the  local  board  en  a  register  ef 
conscientious  el 


Sec.  d3fh  -{a}-  -Every-  person  liable  for  training  under 
this  titfey  c-x-eept  these  whose  training  shad  have  been  de¬ 
ferred  or  postponed  in  accordance  with  previsions  ef  this  title, 
shad  be  calledy  in-duetedy  and  delivered  by  bis  local  board 
for  training  with  such  training  agency  for  -which  he  has  been 
classified  by  his  local  board  at  the  time  and  place  as  directed 
by  the  direetem  Provided y  hhat  a  volunteer  for  training 
under  eighteen  years  ef  age  may  be  delivered  for  training 
te  -which  he  has  been  assigned,  at  the  training  period  next 
following  the  elate  upon  -which  he  was  accepted  as  a  voder- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 


33 

teer?  whether  or  net  he  has 


fli  r\  o  ryr\  /  \  f  /  >  *  t 
tllU  ttgt/  vTx  tjit 


yeaa-s. 

-fbf  4%e  Commission,  after  consultation  with  beads  of 
schedules  and  numbers  to  be  hidueted  pursuant  to  sueb 


the  training 

o  o 


SbGt  4btb  bfe 


liable  for 


under  this  tble 


shall  be  permitted  or  allowed  to  furnish  a  substitute  for 
sueb  training-?  no  substitute  as  sueb  shall  be  received  or 
enrolled  for  trainings  and  no  person  liable  for  training  here¬ 
under  shah  be  permitted  to  eseapo  sueb  training  or  be  dis¬ 
charged  therefrom  prior  to  the  expiration  of  bis  period  of 
training  by  the  payment  of  money  or  any  valuable  thing 
whatsoever  as  consideration  for  bis  release  from  sueb  train¬ 


ing  or 


therefor? 

Se€t  4-3iC  -faf  Each  registrant  exempted  or  deferred 
from  training  under  this  title?  until  be  shall  have  attained 
the  twenty- sixth  anniversary  of  bis  birth?  and  eaeb  trainee 
for  a  period  of  six  years  after  completion  of  the  first  six 
months  of  training  or  until  discharged  from  the  corps  whielr- 
ever  period  of  time  is  greater?  shall  be  required  to  keep  bis 
local  board  informed  as  to  bis  current  address  and  changes  in 
status,  including  bis  status  in  the  training  program  and  eom- 
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pletion  thereof?  as  required  by  seek  rules  and  regulations  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  tbe  director?  and  approved  by  tbe 


-(b)-  -Each  loeal  board  sbab  maintain  a  register  ol  regis¬ 
trants,  which  sbab  contain  a  current  record  ol  tbe  address, 
occupational  dependency,-  training  and  service  status,  and 
sueb  other  information  as  may  be  required  for  tbe  periods 
specified  in  -(a)-  above-? 

Sec-t  138:  bunds  appropriated  to  tbe  Selective  Service 


System  sbab  be  avabable  in  tbe  ease  ol  registrants  who  prior 
to  their  induction  into  tbe  -National  Security  -Training  Gorps 
suffer  blness-,-  injury,-  or  death  wkbe  acting  under  orders 
issued  under  tbe  provisions  ol  this  title?  for  tbe  payment  ol 
actual  and  reasonable  expenses  ol  -(4)-  emergency  medical 
care  including  hospitalization,  and  -fb)-  recovery  ol  body? 
preparation  for  burial?  ineluding  suitable  eashet?  transporta- 
tien  to  tbe  home  ol  tbe  deeeased  or  to  a  cemetery  designated 
by  bis  nearest  relative  or  proper  authority,  and  interment, 
but  sueb  burial  expenses  sbab  not  exceed  $-1-50  in  any  one 
ease? 


Sect  -bhb  Any  person  having  and  exercising  any  au¬ 
thority  under  this  title?  v-be  sbab  knowingly  make,  or  be 
a  party  to  the  making  ol?  any  false,  -improper?  or  incorrect 
registration,  classification,  physical  or  mental  examination, 
deferment,  enrollment,  or  muster?  or  any  person  who  sbab 
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knowingly  make,-  or  ke  a  party  to  the  making  of?  any  false 
statement  or  certification  as  to  bis  fitness  or  unfitness  or 
liability  or  nonliability  for  training  under  tbe  provisions  of 
tkis  title?  or  who  otherwise  evades  or  refuses  registration, 
induction?  or  training  or  any  of  the  requirements  of  this  title-? 
or  any  person  who  knowingly  counsels,-  aids?  or  abets  another 
to  refuse  or  evade  registration?  induction?  or  training?  or 
any  of  the  requirements  of  this  title?  or  any  person  or  persons 
who  shall  knowingly  hinder  or  interfere  or  attempt  to  do 
so  in  any  way  by  foree  or  violence  with  the  administration 
of  this  title?  or  any  person  or  persons  who  conspire  to  commit 
one  or  more  of  such  offenses ;  or  any  person  selected  for 
training  under  this  title  who  shall  refuse  to  complete  the 
training  as  prescribed  under  this  title?  shall  upon  conviction 
in  the  district  court  of  the  -United  States  of  competent  juris¬ 
diction,  be  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
five  years  or  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $40?000?  or  by  both 
such  fine  and  imprisonment.  Precedence  shall  be  given  by 
courts  to  the  trial  of  cases  arising  under  this  title?  and  such 
ease  shall,  upon  request  of  the  Attorney  General,-  be  ad¬ 
vanced  on  the  docket  for  immediate  hearing: 

Seo.  440.  -fa)-  Aothmg  in  sections  409  and  443  of  the 
Criminal  Oode  -(40  Sr  kb?  title  48?  seesr  884  and  288)  ?  or 
in  seetion  490  of  the  lie-vised  Statutes  shall  be  deemed  to 
apply  to  any  person  beeause  of  his  appointment  under  an- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


36 


thority  el  this  title  and  the  regulations  pursuant  thereto,-  as 
an  uncompensated  member  el  the  Selective  Service  System, - 
er  as  an  individual  to  conduct  hearings  on  appeals  ol  persons 
claiming  coemption  front  training  because  of  conscientious 
objections . 

-{hf  Ah  functions  performed  under  this  title  shall  he 
front  the  operation  of  the  A dmiiiis- trative  Procedure 


Aet  -{46  Stah  464)- 
6  of  sueh  Aetr 


as  to  the  requirements  of  section 


S-EO:  44 A  Ao  individual  who  has  been  convicted  of  any 
crime  not  punishable  by  dcatlg  and  no  individual  who  has 
been  committed  to  jah^  corrective  institu-tioip  or  institution 
for  juvenile  dehnqueneyr  shall  by  reason  of  sueh  conviction 
or  commitment  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training  under 
this  tithy  but  may  be  trained  as  directed  by  the  Commission. 

S®Gt  442.  Under  rules  and  regulations  promulgated  by 
the  heads  of  the  appropriate  training  agencies,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission?  members  of  the  corps  while  on 
active  training  duty  may  be  granted  leaves  of  absence 
without  loss  of  cash  allowances  to  which  otherwise  entitled 
Provided,  -That  no  trainee  shall  be  entitled  to  any  payment 
in  lieu  of  leave  not  granted  to  him  prior  to  release  from 
active  training  duty. 

Sect  444:  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropri¬ 
ated,  out  of  any  money  in  die  Treasury  not  otherwise 
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appropriated,  sueh  sums  to  tfee  Commission  as  may  fee 
necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform  its  said  fanetionsr 

SeGt  444t  The  Commission  shall  report  semiannually 
to  tfee  Congress  all  expenditures  of  appropriations  m  detail.- 
8-EG;  44fer  if  any  provision  of  title  I  or  Hy  or  tfee 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  eirenmstancc7  is  held 
invalid,  tfee  remainder  of  said  titles,  and  tfee  application  of 
suefe  provision  to  other  persons  or  circumstances,  shah  not 
fee  effected  thereby. 

Seo.  TPfe  ilie  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 


sien  shall  submit  recommendations  to  the  President  as  to  tfee 
time  and  rate  of  implementation  of  the  training  program 
established  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Aefe  How¬ 
ever,  this  training  program  shall  only  fee  implemented  in 
whole  or  in  part  as  to  time  and  ratcy  as  directed  fey  the 
President-;  Tfee  recommendations  shall  take  into  considcra  ■ 


tien  the  intent  of  tfee 


that 


under  this 


Aet  shall  not  interfere  with  the  immediate  increasing  of  the 
components  of  the  Armed  -Forces  to  their 


strengtlh- 


Title  II 


c-ODB  op  eeypEOT 


SeOt  HOF-  Title. — This  title  shall  fee  known  as  the 
Code  of  Condnet  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  “code”)- 
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program  el  Ike 


Secnrit-v 


fnv  f  h A 
rtrr  tllU 

Training  Oerpsv 

Sect  50%  Statement  oe  policy-. — Any  act  or  omis 
tien  el  a  trainee,  as  herein  definodj  which  tanks  te  hinder 
er  impede  his  training  is  hereby  declared  te  he  eentrary  te 
the  pnrpeses  el  title  4  and  this  Oder  The  disciplinary  -pirn- 

i r^n 4  of  j-yp iiiaac!  Af  tli a  tia i  1  i fnyr  4vo nn  w or  yVOfyi’n tti  ci q  It pyp_ 

loll lllUll  t/  U1  IT  cllllUUo  U1  L11U  JTfiTrttTl  \  IT  ilTillll^  j7i tT^l  ctirt  ttu  11U1 U 

inaftcr  provided  shall  he  consistent  with  the  maintenance  el 


Sect  50%  Ale  trainees  sobteot  to  provisions-. — 
57  as  herein  defined,  shall,  Irena  the  time  el  actual 
arid  while  serving  en  aetive  trahaiaag  duty,  as 
herein  defined^  he  subject  te  the  previsions  el  this  endcr 
SeOt  504t  Definitions. — The  -lellewing  werds  when 
used  ha  this  cede  shall  be  eenstrued  ha  the  sense  indicated  ha 


this 
is  intendeds 


unless  the  eentext 


that  a  different  sense 


-(af  The  werd  ^trainee-  shall  be  doenaed  te  mean  a 
person  indueted  hate  the  44atienal  Security  Training  Corps 
and  assigned  te  a  component  el  the  Armed  Torees  ler  training 
under  the  previsions  el  title  4  el  this  Act  during  the  period 
el  his  aetive  training  duty. 

-fbf  The  words  Aaetive  training  duty^  shall  be  deemed 
te  mean  that  period  el  training  commencing  with  the  day 
el  induction  hate  the  eorps  and  consisting  el  the  period  el 
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basic  military  training  in  accordance  with  title  4  el  this 
Act  and  ending  with  the  completion  or  earlier  termination 
ol  such  basic  training?  and  in  addition  the  optional  additional 
military  training  provided  in  section  4##  -(e)-  -(4-)-  ol  title  It 
-(e)-  Fbe  word  “officer”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a 
commissioned  eflleorr 


-(d)-  Fhe  words  Advil  authorities11  shall  be  deemed  to 
mean  law- enforcement  authorities  ol  the  United  States  and 


a{  fllA 
vl  tlru 

era! 

the  District  ol  Columbia- 


?  and  authorities  ol  the  sev- 
thercof?  and  ol 


-(e)-  Fbe  words  “commanding  officer”  shall  he  deemed 
to  mean  an  officer  ol  the  Army?  A avy,  Air  Dorec,  or  Marine 
Corps?  including  the  -Reserve  components  thereof?  who  is 
empowered  to  exercise  command  ol  any  detachment  or  com- 

-(f)-  ffihe  words  “appointing  authority”-  shall  he  deemed 
to  mean  -(4)-  an  officer  ol  the  Army?  Aavy?  Air  -Force,  or 
Marine  Corps,  including  the  Reserve  eomponents  thereof, 
who  commands  a  trainee  regiment,  or  comparable  unit?  or 
-(2)-  superior  military  training  authority.- 

-(g)-  Fbe  words  “reviewing  authority”  shall  he  deemed 


to  mean  an  officer  ol  the  Army,  Aavy,  Air  Force,  or  Marine 
Corps?  including  the  Reserve  components  thereof,  who  is 
next  superior  m  the  chain  of  command  to  the  commanding 


40 


1  officer  el  the  a  ceased  as  defined  in  fins  fifie  and  who  aise 


2  is  empowered  to  convene  general  eour-ts 

3  -(d)-  fide  words  “staff  judge  advocate”  shall  he 

4  to  mean  an  effieer  el  the  Arm ¥7  Navy,  A4r  fforecy  er  Marine 

5  Corpsy  including  the  Reserve  eemponents  th creel,-  whe  is  a 

6  lawyer  assigned  to  a  reviewing  authority  to  perform  law 
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-(+)-  ffhe  werds  “-superier 
shah  he  deemed  to  mean  an  effieer  el  the  Arrovy  Navy,  Air 
Force,  er  the  Marine  Corps,-  including  the  -Reserve  com¬ 
ponents  thereof)  superior  in  the  chain  el  eommandr 

-{ff-  ffhe  werds  ^extra  duty11  shah  he  deemed  to  mean 

o  <r1  /1 1 4 1  Aio  o  1  wrtnr  at!  f\  it  4tt  r\T  o  n  tt  q  tnyA  o  o o  1  a rl  4  4to  yn  aao 

ctvll-ll tlUllctl  vV  U1  lv.  Ur  utttjT  V7T  till  V  iltl  t  ill  L  tmwTgTtvtt  Tt7  LI  illIiv.  \Jo 

r>  a  l"kll  vr  T  O^'T  THO  011  4 
cfco  j.7 1111  loi  11 11  Mil  L  • 

-(h)-  ffhe  term  ffinhitary  law^  shall  he  construed  to 
mean  the  laws  governing  the  Aamvy  Navy,  Air  fforecy  and 

Q  Vi  r\  A  VT4C?  A~f  fill  A  TT 1  4r>/~l  4 O  4  A  C* 

xtl  til  111U  V_  Ul  I  'o  vTT  LllvJ  U  Hill  Ll  kJ  1 1  i.  I  v  u  • 

SeOt  20to  -Mo be  oe  eeeobceno  discipline. — Violations 
el  this  eede  shah  he  punishable  in  the  discretion  el  the  com 


mending  effieer  -(a)-  by  disciplinary  punishment  administered 
hy  fire  commanding  effieer  el  the  aeeusedy  unless  the  accused 
shall  request  triafi  er  -(b)-  by  national  security  training 
court  St  ffrainccs  shall  be  likewise  subject  to  prosecution  in 
the  courts  el  the  United  States  and  el  the  fferritories  and 
and  el  the  -District  el  Columbia  ler  crimes  and 
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offenses  against  the  I-T nited  States,  and  in  the  courts  ol 
the  several  Status  for  crimes  and  offenses  against  the  States 
or  any  subdivision  thereof? 

SeOt  ffOfi?  DlSCEPL-INARY  rUNISIIMENT  by  unit 
commander. — A  commanding  officer  of  a  trainee  com¬ 
pany  or  higher  command  may,  for  minor  violations  of  this 
code-,-  impose  disciplinary  punishments  upon  trainees  of  his 
command  without  the  intervention  of  a  national  security 
training  court  unless  the  aeeused  requests  trial  by  that  eourt- 
Punishmcnt  assessed  by  a  commanding  officer  shall  not  con¬ 
stitute  time  lost  to  training  within  the  meaning  of  section 
ffiTS  hcrcofy  and  shall  operate  as  a  bar  to  subsequent  trial 
for  the  same  offenser 

may  include  admonition^  reprimandy  withholding  of  privileges 
for  not  exceeding  one  week-,-  extra  duty  for  not  exceeding 
one  weeky  restriction  to  certain  specified  limits  for  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  one  weeky  but  shall  not  include  forfeiture  of  cash 
allowance  or  confinement  under  guar-dr  A  trainee  punished 
under  authority  of  this  section  who  deems  the  punishment 
unjust  or  disproportionate  to  the  offense  may  appeal  to  the 
next  superior  military  training  authority-,-  but  may  in  the 
meantime  be  required  to  undergo  the  punishment  adjudged? 

ffihe  commanding  offiecr  who  imposes  the  punishmenty 
his  successor  in  commandy  or  superior  military  training 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


42 


authority  shah  have  power  to  mitigate  or  remit  any  un¬ 
executed  portion  of  the  punishment. 

&EO?  hOA  IfATIQYAU  SECURITY  training  court. — 
A  national  security  training  court  shah  be  composed  of  any 
number  of  officers  of  tbe  service  to  wliicb  tbe  trainee  is 
assigned  for  training,  of  wliicb  three  shall  be  a  quorum^  one 
of  which  three  shall  be  a  major  or  lieutenant  commander  or 
above?  The  senior  member  of  the  court  shah  be  the  presi¬ 
dent.  One  member  of  the  court,  if  practicable,-  shall  be  a 
lawyer  and  shah  aet  as  a  law  member  of  the  court.  In  the 
event  no  member  of  the  court  is  a  lawyerj  the  president 
thereof  shah  aet  as  law  member.-  Trials  of  trainees  for  viola¬ 
tions  of  trainee  discipline  hereinafter  set  forth  may  be  by  a 
national  security  training  court,-  which  shah  not  include  the 
or  the  immediate  commanding  officer  of  the  accused 


or  the  investigating  officer  or  a  -witness  for  the  prosecution 
or  the  defense? 

Sec?  h08?  ArroiYTiNG  authority. — A  national 
security  training  court  may  be  appointed  by  an  appointing 
authority  as  herein  defined? 

Sec?  200?  Who  may  serve  oy  ya-tioyau  segurity 
traiyiyg  courts. — Ah  officers  of  the  service  to  which  the 
trainee  is  assigned  for  training  shall  be  competent  to  serve 


on  a 


security 


court?  When 
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such  court,  the  appointing  authority  shall  detail  as  members 
thereof  those  officers  of  die  command  who,  in  hie  opinion, 
are  beet  qualified  for  sneh  ditty  by  reason  of  agej  training, 
experience,  and  judicial  temperamentr  Officers  having  less 
than  two  years’  service  shall  noty  if  it  ean  be  avoided  without 
manifest  injury  to  the  eorpsy  be  appointed  as  members  of  a 
court  in  excess  of  minority  membership  thereof 

2d0r  Influencing  tub  court. — Any  attempt 
on  the  part  of  any  member  of  the  Armed  IForcos  to  in¬ 
fluence,-  by  any  unauthorised  means,  a  national  security 
training  eourt  or  its  members,  or  to  admonish, ■  censure,  or 
■reprimand  the  eourt  or  its  members  for  any  act  or  omission, 
is  hereby  prohibited  and  shall  constitute  an  offense  against 
military  law 

Suer  244v  Appointment  o®  trial  counsel  an© 
defense  counsel. — Eor  each  national  security  training 
court  the  appointing  authority  shall  appoint  a  trial  counsel 
and  defense  counsel,-  who  sbalb  if  praetieableT  be  lawyers  :■ 
P-r-evided,  ffihat  if  the  trial  counsel  is  a  lawyer,  the  appointed 
defense  counsel  must  also  be  a  lawyer  £fo  person  who 
has  acted  as  investigating  effieer  or  eourt  member  in  any 
ease  shall  act  subsequently  as  trial  counsel  or?  unless  ex¬ 
pressly  requested  by  the  aeeused,  as  defense  counsel  in  the 
same  case-.-  £fo  person  who  has  acted  for  the  prosecution 
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shall  act  subsequently  in  the  same  ease  for  the  defense,  nor 
shall  any  person  who  bas  acted  fee  the  defense  act  subse- 
quently  in  tbe  same  ease  fee  tbe  prosecution:- 

Tbe  accused  shall  have  the  eight  te  be  represented  in 
bis  defense  by  civilian  counsel  if  provided  by  hinp  ee  by 
military  counsel  of  bis  evn  selection  if  reasonably  available,- 
oe  by  tbe  duly  appointed  defense  counsel: 

SeOt  2-hA  J  URES-DICTION  OE  NATIONAL  SECURITY 
training  courts-; — A:  national  security  training  court  shall 
have  jurisdiction  to  try  and  punish  any  trainee  foe  any 
offense  made  punishable  by  this  coder 


Sect  2h3r  ALLOWABLE  rUN-ISUM-ENTS  BY  A  NATIONAL 
security  training-  COURT: — The  pimishments  authorized 
by  this  code  upon  conviction  of  a  trainee  foe  any  offense 
herein  made  punishable  shah  consist  of  any  of  tbe  following 
punishments  and  no  others :  Admonition^  reprimand,  with¬ 
holding  of  privileges  foe  net  to  exceed  three  months,  extra 
duty  foe  not  to  exceed  three  months,  restriction  to  certain 
specified  limits  with  oe  without  extra  duty,  foe  not  to  exceed 
three  months,  and  confinement  with  oe  without  useful  work- 
foe  not  to  exceed  three  months,  and  forfeiture  oe  withholding 
of  one  half  of  the  eash  allowance  pee  month,  foe  not  to 
exeeed  the  period  of  confinement,-  when  a  trainee  is  confined 
pursuant  to  sentence  of  a  national  security  training  eouetr 
and  where  specifically  authorized,  bad  eonduet  discharge 
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or  dishonorable  discharge-:-  Provided;  That  admonition,  rcpri 
mandy  or  bad  eonduet  discharge,-  or  dishonorable  discharge 
may  he  included  together  with  or  in  addition  to  any  of  the 
other  punishments  allowed  under  this  section? 

See?  244?  Arrest; — A  trainee  eharged  with  an  offense 
may  he  placed  under  arrest  or  in  confinement,  as  eireum  ■ 
stances  may  require;  hut  when  charged  with  a  minor  offense 
only 7  a  trainee  shall  not  ordinarily  he  placed  in  confinement? 


Only  a  commanding  officer  or 


military  training 


authority  or  an  officer  duly  designated  as  his  representative 
shall  have  power  to  place  a  trainee  hg  or  release  him  from 
confinement.-  Any  commissioned  officer  shall  have  authority 
to  place  a  trainee  in  arrest-  ffihe  arresting  officer,  the  com¬ 
manding  officer  of  the  trainee  or  superior  military  training 
authority  shall  have  authority  to  release  a  trainee  from 
arrest? 

See?  44b?  Preferring  gharges? — Any  person  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  titles  4  and  H  of  this  Act  or  military 
law  may  prefer  charges;  which  shall  he  under  oath  that  he 
has  personal  knowledge  of  or  has  investigated  the  matters 
set  forth  therein-  and  that  the  same  are  true  in  fact  to  the 
best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  ffihe  charges  shall  he  set 
forth  upon  a  charge  sheet  and  shall  he  in  the  form  of  a  charge 
setting  forth  the  alleged  violation,-  together  with  a  speeifiea- 
tiem  In  the  event  a  trainee  is  placed  under  arrest  or  in 
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confinement?  charges  shah  he  filed  within  forty  eight  hours 
of  the  time  thereof?  Otherwise  a  trainee  shah  he  released 
from  such  arrest  er  confinement  rniless  the  commanding 
officer,  acting  upon  the  recommendation  of  an  officer  duly 
hy  the  appointing  authority  to  conduct  a  pre¬ 
hearing  or  investigation,  and  who  having  conducted 
or  begun  to  conduct  such  a  hearing  or  investigation  at  which 
the  trainee  is  present  and  informed  of  the  grounds  of  his 
confinement  recommends  that  the  accused  he  not  released,- 
directs  that  the  arrest  or  confinement  he  continued? 

Sec?  24th  Action  by  commanding-  offices. — 
Charges  will  he  filed  with  the  trainee’s  immediate  command- 
ing  officer?  who  will  -inquire  into  the  facts  and  circumstances 
of  the  ease  and  expeditiously  dispose  of  the  matter  or  without 
delay  forward  the  charges  together  with  the  names  of  the 
witnesses  and  a  statement  of  their  prospective  testimony 
with  his  written  recommendations  to  the 


authority? 

Sec?  247?  Forwarding  chargee?  dehays  ;  service 
OE  charges? — Unless  the  charges  are  disposed  of  without 
triah  the  unit  commanding  officer  shall?  within  forty-eight 
hours  after  accused  is  arrested  or  confined,  if  practicable?  for¬ 
ward  the  charges  to  the  appointing  authority?  If  the  same 
he  not  practicable?  he  shall  report  to  superior  authority  the 
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reason  for  delay.  The  amt  commanding  officer  shall  cause 
to  ho  delivered  to  the  accused  a  copy  of  the  charges. 

SeOt  24§t  Action  ©y  appointing  authority. — The 
appointing  authority,  in  hie  discretion,  may  refer  the  charges 
for  trial,  order  them  dismissed,  or  make  such  other  dispo¬ 
sition  of  them  as  he  sees  htj  and  no  charge  will  he  referred 
to  a  court  for  trial  unless  it  has  been  found  that  a  thorough 
and  impartial  investigation  thereof  has  keen  made  as  pre¬ 
scribed  herein,  that  such  charge  is  legally-  sufficient  to  allege 
an  offense  under  this  code,  and  is  supported  by  evidence 
indicated  m  the  report  of  investigation. 

8bOt  244b  Tnves-tigati-on  OF  charges. — An  investi- 


of  charges  shah  include 


as  to  the  truth  of 
the  matter  set  forth  in  said  charges,  form  of  charges^  and 
-what  disposition  of  the  ease  should  he  made  in  the  interest 


of  justice  and  disciplincT  The  accused  shah  be  advised  of 
the  charges  against  him  and  of  his  right  to  be  represented 
at  sueh  investigation  by  counsel?  Upon  his  request,-  he  shah 
be  represented  by  civilian  counsel  if  provided  by  hing  or 
military  counsel  of  his  own  selection  if  sueh  counsel  be 
reasonably  available,  or  by  counsel  appointed  by  the  appoint- 
ing  authority.  At  sueh  investigation  full  opportunity  shah 
he  given  to  the  accused  to  cross-esaminc  witnesses  against 
him  if  they  are  available  and  to  present  anything  he  may 
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desire  m  ids  ewn  behalf,  cither  hi  defease  or  mitigation,  and 
the  investigating  officer  shall  examine  available  witnesses 
requested  by  the  accused.  41  the  charges  are  forwarded 
after  saeh  investigation,  they  shall  he  accompanied  by  a 
statement  of  the  substance  of  the  testimony  taken  on  both 
shtesy  and  a  copy  thereof  shall  he  given  to  the  accused? 

Sec?  ffihb  Staff  judge  advocate- — Every  reviewing 
authority  shall  have  a  staff  judge  advocate  who  shah  advise 
the  appointing  or  reviewing  authority  as  to  ah  matters  pre¬ 
scribed  by  this  code  and  shah  perform  such  other  duties  as 
may  he  devolved  upon  him  by  lawy  regulation,  or  custom 
of  the  military,  naval,-  or  air  services? 

SeOt  Shir  Assistant  staff  judge  advocate. — Any 
assistant  staff  judge  advocate  shah  he  competent  to  per¬ 
form  any  duty  devolved  by  this  eode  or  by  lawy  regulations, 
or  the  custom  of  the  militaryy  naval,  or  air  scr-viecs  upon 
the  staff  judge  advocates? 

SeOt  ffihb  Action  ba  tiuaf  counsel. — bbe  trial 
counsel  of  the  court  to  which  the  charges  have  been  referred 
shahy  within  forty  eight  hours  after  receipt  thereof,  cause  to 
he  served  upon  the  accused  a  copy  of  the  charges  upon  which 
trial  is  to  he  had?  A  failure  so  to  serve  such  eharges  shall 
he  a  ground  for  a  continuance,  hbe  trial  counsel  shah  as 


soon  as  practicable  upon  serving  the  charges  upon  the  ae- 
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cased  notify  the  defense  counsel  thereofy  no  trainee  shall 
against  his  objection  be  brought  to  trial  before  a  national 
security  training  eonrt  within  a  period  of  seventy-two  hours 
subsequent  to  the  service  of  charges  upon  him? 

Suer  ffSth  Trial  counsel  :  prosecution- — The  trial 
counsel  of  a  national  security  training  court  shall  prosecute 
in  the  name  of  the  United  Statesr 


Sect  34b  Qat-h-S: — The  trial 


ijlltlll 


the  national  security  training  court  the  following  oath  or 
affirmation- :  ‘-You,  ;  do  swear  -(or  affirm)- 

that  you  will  well  and  truly  try  and  determine,-  aeeording  to 
the  evidence,  the  matter  now  before  you,  and  that  you  will 
duly  administer  justice,-  without  partiality;  favor,-  or  affection; 
aeeording  to  the  provisions  of  the  Cede  of  Conduct  of  the 
National  Security  -Training  Corps,  and  if  any  doubt  should 
arise;  not  explained  by  the  said  code;  then  aeeording  to  your 
conscience  and  the  best  of  your  understanding.-  So  help 
you  Cod?”  When  the  oath  or  affirmation  has  been  admin¬ 
istered  to  the  members  of  the  court,-  the  president  of  the 
court  shall  administer  to  the  trial  counsel  an  oath  or 


tien  in  the  foliowing  form:  ‘-You, 
swear  -(or  affirm)-  that  you  will 
perform  the  duties  of  a  trial  counsel-?- ■ 

S.l - 4 


;  do 

Li  Tt  A  1  T  k  ^  -5  \  yt  1  H  A  1  1  T-J 
y  cl  1  Ivl  ill  I  17(11  llcliiy 
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Ad  persons  who  give  evidence  before  Are  court  skull  be 
examined  on  oath  or  affirmation  administered  by  the  trial 
counsel  in  Are  following  form-?  “Youy  7 

swear  -(or  affirm)  that  Are  evidence  you  give  in  this  ease 
shall  be  Are  truth,-  Are  whole  truths  and  nothing  but  the 
tmthr  So  help  you  Godd” 

In  ease  of  affirmation  Are  closing  sentence  of  adjuration 
will  bo  omitted? 

See?  AAe  Aeeaigemeet,  eeeas,  aeb  motions-. — The 
shall  be  arraigned?  at  wbieh  time  the  charges  and 
Arad  be  read  to  him  by  the  trial  counsel,  ffihe 
accused  may  plead  guilty  or  not  guilty?  If  the  accused  makes 
any  irregular  pieadrng?  or  after  a  plea  of  guilty  sets  up  mat¬ 
ter  inconsistent  with  the  plea?  or  A  it  appears  that  he  has 
entered  Are  plea  of  guilty  improvidently  or  through  lack  of 
understanding  of  its  meaning  and  eSeet?  or  A  he  fails  or  re¬ 
fuses  to  plead,  a  plea  of  not  guAty  shad  be  entered  in  the 
record,  and  the  court  shad  proceed  as  though  he  had  pleaded 
not  gudty.-  Prior  to  so  pleading,  or  at  any  other  Army  Are 
accused  may  make  any  pertinent  motion  which  the  court 
shad  dispose  of  as  justice  may 


Sse?  AAA?  €e-aeeenges. — Members  of  a  national 
security  training  court  may  be  elradenged  by  the  accused  or 
trial  eounsel  for  cause  stated  to  the  eourt?  A  majority  of 
the  court  shad  decide  the  challenges  by  secret  written  ballot 
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but  challenged  members  have  no  vote?  Upon:  a  lie  vote 
the  challenge  shall  be  sustained.  Each  accused  and  the  trial 
counsel  shall  he  entitled  to  one  peremptory  challenge. 

SeOt  ShU  OrrOKTL-NlTY  ¥e  OBTAIN  WITNESS  AAE> 
e-TEEEit  evidence- — Phe  trial  eounsel7  defense  eounscl7  and 
the  natinnal  security  training  court  shah  have  equal  oppor¬ 
tunity  te  obtain  witnesses  and  etlicr  evidence  in  aceordancc 
with  such  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe. 
Process  issued  in  national  security  training  court  cases  to 
compel  witnesses  to  appear  and  testify  and  to  compel  the 
production  of  other  evidence  shah  he  similar  to  that  whieh 
courts  of  the  United  States  having  criminal  jurisdiction  may 
lawfully  issue  and  shah  run  to  any  part  of  the  United  States^ 
its  Tcrritoriesy  and  possessions^ 

Seer  hhfk  Refusal  ae  alulae-  on  eest-ify- — faf 
Evciy  person  not  subject  to  this  code  who — 

-f-tj-  has  been  duly  subpenaed  to  appear  as  a  wit¬ 
ness  before  any  national  security  training  eourty  or  before 
any  military  or  eivh  officer  designated  to  take  a 
deposition  to  he  read  in  evidence  before  sueh  court ; 

jtmxl 

ctlTtt 

-fhj-  has  been  duly  paid  or  tendered  the  fees  and 
mileage  of  a  witness  at  the  rates  allowed  to  witnesses 
attending  the  eeurts  of  the  United  8tatcs-j  and 

-(h)-  willfully  ncglcets  or  refuses  to  appear,  or 
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refuses  te  qualify  as  a  witness  or  te  testfiy  or  to 
any  evidence  which  such  person  may  -have  been  legally 
subpenacd  te  produee-j 

shall  ha  deemed  giddy  el  an  offense  against  the  United 
States.- 

-(h)-  Any  person  who  commits  an  offense  denounced 
hy  this  artielc  shall  he  tried  on  information  in  a  United 
States  distriet  court  or  in  a  eourt  of  original  criminal  juris 
dietion  in  any  of  the  Territorial  possessions  of  the  United 
States,-  and  jurisdiction  is  hereby  conferred  upon  such  eourts 
for  such  purpose?  Upon  conviction,-  sneh  persons  shall  he 
punished  hy  a  fine  of  not  mere  than  $59Qy  or  imprisonment 
for  a  period  not  exceeding  six  months,  or  botli.- 

-(e)-  It  shall  he  the  duty  of  the  United  States  district 
attorney  or  the  officer  prosecuting  for  the  Government  in 
any  sneh  eourt  of  original  criminal  jurisdietiony  upon  tire 
certification  of  the  facts  te  him  hy  tee  national  security  train¬ 
ing  eourt,  te  file  an  information  against  and  prosecute  any 
person  violating  this  article. 

-(d)-  The  fees  and  mileage  of  •witnesses  shall  he  advanced 
or  paid  out  of  the  appropriations  for  the  compensation  of 
witnesses? 


Seg?  SAte  Uom-puesory  &eee— ixoeim i x atio y  pne- 
niB-fTED. — Uo  witness  before  a  national  security  training 
eourt  or  before  any  officer,  military  or  civily  designated  te 
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take  a 


to  fee  read  in 


before  ft 


security  training  court  or  before  an  officer  eo-ndueting  an 

answer  any  question  the  answer  to  which  may  tend  to  in¬ 
criminate  him  or  to  answer  any  question  not  material  to  tbe 
issne  when  seek  answer  may  tend  to  degrade  binn 

£fo  statement  obtained  from  any  person  in  -violation  of 
this  section  or  tbroagb  nse  of  coercion^-  unlawful  influence, 
or  unlawfni  inducement  shall  be  received  in  evidence  against 
him  in  a  trial  by  a  national  security  training  eeart.- 

RbGt  2-3-Ot  Di^neSrisney-Sn — Depositions  may  be  taken 
and  used  as  evidence  before  national  seenritv  training-  courts 
in  tbe  same  manner  as  now  or  hereafter  provided  for  coucts- 


SfiGr  fffibr  -Fqb-meb  JTX-)rwn-B¥^ — Ae  trainee  skulk  with¬ 
out  his  consent^  be  tried  a  seeond  time  for  the  same  offense,- 
but  no  proceedings  before  a  national  security  training  court 
in  a  conviction  shah  be  considered  a  trial  until  the 


authority  shah  have  taken  final  action  upon  the 
atscr  A  proceeding  whidg  subsequent  to  the  h 
h  evidence  but  prior  to  a  findings  is  dismissed  or 
fy  the  appointing  authority  or  on  motion  of  the 
or  failure  of  available  evidence  or  witnesses  without  any 
ault  of  the  accused  shah  be  a  trad  in  the  sense  of  this  seetlom- 
SbGt  hfkb  feseuweoBS  ws  to  TiMth — Ac  person  sub- 
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jeet  to  this  cede  shah  be  liable  to  be  tried  and  punished  by  a 
national  security  training  court  fee  any  offense  committed 
more  than  eee  year  before  arraignment  ef  such  person-7 
Previdodj  That  the  period  of  any  absenee  of  the  aeeused 
from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  and  also  any 
period  during  which  by  reason  of  some  manifest  h 
the  aeeused  shall  not  have  been  amenable  to  military  p 
shall  be  excluded  m  computing  the  aforesaid  period  of  limi¬ 
tation  :  Provided  further That  this  section  shah  not  have 
the  effect  to  authorize  the  trial  or  punishment  for  any  crime 
or  offense  barred  by  the  provisions  of  existing  law 

Sec.  hhhr  Evcde-xce-. — Insofar  as  not  otherwise  pre¬ 
scribed  in  this  code  or  by  regulations  promulgated  under 
authority  of  titles  I  and  H  of  this  Aetj  the  rules  of  evidence 
for  courts-martial  shall  be  applied  to  national  security  train¬ 
ing  courts. 

SeGt  fhhk  Re-lings  cm  -l-eCtA-e  questions. — The  law 
member  shah  rule  in  open  court  upon  ah  interlocutory  ques¬ 
tions  other  than  challenges  arising  during  the  proceedings-? 
Provided,,  -That  any  such  ruling  made  by  the  law  member 
upon  any  interlocutory  question  other  than  for  a  finding  of 
not  guilty  or  the  question  of  accused’s  sanity;  shah  be  final 
and  shah  constitute  the  ruling  of  the  court-;  but  the  law 
member  may  at  any  time  consult  with  the  court  in  closed 
session  before  making  a  ruling;  and  may  change  any  ruling 
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made  at  any  time  during  tire  triafe  -Unless  seek  ruling  fee 
final,-  i!  any  member  objects  thereto?  tfee  eourt  sfeall  fee 
cleared  and  closed  and  tfee  question  decided  fey  a  majority 
vote-,-  viva  voce,-  beginning  with  tfee  junior  in  rank.-  A 
tie  vote  on  a  motion  lor  a  finding  of  not  guilty  or  on  a  motion 
relating  to  tfee  question  of  tfee  aecused-s  sanity  sfeall  fee  a 
determination  against  tfee  accused? 

>Seo.-  2d5r  Instruction 8. — Before  a  vote  is  taken  on 
tfee  findings?  tfee  law  member  sbatfe  in  tfee  presence  of  tfee 
aceused  and  eounsel?  instruct  tfee  court  as  to  tfee  elements 
of  tfee  offense  and  charge  tfee  court — 

-(4)-  that  tfee  accused  must  fee  presumed  to  fee  inno¬ 
cent  until  feis  guilt  is  established  fey  legal  and  competent 
evidence  beyond  reasonable  deubt-j 

-f2)-  that  in  tfee  ease  feeing  eonsideredy  if  there  is  a 
reasonable  doubt  as  to  tfee  guilt  of  tfee  accused,-  tfee 
doubt  sfeall  fee  resolved  in  favor  of  tfee  accused  and 

no  ri]-|  nil  Tv  a  nr>ninffr>rl  * 

11 U  olillll  Ttv  cl  v, vj  U 111 V.  el  y 

-fdf  that  if  there  is  a  reasonable  doubt  as  to  tfee 
degree  of  gudfe  tfee  finding  must  fee  in  a  lower  degree 
as  to  which  there  is  no  reasonable  doubts  and 

-f4j-  that  tfee  burden  of  proof  to  establish  tfee  gudt 
of  tfee  accused  beyond  reasonable  doubt  is  upon  tfee 
Government.- 

BeOt  -Finding b. — After  both  sides  have  rested  and 
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alter  any  argument  el  counsel-,-  Ike  national  security  training 
court  shall  make  its  findings  as  to  the  guilt  or  inneeenee 
el  tire  aeeusedj  -which  findings  it  shall  announce  in  open 
court. 

Sect  hdU  Findings  of  guilty. — In  the  event  the 
accused  is  leund  guilty?  the  national  security  training  court 
shall  receive  evidence  as  to  the  age  and  service  el  the 
a, censed,  together  with  any  evidence  el  previous  convictions 
hy  a  national  security  training  court  or  a  district  court  ol 
the  -United  States?  the  Territories?  or  possessions  or  the  Dis¬ 
trict  ol  Columbia  m  accordance  with  the  orovisiens  ol  see- 


data  submitted 
security 


tien  find  ol  this  code  and  any  other 
hy  either  side?  lor  consideration  hy  the 
training  court  in  Using  the  punishment 

BeGt  Sentence  . — The  national  security  training 

court  shall  thereupon  sentence  the  accused.-  The  sentence 

cl i oil  lip  o~mirnT|~>r«r*rl  tit  citt  o m  r* Aiurk- 
OTTttTx  U  U  illlllv/  Ltllv  v Cl  111  v  1 7  v  1 1  v  'I  111  L  • 

SeOt  Vote  ©n  finding-  and  se-nt-e-noeS: — The 


and  sentence  shah  he 


ballot  hy  the 


ol 


on  secret  written 


ol  the  members 


Sect  h40r  -Policy  as  to  sentence. — The 
security  training  eourt  shall  adjudge  a  minimum  sentence 
consistent  with  the  maintenance  ol  discipline  and  shall,  h 
it  believes  such  action  consistent  with  the  loregoing  policy-,- 
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to  tke  reviewing  authority  that  Ire  suspend  tke 
el  Ike  sentence  in  whole  or  in  -pert. 

&EGr  244r  Hab  eoypneT  discharge  on  dishonor  - 

y  as  defined  in 


rl  i  QiJa  n  va»p 

HxQ  vJll  ctl  ^  vj 


ABLE  discharge. — In  Ike  ease  el  a 
this  title,  a  kad  eendnet  discharge  or  a 
skak  ke  effected  only  pursuant  to  a  sentence  el  a  national 
security  training  court.  Tke  court  upon  preel  el  two  previous 
convictions  ky  courts  deriving  jurisdiction  under  tke  pre¬ 
visions  el  tkis  cede,  or  il  etkerwisc  satisfied  Irens  tke  evi¬ 
dence  tkat  tke  aeeused  is  incerrigikky  or  as  an  included  pun- 
iskment  lor  any  el  tke  offenses  denounced  ky  sections  254-  to 
258,  inclusive,  el  tkis  eerie,-  skak  kave  power  to  adjudge 
kad  conduct  discharge  or  dishonorable  disekargc  from  tke 
^National  Security  draining  Corps,-  in  addition  to  any  other 
punishment  authorized  ky  tkis  coder  Tke  kad  eendnet  dia¬ 
ler  an  offense  or  offenses  -wa-rrant- 
ing  separation  under  conditions  other  than  honorable  as 
Included  punishment,-  bet  not  of  nature  to  warrant  dishonor¬ 
able  discharger  Tke  dishonorable  discharge  skak  ke  ad- 

separation  as  included  punishmentr  A  kad  eendnet  dis¬ 
charge  or  dishonorable  discharge  skak  not  be  ad-judged 
unless  a  complete  record  of  tke  proceedings  and  testimony 
before  tke  court  has  been  maker  A  kad  conduct  discharge 
or  dishonorable  discharge  adjudged  in  snek  eases  skak  ke 


eharge  skak  ke 
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effective  only  when  ordered  executed  fey  tfee  reviewing 
authority?  after  tfee  record  of  trial  has  been  feeld  legally 
sufficient  to  support  tfee  sentence  and  approved  fey  tfee  Judge 
Advocate  General  of  tfee  serviee  concerned-.-  Ffee  bolding 
of  tfee  Judge  Advocate  General  sfeall  fee  final  and  conclusive. 

See?  Effect  of  ©ab  coftogt  discharge  on 
bis boxerae-le  discharge. — Ffee  execution  of  a  bad  eon- 
duct  discharge  or  a  dishonorable  discharge  sfeall  forfeit  any 
right  to  credit  fey  tfee  trainee  for  time  served  in  training,  and 
sfeall  not  prevent  tfee  trainee?  upon  the  recommendation  of 
tfee  Secretary  of  tfee  Army?  fefavy?  or  Air  -Force,  as  the  ease 
may  fee?  in  feis  discretion,-  being  rein  ducted  for  all  or  part 
of  tfee  training  prescribed  fey  law? 

Sec.  243.  F-rep-aua-t-iof  of  record  of  trial. — Ffee 
trial  counsel  sfeall  prepare  tfee  record  of  trial?  which  sfeall 
include  in  narrative  or  other  form  tfee  testimony  of  tfee  wit- 
ncsscs.  In  suefe  eases  as  fee  sfeall  deem  appropriate,  tfee 
appointing  authority  may  detail  a  reporter  to  record  tfee 
proceedings  of  tfee  trial?  Ffee  trial  counsel  and  tfee  defense 
counsel  sfeall  agree  upon  tfee  reeerd  and  tfee  statement  of 
tfee  testimony,  and  sfeall  authenticate  tfee  record  in  ecrtifica 
tien  of  their  agreement;-  and  tfee  record  sfeall  thereafter  fee 
authenticated  fey  tfee  president  of  tfee  national  security  train 
ing  court.  In  tfee  event  of  disagreement,  tfee  testimony  of 
tfee  witnesses  and  any  other  part  of  tfee  record  in  dispute 
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skill  be  stated  by  the  national  security  training  court,  whose 
decision  evidenced  by  the  signature  el  its  president  shall  be 
final? 

See?  244?  Ri-sposrrioy  op  -beoged  op  -teial. — The 
record  el  trial  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  reviewing  authority 
who  shall  forthwith  refer  it  to  his  staff  judge  advocate  for 
consideration  and  adv-iee?  After  having  been  acted  upon  by 
the  reviewing  authority?  the  record  of  eaeh  trial  by  a  national 
security  training  court  shall  be  transmitted  to  such  head¬ 
quarters  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  training 
agency  concerned? 

hpOr  S4a  ApBBOYAB  BY  BEYBEWPYG  AGT-HOEITY: — Ac 


of  a  national 


court  shall  be  car¬ 


ried  into  execution  until  it  shall  have  been  approved  by 
the  reviewing  authority  and  in  the  ease  of  a  sentence  in¬ 
volving  a  bad  conduct  discharge  or  a  dishonorable  discharge 
until  the  reeerd  of  trial  has  been  held  legally  sufficient  and 
approved  as  provided  in  section  241.-  However,  a  sentence 
involving  withholding  of  privilegesy  extra  duty?  res-triet-iony 
or  confinement  shall  run  from  the  date  of  the  announcement 
of  the  sentence  by  the  national  security  training  court.- 
Neither  an  acquittal  nor  a  finding  of  not  guilty  shall  require 
approval  by  a  reviewing  authority  and  neither  shall  be 
disapproved? 

SpGt246t  ho  wees  ixcitiex-i-  no  rowsB  no  apto-owe-? — 
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hhe  power  to  approve  the  sentence  shall  include  the  power 
to  approve  or  disapprove  a  finding  and  to  approve  only 
so  much  of  a  finding  ol  guilty  of  ft  particular  offense  as 
involves  ft  finding  of  guilty  of  a  lesser  included  offense  and 
to  approve  or  disapprove  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the  sen¬ 
tence  and  to  order  a  rehearing-?  P-mvieled,-  4-hat  no  rehearing 
shall  he  ordered  upon  anv  charge  or  specification  upon  whieh 
the  aeeused  has  theretofore  been  acquitted  by  the 
security  training  court  nor  shall  such  court  on 
power  to  increase  the  sentence  originally 
power  to  approve  a  sentence  shah  include  power  to 
or  remit  the  sentence  or  suspend?  for  a  period  not 


*?  the  execution  of  a 


or  any 


the 

part  thereof  but  shall  not  include  the  power  to  increase  the 
sentence.-  Dhe  reviewing  authority?  or  his  successor  in  com¬ 
mand?  or  superior  ndhtary  training  authority  shall  have 
power  to  vacate  the  suspension  of  any  sentence?  or  any  part 
f?  and  order  it  carried  into  execution.- 
See?  344?  Confix-e-ceet  oe  trainees. — So  far  as 
held  in  confinement  shall  not  be  confined 
of  the  -Armed  horses? 

See?  348?  Surrender  oe  trainee  to  eevie  aethers 
ties. — Any  trainee  who  is  accused  of  a  a  erhne  or  offense 
punishable  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  the  Terri- 
teries  or  possessions,  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia?  or  of  the 
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several  States  or  a  subdivision  thereof  shah  be 

/ 

upon  application  duly  made,  to  the  civil  authorities  for  trial-:- 
Providcdj  That  any  proceedings,  trial7  or  period  of  punish¬ 
ment  resulting  therefrom  shall  not  operate  to  relieve  the 
trainee  from  any  liability  for  further  training  in  the  corps  7 

SeCt  PtETUR-N  OP  TRA-I-NEES  TTEUD  B¥  CEVIB 

-authorities. — The  commanding  officer  or  superior  military 
training  authority,-  when  advised  that  a  trainee  is  held  in 
custody  by  the  eivil  authorities  shall  in  appropriate  cases 
make  application  for  his  return  to  training  control ;  the 
trainee  unless  already  tried  by  die  civil  court  for  the  offenses 
■with  which  he  was  charged  by  the  civil  authorities  may  be 
brought  to  trial  before  a  national  security  training  court,'  or 
the  case  shall  otherwise  be  disposed  ofy  in  the  discretion  of 
the  commanding  officer  or  superior  military  training- 
authority. 

Sect  Jurisdiction  oe  the  Untt-bb  Sta-tes 
courts. — The  several  district  courts  of  the  -United  States, 
ffie  -Territories?  possessions,-  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
shall  have  concurrent  jurisdiction  with  the  national  security 
training  courts  of  the  erimes  and  offenses  defined  in  sections 
ffiet  to  2-58,  inclusive? 

Sect  dbU  Desertion. — Any  trainee  in  the  military 
training  program  who  deserts  or  attempts  to  desert  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  upon  conviction 
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el  be  punished  by  a  fee  eel  to  exceed  $2jOOO  er  impri son- 
meet  fe  two  years,-  er  both? 

SbOt  2fer  -Ad vising  Oft  aiding  desertion — Any 
trainee  er  other  person  who  advises  er  persuades  er  know¬ 
ingly  assists  a  trainee  in  the  military  training  program  to 
desert  the  National  Security  -Training  Corps,  er  who  barbers 
a  deserter^  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  he  punished  by  a 
fee  not  to  exceed  $2,000  or  imprisonment  for  two  years,- 
or  bothr 

Sfter  fe3r  Escape  from  confinement. — Anv  trainee 

«/ 

■whoj  having  been  duly  placed  in  confinement-,-  escapes  there  - 
from  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  he  punished  by  a  fee  net 
to  exceed  $4y000  er  imprisonment  for  sis  months,-  er  both? 

SeOv  feC  Striking;  or-  assaulting  officers,  os 
other  rERSONS  in  AUTHORITY. — Any  trainee  who  strikes 
an  offiecr,  warrant  officer,  petty  officer?  noncommissioned 
officer,  er  other  person  in  authority  over  such  trainee;  or 
draws  er  lifts  up  any  weapon  er  offers  any  violence  against 
such  person,-  being  in  the  execution  of  his  office?  shall  upon 
conviction  thereof  he  punished  by  a  fee  net  to  exeeed  $2,000 
er  imprisonment  for  one  year,  er  both.- 

SeOt  feffi  Collective  insubordination  . — Any 
trainee  er  ether  person  subject  to  the  provisions  of  titles 
4  and  S  of  this  Aet  who  attempts  to  create  or  who  begins,- 
incites, -  causes,  instigates,  encourages,  er  joins  in  any  eeh 
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leetivc  insubordination  tending  to  binder  or  impede  training 
nnder  these  titles  shad  upon  eonvietion  thereof  he  punished 
by  a  hne  not  to  exceed  $2,000  or  imprisonment  for  one 
year,  or  bo  tin  Collective  insubordination  within  the  mcan- 
ing  of  titles  4  and  44  of  this  Aet  shad  ineludc  any  concerted 
action  in  the  nature  of  a  strike,  including  a  sit-down  or  slow¬ 
down  strike,  or  walk-outj  pieketmg  or  boycott,  which  tends 
to  hinder  or  impede  training  under  the  provisions  of  titles 
4  and  44  of  this  Aetr 

SeOt  dodr  d-AILIHtE  TO  SUPPRESS  COLLECTIVE  INSUB¬ 
ORDINATION. — Any  trainee  or  other  persoip  subjeet  to  the 
provisions  of  titles  4  and  44  of  this  Aetj  who?  being-  present 
at  any  occurrence  involving  collective  insubordination,  does 
not  use  his  utmost  endeavor  to  suppress  the  same,-  or  know  ■ 
ing  or  having  reason  to  believe  that  such  collective  insubor¬ 
dination  is  to  take  place,-  does  not  without  delay  give  infor¬ 
mation  thereof  to  his  commanding  officer  or  other  competent 
military  authority,  shall  upon  convietion  thereof  he  punished 
by  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $500  or  imprisonment  for  six  months,- 

at*  nnfli 
tJr  jjXj  til* 

Sect  d§A  PROPERTY  LOSS,  DAMAGE,-  OB  WRONOEUB 
BIS  position- — Any  trainee  who  willfully;  or  through  neg- 
leety  suffers  to  he  lostj  spoded,-  damaged,  or  wrongfully  dis¬ 
posed  efj  any  property  furnished  for  or  intended  for  use 
under  the  provisions  of  law  providing  for  training  in  the 
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corps  sM  upon  conviction  thereof  ho  punished  by  a  fine 
not  to  exceed  $500  or  imprisonment  for  six  months,-  or  bo  tip 
and  may  he  required  to  make  good  the  loss  or  damage?  in 
whole  or  in  part,  and  when  required  to  make  good  the  loss 
or  damage  the  amount  of  the  liability  determined  thereunder 
may  he  collected  hy  stoppage  against  the  authorized  eash 
allowance: 

See r  -Waste  on  unlawful  disposition  ©b 

property: — Any  trainee  who  sells  or  unlawfully  disposes  of 
or  willfully  or  through  negleet  injures  or  loses  any  arms? 
ammunition,  accouterments?  equipment,  clothing-  or  other 
property  issued  for  use  in  accordance  with  provisions  of 
titles  4  and  44  of  this  A-et  shall  upon  conviction  thereof  he 
punished  hy  a  fine  not  to  exceed  $500  or  imprisonment  for 
six  months,  or  both?  and  when  required  to  make  good  the 
loss  or  damage?  the  amount  of  the  liability  determined  there¬ 
under  may  he  collected  hy  stoppage  against  the  authorized 
eash  allowance. 

SeOt  359t  Absence  w-i-tiiout  leave. — Any  trainee 
who  fails  to  report  at  the  fixed  time  to  the  properly  ap¬ 
pointed  place  of  duty?  or  goes  from  the  same  without  proper 
leave  or  absents  himself  from  his  command,  guard?  quarters? 
station,  camp,  or  ship  without  proper  leave?  shall  he  punished 
as  a  national  security  training  court  may  drreetT 

8egt  fhhb  Disrespect  and  insubordination: — Any 
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trainee  who  behaves  with  disrespect  er  in  an  insubordinate 
manner  toward  an  officer,  warrant  officer?  petty  officer,  non¬ 
commissioned  officer,  or  other  person  Inwing  lawful  authority 
ever  him,  shah  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training 
court  may  directs 

See?  26d?  -Breach:  EE  arrest. — Any  trainee  who? 
lowing  been  lawfully  placed  under  arrest?  breaks  his  arrest 
before  he  is  set  at  liberty  by  proper  authority  shall  he 
punished  as  a  national  security  training  court  may  direct? 


See?  ffibb  Release  or  eseape  oe  prisoners. — Any 
trainee  who  without  proper  authority  releases  a  prisoner 
committed  to  his  charge,  or  suffers  a  prisoner  committed 
to  his  charge  to  escape,-  shah  he  punished  as  a  national 
security  training  court  may  direct? 

SEE?  hhm  T>R-HN-Iv  OR  DISORDEREY  EONDUET. — Any 
trainee  who  shall  he  found  drunk  or  disorderly  in  quarters? 
station,  ship?  command?  or  under  such  circumstances  as  to 
bring  discredit  upon  the  ^National  Security  Training  Corps, 
shah  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court  may 
direct? 

See?  h64?  Offenses  of  sentinels? — Any  trainee 
posted  as  a  sentinel  or  watch  who  is  found  drunk  or  sleeping 
upon  his  post  or  leaves  his  post  before  he  is  regularly  re- 
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licvcd,  shall  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court 
may  direct. 

Seer  26A  -Bis  obedience  of  la-w-f-ul  obdbbu — Any 
trainee  who  willfully  disobeys  or  fails  to  obey  any  lawful 
conimand  of  his  superior  officer?  warrant  officer?  petty  officer, - 
noneonnnissioned  officer,  or  other  person  haring  authority 
ever  hhn  in  accordance  with  law?  shall  he  pnnished  as  a 
national  security  training  court  may  direct: 

Sec.  2-64.-  -Assault-. — Any  trainee  committing  an  as¬ 
sault  shall  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court 
may  direct. 

SeOt  267t  Assault  abb  battbrw — Any  trainee  com¬ 
mitting  assault  and  battery  shall  he  punished  as  a  national 
security  training  court  may  direct.- 

Seu  26&7  Committing  a  ueesance: — Any  trainee 
who  shall  commit  a  nuisance  shall  he  punished  as  a  national 


security  training  court  may  direct. 

SbOt  2ffib  Carrying  a  concealed  weapon. — Any 
trainee  who  shall  carry  a  concealed  weapon  without  proper 
authority  shall  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training 
court  may  direct. 

Sect  27-Ot  Discharging  a  eibearM: — Any  trainee  who 
shall  through  carelessness  or  without  proper  authority  dis¬ 
charge  a  firearm  in  eamp?  quarters?  station?  ship,  or  com- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


67 


ma.nd  shall  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court 
may  direct. 

SeOt  3-74-t  Ealse  oeeic-ia-l  statement. — Any  trainee 
who  shall  make  a  false  official  statement  or  report  shall  he 
punished  as  a  national  security  training  court  may  direct.- 
Sect  A7th  Ealse  s we aping  . — Any  trainee  who  shall 
swear  falsely  before  a  national  security  training  court  of  any 
officer  thereof  or  in  any  investigation,  proceedings,  or  course 
of  justice  had  under  or  arising  out  of  this  eodey  or  who  shall 
make  a  false  oath  to  an  affidavit,  shall  he  punished  as  a 
national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

SeOt  fffik  Indecent  exposure. — Any  trainee  who 
shall  indecently  expose  his  person  shall  he  punished  as  a 
national  security  training  court  may  direetv 

8eot  A74t  Possession  of  intoxicating  liquor. — 
Any  trainee  having  in  his  possession  intoxicating  liquor  in 
earnp,-  quarters,-  station,  shipy  or  command,  shall  he  punished 
as  a  national  security  training  court  may  direct. 

Sect  2Ahr  Wrongful  appropriation . — Any  trainee 
who  wrongfully  takesy  obtains,  or  withholds,  by  any  means 
whatever,  from  the  possession  of  the  true  owner  or  any 
other  person  any  money  or  personal  property  of  the  value 
of  $2Q  or  lessy  with  intent  to  deprive  or  defraud  any  per¬ 
son  of  the  use  and  benefit  thereof  or  to  appropriate  the  same 
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te  bis  eww  use  er  the  use  ef  any  person  other  than  the  true 
owner  shah  he  punished  as  a  national  security  training  court 
may  directr 

Sect  hTtk  Miscellaneous  offenses. — Though  net 
mentioned  in  the  preceding  seetiensy  ah  disorders  and  neg- 
leets  to  the  prejudice  el  geed  order  and  trainee  discipline, 
ah  conduct  el  a  nature  te  hinder  er  impede  training  er  te 
bring  discredit  upon  the  Actional  Security  Training  Corps, 
el  which  a  trainee  may  he  guilty  shah  he  punished  as  a 
national  security  training  court  may  directr 

SeGt  3hh  Complaints  of  w-roncs. — Any  trainee 
who  believes  himseb  wronged  by  his  commanding  elheer  er 
any  ether  person  having  authority  ever  him  and  who,-  on 
due  application  te  his  commanding  elheer,'  is  refused  redress 


may  complain  te  the  nest 
who  shah  examine  into  the 

ler  redressing  the  wrongs 


&xi aA  military  training  authority 
and  take  proper 
eh 


Sect  Atth  M-aklno  rood  time  lost. — Every  trainee 
may  he  repaired  te  make  geed  any  time  lest  te  training  as 
a  insult  el  his  own  willful  act  el  neglect,  and  this  shah  ineiude 
time  lest  in  desertion  er  absence  without  leave  and  time  lest 
by  a  trainee  due  te  restraint  prior  te  trial  resulting  in  con¬ 
viction  er  restraint  imposed  as  a  result  el  a  sentence  by  a 
national  security  training  er  dvb  court.- 

SeOt  hv9r  President  mm  -prescribe  rules. — The 
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President  may-,-  fey  Executive  order,  which  fee  may  modify 
from  lime  to  thne-j  and  winch  shail  fee  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  prescribe  the  procedure  including  the  rules 
of  evidence  and  maximum  limits  of  punishment;  not  exceed  ■ 
ing  the  maximum  limits  of  punishment  authorized  fey  this 
code,  in  cases  feefore  national  security  training  eourts :  Pro¬ 
vided,  4hat  nothing  contrary  or  inconsistent  with  this  code 
may  fee  so  prescribed. 

Seer  280r  Certai-x  seotioxs  op  code  to  be  bead 
ABE  EXPLAINED: — Beetions  202y  28dy  284y  204fe  296y  Sddy 
24-4,  241,  242,  and  244)  through  248  of  this  code  shall  fee 
read  or  explained  to  every  trainee  at  the  time  of  bis  induction 
or  within  six  days  thereafter  and  shad  fee  read  or  explained 
once  every  three  months  to  ad  trainees. 

TITLE  I 

Section  1.  That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948 
(62  St  at.  604),  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as 
follows : 

(a)  Section  1  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

u Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act\ 

“(b)  The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  an  adequate 
armed  strength  must  be  achieved  and  maintained  to  insure 
the  security  of  this  Nation. 

“(c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  in  a  free 
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society  the  obligations  and  privileges  of  serving  in  the  Armed 
Forces ,  including  the  Reserve  components  thereof ,  should 
be  shared  generally,  in  accordance  with  a  system  which  is 
fair  and  just,  and  which  is  consistent  ivith  the  maintenance 
of  an  effective  national  economy. 

“(d)  The  Congress  further  declares,  in  accordance  with 
our  traditional  military  policy  as  expressed  in  the  National 
Defense  Act  of  1916,  as  amended,  that  it  is  essential  that 
the  strength  and  organization  of  the  National  Guard,  both 
ground  and  air,  as  an  integral  part  of  the  first  line  defenses 
of  this  Nation,  be  at  all  times  maintained  and  assured. 

“ To  this  end,  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  that  when¬ 
ever  Congress  shall  determine  that  units  and  organizations  are 
needed  for  the  national  security  in  excess  of  those  of  the 
Regular  components  of  the  ground  forces  and  the  air  forces, 
and  those  in  active  service  under  this  title,  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  both  ground  and  air,  or  such 
part  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  together  with  such  units 
of  the  Reserve  components  as  are  necessary  for  a  balanced 
force,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  Federal  service  and  continued 
therein  so  long  as  such  necessity  exists. 

“(e)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  national  security  requires  maximum  effort  in  the 
fields  of  scientific  research  and  development,  and  the  fullest 
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possible  development  and  utilization  of  the  Nation’s  tech¬ 
nological,  scientific,  and  other  critical  manpower  resources. 

“(f)  To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to  engage  in  such  training  for 
civilian  and  military  service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the 
assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  citizens  of  a  free  and 
democratic  Nation  and  provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel 
recently  trained  in  modern  techniques  and  assure  a  vital, 
ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  military  and  civilian  needs  of  the 
Nation. 

“(g)  The  Congress  declares  it  to  be  in  the  national 
interest  that  personnel  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  be  pro¬ 
tected  and  encouraged  in  the  realization  and  development  of 
those  moral,  spiritual,  and  religious  values,  consistent  with 
the  religious  beliefs  and  convictions  of  the  individuals  con¬ 
cerned,  which  are  fundamental  in  the  preservation  and 
strengthening  of  the  fiber  of  American  citizenship.  In  the 
pursuit  of  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  every  commanding  officer  in  every  echelon 
of  command  in  the  respective  services  of  the  Armed  Forces 
to  maintain  to  the  highest  possible  degree  within  his  com¬ 
mand  those  conditions  and  influences  calculated  to  protect 
the  health,  morals,  and  spiritual  welfare  of  the  personnel  of 
his  command.” 
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(b)  Section  2  of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

(c)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of 
such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “nineteen” 
wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
word  “eighteen” . 

(d)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read: 
“ The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether 
or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service 
in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  (including  but  not  limited 
to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  groups)  such 
number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  main¬ 
tain  adequate  Armed  Forces.” 

(e)  The  second,  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for 
training  and  service  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in 
all  respects  (including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for 
such  training  and  service)  has  been  satisfactorily  deter¬ 
mined,  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
( or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard).” 

(f)  The  fourth  paragraph  of  subsection  \a)  of  section 
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4  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following:  “Every  trainee  shall  be  given  full  and  adequate 
initial  basic  training  for  service  in  the  Armed  Force  into 
which  he  is  inducted  and  no  trainee  shall ,  during  his  initial 
period  of  basic  training,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a  combat 
area,  or  be  permanently  assigned  for  duty  at  any  installation 
located  on  land  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States;  and  no  other  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  who  is  enlisted,  inducted,  or  ordered  to  active 
duty  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments 
to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  shall  be 
assigned  to  combat  duty  in  a  combat  area  until  he  has  had 
at  least  four  months  of  basic  training.  This  section  shall  not 
prevent  residents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United, 
States  from  being  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession 
from  which  they  were  inducted 

(g)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period  of  twenty-six 
consecutive  months f  unless  sooner  released,  transferred,  or 
discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and  procedures 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary 
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of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d)  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  or  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  this  title. 

(h)  (1)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  section  4 
of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

(i)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
(1)  by  inserting  after  the  word  “hereafter” ,  where  it  appears 
in  paragraphs  ( 1 )  and  (2)  of  such  subsection,  the  words 
“and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments  to  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”,  and  (2)  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  enactment  of 
this  paragraph,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  an 
armed  force  of  the  United  States  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth  shall  be  obligated  to 
serve  on  active  training  and  service  and  in  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years,  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard).  Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  shall,  if  physically  and  mentally  qualified, 
be  transferred  to  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period 
which  he  is  obligated  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and 
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shall  he  deemed  to  he  a  member  of  such  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army ,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy ,  or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  deter¬ 
mines  that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or 
assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  Reserve  component 
or  an  officers  training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which 
he  served  is  available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  hardship, 
he  filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall  he  the  duty  of  such 
person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept 
assignment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers'’  training  pro¬ 
gram,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  may  pro¬ 
vide,  by  regulations  which  shall  he  as  nearly  uniform  as 
practicable,  for  the  release  from  active  duty  prior  to  serving 
the  periods  required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of 
individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized 
units  of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard 
and  other  Reserve  components.  Nothing  in  this  subsection 
shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  Reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or 
called  to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force.” 
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(j)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (e)  of  section  4 
of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “With  respect 
to  the  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title,  there  shall  be  paid,  allowed, 
and  extended,  for  training  and  service,  the  same  pay,  allow¬ 
ances,  pensions,  disability  and  death  compensation,  and 
other  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  the  case  of  other 
members  of  the  uniformed  services  of  like  grades  and  length 
of  service  of  that  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  which 
they  are  assigned,  except  that  whenever  the  period  of  service 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (k)  of  this  section,  each  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial 
period  of  basic  training,  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate 
of  $30  in  lieu  of  the  basic  pay  that  would  otherwise  be  pay¬ 
able  to  him  under  this  section.  During  such  period  in  which 
the  pay  of  trainees  is  $30  a  month,  each  such  person,  having 
a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allow¬ 
ance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l  by 
section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949 
as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents  Assistance  Act 
of  1950  plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee  has  in  effect  an 
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allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such  dependency  allowance 
for  the  support  of  the  dependent  or  dependents  on  whose 
account  the  allowance  is  claimed 

(k)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  of  such  Act 
are  repealed. 

(l)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of 
such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  utwenty- 
one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  11  twenty- 

•  99 

SIX  . 

(m)  Section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  folding  by  him  that  such  action  is 
justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of 
international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommendation 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive 
order,  which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups, 
to  provide  for :  (A)  increasing  the  periods  of  initial  basic 
training  to  not  to  exceed  six  months,  (B )  changing  or  modi¬ 
fying  the  initial  basic  training  given  thereunder ,  (C)  decreas¬ 
ing  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title  but  in  no  case 
to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically  utilized, 
or  (D)  eliminating  periods  of  active  service  required  under 
this  title.  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  declare — 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


78 

“(A)  that  the  period  of  initial  basic  training  for  any 
age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this  title 
should  be  increased  to  any  period  in  excess  of  four 
months  but  not  in  excess  of  six  months  which  may  be 
designated  in  such  resolution ; 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group,  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  decreased  to  any  period  less  than  twenty- 
six  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolution;  or 

“(C)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  eliminated, 

the  period  of  initial  basic  training  or  of  active  service  of 
the  age  group  or  groups  designated  in  any  such  resolution 
shall  be  so  increased,  decreased,  or  eliminated,  as  the  case 
may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  service  required,  under 
this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth 
anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section, 
all  individuals  then  or  thereafter  registered  under  section  3 
of  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have  not 
been  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effec¬ 
tive  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the  National  Security 
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Training  Corps  for  initial  basic  military  training  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  four  months. 

“(2)  Effective  at  such  time  as  the  President  may  deem 
appropriate  in  advance  of  his  issuance  of  an  Executive  order 
eliminating  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title  or  effec¬ 
tive  whenever  the  Congress  shall  have  adopted  a  concurrent 
resolution  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection,  the  President  is  authorized  to  establish  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  to  be  composed  of  five 
members,  three  of  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom 
shall  be  active  or  retired  members  of  the  Regular  components 
of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 
Effective  at  such  time  as  periods  of  active  service  required 
under  this  title  are  eliminated  pursuant  to  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph  of  this  subsection,  there  shall  be  established  a  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  whose  membership  shall  be  com¬ 
posed  of  all  persons  inducted  therein  for  initial  basic  training. 
The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall,  subject 
to  the  direction  of  the  President,  establish  such  policies  and 
standards  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  basic  training 
(including  the  moral,  religious,  recreational,  informational, 
and  educational  phases  of  such  training)  of  members  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry 
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out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  and  shall,  subject  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  President,  designate  the  Federal  departments 
and  agencies  to  carry  out  such  training.  All  departments 
and  agencies  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such  training  in 
accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the  Coin- 
mission 

(n)  Section  5  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Sec.  5.  (a)  (1)  The  selection  of  persons  for  training 
and  service  under  section  4  shall  be  made  in  an  impartial 
manner,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President 
may  prescribe,  from  the  persons  who  are  liable  for  such  train¬ 
ing  and  service  and  who  at  the  time  of  selection  are  regis¬ 
tered  and  classified,  but  not  deferred  or  exempted:  Provided, 
That  in  the  selection  of  persons  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title,  and  in  the  interpretation  and  execution  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title,  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  against 
any  person  on  account  of  race  or  color:  Provided  further, 
That  in  the  classification  of  registrants  within  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  any  local  board,  the  registrants  of  any  particular 
registration  may  be  classified,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  President,  before,  together  ivith,  or  after  the  registrants 
of  any  prior  registration  or  registrations ;  and  in  the  selec¬ 
tion  for  induction  of  persons  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any 
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local  board  and  within  any  particular  classification,  persons 
who  were  registered  at  any  particular  registration  may  be 
selected,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  before, 
together  with,  or  after  persons  who  were  registered  at  any 
prior  registration  or  registrations :  And  provided  further , 
That  nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selec¬ 
tion  or  induction  of  persons  by  age  groups  under  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President. 

“(2)  Until  such  time  as  the  period  of  service  required 
under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4  (k) 
of  this  title — 

“(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any 
person  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  unless 
there  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a 
sufficient  number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction  and  who  have 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  such  local  board 
to  meet  a  call  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered  to 
furnish  for  induction ;  and 

“(B)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any 
person  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  if  there 
S.  1 - 6 
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is  any  person  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board 
who  (i)  is  as  much  as  ninety  days  older ,  (ii)  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  and  (Hi)  is  deemed  by  the 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction .” 

(0)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  striking  out  “the  effective  date  of  this  title  ,”  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  “February  1, 1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  after  the  words  “six  months”  a  comma  and 
the  following:  “prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to 
the  National  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  authorized 
strength,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to  report  for 
induction,” . 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  after  “subsection  (b)”  a  comma  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,” . 

(p)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  De¬ 
serve,  United  States  Naval  Deserve;  students  enrolled  in  an 
officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  the  cur¬ 
riculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense ;” 
immediately  following  the  words  “cadets,  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Academy;” . 
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(q)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(d)  (1)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  (A)  until 
June  30,  1954,  to  provide  for  the  temporary  removal  from 
active  training  and  service  upon  completion  of  their  initial 
periods  of  basic  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  not  to 
exceed  seventy- five  thousand  persons  annually  in  order  to 
permit  such  persons  to  engage  in  study  or  research  in  med¬ 
icine,  dentistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  engineering,  the 
humanities,  and  other  fields  determined  by  him  to  be 
in  the  national  interest  and  while  so  engaged  such  persons 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  military  service  ( active  or 
inactive)  for  any  purpose;  (B)  to  suspend  for  such  per¬ 
sons  the  obligation  to  complete  the  period  of  military 
service  required  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  this 
title  until  the  completion  of  such  study  or  research,  or 
until  any  such  person  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
study  or  research,  whichever  is  the  earlier;  and  (C) 
upon  termination  of  such  period  of  suspension,  or  at 
any  time  within  not  more  than  ten  years  thereafter,  to 
reorder  or  induct  such  a  person  into  active  service  in 
the  same  or  another  armed  force  for  the  unserved  part 
of  the  period  of  service  required  under  subsection  (b) 
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of  section  4  of  this  title,  unless  such  person  performs  other 
military  or  civilian  service  in  the  national  interest  for  a 
period  equivalent  to  such  period  of  service  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President.  The  persons 
temporarily  removed  from  active  training  and  service  to 
engage  in  study  or  research  under  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  shall  be  selected  by  a  civilian  commission  to  be 
composed  of  five  members  to  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Not  more 
than  three  of  the  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  same  political  party.  The  persons  selected  by  the 
Commission  to  engage  in  study  or  research  shall  be  selected 
upon  a  competitive  basis  in  accordance  with  standards  and 
procedures  prescribed  by  the  C om, mission.  The  President  is 
authorized  to  provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of  the 
costs  of  tuition,  books,  laboratory  fees,  subsistence,  travel, 
and  other  necessary  expenses  of  any  person  selected  to  engage 
in  such  study  and  research  as  the  Commission  finds  that 
such  person  is  unable  to  defray  without  undue  hardship. 

“(2)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  any  person  who,  (A )  has  been  or  may 
hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in  the 
senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Air 
Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Offi¬ 
cers  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer 
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candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Act  of  August 
13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  offi¬ 
cers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  platoon  lead¬ 
ers’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer  procurement 
programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
or  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  appointed  an  ensign, 
United  States  Naval  Reserve,  and  is  undergoing  profes¬ 
sional  training;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  military  department  having  jurisdiction 
over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less  than  two 
years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission;  and  (C ) 
agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  com¬ 
mission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsection 
(d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induc¬ 
tion  for  training  and  service  under  this  title  until  after  com¬ 
pletion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long 
as  he  continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve  status  upon  being 
commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration. 
Such  persons  except  those  persons  who  have  previously  com¬ 
pleted  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  or  an  equivalent 
period  of  active  military  training  and  service  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  while  enrolled  in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period 
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of  training  equal  ( as  determined  under  regulations  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration 
and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  basic  training. 
There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned 
service  of  any  person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  oblig¬ 
atory  service  in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attend¬ 
ing  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  training  program  a 
period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

“(3)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection ,  and  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
may  approve ,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  active  duty. 

“( 4)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed,  to 

preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre- 

» 

scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories 
of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate.” 

(r)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
(1)  by  inserting  in  clause  (1)  of  the  second  sentence  after 
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the  word  “persons”,  where  it  appears  the  second  time,  the 
following:  “(other  than  wives  alone)”,  and,  (2)  by  striking 
out  in  the  fourth  sentence  thereof  the  words  “wives  or” . 

(s)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 
suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom  or  (B )  until  he  attains  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C )  until  he  ceases  satis¬ 
factorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is 
the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a 
full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  sim¬ 
ilar  institution,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the 
local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  the  academic 
year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
course  of  instruction,  ivhichever  is  the  earlier.  Nothing  in 
this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed,  to  preclude  the  President 
from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection 
(h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(t)  Subsection  ( j )  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
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(1)  by  striking  out  in  the  third  sentence  thereof  the  words 
“be  deferred l”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
“in  lieu  of  such  induction,  be  assigned,  for  a  period  equal  to 
the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed  by  section  4  (b) , 
to  work  of  national  importance  under  civilian  direction”, 
and  (2)  by  striking  out  in  the  seventh  sentence  thereof  the 
words  “he  shall  be  deferred”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  “he  shall  in  lieu  of  such  induction  be  assigned,  for  a 
period  equal  to  the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed 
by  section  4  (b),  to  work  of  national  importance  under 
civilian  direction”. 

(u)  Section  7  of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

(v)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24, 
1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
(other  than  in  a  Reserve  component)  and  who  serves  for 
not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon 
release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the 
reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this 
section  in  the  case  of  inductees. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948, 
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enters  upon  active  duty  ( other  than  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  his  physical  fitness),  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Public  Health 
Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty  shall, 
upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  conditions, 
be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and  benefits 
provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees,  if  he  is 
relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after  the 
date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 
him  from  active  duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 
paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his 
physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in, 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release 
from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee 
shall,  if  he  makes  prompt  application  for  reinstatement,  be 
reinstated  in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority, 
status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all 
employees  similarly  situated 

(w)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  such  Act  is 
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amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  “ or  persons 
appointed  to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service 
Appeal  Board” . 

(x)  Section  16  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(j)  the  terms  ‘ active  training  and  service’  shall 
be  deemed  to  mean  any  military  service  in  the  active 
Armed  Forces;  ‘ trainee ’  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a 
person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  this  title 
prior  to  attaining  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth 
who  is  undergoing  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  in  the 
active  Armed  Forces;  ‘initial  period  of  basic  training’  or 
‘ initial  basic  training ’  shall  mean  that  period  of  four  months 
(or  not  to  exceed  six  months  when  so  increased  pursuant 
to  section  4  (k)  of  this  title)  immediately  following  induction; 
‘ inductee ’  shall  mean  any  person  inducted  into  the  active 
Armed  Forces  under  this  title  for  active  training  and  service.” 

(y)  Section  17  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
and  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title 
are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
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'provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  he  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission 
and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training 
carried,  out  by  Departments  and  agencies  designated  by  the 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated,  directly  to  the  designated 
Departments  and  agencies .” 

(z)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking 
out  “July  9,  1951,  and  subject  to  the  limitations  imposed 
by  section  2  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as 
amended ,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “ July  1,  1953,” , 
and  (2)  by  striking  out  “ twenty-one ”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  ‘‘twenty-six” . 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950  (64 
Stat.  379),  is  hereby  amended,  by  striking  out  “July  9, 
1951 ”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953”  and  by 
adding  at,  the  end  of  such  section,  a  new  sentence  as  follows: 
“No  person  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended  heretofore 
or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this  Act  shall 
have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  period  of 
time  under  this  Act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  (64 
Stat.  828) ;  is  amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953” . 

Sec.  3.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat.  408), 
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is  hereby  amended  by  inserting  the  words  “ sections  102, 
202,  213,  and  302  of  the  Women’s  Armed  Services  Inte¬ 
gration  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and  371),” 
immediately  following  the  word  “including” . 

Sec.  4.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 
of  active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased, 
such  increased  period,  of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all 
persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory 
Act. 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 
not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act” . 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  21.  (a)  The  first  section  of  the  Act  entitled  “An 
Act  to  provide  for  the  enlistment  of  aliens  in  the  Regular 
Army” ,  approved  June  30,  1950  (Public  Law  597 ,  Eighty- 
first  Congress) ,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “until 
June  30,  1953,  to  accept  original  enlistments  or  reenlist¬ 
ments  in  the  Regular  Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than  five 
years  of  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred”  and  in- 
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1  serting  in  lieu  thereof  “ until  June  30, 1955,  to  accept,  during 

2  each  calendar  year,  original  enlistments  or  reenlistments  in 

3  the  Regular  Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than  five  years  of 

4  not  to  exceed  twenty-five  thousand 

5  (h)  Section  3  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out 

6  uJune  30,  1953 ”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “ June  30, 

7  1955”. 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read :  “A  hill  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to 
permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower  resources 
of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes.” 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


H.  R.  2811 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


February  22, 1951 

Mr.  Vinson  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal 
military  training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as 

4  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

5  (a)  Section  1  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

6  “Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  he  cited  as  the  ‘Uni- 

7  versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act’.” 

8  (b)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 

9  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 
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1  “  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every 

2  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male 

3  person  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the 

4  ages  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  twenty-six  years, 

5  at  the  time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age 

i 

6  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  after  having  been  required 

7  to  register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  as  provided 

8  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  shall  he  liable  for  training  and 

9  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  for 

10  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps.” 

11  (c)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of 

12  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  hereby  amended 

13  to  read:  “The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 

14  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct 

15  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and 

16  service  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  or  for  training 

17  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  (including  but 

18  not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  age 

19  groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  pro- 

20  vide  and  maintain  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and 

21  to  further  the  purposes  of  this  Act.” 

22  (d)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  sec- 

23  tion  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “No  person 

24  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 

25  service  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
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Corps  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects, 
including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satis¬ 
factorily  determined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense :  Provided,  That  the  minimum  standards  for 
physical  and  mental  acceptability  established  pursuant  to 
this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher  than  those  applied  to 
persons  inducted  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six 
in  January  1945.” 

(e)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Eorces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall  be  given  full  and  adequate 
military  training  for  service  in  the  armed  force  into  which 
he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  four  months, 
and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Eorces  shall,  during 
this  four  months’  period,  be  assigned  for  duty  at  any  installa¬ 
tion  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories, 
and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone)  ;  and  no  person 
inducted  into  the  Armed  Eorces  under  the  provisions  of  this 
title  shall,  during  the  six-month  period  immediately  following 
his  induction,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a  combat  area.” 

(f)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “(b)  Each  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Eorces  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training  and  service  for  a 
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period  of  twenty-six  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  re¬ 
leased,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  pro¬ 
cedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d) 
of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(g)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ( 1 )  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces  may,  during  the  effective  period  of  this 
Act,  apply  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed 
in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  application  shall  be 
accepted:  Provided,  That  his  services  can  be  effectively 
utilized  and  that  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such 
service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  of  depart¬ 
ment  concerned:  And  provided  further,  That  active  service 
performed  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his 
status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve  component. 

“(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under 
section  5  (b)  of  the  subdivision  of  which  he  resides,  any 
person,  between  the  ages  of  18  and  26,  shall  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed 
in  subsection  (b) ,  but  no  person  who  so  volunteers  shall  be 
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inducted  for  such  training  and  service  so  long  as  he  is 
deferred  after  classification. 

“(3)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  any  person,  after  attaining  the  age  of 
eighteen,  shall  he  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for 
induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  the 
training  prescribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title. 

“(4)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen 
shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b). 

“(5)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title  any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seven¬ 
teen  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian 
be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  the  training  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(h)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  25,  1950, 
is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attain- 
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ing  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of  eight 
years,  unless  sooner  discharged,  in  accordance  with  regu¬ 
lations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard) .  Each  such  person,  on  release  from 
active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if 

i 

physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for 
the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required  to  serve 
under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of 
such  reserve  component  during  such  period.  In  case  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  determines 
that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment 
to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  or  an  officers’ 
training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is 
available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  hardship,  be  filled  by 
any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist, 
enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to, 
such  organized  unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve 
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satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  may  provide,  by  regulations 
which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  re¬ 
lease  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior 
to  serving  the  periods  required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this 
section  of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted 
into  organized  units  of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  and  other  reserve  components.  Nothing 
in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  person, 
while  in  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from 
being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  anned  force.” 

(i)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  are  repealed. 

(j)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of 
such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “twenty-one” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  “twenty-six”. 

(k)  Section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is 
justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  fight  of 
international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommendation 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive  order, 
which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed  Forces, 
and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted  under 
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1  this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide 

2  for  (A)  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this  title  but  in 

3  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically 

4  utilized,  or  (B)  eliminating  periods  of  service  required  under 

5  this  title. 


6  “  (2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  reso- 

7  lution  declare — 
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“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  decreased  to  any  period  less  than  twenty- 
six  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolution ; 
or 

“  (B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  eliminated, 
the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
17  designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be  so  decreased  or 
16  eliminated,  as  the  case  may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of 
16  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not 
^  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth 
21  has  been  eliminated  by  the  President  or  by  concurrent 
**  resolution  of  the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 

9Q 

13  provisions  of  this  section,  all  individuals  then  or  there- 
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after  liable  for  induction  under  section  4  of  this  title  who  on 
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that  date  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the 
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day  of  tlieir  birth  and  have  not  been  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  be  liable,  effective  on  such  date,  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  initial  military 
training  for  a  period  of  six  months:  Provided,  That  persons 
deferred  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  this  title  shall 
not  be  relieved  from  liability  for  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  solely  by  reason  of  having  exceeded 
the  age  of  nineteen  years  during  the  period  of  such  deferment. 

“(3)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  death  (including 
burial  expenses)  and  service-connected  disability  benefits 
now  or  hereafter  authorized  by  law  for  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  shall  be  subject  to  all  of  the  duties,  respon¬ 
sibilities,  liabilities,  and  obligations  now  or  hereafter  imposed 
by  law  on  members  of  the  Armed  Forces,  not  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  this  title.  Each  person  inducted  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  compensated 
at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30:  Provided,  however,  That  each 
such  person,  having  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms 
are  defined  in  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall 
be  entitled  to  receive  a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the 
sum  of  the  basic  allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons 
in  pay  grade  E-l  by  section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Com¬ 
pensation  Act  of  1949  as  amended  by  section  3  of  the 
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Dependents’  Assistance  Act  of  1950  plus  $40  so  long  as  such 
person  lias  in  effect  an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such 
dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the  dependent  or 
dependents  on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed. 

“(4)  No  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  assigned  for  duty  at  an  installation 
located  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  except  that  resi¬ 
dents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United  States 
may  be  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession  from  which 
they  were  inducted. 

“  (5)  There  is  hereby  established  the  National  Security 
Training  Commission,  which  shall  consist  of  five  members, 
three  of  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom  shall  he 
regular  or  retired  members  of  the  Armed  Forces,  appointed 
by  the  President  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate.  The  President  shall  select  the  Chairman  of  the 
Connnission  from  among  its  civilian  members.  No  person 
who  has  within  ten  years  been  on  active  duty  as  a  commis¬ 
sioned  officer  in  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces 
shall  he  eligible  for  appointment  as  a  civilian  member  of  the 
Commission. 

“Members  of  the  Commission  while  actually  serving  with 
the  Commission  shall  receive  a  per  diem  of  not  to  exceed 
$50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the  business  of  the  Commission 
and  shall  be  allowed  transportation  and  a  per  diem  in  lieu  of 
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subsistence  of  $9  while  away  from  their  homes  or  regular 
places  of  business  pursuant  to  such  service. 

“Effective  at  such  time  as  periods  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  hirth  are  elimi¬ 
nated  pursuant  to  this  subsection,  there  shall  be  established 
a  National  Security  Training  Corps,  whose  membership  shall 
be  composed  of  all  persons  inducted  therein  for  initial 
military  training.  The  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President,  estab¬ 
lish  policies  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  military 
training  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.” 

(1)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  Act  is  amended 

by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  words:  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 

shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of 
persons  by  age  group  or  groups  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President.” 

(m)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  striking  out  “the  effective  date  of  this  title,”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “February  1,  1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 
inserting  after  the  words  “six  months”  a  comma  and  the 
words  “prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
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that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  National 
Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by 
current  appropriations,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to 
report  for  induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  after  “subsection  (b)  ”  a  comma  and  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,”. 

(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Re¬ 
serve,  United  States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in 
an  officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  the 
curriculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense;”  immediately  following  the  words  “cadets,  United 
States  Coast  Guard;”. 

(o)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  any  person  who,  (A)  has  been 
or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or 
the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps 
officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Act 
of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the 
Reserve  officers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
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1  platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer 

2  procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast 

3  Guard  Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 

4  Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees, 

5  in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve, 

6  subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
1  having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 

8  ury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  not  less 

9  than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission ; 

10  and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or  reserve 

11  component  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 

12  commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  sub- 
12  section  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from 
11  induction  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termina¬ 
ls  tion  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues 
Id  in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but 

11  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  except 

12  those  persons  who  have  previously  completed  an  initial 
12  period  of  military  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active 
22  military  training  and  service  shall  be  required  while  enrolled 

21  in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as 

22  determined  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
22  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 

21  United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training 

22  to  an  initial  period  of  military  training.  There  shall  be 
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added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service 
in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attending  a  civilian 
college  under  any  such  training  program  a  period  of  not  to 
exceed  one  year. 

“(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  active  duty. 

“(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to 
preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories 
of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate.” 

(p)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Porces  or 
from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
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any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose  employment  in  indus¬ 
try,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or 
whose  continued  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an  office 
described  in  subsection  (f)  )  under  the  United  States  or  any 
State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia, 
or  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  scientific,  or 
other  endeavors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest:  Provided,  That  no 
person  within  any  such  categoiy  shall  he  deferred  except 
upon  the  basis  of  his  individual  status:  Provided  further, 
That  persons  who  are  or  may  be  deferred  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  because  of  their  activity  as  students 
shall  remain  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  for  training  in  the  Natonal  Security  Training 
Corps  under  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this  Act  until 
the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their  birth.  This 
proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to  prevent  the  continued  de¬ 
ferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise  deferrable  under  any 
other  provisions  of  this  Act.  The  President  is  also  author¬ 
ized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  (1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a 
status  with  respect  to  persons  (other  than  wives  alone)  de¬ 
pendent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders  their  defer- 
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ment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those 
persons  found  to  be  physically,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient 
or  defective.  For  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not 
the  deferment  of  any  person  is  advisable,  because  of  his 
status  with  respect  to  persons  dependent  upon  him  for  sup¬ 
port,  any  payments  of  allowances  which  are  payable  by  the 
United  States  to  the  dependents  of  persons  serving  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  shall  be  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration,  but  the  fact  that  such  payments  of  allowances  are 
payable  shall  not  be  deemed  conclusively  to  remove  the 
grounds  for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon 
financial  considerations  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to- remove 
the  ground  for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based 
upon  other  than  financial  considerations  and  cannot  be 
eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the  dependents.  The 
President  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have  children,  or 
wives  and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide 
family  relationship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from  such 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  made  in  the 
case  of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status 
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of  such  individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous 
place  at  the  office  of  each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the 
names  and  classifications  of  those  persons  who  have  been 
classified  by  such  local  board.” 

(q)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“  (i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 

suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
/similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases 
satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest. 

“  (2)  Any  person  who  upon  attaining  the  age  of  eight¬ 
een  years  and  six  months  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full¬ 
time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar 
institution  shall,  if  he  has  not  completed  the  academic  year 
during  which  he  attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and 
six  months,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local 
board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic  year, 
or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course 
of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier.  Nothing  in  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  provid¬ 
ing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this 
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1  section  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 

2  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 

3  Corps  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 

4  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

5  (r)  Section  7  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

6  (s)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  Act  is  amended 

7  to  read  as  follows : 

8  “(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24, 

9  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 

10  (other  than  in  a  Reserve  component)  and  who  serves  for 

11  not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 

12  service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon 

13  release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the 

14  reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by 

15  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provi- 

16  sions  of  this  title. 

17  “(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948, 

18  enters  upon  active  duty  (other  than  for  the  purpose  of 

19  determining  his  physical  fitness ) ,  whether  or  not  volun- 

20  tarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Pub- 

21  lie  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active 

22  duty  shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 

23  conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and 

24  benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  in- 

25  ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved 
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1  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after  the  date  of 

2  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration 

3  of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 

4  him  from  active  duty.  ^ 

5  “(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 

6  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 

7  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 

8  purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his 

9  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in, 

10  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release 

9 

11  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee 

12  shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement  within  sixty 

r 

13  days  following  his  release,  he  reinstated  in  his  position  with- 
11  out  reduction  in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such 

15  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated.” 

16  (t)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said  Act  is  amended 

17  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  “or  persons  ap- 
13  pointed  to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Ap- 

19  peal  Board”. 

20  (u)  Section  10  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 

21  end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

22  “(f)  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall  submit  to  the 

23  Congress,  on  or  before  the  3d  day  of  January  of  each  year, 
21  a  written  report  covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective 
25  Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include,  by  States, 
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information  as  to  the  number  of  persons  registered  under  this 
Act ;  the  number  of  persons  inducted  into  the  military  service 
under  this  Act ;  and  the  number  of  deferments  granted  under 
this  Act  and  th«  basis  for  such  deferments.” 

(v)  Section  17  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
or  any  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this 
title  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission 
and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training 
earned  out  by  the  military  departments  designated  by  the 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Department 
of  Defense.” 

(w)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking 
out  “July  9,  1951,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1, 
1953,”,  and  (2)  by  striking  out  “twenty-one”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-six”. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950 
(ch.  501  of  the  laws  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  second 


St 

1  session)  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  words 

2  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 

3  “July  1,  1953”  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a 

4  new  sentence  as  follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has 

5  been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months 

6  pursuant  to  this  Act  shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for 

7  any  additional  period  of  time  under  this  Act.” 

8  (b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  (64 

9  Stat.  828) ,  is  amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and 

10  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953”. 

11  Sec.  3.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 

12  of  active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased, 
18  such  increased  period  of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all 

14  persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 

15  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act. 

16  Sec.  4.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application 

17  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 

18  validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 

19  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 

20  not  be  affected  thereby. 

21  Sec.  5.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951  Amend- 

22  ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  committee  reported  hill  on  peanut  allotments  and  quotas.  Sen. 
Lehman  introduced  (for  himself  and  l4  others)  and  discussed  measure  to  provide  for 
investigation  of  oleo  industry. 
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2. 


5SANUTS*  The. Agriculture  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.  R.  2615, 
the  law  regarding  acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas  on  pej 
Rent  (p*  1602).  For  summary  of  hill  see  Digest  29» 

REPORTS.  Receiv&^^he  annual  reports  of  the  Commodity  Or 
Doc.  64)  and  the  Gen&r&J.  Accounting  Office  ,(pp*  159 
also  received  in  the  SenatH.,^?*  1542). 
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hill  to  repeal  Sec.  407  of  Public^ 

•  Defense  Department  from 
civilian  agencies  of  the  jGclFcrnmcnt ; 


The  CCC  report  was 


Services  Administration  a  proposed 
21st  Congress,  which  prohibits  the 
transfcruhgsjand  or  permanent  buildings  to 
to  Armed  Servl^s  Committee  (p.  l602). 


4. 


APPROPRIATIONS* .Rc^o.  Taber  criticized  -the  4-2  ratio  on  two 
mittees  (ppjK'3?^3~^)  • 


:opriation  sub  com- 


SELECTIVE  SERVICE;  FARM  MACHINERY*  Rep.  Ostertag,  IT*  Y. ,  urged  provision 
ite  manpower  and  machinery  for  food  production  (p*  1595)* 


le~ 


SENATE 


HHf  *  ■  ■ 1  *  ■  r 

6.  MILITARY:  TRAINING;  SELECTIVE  SERVICE.  S.  1,  the  proposed  Universal  Military 
Training  a.nd  Service  Act,  wa,s  made  the  unfinished  business  (pp.  1577~20).  The 
text  of  the  bill  is  printed  in  the  Record.  The  bill  lowers  the  induction  age 
from  19  to  IS,  limits  the  place  of  as signm-ent .  for  individuals  under  19>  increases 
the  induction  period  from  21  to  -26  months,  provides  that  all  available  persons 
in  th-c  19-26  .pool  must  be  taken  before  12-year-olds  are  inducted,  provides  for 
clarification  of  status  of  men -in  reserve  programs,  provides  for  a  program  of 
universal  military  training,  and  generally  leaves  unchanged  the  authority  for  oc- 


-2- 


cumational  deferments. 


v:. 


Agmj  C’CT^HOL.  'The  Banking  r,nd  Currency  Commit  toe  reported  an  original  neabur; 
T^?cT?  rJi  39,-  to  continue1  until  June  30  the  authority  for -rent  controls  ^ 

•itten  remort)  (p»  1-5  5b)  •  •  ..... 


S.'lXoV  00W8UL.  Received  'mi  lad.  legislature  resolution  favoring  flood  Airtrol  : 

measures  for  the  Maumee  Valley-1  Tnd.  (p.  15^9)  •  y4 

nkeived  a  Md.  Legislature  resolution  favoring  the .  employment  of  Allegany 

'  County  M.)  residents  on  flood  control  projects  in  tae .  county  tpj/155°'.'  • 


o  TRAFS?ORTATV)iT. .'  Sen.  Hill  commended  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  f/r  his  appear- 
ance  teforevie  ICC  in  hearings  on  the  general  freight-rate  investigation,  and 
incnrt.pd  oorrksmondence  on  the  subject  (pp.  1576-7)*  /  • 


10  BEHEPSS  MCBILIZOTOIT.  Sen.  Bricker  discussed  the  need  for/Vm  "over  all  plan  for 
alo^-runge  urofiL.  of  defense  noMlization, "  and  clai^d  that  the  President 
’  '  has  failed  to  produce  such  aplan.Cpp.  1582-4). 


11.  'WILBLIPS.  The  Judicial  Committee  reported  without  Ac ndment  S..-248, 

ing  the  President  to  isWc  a  proclamation  designating  1951  as  Audu  oi  .  / 


tennial  Tear  (S*  Kept.  12^)  (p*  I55l)« 


12.  ITOMIltATIOH.  Received  the  noWtion  of  Ben  Hi^s  to  bo  a  member  of  the  IT*  S. 
Advisory  Commission  on  Information  (p«  15S^Ja 


3ILU5L  IlTTROByCSD 


17.  Oimu&marv.  s..  J.  Res.  38,  *7  sV/ehman  (for  himself  and  Sens.  Viler 
■  Ferguson,  fegmson,  Clenoats,  ^an^  Johnson  Colo.,,  tve,  “  £ 


’er-uison,  Mamnuson,  viemenvs,  - - -  -  • 

Humphrey!  Aiken,  Cordon,  Young,  an/aWte) ,  authorizing  and  directing  an  m- 
vest ie-pt ion  b-  PTC  of  the  extent /f  concentration  and  monopolistic  practices, 
in' the  oleomargarine  industry;  >6  Interne  and. Foreign  Commerce  Committee 
(p.  1554).  The  tent  of  the  assure  and  abatement  by  Sen.  Lennan  are  inserted 

in  the  record  (pp.  1559-6°)* 


14.  LA1TDS.  S.  ^52,  bv  Sen.  Kalins  (for  himself  axuMen.  3crniett) ,  authorizing  tne 
conveyance"  of  certain  iJls  to  the  Ogden  (Utah)  Number  of  Commerce;  to  Agri-* 
culture  and  Forestry  Committee  (p».l553)* 

•  .  1  w 


15.  REORGAEI Z  AT  I OIT .  H.  h/  2379.  hy.Rcn.  Keating,  IT.  Y.,  K  R.  2330,  by  Rep.  Boggs, 
Bel.,  H.  R.  2331,  /  Hep.  Byrnes,  his.,  H  R.  2332,  Cotton,  V.  H. 

E.  R.  2337,  by  Re/i  Bavis ,  his.,  .  H.  2334,  by  Rep.  PoW,  --icn. ,  •  • 

by  Rent.  JacksoZ  Calif.,  E.  R.  .2336,  by  Hep.  Povre,  8.  H.  R.  2837,  hy^ 

Re-o  ilorblad,  / rcg.,'  and  H.  R.  2333,  by  Rem.  Potter,  kich.Yto  reestablish  the 
Commission  0/ Organizat ion  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  ^jnment;  to  Exgeif 
itures  in  Executive  Departments  Committee  (p.  1603)  .  Remarks  >f  Hep .  eat  ng 

(pp.  159^  bv  Hem.  Shafer,  Mich.,  to  reconvene  the  Ho^er  Commission 

of  Heoj^a.nizatipn  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government  and  m N^e  the  Hoove. 
Commission  a  permanent  agency  of  the  Congress;  to  Expenditures  in  Executive 
Bemafrtnonts  Committee  (p.  l603),»  Remarks  of  author  ip.'  i-9^/' 


M  '  '  X  -  ' 

16.  PHOBhCTlOH.  H.  J.'  Res.  170,  by  Rem.  Smith,  Miss.,  providing  for  awards 

/of  honor  for  agricultural  production;  to  Armed  Services .  Committee  Ip.  lbCto 


/ 


17.  SXPERIMEHT.pl  PARE.  H.  R.  2395,  hy  Rep.  Wickershan,  Okla.,  authorizing  an  a_ 
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1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  27  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page  91, 
between  lines  24  and  25,  insert  the  following: 

1  (c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  liere- 

2  after  no  person  shall  be  enlisted  in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces 

3  for  an  enlistment  period  in  excess  of  thirty  months.  The 

4  period  of  enlistment  of  any  person  who,  on  or  after  June  27, 

5  1950,  has  enlisted  in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period 

6  in  excess  of  thirty  months  is  hereby  reduced  to  thirty  months. 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  27  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz : 

1  On  page  73,  line  21,  strike  out  “twenty-six”  and  insert 

2  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-one”. 

3  On  page  77,  beginning  with  line  6,  strike  out  all  down  to 

4  and  including  line  9. 

5  On  page  78,  lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  “twenty-six”  and 

6  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-one”. 

7  On  page  91,  beginning  with  line  8,  strike  out  all  down 

8  to  and  including  line  13  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 

9  lowing : 

“  (z)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out 
2-27-51 - B 
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10 


14 


1  ‘July  9,  1951,  and  subject  to  the  limitations  imposed  by 

2  section  2  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended/ 

3  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘July  1,  1953/.” 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  27  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz: 

1  On  page  73,  line  21,  strike  out  “twenty-six”  and  insert 

2  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-one”. 

3  On  page  77,  hues  8  and  9,  strike  out  “twenty-six”  and 

4  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-one”. 

5  On  page  78,  lines  8  and  9,  strike  out  “twenty-six”  and 

6  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-one”. 

7  On  page  91,  line  13,  strike  out  “twenty-six”  and  insert 

8  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-one”. 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  27  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page  91, 
beginning  with  line  8,  strike  out  all  down  to  and  including 
line  13  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

1  (z)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 

2  follows : 

3  “Sec.  21.  Until  July  1,  1953,  the  President  shall  be 

4  authorized  to  order  into  the  active  military  or  naval  service 

5  of  the  United  States,  with  or  without  their  consent,  any 

6  or  all  members  and  units  of  any  or  all  Deserve  components 

7  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  and  retired  per- 

8  sonnel  of  the  Kegular  Armed  Forces.  The  period  of  time 

9  for  which  any  person  who  has  served  on  active  duty  in  any 

lb  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  six 
2-27-51 - C 
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1  months  or  more  prior  to  June  25,  1948,  may  be  ordered  into 

2  the  active  military  or  naval  service  under  the  provisions  of 

3  this  section  shall  not  exceed  eighteen  consecutive  months 

4  and  the  period  of  time  for  which  any  other  person  may  he 

5  ordered  into  the  active  military  or  naval  service  under  the 

6  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  exceed  twenty-six  consecu- 

7  tive  months.” 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  27  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page  91, 
beginning  with  line  8,  strike  out  all  down  to  and  including 
line  13  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

1  (z)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 

2  follows : 

3  “Sec.  21.  Until  July  1,  1953,  the  President  shall  be 

4  authorized  to  order  into  the  active  military  or  naval  service 

5  of  the  United  States,  with  or  without  their  consent,  any 

6  or  all  members  and  units  of  any  or  all  Reserve  components 

7  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  and  retired  per- 

8  sonnel  of  the  Regular  Armed  Forces.  The  period  of  time 

9  for  which  any  person  who  has  served  on  active  duty  in  any 
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1  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  a  period  of  six 

2  months  or  more  prior  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951 

3  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 

4  Act  may  he  ordered  into  the  active  military  or  naval  service 

5  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  exceed  eighteen 

6  consecutive  months  and  the  period  of  time  for  which  any 

7  other  person  may  be  ordered  into  the  active  military  or  naval 

8  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  exceed 

9  twenty-six  consecutive  months.” 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


S.  1 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  27  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz : 

1  On  page  72,  line  5,  strike  out  “word  ‘eighteen’  ”  and 

2  insert  in  t  lieu  thereof  “words  ‘eighteen  years  and  six 

3  months’  ”, 

4  On  page  80,  line  9,  strike  out  “  ( 1 ) 

5  On  page  81,  beginning  with  line  10,  strike  out  all  down 

6  to  and  including  line  4  on  page  82. 

7  On  page  82,  beginning  with  line  8,  strike  out  all  down 

8  to  and  including  line  14  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 

9  following : 

10  “(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
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1  by  inserting  after  the  words  ‘six  months’  the  following: 

2  ‘and  prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

3  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  National 

4  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  authorized  strength’.” 
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1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  27  (legislative  clay,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Mouse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz : 

1  On  page  83,  line  8,  strike  out  “seventy-five  thousand” 

2  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand”. 
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posed  by  the  railroads.  The  Department  of 
Commerce  will  actively  participate  in  the 
case. 

When  I  set  up  the  Office  of  Transportation, 
putting  into  effect  the  President’s  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Plan  No.  21,  of  1950,  this  was  one  of 
the  principal  tasks  the  President  and  I  had 
in  mind  for  this  Office.  On  July  24,  1950,  in 
outlining  the  responsibilities  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Transportation,  I  specifically 
directed  that  he  initiate  action  before  the 
transportation  regulatory  agencies  when 
such  action  appeared  to  be  appropriate  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  over-all  transporta¬ 
tion  policies  of  the  Government. 

We  have  been  hampered  by  lack  of  the 
funds  needed  to  get  this  work  under  way, 
but  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  has  recently 
authorized  the  staffing  of  this  Office,  and  I 
look  forward  with  confidence  to  the  per¬ 
formance  by  General  Fleming  and  his  staff  of 
the  job  you  have  in  mind:  To  represent  the 
general  public  interest  in  transportation  mat¬ 
ters. 

I  appreciate  the  sentiment  expressed  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  your  letter.  Your  in¬ 
formed  interest  in  legislation  designed  to 
establish  a  national  transportation  policy 
has  been  one  of  the  heartening  indications 
of  stipport  in  the  Congress  for  the  task  which 
has  been  assigned  by  the  Congress  and  the 
President  to  this  Department. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Charles  Sawyer, 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

Washington,  D.  C.,  January  29,  1951. 
Hon.  Charles  Sawyer, 

Secretary  of  Commence, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  As  one  who  has 
long  been  interested  in  the  transportation 
problems  of  the  country,  especially  those  of 
the  South,  I  noted  with  much  satisfaction 
the  setting  up  in  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  last  year,  under  the  President’s  Reor¬ 
ganization  Plan  No.  21,  of  a  Transportation 
Section,  headed  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Transportation,  for  develop¬ 
ment  of  over-all  transportation  policy  in  the 
executive  branch,  and  to  represent  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  interest  in  transportation  matters. 
I  have  sponsored  legislation  in  Congress  for  a 
number  of  years  to  establish  a  national 
transportation  policy. 

May  I  inquire  whether  your  Department 
will  take  an  active  part  in  the  general  freight- 
rate  investigation  just  started  by  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Ex  parte  No. 
175,  of  the  6-percent  increase  in  freight  rates 
proposed  by  the  railroads?  Such  an  increase, 
which  would  add  over  $400,000,000  to  the 
country’s  annual  freight  bill,  would  obviously 
give  an  added  impetus  to  inflation  and  might 
be  the  start  of  another  series  of  price  and 
wage  increases,  followed  by  additional 
freight-rate;  increases,  such  as  we  had  in 
1946-49. 

I  appreciate,  of  course,  that  the  railroads 
must  hav^  adequate  revenues  and  that  they, 
like  all  the  other  basic  industries,  have  re¬ 
cently  experienced  certain  increased  operat¬ 
ing  costs.  However,  I  am  advised  that  1950 
has  been  a  year  of  relatively  high  railroad 
earning^  and  that  a  large  increase  in  traffic 
may  be  expected  in  1951  which  may  give 
them  the  greatest  net  revenues  since  the  war 
peak  of  1943-44. 

Heretofore  there  has  been  no  means  of  pre¬ 
senting  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  _'the  facts  about  these  matters  from  the 
standpoint  of  businessmen,  farmers,  and 
consumers.  I  am  sure  that  your  recently  or¬ 
ganized  Transportation  Section  would  be  per¬ 
forming  a  great  service  by  intervening  in  the 
present  case,  not  to  oppose  any  legitimate 
n£ed  of  the  railroads,  but  to  see  to  it  that 
the  facts,  from  the  standpoint  of  the  users 
of  transportation  are  adequately  presented 
and  the  national  interest  fully  protected. 

With  all  good  wishes,  I  am, 

Very  sincerely, 


Mr.  HILL.  Senators  will  recall  that 
among  its  other  provisions  the  plan  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  appointment  of  an  yrider 
Secretary  of  Commerce  for  Transporta¬ 
tion  to  assist  the  Secretary  wjtfi  respect 
to  transportation  problems  and  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  over-all  transportation  pol¬ 
icy  within  the  executjye  branch. 

It  is  pleasing  to  see  that  the  Secretary 

■the  purpose  of  repre- 
rest  of  businessmen, 
umers,  is  intervening 
;  case.  This  is  one  of 
:ht  in  the  transporta- 
hich  I  sponsored  in 
r  years. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  Senate  bill  1. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  by 
establishing  a  universal  training  pro¬ 
gram,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill,  which  had 
been  reported  from  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  with  an  amendment,  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert: 

Title  I 

Section  1.  That  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  hereby 
further  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  1  of  such  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Section  1.  (a)  This  act  may  be  cited  as 
the  ‘Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act.’ 

“(b)  The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  an 
adequate  armed  strength  must  be  achieved 
and  maintained  to  insure  the  security  of  this 
Nation. 

"(c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  in 
a  free  society  the  obligations  and  privileges  of 
serving  in  the  Armed  Forces,  including  the- 
Reserve  components  thereof,  should  be 
shared  generally,  in  accordance  with  a  sys¬ 
tem  which  is  fair  and  just,  and  which  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  maintenance  of  an  effective 
national  economy. 

"(d)  The  Congress  further  declares,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  our  traditional  military  policy 
as  expressed  in  the  National  Defense  Act  of 
1916,  as  amended,  that  it  is  essential  that  the 
|  strength  and  organization  of  the  National 
!  Guard,  both  ground  and  air,  as  an  integral 
|  part  of  the  first  line  defenses  of  this  Nation, 

]  be  at  all  times  maintained  and  assured. 

“To  this  end,  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Con- 
j  gress  that  whenever  Congress  shall  deter- 
(  mine  that  units  and  organizations  are  needed 
j  for  the  national  security  in  excess  of  those 
|  of  the  Regular  components  of  the  ground 

I  forces  and  the  air  forces,  and  those  in  active 
service  under  this  title,  the  National  Guard 
j  of  the  United  States,  both  ground  and  air,  or 
1  such  part  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  to¬ 
gether  with  such  units  of  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents  as  are  necessary  for  a  balanced  force, 

;  shall  be  ordered  to  active  Federal  service  and 
I  continued  therein  so  long  as  such  necessary 
j  exists. 

"(e)  The  Congress  further  declares  that 
!  adequate  provision  for  national  security  re- 
I  quires  maximum  effort  in  the  fields  of  scien- 
!  tific  research  and  development,  and  the  full¬ 
est  possible  development  and  utilization  of 
the  Nation’s  technological,  scientific,  and 
other  critical  manpower  resources. 


“(f)  To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  de¬ 
clares  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to 
engage  in  such  training  for  civilian  and  mili¬ 
tary  service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the 
assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  citi¬ 
zens  of  a  free  and  democratic  Nation  and 
provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel  re¬ 
cently  trained  in  modern  techniques  and  as¬ 
sure  a  vital,  ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  mili¬ 
tary  and  civilian  needs  of  the  Nation. 

“(g)  The  Congress  declares  it  to  be  in  the 
national  interest  that  personnel  serving  in 
the  Armed  Forces  be  protected  and  encour¬ 
aged  in  the  realization  and  development  of 
those  moral,  spiritual,  and  religious  values, 
consistent  with  the  religious  beliefs  and 
convictions  of  the  individuals  concerned, 
which  are  fundamental  in  the  preservation 
and  strengthening  of  the  fiber  of  American 
citizenship.  In  the  pursuit  of  this  end,  the 
Congress  further  declares  that  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  every  commanding  officer  in 
every  echelon  of  command  in  the  respective 
services  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  maintain  to 
the  highest  possible  degree  within  his  com¬ 
mand  those  conditions  and  influences  cal¬ 
culated  to  protect  the  health,  morals,  and 
spiritual  welfare  of  the  personnel  of  his  com¬ 
mand.” 

(b)  Section  2  of  such  act  is  repealed. 

(c)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a) 
of  section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  word  "nineteen”  wherever  it 
appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  word  “eighteen.” 

(d)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read:  “The  President  is 
authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether  or 
not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct 
into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
for  training  and  service  in  the  manner  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  title  (including  but  not  limit¬ 
ed  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group 
or  groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be 
required  to  provide  and  maintain  adequate 
Armed  Forces.” 

(e)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  re¬ 
spects  (including  his  physical  and  mental 
fitness  for  such  training  and  service)  has 
been  satisfactorily  determined  under  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard).” 

(f)  The  fourth  paragraph  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Every  trainee  shall  be  given  full  and  ade¬ 
quate  initial  basic  training  for  service  in 
the  Armed  Force  into  which  he  is  inducted 
and  no  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial  period 
of  basic  training,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a 
combat  area,  or  be  permanently  assigned  for 
duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land  out¬ 
side  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States:  and  no  other  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  who  is  enlisted, 
inducted,  or  ordered  to  active  duty  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  1951  amendments 
to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  shall  be  assigned  to  combat  duty  in 
a  combat  area  until  he  has  had  at  least  4 
months  of  basic  training.  This  section  shall 
not  prevent  residents  of  Territories  and  pos¬ 
sessions  of  the  United  States  from  being 
trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession  from 
which  they  were  inducted.” 

(g)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall 
serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  for  a  period  of  26  consecutive 
months,  unless  sooner  released,  transferred, 
or  discharged  in  accordance  with  standards 
and  procedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
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with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard )  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  sub¬ 
section  (d)  of  section  4  or  by  subsection 
(d)  of  section  6  of  this  title. 

(h)  (1)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (c) 
of  section  4  of  such  act  is  repealed. 

(i)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such 
act  is  amended  (1)  by  inserting  after  the 
word  "hereafter”,  where  it  appears  in  para¬ 
graphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  such  subsection,  the 
words  "and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the 
1951  amendments  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act”,  and  (2)  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  para¬ 
graph: 

"(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the 
enactment  of  this  paragraph,  is  inducted, 
enlisted,  or  appointed  in  an  armed  force  of 
th>  United  States  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth  shall 
be  obligated  to  serve  on  active  training  and 
service  and  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a 
total  period  of  8  years,  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and 
standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard), 
Each  such  person,  oh  release  from  active 
training  and  service,  shall,  if  physically  and 
mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  Re¬ 
serve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and 
shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainer  of  the 
period  which  he  is  obligated  to  serve  under 
this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a 
member  of  such  Reserve  component  during 
such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard) ,  determines  that  enlist¬ 
ment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  as¬ 
signment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  Reserve 
component  or  an  officers’  training  program 
of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is 
available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  hard¬ 
ship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll, 
or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assign¬ 
ment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers' 
training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily 
therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard) ,  may  provide,  by  regulations 
which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practi¬ 
cable,  for  the  release  from  active  duty  prior 
to  serving  the  periods  required  by  subsection 
(b)  of  this  section  of  individuals  who  volun¬ 
teer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized 
units  of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  and  other  Reserve  compo¬ 
nents.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
construed  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a 
Reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty 
in  such  armed  force.” 

(j)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (e) 
of  section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  “With  respect  to  the  persons  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title,  there  shall  be 
paid,  allowed,  and  extended,  for  training 
and  service,  the  same  pay,  allowances,  pen¬ 
sions,  disability  and  death  compensation, 
and  other  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law 
in  the  case  of  other  members  of  the  uni¬ 
formed  services  of  like  grades  and  length  of 
service  of  that  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces  to  which  they  are  assigned,  except 
that  whenever  the  period  of  service  required 
under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the 
day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (k)  of  this  section,  each  trainee  shall, 
during  his  initial  period  of  basic  training, 
be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30 
in  lieu  of  the  basic  pay  that  would  otherwise 
be  payable  to  him  under  this  section.  Dur¬ 
ing  such  period  in  which  the  pay  of  trainees 


is  $30  a  month,  each  such  person,  having  a 
dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are 
defined  in  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of 
1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  depend¬ 
ency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic 
allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons 
in  pay  grade  E-l  by  section  302  (f)  of  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  as  amended 
by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance 
Act  of  1950  plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee 
has  in  effect  an  allotment  equal  to  the 
amount  of  such  dependency  allowance  for 
the  support  of  the  dependent  or  dependents 
on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed.” 

(k)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4 
of  such  act  are  repealed. 

(l)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of 
section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by  striking 
out  the  word  “twenty-one”  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  word  "twenty-six”. 

(m)  Section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such 
action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international 
conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommen¬ 
dation  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  au¬ 
thorized,  by.  Executive  order,  which  shall  be 
uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may 
vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide  for:  (A) 
increasing  the  periods  of  initial  basic  train¬ 
ing  to  not  to  exceed  6  months,  (B)  changing 
or  modifying  the  initial  basic  training  given 
thereunder,  (C)  decreasing  periods  of  active 
service  under  this  title  but- in  no  case  to  a 
lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economi¬ 
cally  utilized,  or  (D)  eliminating  periods  of 
active  service  required  under  this  title. 
Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent 
resolution  declare — 

"(A)  that  the  period  of  initial  basic  train¬ 
ing  for  any  age  "group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  should  be  increased 
to  any  period  in  excess  of  4  months  but  not 
in  excess  of  6  months  which  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  in  such  resolution; 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  shbuld  be  decreased 
to  any  period  less  than  26  months  which 
may  be  designated  in  such  resolution;  or 

"(C)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  should  be  elimi¬ 
nated, 

the  period  of  initial  basic  training  or  of 
active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be 
so  increased,  decreased,  or  eliminated  as  the 
case  may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  section,  all  individuals 
then  or  thereafter  registered  under  section 
3  of  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the 
day  of  their  birth  and  have  not  been  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable, 
effective  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  for  initial 
basic  military  training  for  a  period  of  not 
less  than  4  months. 

“(2)  Effective  at  such  time  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  deem  appropriate  in  advance  of  his 
issuance  of  an  Executive  order  eliminating 
periods  of  active  service  under  this  title  or 
effective  whenever  the  Congress  shall  have 
adopted  a  concurrent  resolution  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  the  President  is  authorized  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  National  Security  Training  Commis¬ 
sion  to  be  composed  of  five  members,  three 
cf  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom 
shall  be  active  or  retired  members  of  the 
Regular  components  of  any  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen¬ 


ate.  Effective  at  such  time  as  periods  of 
active  service  required  under  this  title  are 
eliminated  pursuant  to  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph  of  this  subsection,  there  shall  be  es¬ 
tablished  a  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  whose  membership  shall  be  composed 
of  all  persons  inducted  therein  for  initial 
basic  training.  The  National  Security 
Training  Commission  shalf,  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  President,  establish  such 
policies  and  standards  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  initial  basic  training  (including 
the  moral,  religious,  recreational,  informa¬ 
tional,  and  educational  phases  of  such 
training)  of  members  of  the  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  and  shall,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  direction  of  the  President,  desig¬ 
nate  the  Federal  departments  and  agencies 
to  carry  out  such  training.  All  departments 
and  agencies  so  designated  shall  carry  out 
such  training  in  accordance  with  the  policies 
and  standards  of  the  Commission.” 

(n)  Section  5  (a)  of  such  act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

"Sec.  5.  (a)  (1)  The  selection  of  persons 
for  training  and  service  under  section'  4 
shall  be  made  in  an  impartial  manner,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President 
may  prescribe,  from  the  persons  who  are 
liable  for  such  training  and  service  and 
who  at  the  time  of  selection  are  registered 
and  classified,  but  not  deferred  or  exempted: 
Provided,  That  in  the  selection  of  persons 
for  training,  and  service  under  this  title,  and 
in  the  interpretation  and  execution  of  the 
provisions  of  this  title,  there  shall  be  no 
discrimination  against  any  person  on  ac¬ 
count  of  race  or  color:  Provided  further.  That 
in  the  classification  of  registrants  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  local  board,  the  regis¬ 
trants  of  any  particular  registration  may  be 
classified,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and 
in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President,  before,  together 
with,  or  after  the  registrants  of  any  prior 
registration  or  registrations;  and  in  the  selec¬ 
tion  for  induction  of  persons  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  local  board  and  within 
any  particular  classification,  persons  who 
were  registered  at  any  particular  registration 
may  be  selected,  in  the  manner  prescribed 
by  and  in  accordance  With  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  President,  before,  to¬ 
gether  with,  or  after  persons  who  were  regis¬ 
tered  at  any  prior  registration  or  registra¬ 
tions:  And  provided  further.  That  nothing 
herein  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the 
selection  or  induction  of  persons  by  age 
groups  under  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President. 

“(2)  Until  such  time  as  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniver¬ 
sary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  4  (k)  of  this  title — 

"(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induc¬ 
tion  any  person  who  has  not  attained  the 
age  of  nineteen  unless  there  is  not  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a  suf¬ 
ficient  number  of  persons  who  are  deemed 
by  such  local  board  to  be  available  for  in¬ 
duction  and  who  have  attained  the  age  of 
nineteen  to  enable  such  local  board  to  meet 
a  call  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered 
to  furnish  for  induction;  and 

“(B)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induc¬ 
tion  any  person  who  has  not  attained  the 
age  of  nineteen,  if  there  is  any  person  with¬ 
in  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  who 
(i)  is  as  much  as  90  days  older,  (ii)  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  19,  and  (iii)  is  deemed 
by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for  induc¬ 
tion.” 

(o)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “the  effective  date 
of  this  title,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"February  1,  1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  “six 
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months’*  a  comma  and  the  following: 
“prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel 
are  available  to  the  National  Guard  to  en¬ 
able  it  to  maintain  its  authorized  strength, 
and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to  report 
for  induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  “subsection  (b)” 
a  comma  and  the  following:  “paragraph  (1) 
of  this  subsection,”. 

(p)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  is  amended  by  inserting  the  words  “mid¬ 
shipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Reserve,  United 
States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in 
an  officer  procurement  program  at  military 
colleges  the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;”  immediately 
following  the  words  “cadets.  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Academy;”. 

(q)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  such  act 
is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(d)  (1)  The  President  is  authorized, 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  (A)  until  June  30,  1954,  to  provide 
for  the  temporary  removal  from  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service  upon  completion  of  their 
initial  periods  of  basic  training  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  not  to  exceed  75,000  persons  annu¬ 
ally  in  order  to  permit  such  persons  to  en¬ 
gage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine,  den¬ 
tistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  engineering, 
the  humanities,  and  other  fields  determined 
by  him  to  be  in  the  national  interest,  and 
while  so  engaged  such  persons  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  be  in  military  service  (active  or 
inactive)  for  any  purpose;  (B)  to  suspend  for 
such  persons  the  obligation  to  complete  the 
period  of  military  service  required  under  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  section  4  of  this  title  until 
the  completion  of  such  study  or  research,  or 
until  any  such  person  ceases  satisfactorily 
to  pursue  such  study  or  research,  whichever 
is  the  earlier;  and  (C)  upon  termination  of 
such  period  of  suspension,  or  at  any  time 
within  not  more  than  10  years  thereafter,  to 
reorder  or  induct  such  a  person'  into  active 
service  in  the  same  or  another  armed  force 
for  the  unserved  part  of  the  period  of  service 
required  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4 
of  this  title,  unless  such  person  performs 
other  military  or  civilian  service  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest  for  a  period  equivalent  to  such 
period  of  service  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tion  prescribed  by  the  President.  The  per¬ 
sons  temporarily  removed  from  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service  to  engage  in  study  or  research 
under  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall 
be  selected  by  a  civilian  commission  to  be 
composed  of  five  members  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  Not  more  than  three 
of  the  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
members  of  the  same  political  party.  The 
persons  selected  by  the  Commission  to  en¬ 
gage  in  study  or  research  shall  be  selected 
upon  a  competitive  basis  in  accordance  with 
standards  and  procedures  prescribed  by  the 
Commission.  The  President  is  authorized  to 
provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of  the 
costs  of  tuition,  books,  laboratory  fees,  sub¬ 
sistence,  travel,  and  other  necessary  expenses 
of  any  person  selected  to  engage  in  such 
study  and  research  as  the  Commission  finds 
that  such  person  is  unable  to  defray  without 
undue  hardship. 

"(2)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  any  per¬ 
son  who  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be 
selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in  the 
senior  division.  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps 
officer-candidate  training  program  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat. 
1057)  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  officers’ 
candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  pla¬ 
toon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the 
officer  procurement  programs  of  the  Coast 


Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  has 
been  or  may  hereafter  be  appointed  an  en¬ 
sign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  and  is 
undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees, 
in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  ten¬ 
dered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  military  department  having 
jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard) ,  not  less  than  2  years  on  active 
duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission;  and 
(C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular 
or  Reserve  component  until  the  eighth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be 
deferred  from  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title  until  after  comple¬ 
tion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  Regular 
or  Reserve-  status  upon  being  commissioned, 
but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration. 
Such  persons  except  those  persons  who  have 
previously  completed  an  initial  period  of 
basic  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  ac¬ 
tive  military  training  and  service  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  while  enrolled  in  such  program  to 
complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as  de¬ 
termined  under  regulations  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  train¬ 
ing  to  an  initial  period  of  basic  training. 
There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active 
commissioned  service  of  any  person  who  has 
agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in 
return  for  financial  assistance  while  attend¬ 
ing  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  train¬ 
ing  program  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  1  year. 

“(3)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs 
enumerated  in  paragraph  (2)  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of 
the  military  departments  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer-candidate  programs  leading  to  the 
commissioning  of  persons  on  active  duty. 

“(4)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  pro¬ 
viding,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment 
from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or 
categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(r)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  act 
is  amended  (1)  by  inserting  in  clause  (1)  of 
the  second  sentence  after  the  word  “per¬ 
sons”,  which  it  appears  the  second  time,  the 
following:  “(other  than  wives  alone)”,  and 
(2)  by  striking  out  in  the  fourth  sentence 
thereof  the  words  “wives  or.” 

(5)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  such  act 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfac¬ 
torily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution 
of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  local  board  be  deferred  (A) 
until  the  time  of  his  graduation  therefrom 
or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  nineteenth  an¬ 
niversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases 
satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  in¬ 
struction,  whichever  is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily 
pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction 
at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institu¬ 
tion,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented 
to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the 
end  of  the  academic  year,  or  (B)  until  he 
ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course 
of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier. 
Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed 
to  preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by 
regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h) 
of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  train¬ 
ing  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories 
of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he 
may  deem  appropriate.” 
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(t)  Subsection  (j)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking  out  in  the 
third  sentence  thereof  the  words  “be  de¬ 
ferred”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  “in  lieu  of  such  induction,  be 
assigned,  for  a  period  equal  to  the  period  of 
training  and  service  prescribed  by  section  4 
(b),  to  work  of  national  importance  under 
civilian  direction,”  and  (2)  by  striking  out 
in  the  seventh  sentence  thereof  the  words 
“he  shall  be  deferred”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  “he  shall  in  lieu  of  such 
induction  be  assigned,  for  a  period  equal  to 
the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed 
by  section  4  (b),  to  work  of  national  im¬ 
portance  under  civilian  direction.” 

(u)  Section  7  of  such  act  is  repealed. 

(v)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  Reserve 
component)  and  who  serves  for  not  more 
than  4  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be 
entitled  upon  release  from  service  under  hon¬ 
orable  conditions  to  all  the  reemployment 
rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by 
this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June 
24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty  (other  than 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  physical 
fitness),  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Public  -Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order 
or  call  to  active  duty  shall,  upon  his  relief 
from  active  duty  under  honorable  conditions, 
be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights 
and  benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the 
case  of  inductees,  if  he  is  relieved  from  active 
duty  not  later  than  4  years  after  the  date  of 
entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after 
the  expiration  of  such  4  years  as  he  is  able 
to  obtain  orders  relieving  him  from  active 
duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position 
described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted 
a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  de¬ 
termining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or 
performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  re¬ 
lease  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejec¬ 
tion,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes  prompt 
application  for  reinstatement,  be  reinstated 
in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his 
seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such  re¬ 
duction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  simi¬ 
larly  situated.” 

(w)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  such 
act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  words  “or  persons  appointed  to  or  serv¬ 
ing  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 
Board.” 

(x)  Section  16  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  subsection  at  the  end 
thereof : 

“(j)  the  terms  ‘active  training  and  serv¬ 
ice’  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  any  military 
service  in  the  active  Armed  Forces;  ‘trainee’ 
shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a  person  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  under  this  title  prior 
to  attaining  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of 
his  birth  who  is  undergoing  an  initial  period 
of  basic  training  in  the  active  Armed  Forces; 
‘initial  period  of  basic  training’  or  ‘initial 
basic  training’  shall  mean  that  period  of  4 
months  (or  not  to  exceed  6  months  when  so 
increased  pursuant  to  section  4  (k)  of  this 
title)  immediately  following  induction;  ‘in¬ 
ductee’  shall  mean  any  person  inducted  into 
the  active  Armed  Forces  under  this  title 
for  active  training  and  service.” 

(y)  Section  17  of  such  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Seo.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this 
title  all  laws  and  parts  of  laws  in  conflict 
with  the  provision's  of  this  title  are  hereby 
repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 
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“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such, 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  . 
provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropri- 
ated  for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  j 
be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission,  ( 
and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  ex-  j 
penses  of  training  carried  out  by  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the 
designated  departments  and  agencies.” 

(z)  Section  21  of  such  act  is  amended  (1) 
by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951,  and  subject  to 
the  limitations  imposed  by  section  2  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953,”, 
and  (2)  by  striking  out  “twenty-one”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "twenty-six.” 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  act  of  July  27, 
1950  (64  Stat.  379),  is  hereby  amended  by 
striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953”  and  by  adding  at 
the  end  of  such  section  a  new  sentence  as 
follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has 
been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for 
12  months  pursuant  to  this  act  shall  have 
his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional 
period  of  time  under  this  act. 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  act  of  September  9, 
1950  (64  Stat.  828):  is  amended  by  striking 
out  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  ■ 
thereof  "July  1,  1953.” 

Sec.  3.  The  act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat.  i 
408) ,  is  hereby  amended  by  inserting  the 
words  “sections  102,  202,  213,  and  302  of  the  j. 
Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act  of 
1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and  371),”  im¬ 
mediately  following  the  word  “including.” 

Sec.  4.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  act  the 
period  of  active  service  for  any  category  of 
persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period 
of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons  j 
in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in 
the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  amendatory  act. 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  the 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circum¬ 
stances  is  held  Invalid,  the  validity  of  the 
remainder  of  the  act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951 
Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act.” 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  21.  (a)  The  first  section  of  the  act 
entitled  “An  act  to  provide  for  the  enlistment 
of  aliens  in  the  Regular  Army”,  approved 
June  30,  1950  (Public  Law  597,  81st  Cong.), 
is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “until 
June  30,  1953,  to  accept  original  enlistments 
or  reenlistments  in  the  Regular  Army  for 
periods  of  not  less  than  5  years  of  not  to 
exceed  2,500”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“until  June  30,  1955,  to  accept,  during  each 
calendar  year,  original  enlistments  or  reen¬ 
listments  in  the  Regular  Army  for  periods 
of  not  less  than  5  years  of  not  to  exceed 
25,000.” 

(b)  Section  3  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
striking  out  “June  30,  1953”  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  “June  30,  1955.” 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  is 
the  bill  now  the  unfinished  business? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
parliamentary  situation  is  that  Senate 
bill  1  is  now  the  unfinished  business. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  may  say  that  the 
bill  will  not  be  taken  up  for  considera¬ 
tion  until  tomorrow.  However,  I  de¬ 
sired  to  have  it  made  the  unfinished 
business,  and  that  has  been  done. 
COMMUTATION  OF  DEATH  SENTENCES" 
OF  CERTAIN  GERMAN  .PRISONERS 

Mr.  HUNT,  .-Mr: 'President,  it  is  with 
a  great  deal  of  regret  that  I  feel  forced. 


to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
the  recent  action  of  Gen.  Thomas  T. 
HApdy  in  commuting  the  death  sen- 
tenbes  of  certain  German  prisoners  who 
were  convicted  of  murdering  American 
prisoners  during  the  Battle  of  the  Bulge. 
In  particular  these  murders  included 
those  at  the  Malmedy  Crossroads. 

The  subject  has  been  debated  on  the 
floor  of  the  United  States  Senate  on 
several  occasions,  and  I  do  not  intend 
at  this  time  to  raise  the  question  of 
alleged  abuses  of  these  individuals  dur¬ 
ing  the  investigations  and  trials  which 
convicted  them.  This  was  answered 
completely  and  conclusively  by  a  sub¬ 
committee  of  the  Senate  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  which  studied  the  mat¬ 
ter  thoroughly  and  found  no  evidence  to 
support  the  charges 'of  mistreatment. 

However,  it  is  because  of  the  findings 
of  this  subcommittee,  of  which  I  was  a, 
member,  that  I  feel  it  necessary  to  point 
out  the  seriousness  of  this  decision  on 
the  part  of  General  Handy,  and  its  pos¬ 
sible  effect  on  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States.  Properly  to  evaluate  this 
problem,  a  little  of  the  background  must 
be  explained  which  has  led  to  the  theory 
-of  punishment  of  war  criminals. 

Throughout  the  history  of  wars  be¬ 
tween  nations  many  persons  haVe  been 
able  to  escape  punishment  for  crimes 
committed  under  the  guise  of  war  neces¬ 
sity  by  pleading  the  so-called  doctrine 
of  superior  orders.  However,  while 
World  War  II  gas  going  on,  it  was  de¬ 
cided  that  those  indiivduals  who  com¬ 
mitted  so-called  war  crimes  would  be 
subject  to  trial  and  this  doctrine  would 
no  longer  prevail. 

Accordingly  the  stage  was  set  for  the 
conducting  of  large  numbers  of  war 
crimes  trials  at  Nuremberg  and  at  tjje 
various  lesser  courts  throughout  Ger¬ 
many.  The  case  to  which  I  have  par¬ 
ticular  reference  is  the  so-called  yMal- 
medy  case,  which  resulted  in  the^  von- 
viction  of  73  Germans  accused  oi  mur¬ 
dering  American  prisoners  of  wa/ at  var¬ 
ious  places  during  the  Battl/  of  the 
Bulge.  The  largest  mass  murder  was 
the  shooting  of  142  unarmed- American 
soldiers  who  had  surrenderafid  and  were 
grouped  in  a  field  at  the  Malmedy  cross¬ 
roads.  Forty-four  of  thes^  accused  were 
sentenced  to  death.  Through  normal  re¬ 
view  procedures  of  the  /Lrmy  this  num¬ 
ber  was  reduced  to  Ik.  Gen.  Lucius 
Clay  then jmade  a  personal  study  of  these 
12  cases  and  affirmed  the  death  sen¬ 
tences  for  6  of  themyand  exercised  clem¬ 
ency  in  the  case  of /the  other  6. 

Some  18  months  after  the  conviction 
of  these  accused/a  large  number  of  af¬ 
fidavits,  many  of  which  were  proven  by 
the  subcommittee  to  be  false  in  whole 
or  in  part,  wire  disseminated  through 
various  media  throughout  the  United 
States.  Organizations  such  as  the  Na¬ 
tional  Council  for  the  Prevention  of  War 
interested  themselves,  and  the  propa¬ 
ganda  drums  began  to  beat  to  save  the 
lives  of  f  these  six  convicted  Nazi  mur¬ 
derers  and  to  lay  the  groundwork  for 
the  ultimate  freedom  of  all  those  who 
were/convicted  of  these  crimes.  The 
motivations  in  back  of  these  efforts  were 
nop  clear.  The  subcommittee  received 
certain  competent  evidence  which  led  it 
tb  believe  that  one  motivation  was  the 


desire  of  Communist  groups  to  destroy 
the  prestige  of  American  Military  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  Germany.  Whether  this  was 
a  fact  or  not  it  is  certain  that  the  effect 
of  these  efforts  was  materially  to'  dis¬ 
turb  the  German  people  and  to /lessen 
the  standing  of  the  American  Military 
Government  in  Germany. 

As  a  result  of  its  studies  the' subcom¬ 
mittee  was  fully  convinced  that  if  any 
injustices  had  been  done  to  the  accused 
in  these  cases  it  had  been  more  than 
rectified  by  subsequent  reviews  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Clay’s  action. 

When  General  Handy  released  his  de¬ 
cision  on  these  and  other  prisoners  in 
Landsberg,  he  issued  a  press  release,  No. 
5191,  dated  January  31,  1951.  In  this 
release  he  repeated  the  details  of  the 
crimes  committed  by  these  men  and 
stated,  among  other  things,  that  the 
commutation  of  the  death  sentences  did 
not  mean  that  there  is  any  doubt  what¬ 
soever  that  they  were  guilty  of  the 
offenses  charged. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  know  what 
political  considerations  have  influenced 
General  Handy  in  his  decision.  This  is 
as  much  a  mystery  to  me  as  the  great 
effort  made  by  various  individuals  to 
influence  this  case  in  the  past.  I  do 
know,  however,  that  as  a  result  of  these 
efforts  there  are  six  guilty  Germans  who 
will  not  pay  the  death  penalty  and  I 
suspect  will  be  freed  through  the  same 
type  of  pressure  within  a  very  short 
time — I  do  know  that  the  practice  of 
murdering  prisoners  of  war  is  being  con¬ 
tinued  by  the  enemies  we  are  facing 
today — and  certainly  we  all  know  that 
they  should  feel  free  to  murder  prisoners 
because  we  have  so  clearly  shown  that 
we  will  not  punish  them  for  doing  it. 

Mr.  President,  the  other  effect  is  simply 
this — by  our  actions  we  have  repudiated 
the  difficult,  tedious,  conscientious  work 
that  was  carried  out  by  our  various  mili¬ 
tary  courts  in  Germany — we  have  re¬ 
pudiated  the  decisions  of  men  like  Gen. 
Lucius  Clay,  whose  opinion  in  this 
case  was  as  thorough,  as  complete,  and 
as  convincing  as  can  be  found  in  the 
history  of  such  cases — and  in  essence  we 
have  laid  the  ground  work  for  the  re¬ 
pudiation  of  the  theory  of  punishment 
of  war  crimes. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  little  else  that 
needs  to  be  said  on  this  matter.  I  dis¬ 
agree  so  thoroughly  and  completely  with 
the  action  of  General  Handy  that  I  want 
the  record  to  show  that  fact.  I  can 
only  hope  that  some  .divine  miracle  will 
open  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  we  must 
punish  such  criminals  when  we  find  them 
and  that  by  prompt  punishment  we  may 
cause  potential  murderers,  operating  un¬ 
der  the  guise  of  war  conditions,  to  check 
their  murdering  hands.  \ 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  at  this  point  the  neiVs  release 
by  General  Handy,  with  reference  to 
his  commutation  of  the  sentences  in 
question. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  news 
release  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Gen.  Thomas  *  T.  Handy,  commander  in 
chief,  European  command,  announced  today 
his  final  action  in  the  cases  of  the  13  war 
criminals  under  his  jurisdiction  who  are  now 
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lane  to  the  amendment  which  already 
iJ&s  been  adopted.  I  am  simply  asking 
thtet  the  substitute  be  printed.  The  Par¬ 
liamentarian  has  advised  me  that  if  con- 
sent\Ts  given,  the  substitute  can  be 
printed  and  can  be  made  available  to  the 
conferees,  for  their  use. 

Mr.  kcFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  nonobjection  to  that. 

The  Vl6p  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

HIGH  COST  ’of  LIVING  IN  MILWAUKEE, 
\  WIS. 

Mr.  WILEY!'  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  a  statement  I  have  prepared 
relative  to  the  high  cost  of  living,  par¬ 
ticularly  its  impa^|  upon  the  city  of 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  to  have  printed  at 
the  end  of  my  statement  a  telegram  from 
the  mayor  of  Milwaukee. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  and  telegram  werfe  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record,  as\follows:  , 

Statement  ey  Senator  Wiley 

On  Sunday  there  was  released  a  news 
story  showing  the  cost  of  livina  in  the  city 
of  Milwaukee  as  the  highest  of  ^ny  city  in 
the  United  States.  The  Bureaus  of  Labor 
Statistics  which  had  checked  prites  in  34 
big  cities  last  October  found  thatVn  Wis¬ 
consin’s  largest  city  a  modest  but  adequate 
annual  budget  for  a  family  of  four  Would 
require  an  income  of  $3,933.  Washington, 
D.  C.,  was  second  in  that  such  a  budget 
would  require  an  income  of  $3,926.  in¬ 
cluded  hi  the  budget  were  costs  of  goo^s, 
rents,  services,  personal  taxes,  social-seci 
rity  deductions,  occupational  expenses,  anc 
life  insurance. 

In  the  city  of  Milwaukee  there  is  a  high 
cost  of  living  committee  appointed  by  Mayor 
Zeidler  which  has  been  working  on  this, 
critical  problem.  Today  I  received  a  tele/ 
gram  from  Mayor  Zeidler  expressing  hjs 
deep  concern  over  the  inadequacy  of  the 
checks  thus  far  against  the  continued  ram¬ 
pant  high  cost  of  living.  I  believe  tha^  the 
mayor  reflected  the  sentiments  of  thy  peo¬ 
ple  of  his  great  city.  Certainly,  the  oiiddle- 
income  and  low-income  bracket  p^sbple  of 
the  Nation  have  more  and  m^-e  been 
squeezed  by  the  price  spiral. 

This  has  been  due  in  considerable  part 
to  the  fact  that  the  administration  un¬ 
fortunately  failed  to  use  for  a  long,  long 
time  the  powers  which  Congress  gave  it  to 
control  inflation.  The  administration  has 
been  critical  of  the  price-control  law  which 
Congress  wrote.  But  even'  if  the  law  were 
as  inadequate  as  the  administration  con¬ 
tends  (and  I  for  one  yery  definitely  dis¬ 
agree  that  it  is  so  inadequate),  even  if  that 
weri  the  case,  the  administration  has  hardly 
demonstrated  a  driving  will,  intention,  and 
organization  to  set  the  situation  right.  In¬ 
stead,  it  has  stumbled  and  fumbled  in  a 
way  that  makes  /very  American  wonder 
whether  a  single/  constructive  lesson  was 
learned  from  our  World  War  II  OPA-WPB 
experience.  •  / 

Moreover,  tlje  administration  has  chosen 
to  convey  to  Ahe  American  public  the  im¬ 
pression  that  it  could  “have  its  cake  and 
eat  it  too.”  '  It  has  given  the  impression  to 
organized  /abor,  for  example,  that  wages 
could  continue  to  rise  without  a  resultant 
rise  in  pfices.  It  has  given  the  impression 
that  stakes  could  occur  as  usual,  ignoring 
the  co/sequences  of  the  loss  of  production 
in  aggravating  inflation. 

It/s  obvious  that  speeches  are  not  going 
to  solve  this  problem,  but  that  decisive 
acjrton  on  the  part  of  price  and  wage  sta¬ 
bilization  officers  are  necessary.  Obviously, 
sacrifices  on  the  part  of  every  American 
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will  be  necessary  if  this  inflation  problem  is, 
to  be  met  head-on.  And  when  I  say  every 
American,  I  mean  business,  labor,  agricul¬ 
ture,  and,  yes,  government  appointive  a/id 
elective  officers  as  well.  / 

There  has  been  too  much  greed  in^  too 
many  quarters,  and  this  greed  has  not  been 
confined  to  any  one  single  economic,  group. 
There  has  been  too  much  of  a  tendency  to 
pretend  that  only  the  other  fellow  must 
make  sacrifices.  Inflation,  however,  is  not 
the  sort  of  situation  that  George-<-the  other 
fellow — can  take  care  of.  Just/ how  much 
can  be  accomplished  at  this  late  stage  in 
reversing  the  forces  of  inflati/n  is  open  to 
serious  doubt.  Inflation  tedfls  to  be  irre¬ 
versible  in  a  period  such  as/this.  At  least, 
however,  we  can  secure  sorfnd,  sensible  ad¬ 
ministration  so  that  inflat&n  makes  no  fur¬ 
ther  headway  over  and /above  •  its  present 
peak. 

Milwaukee,  Wis  ../February  26,  1951. 
Senator  Alexander  Wiley, 

United  States  Sfnate,  — 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

I  call  your  atteiKion  to  the  news  story  of 
Sunday,  February 25,  that  the  cost  of  living 
in  Milwaukee  is/the  highest  in  the  United 
States  as  of  October  1950.  Since  that  month 
the  forces  of  jtifiation  in  this  locality  have 
continued  t cJ  operate  so  that  undoubtedly 
the  cost  of  lping  is  higher.  According  to  the 
Bureau  of  labor  Statistics  a  modest  budget 
for  a  f am ffy  of  four  in  Milwaukee  is  $3,933, 
meaning  /hat  an  average  earner  should  make 
$76  a  w@ek.  I  urge  you  to  place  into  early 
effect  necessary  checks  on  this  trend  to  pro¬ 
tect  Mrge  sections  of  middle-  and  low- 
inconfe  groups  from  great  impoverishment. 

Frank  P.  Zeidler, 

Mayor  of  Milwaukee. 
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MESSAGES  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 

/  Messages  in  writing  from  the  Presi- 
V'dent  of  the  United  States  were  commu- 
Anicated  to  the  Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one 
tf  his  secretaries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

.  message  frrom  the  House  Qf  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
HousAhad  disagreed  to  the  amendment 
of  the  '^Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  1)  to 
authorize  the  payment  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  Veterans’  Affairs  of  a  gratuitous 
indemity  te  survivors  of  members  of  the 
Armed  Fortes  who  die  in  active  serv¬ 
ice,  and  f on  other  purposes;  agreed  to 
the  conference  asked  by  the  Senate  on 
the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses 
thereon,  and  yiat  Mr.  Rankin,  Mr. 
Allen  of  Louisitma,  Mr.  Teague,  Mr.  El¬ 
liott,  Mrs.  Rogers  of  Massachusetts,  Mr. 
Kearney,  and  Mn  O’Konski  were  ap¬ 
pointed  managers\n  the  part  of  the 
House  at  the  conference. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  bill  (H.  R.  2262)  to 
authorize  the  attendance  of  the  United 
States  Marine  Banc}  at  the  celebration 
of  the  one  hundred  and  seventy-fifth  an¬ 
niversary  of  the  fortification  of  Dor¬ 
chester  Heights,  Mass.,  and  the  evacua¬ 
tion  of  Boston,  Mass.,  by  the.  British,  to 
be  held  in  South  Boston,  Mass.,  on  March 
17,  1951,  in  which  it  requested  the  con¬ 
currence  of  the  Senate. 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  message  further  announced  that 
the  Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to 
the  enrolled  bill  (H.  R.  1001)  to  author¬ 
ize  the  construction  of  modern  naval 
vessels,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  it 
was  signed  by  the  Vice  President. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  there  are 
no  further  routine  matters,  the  Chair 
lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfinished 
business,  which  is  Senate  bill  1. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  To  Senate 
bill  1  the  committee  has  reported  an 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute, 
which  will  be  regarded  as  the  text  of 
the  bill.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas  obtained  the 
floor. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  quorum  call  on 
condition  that  he  does  not  lose  the  floor? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  de¬ 
lighted  to  yield  under  those  conditions. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
this  is  a  very  important  bill.  Inasmuch 
as  the  announcement  that  we  would  not 
have  a  quorum  call  immediately  upon 
convening  was  made  only  yesterday,  now 
that  routine  morning  business  has  been 
transacted,  I  deem  it  important  to  have 
a  quorum  call  before  the  Senator  from 
Texas  begins  his  presentation.  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Texas  not  to  yield  for 
insertions  in  the  Record  after  he  begins 
his  remarks.  That  is  the  only  way  we 
can  proceed  in  an  orderly  manner. 
Senators  who  desire  to  transact  routine 
business  should  be  on  the  floor  at  12 
o’clock. 

Mi’.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Anderson 

Hill 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hoey 

Murray 

Butler,  Md. 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Byrd 

Hunt 

O'Conor 

Cain 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Carlson 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Connally 

Kem 

Schoeppel 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Dirksen 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Duff 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Eastland 

Lodge 

Taft 

Eeton 

Long 

Thye 

Ellender 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Flanders 

McFarland 

Welker 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Wherry 

George 

Magnuson 

Wiley 

Gillette 

Malone 

Williams 

Hayden 

Martin. 

Young 

Hendrickson 

Millikln 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senators  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Benton  and  Mr.  McMahon]  and  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clements! 
are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr. 
Frear],  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  ,  and  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank]  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate  on  official  committee 
business. 
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The  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  [Mr. 
Green]  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  SmathersI  are  absent  on  public 
business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster]  ,  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capehart],  and  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  McCarthy]  are  neces¬ 
sarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Ben¬ 
nett]  is  absent  on  official  business  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present.  The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson]  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  today  we  have  arrived  at  a  moment 
in  history  when  we  must  decide  whether 
we  shall  indulge  ourselves  again  in  the 
temporary  an  ’  false  comfort  of  unpre¬ 
paredness,  or  whether  we  shall  take  the 
realistic,  hard -headed  course  of  full  pre¬ 
paredness. 

A  prepared  nation  can  control  its  own 
destiny.  An  unprepared  nation  has  its 
destiny  controlled  by  aggressors. 

From  the  lessons  of  history  as  I  read 
them,  the  last  remaining  hope  for  peace 
in  the  world  is  for  America  to  give  evi¬ 
dence  of  its  determination  and  its  ca¬ 
pacity  to  defend  the  peace. 

Mr.  President,  in  1945  there  were 
1,820,000,000  people  in  th#  western 
sphere.  Today  there  are  only  725,000,- 
000  people  in  this  same  sphere,  a  reduc¬ 
tion  of  more  than  a  billion  people. 

In  1945  there  were  193,000,000  people  in 
the  Soviet  sphere.  Today  there  are  795,- 
000,000  people  under  the  iron  heel  of  the 
Politburo,  while  740,000,000  people  claim 
neutrality. 

While  the  number  of  free  people  in  the 
world  has  been  more,  than  halved  in  only 
5  years,  the  number  of  people  behind  the 
iron  curtain  has  increased  over  four 
times  as  the  Soviet  Union  blackjacked  its 
way  to  further  conquests. 

The  free  are  now  outnumbered.  The 
swift  passage  of  time  has  balanced  the 
manpower  scales  against  us. 

Too  often,  we  have  neglected  to  follow 
the  teachings  of  the  old  proverb,  “Do  not 
put  off  until  tomorrow  what  you  can  do 
today.”  Instead  we  have  twisted  it 
around  and  said,  “Do  not  do  today  what 
you  can  put  off  until  tomorrow,  because 
then  you  may  not  have  to  do  it.” 

But  we  have  always  had  tc  do  it. 

We  had  better  do  today  what  should 
have  been  done  in  the  many  yesterdays. 

Unpreparedness  is  an  invitation  to  dis¬ 
aster. 

The  first  essential  of  any  preparedness 
program  is  now,  as  it  has  always  been, 
the  strength  of  our  fighting  forces  under 
arms  and  in  the  Reserve. 

Technology  has  not  outmoded  this 
fundamental.  Conquests  are  made  by 
men.  Men  must  be  had  to  defend 
against  the  aggressors.  No  nation  is 
prepared  until  its  male  citizens  are 
trained  to  fight. 

The  second  essential  of  preparedness 
is  the  preservation  of  a  constant  state 
of  readiness. 


Throughout  our  history  one  thing 
about  America  has  been  certain.  Our 
enemies  have  been  able  to  rely  upon  our 
weakness  while  we  have  not  been  able  to 
rely  upon  our  strength. 

Thus  £he  two  things  that  America 
must  have  now  are  men  for  the  moment 
and  reserves  for  the  future. 

The  legislation  now  before  the  Senate 
is  designed  to  meet  these  two  compelling 
needs. 

This  bill  does  two  things.  It  enables 
the  military  to  raise  an  Armed  Force  of 
3,500,000  men,  and  it  assures  that  this 
Nation  will  at  all  times  have  an  adequate 
reserve  of  trained,  seasoned  men  ready 
on  short  notice  to  meet  any  challenge  to 
our  national  security. 

I  realize  that  in  this  bill  there  are  cer¬ 
tain  departures  from  the  course  we  have 
been  following  during  the  past  2  years 
since  the  Selective  Service  Act  was  re¬ 
vived  in  1948.  This  bill  lowers  the  age 
of  induction  from  19,  which  was  provided 
in  1948,  to  the  age  of  18.  This  bill  ex¬ 
tends  the  term  of  service  and  training 
from  21  months,  which  was  deemed 
adequate  in  1948,  to  26  months,  which 
the  committee  believes  is  more  realistic 
for  present  conditions.  This  bill  makes 
the  further  provision  that  a  number  of 
men  may  be  permitted  to  begin  studies  of 
critical  subjects  in  our  colleges  and  uni¬ 
versities. 

These  changes  are  not  inconsistent 
with  our  experience  and  our  practice 
during  periods  of  emergency.  The  situa¬ 
tion  existing  in  the  world  today  is  con¬ 
siderably  different  and  far  more  serious, 
Mr.  President,  than  the  situation  which 
existed  in  March  1948  when  the  selective 
service  legislation  was  brought  before 
Congress  for  action. 

The  lowered  induction  age  is  entirely 
consistent  with  what  this  country  has 
done  in  all  periods  of  danger  from  the 
days  of  the  colonial  wars  to  the  present. 
Eighteen-year-old  men  have  served  with 
distinction  in  all  of  the  Nation’s  strugles. 
It  is  neither  novel  nor  unique  for  the 
18-year-old  to  contribute  a  portion  of  his 
time  to  the  defense  of  his  country. 

Some,  I  realize,  would  prefer  to  exempt 
men  of  age  18  from  service.  This  bill 
provides  all  the  safeguards  that  we  can 
afford  for  the  18-year-olds. 

So  long  as  there  are  available  I-A’s, 
useful  IV-F’s,  nonveterans,  nonfathers, 
19  through  25,  uncalled  on  the  local 
board’s  rolls,  the  18-year-old  will  not  be 
required  to  enter  military  service. 

To  those  who  disapprove  of  making 
those  between  the  ages  of  18  and  19  eligi¬ 
ble,  I  urge  a  consideration  of  what  they 
are  saying.  They  will  be  saying  that 
when  the  supply  of  eligible  men  is  ex¬ 
hausted  in  the  19  through  25  age 
bracket,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  will  not  permit  the  military  to  call 
anyone  else.  Mr.  President,  we  would 
thus  be  denying  an  imperative  need. 
Such  a  course  is  not  a  responsible  one. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  Senators  will 
want  to  pursue  it. 

If  we  do  not  authorize  the  military  to 
take  the  men  between  18  and  19,  the 
only  recourse  that  we  can  follow  in  meet¬ 
ing  the  demands  for  military  manpower 
would  be  to  require  that  the  veterans  of 
.World  War  II,  many  of  whom  were 


called  into  the  service  at  age  18,  serve 
again.  That  is  the  only  group  of  men 
left  from  which  sufficient  numbers 
could  be  drawn  to  bolster  our  military 
strength. 

Do  you  wish  to  say  to  the  veterans  of 
World  War  II  that  more  is  expected  of 
them  and  their  generation  than ’is  ex¬ 
pected  of  the  generation  now  between 
18  and  19?  I,  for  one,  am  unwilling  to 
ask  that  they  sacrifice  more,  under  pres¬ 
ent  conditions. 

Taking  the  men  between  18  and  19 
will  to  a  minimum  degree  disrupt  their 
life  or  the  life  of  the  community.  There 
is  no  logical,  material  difference  between 
a  man  18  to  19  and  one  19  to  20,  so  far 
as  concerns  the  point  at  which  service 
eligibility  now  begins. 

Will  a  large  number  of  young  men  be 
thrown  into  combat  before  they  attain 
the  age  of  19?  Experience  shows  that  it 
takes  a  minimum  of  3  months  for  the 
Selective  Service  System  to  complete  the 
induction  process.  Consequently,  if  the 
Registration  age  is  set  at  18,  a  young  man 
would  be  at  least  18  years  and  3  months 
old  before  he  would  be  inducted.  If  we 
add  to  this  the  processing  and  travel 
from  his  home  to  his  first  station,  a 
minimum — as  the  bill  now  ‘provides — of 
4  months  of  basic  training,  plus  the  nor¬ 
mal  furlough  time,  small  unit  and 
technical  training  and  travel  time  in 
going  overseas,  the  chances  are  remark¬ 
ably  small  that  substantial  numbers  of 
young  men  inducted  for  service  will  see 
combat  before  they  have  attained  the 
age  of  19  years. 

Mr.  President,  this  estimate  does  not 
take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the 
bill  provides  that  where  it  is  necessary 
to  induct  men  between  the  ages  of  18 
and  19,  their  selection  shall  be  made  in 
such  a  manner  that  the  older  individuals 
go  first.  Thus,  those  over  18  years  and 
9  months  would  normally  be  the  first  to 
be  selected.  If  that  group  were  to  be 
exhausted,  those  in  the  age  group  18 
years  and  6  months  to  18  years  and  9 
months  would  be  the  next  selected,  and 
so  on  down  the  line  by  quarters,  but 
always  with  the  older  men  going  first. 

I  would  point  out,  Mr.  President,  that 
this  bill  protects  those  between  the  ages 
of  18  and  19  much  more  effectively  than 
would  a  provision  to  set  the  induction 
age  at,  let  us  say,  18  V2.  This  bill  specifi¬ 
cally  provides  that  the  older  men  go 
before  the  younger;  it  requires  that  the 
supply  of  men  between  the  ages  of  19 
and  25  be  exhausted  before  a  man  be¬ 
tween  the  ages  of  18  and  19  can  be 
touched.  This  is  the  sequence  of  se¬ 
curity  for  those  who  fear  for  the  welfare 
of  young  men  between  the  ages  of  18 
and  19. 

To  those  who  may  say  that  the  age 
between  18  and  19  is  too  young,  I  would 
say  that  we  have  no  desire  whatsoever 
to  induct  those  between  18  and  19  or 
any  other  group  merely  because  of  their 
age.  The  underlying  need  to  take  those 
between  18  and  19  is  the  same  as  that  to 
take  any  man  in  any  age  group.  Our 
manpower  reserve  is  small.  Our  danger 
is  great.  Underlying  all  of  the  study  on 
the  matter  of  inducting  18-  to  19-year- 
olds  is  the  frightening  realization  that 
tomorrow  or  next  week  or  next  year  we 
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may  need  all  of  the  men  we  can  find — all 
the  men  in  all  age  groups — in  order  to 
ward  off  the  brutal  blows  of  the  aggres¬ 
sor.  In  that  eventuality,  all  available 
manpower  will  be  needed  immediately. 
Any  delay,  even  for  a  few  hours,  on  that 
grim  day,  in  making  men  available  to 
selective  service,  might  prove  extremely 
costly  to  free  men  everywhere. 

The  healthiest  men,  the  men  with  the 
least  responsibility  to  family  or  com¬ 
munity,  will  go  first.  Other  groups  will 
go  as  they  are  needed,  if  they  are  needed. 

I  would  remind  the  Senate  that  most 
of  the  men  for  our  armed  services  will 
still  be  supplied  by  voluntary  enlistments. 
Most  of  the  men  in  our  Navy  and  Air 
Force  are  today  raised  by  that  means, 
and  will  continue  to  be,  in  the  future. 
This  bill  will  primarily  furnish  men  for 
the  Army.  I  think  I  need  not  remind  you, 
Mr.  President,  that  few  men  are  enlisting 
in  the  Army  today.  The  reason  is  ob¬ 
vious.  Little  can  be  done  to  build  our 
forces  by  enlistment  which  has  not  al¬ 
ready  been  done.  There,  we  are  at  a 
dead  end.  The  program  contained  in 
this  bill  must  be  adopted  if  we  are  to 
build  our  Army  to  the  strength  which  it 
needs  in  this  hour  of  decision. 

With  this  legislation,  it  is  unlikely  that 
Congress  will  have  to  pass  any  further 
legislation  for  manpower  short  of  total 
mobilization.  At  that  time  only  an 
amendment  making  veterans  eligible 
and  increasing  the  age  of  eligibility  will 
be  necessary. 

Some  argue  that  we  should  not  induct 
men  of  18  because  some  of  our  allies  are 
not  doing  so.  We  had  better  be  more 
concerned  about  and  more  watchful  of 
our  enemies  at  this  critical  hour  than  to 
be  condemning  the  plans  of  our  friends. 
Should  we  firmly  and  blindly  resolve 
ourselves  to  remain  weak  because  our 
allies  may  be  weak?  Or  should  we  set  a 
courageous  example  for  free  men  every¬ 
where  to  follow?  If  we  refuse  to  expand 
our  strength,  we  may  well  be  the  last 
generation  of  Americans  to  enjoy  liberty. 
What  has  taken  centuries  to  build  could 
then  crumble  overnight,  never  to  be  re¬ 
vived. 

Under  this  bill  the  men  inducted  into 
service  will  serve  for  26  months,  includ¬ 
ing  time  out  for  leave. 

The  present  law  is  21  months.  Twen¬ 
ty-one  months  was  adopted  in  1948 
when  none  of  our  troops  were  engaged 
in  fighting.  We  of  the  committee  do  not 
believe  that  a  21 -month  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  is  now  adequate. 

More  time  in  the  service  is  imperative 
for  the  combat  efficiency  of  our  troops. 

Subtract  training  time,  4  months; 
overseas  transportation  time,  2  to  3 
months;  leave,  1  to  2  months;  plus  ad¬ 
ditional  time  for  specialist  training,  and 
barely  12  months  of  a  man’s  time  can 
be  spent  in  effective  service.  With  a  26- 
month  term  of  service,  it  will  be  possible 
to  receive  the  benefit  of  nearly  18  months 
of  front-line  service. 

This  is  more  economical  in  terms  of 
money  and.in  terms  of  manpower.  The 
longer  the  term  of  service,  the  more  men 
are  free  from  the  duty  of  running  the 
pipeline  of  transportation  and  supply 
for  men  going  overseas  and  returning. 

The  longer  the  term  of  service,  the 
more  specialized  training  can  be  given 


to  our  men,  better  equipping  them  not 
only  for  immediate  service  but  for  ulti¬ 
mate  service  in  the  Reserves. 

The  longer  the  term  of  service,  the 
more  men  we  train  for  cadre  duty,  in 
the  event  that  we  need  such  men  to 
help  us  train  a  larger  army  in  a  hurry. 

There  is  another  important  reason  for 
this  longer  term  of  service.  It  is  not  a 
pleasant  reason,  but  we  must  face  it. 
Most  of  the  men  who  are  inducted 
through  Selective  Service  will  go  into  the 
Army.  Our  Air  Force  and  our  Navy  are 
built  upon  4-year  enlistees  and  our  Army 
is  built  upon  21 -month  inductees. 

Of  the  50,000  casualties  suffered  by 
United  States  forces  in  Korea,  the  great 
majority  of  them — as  I  remember,  a 
number  in  excess  of  38,000 — have  been 
suffered  by  the  Army.  The  ranks  of 
trained,  seasoned,  experienced  officers 
and  men  of  the  Army  have  been  seri¬ 
ously  depleted.  The  men  we  have  been 
losing  were,  by  and  large,  the  cream  of 
the  American  Army. 

Only  by  extending  the  length  of  serv¬ 
ice  to  26  months  can  we  make  and  keep 
the  Army  at  its  necessary  strength  and 
efficiency. 

If  we  desire  to  have  a  more  effective 
combat  force,  if  we  desire  a  more  effi¬ 
cient  use  of  military  manpower  through 
less  waste  in  the  pipeline  abroad,  if  we 
desire  more  trained  men,  better  trained 
in  the  technical  mysteries  of  modern 
war,  if  we  desire  to  build  a  technology- 
wise  reserve  for  the  future,  we  should 
extend  the  length  of  service. 

The  bill  provides  that,  in  order  to 
safeguard  the  necessary  flow  of  scien¬ 
tific  and  technically  trained  men  into 
the  economy,  75,000  students  shall  be  se¬ 
lected  on  a  nonpartisan,  competitive 
basis  for  college  study,  after  they  have 
completed  their  basic  military  training. 

These  students  would  not  escape  serv¬ 
ice.  Their  liability  for  service  would 
only  be  suspended  while  they  equipped 
themselves  with  the  training  essential 
to  the  functioning  of  our  economy.  To 
guard  against  favoritism,  these  students 
would  be  selected  by  a  civilian  bipartisan 
board,  nominated  by  the  President,  con¬ 
firmed  by  the  Senate. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  this  would 
not  be  the  only  group  entering  college. 
There  will  be  this  year  65,000  ROTC  stu¬ 
dents,  25,000  IV-F’s,  58,000  veterans,  and 
148,000  draft-eligible  men.  Next  year, 
there  will  be  an  increase  to  90,000  in 
ROTC’s.  This — plus  women  and  those 
men  under  the  induction  age — would 
mean  well  over  300,000  freshmen.  It 
would  be  unnecessary — from  the  educa¬ 
tional  view — and  unwise — from  the  se¬ 
curity  view — to  subtract  greater  numbers 
from  our  fighting  strength  in  this  hour 
of  peril. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sena¬ 
tor  would  permit,  I  should  like  to  finish 
my  statement  and  then  I  shall  be  de¬ 
lighted  to  attempt  to  answer  any  ques¬ 
tions  which  may  be  asked. 

We  do  not  accept  the  idea  that  all  col¬ 
leges  should  be  tinned  into  military 
training  camps.  It  would  be  most  unwise 
to  place  our  institutions  of  higher  learn¬ 
ing  under  the  thumb  of  the  military. 


There  could  be  no  more  certain  step 
toward  a  militaristic  state  than  that.  We 
want  to  safeguard  academic  freedom. 
We  do  not  want  to  reduce  our  learned 
professors  to  drill-master  status. 

Involved  as  we  now  are  in  a  struggle 
which  could  last  a  lifetime,  we  must 
adopt  a  course  which  will  keep  us  strong 
10  years  from  now — not  just  for  today. 

I  do  not  believe  it  would  be  a  re¬ 
sponsible  discharge  of  our  duty  if  we  now 
enacted  legislation  to  increase  America’s 
strength  and  placed  in  that  legislation  a 
terminal  date.  We  have  no  justification 
to  say  that  as  of  a  certain  date  the  need 
for  American  strength  will  no  longer 
exist.  No  man  in  this  Chamber  possesses 
the  crystal  ball  with  which  to  foretell  the 
future. 

To  accomplish  the  goal  of  strengthen¬ 
ing  America  for  the  future,  this  bill 
would  require  that  each  man  trained  for 
service  would  upon  completion  of  his  full 
tour  of  active  duty  remain  in  the  Reserve 
for  a  maximum  of  6  years.  His  service 
and  his  value  to  his  country  would  not  be 
lost,  nor  would  his  soldierly  skills  be 
allowed  to  disintegrate. 

Beyond  this,  the  bill  provides  that 
when  the  immediate  need  for  rapid 
mobilization  ceases,  a  program  of  univer¬ 
sal  training  shall  be  instituted,  thus 
allowing  us  to  cut  down  our  large  and 
expensive  standing  Army,  and  to  rely 
more  on  a  seasoned,  trained,  ready,  less 
expensive  Reserve.  This  program  shall 
be  under  predominantly  civilian  control. 
Such  a  program  offering  our  young  men 
4  to  6  months  of  basic  training,  would 
assure  a  constant  level  of  strength  and 
competence  in  our  Reserve  forces. 

Some  wanted  the  program  under  all¬ 
military  control.  We  concluded,  how¬ 
ever,  that  such  a  training  program 
should  be  under  civilian  control. 

Thus  we  have  adopted  the  Compton 
Commission  concept  that  the  program 
shall  be  controlled  by  a  board  of  three 
civilians,  two  military  men,  appointed  by 
the  President,  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

The  emphasis  this  bill  places  upon 
maintenance  of  an  adequate  Reserve  is 
deliberate.  America  cannot  afford  to 
maintain  at  all  times  an  excessively  large, 
active-duty  armed  force,  nor  can  this 
country  indulge  the  repeated  frenzy  of 
mobilizing  in  great  haste  once  or  twice 
each  generation. 

An  important  aspect  of  national  se¬ 
curity  is  the  strength  of  our  National 
Guard.  At  present,  all  men  enlisting  in 
the  guard  are  exempt  from  the  draft. 
This  bill  would  not  change  the  status  of 
those  in  the  guard  now — it  would  be 
wasteful  to  pull  these  men  out  of  the 
guard,  waste  their  training,  and  impair 
the  effectiveness  of  their  units. 

This  bill  permits  the  guard  to  continue**, 
to  accept  men  under  18  V2  years  and  ter9 
retain  these  men.  This  provision  will 
continue  until  such  time  as  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  finds  that  there  are  enough 
trained  men  available  from  other  sources 
to  maintain  the  required  strength  of  the 
guard. 

This  protects  the  Guard’s  strength — 
and  by  so  doing  it  protects  the  national 
interest. 

Very  briefly,  I  have  summarized  the 
operations,  the  purposes,  and  the  pat¬ 
tern  of  the  bill. 
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This  bill  is  the  product  of  the  collec¬ 
tive  judgment  of  the  13  members  of  the 
Senate’s  Armed  Services  Committee. 
The  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate  by 
a  unanimous  vote  of  the  13  members  of 
the  committee. 

In  preparing  the  bill,  we  have  aimed 
at  the  target  of  as  many  men  as  we 
need  as  rapidly  as  we  need  them.  Like¬ 
wise,  we  have  tried  to  safeguard  the  men 
and  the  Nation  from  excessive  zeal  on 
the  part  of  the  military. 

Members  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  certainly  have  made  an  effort  to 
be  prudent. 

It  is  now  our  duty  to  decide,  with  the 
guidance  of  our  conscience  and  our 
vision,  what  we  will  do. 

I  know  full  well  that  we  face  a  grave 
responsibility  as  we  deliberate  here  over 
legislation  which  will  affect  many  homes, 
many  young  men,  many  families. 

But  I  remind  the  Senate  that  the  lack 
of  adequate  legislation  on  this  subject 
will  almost  certainly  affect  all  homes,  all 
people,  all  families. 

The  American  people  look  to  us  for 
the  leadership  they  desire  and  deserve. 
They  want  us  to  lead  them  forward 
through  the  uncertain  future. 

Above  all,  I  believe  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  want  to  be  secure.  They  want  to  be 
prepared.  If  they  are  prepared,  they 
will  face  the  worst  with  calm  courage 
and  determination. 

The  free  world  today  awaits  the  lead¬ 
ership  of  America.  America  awaits  the 
leadership  of  you  and  me.  America  de¬ 
serves  that  leadership. 

Unfortunately  it  is  not  in  our  power, 
or  in  the  power  of  any  citizen,  to  choose 
that  we  prefer  to  retain  our  comforts 
rather  than  to  defend  our  Nation. 

That  option  now  rests  with  the  Soviet 
Union — not  with  us. 

This  legislation  proposed  today — this 
legislation  which  will  bolster  our  man¬ 
power  reserve — will  be  insurance  against 
this  option  ever  being  exercised. 

Mr.  President,  we  cannot,  we  must  not 
make  the  blunder  of  choosing  a  few 
months  of  self-indulgence  now  in  return 
for  eternal  misery  in  the  future. 

We  are  here  to  do,  not  what  we  would 
like  to  do,  but  what  we  should  do  and 
what  we  must  do.  The  interests  of  the 
Nation  must  prevail. 

The  facts  before  us  are  harsh.  They 
are,  nonetheless,  real.  We  do  not  know 
how  long  this  situation  will  continue. 

We  do  know  that  within  the  continen¬ 
tal  United  States  today  there  is  only  one 
equipped,  trained  combat  division  of  the 
United  States  Army  standing  ready  to 
defend  this  land. 

We  do  know  that  wre  will  live  in  con¬ 
stant,  haunting  fear  unless  we  take  the 
courageous  steps  needed  to  protect  our 
Nation. 

Boldness  and  decision  are  required. 

The  American  people  will  not  be  timid 
in  following  the  leadership  we  set  for 
them  here  today.  Let  us  not  be  timid  in 
exercising  it. 

This  bill  will  give  them  the  protection 
they  expect — yes,  the  protection  they  de¬ 
mand.  They  will  gladly  do  their  duty  as 
Americans  if  we  will  give  them  the 
chance. 

Of  some  generations  much  is  demand¬ 
ed  in  the  way  of  sacrifice  and  service  to 


their  country.  The  generation  which 
was  born  in  the  half-light  of  peace  in 
the  twenties  and  thirties  will  willingly 
meet  that  demand  today  in  order  that 
America  may  remain  free  in  the  years  to 
come.  Have  no  fear  of  that.  That  is 
the  kind  of  people  Americans  are. 

The  shrewd  and  grasping  masters  of 
the  Kremlin  are  no  doubt  watching  our 
action  here  today  with  interest,  hoping 
for  the  decision  which  we  must  not  make, 
hoping  that  we  will  fail  to  act,  as  we 
must  act. 

But,  more  important,  the  American 
people  await  our  action. 

Shall  we  once  more,  by  inaction,  ex¬ 
tend  to  our  Nation  an  invitation  to  dis¬ 
aster? 

Or  shall  we  give  the  American  people 
this  bill  which  deepens  our  manpower 
pool  by  lowering  the  induction  age? 

Shall  we  give  the  American  people  this 
proposal  which  increases  our  combat  ef¬ 
fectiveness  by  increasing  the  term  of 
service? 

Shall  we  give  the  American  people  this 
legislation  which  will  build  our  reserves 
for  emergencies  of  the  future? 

Shall  we,  through  this  measure,  con¬ 
tribute  to  national  preparedness,  bolster 
oui*  national  security,  insure  our  free¬ 
doms,  our  institutions,  and  our  very 
lives? 

We  shall,  we  must,  with  the  guidance 
of  God,  here  embark  upon  this  course  to 
redeem  humanity.  With  the  righteous 
strength,  which  centuries  of  freedom 
under  God  have  given  us,  we  cannot  fail. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  now  be  delighted 
to  yield  to  other  Senators,  and  I  yield 
first  to  the  distinguished  majority 
leader. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
first  I  wish  to  compliment  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Texas  on  his  ex¬ 
cellent  presentation  of  the  pending  leg¬ 
islation.  I  also  wish  to  commend  the 
committee  for  the  fine  work  it  has  done. 
In  my  opinion,  the  pending  bill  is  one  of 
the  most  important  that  will  come  before 
Congress  during  the  present  session.  I 
wish  now  to  ask  the  distinguished  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  one  or  two  questions,  if 
I  may,  particularly  for  emphasis. 

He  stated  that  we  had  only  one  of  two 
choices,  namely,  that  we  either  had  to 
call  into  the  military  service  men  below 
the  age  19,  or  draft  World  War  II  vet¬ 
erans.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Did  any  witness 
appear  before  the  committee  to  advocate 
that  it  would  be  better  to  draft  World 
War  II  veterans,  who  had  served  their 
country  already  in  combat,  than  to  take 
men  who  had  not  served  their  country? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  will  say  to 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  that  I 
did  not  hear  one  single  witness — and  we 
heard  more  than  100  witnesses — recom¬ 
mend  to  the  committee  that  we  redraft 
World  War  n  veterans,  many  of  whom 
had  served  at  age  18,  rather  than  dip 
into  the  18-  and  19-year-old  pool. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  As  I  understand 
the  distinguished  Senator,  the  commit¬ 
tee  did  not  really  have  any  choice  in  the 
matter.  They  had  to  go  below  age  19 
in  order  to  get  the  manpower  which 
would  be  needed  for  the  armed  services. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  one  or  two  more  ques¬ 
tions  with  reference  to  the  pending  leg¬ 
islation.  What  did  the  testimony  show 
as  to  the  chances  of  a  boy  who  was  prop¬ 
erly  trained  of  coming  back  from  com¬ 
bat,  as  compared  with  one  who  was  not 
properly  trained? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  heads 
of  the  military  services,  testified  that  a 
man  was  a  much  better  soldier  and  had 
a  much  better  chance  of  protecting  him¬ 
self  if  he  had  had  an  opportunity  to  get 
adequate  training.  The  Senator  from 
Arizona  will  no  doubt  remember  the  very 
eloquent  words  of  General  Eisenhower, 
when  he  pointed  out  to  the  committee 
the  absolute  necessity  of  giving  all  men 
adequate  training.  He  pointed  out  that 
the  fields  of  Europe  are  now  dotted  with 
little  white  crosses,  largely  as  a  result 
of  our  failure  to  give  our  men  adequate 
training.  — ■ 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  As  I  understand, 
much  has  been  said  with  regard  to  draft¬ 
ing  men  18  y2  years  old  rather  than  men 
18  years  old.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
pending  bill  really  provides  for  the  draft¬ 
ing  of  men  of  18  years  11  months,  and 
18  years  10  months.  In  other  words, 
it  scales  the  age  limits,  which  the  other 
provision  would  not  have  done.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  I  would  say  to  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  that  all  members  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  who  have 
been  maintaining  a  constant  surveil¬ 
lance  of  the  Defense  Department,  are 
aware  of  the  great  wastage  of  man¬ 
power  which  has  occurred  in  the  past 
and  is  occurring  now.  With  that  in 
mind,  we  hesitated  to  set  an  arbitrary 
age  of  18  years  6  months,  or  18  years  7 
months,  and  say  to  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment,  “You  can  take  everybody  over 
that  age  regardless  of  your  needs.” 

Therefore,  realizing  that  we  had  some¬ 
what  of  a  mandate  from  Congress  in  the 
1948  act,  in  that  Congress  was  willing 
to  draft  all  men  between  19  and  26  years 
of  age,  and  realizing  that  there  are  still 
estimated  to  be  available  approximately 
800,000  men  between  the  ages  of  19  and 
26,  the  committee,  in  the  bill  which  it 
has  reported,  says  to  the  military  au¬ 
thorities,  in  effect,  “You  must  take  every 
one  of  the  19-  to  26-year-old  men  before 
you  can  touch  anyone  between  the  age 
of  18  and  19  years.” 

Pursuing  that  reasoning  one  step  fur¬ 
ther,  we  realized  that  there  are  some 
800,000  IV-F’s  in  the  country  who  are 
between  the  ages  of  19  and  26.  In  that 
connection  the  committee  says,  “We 
want  you  to  review  every  one  of  those 
800,000  IV-F’s,  and  you  must  induct  all 
IV-F’s  who  can  be  made  eligible  under 
a  lower  test  of  mental  eligibility  before 
you  take  a  single  man  of  18  years  11 
months,  or  18  years  10  months,  or  18 
years  9  months.  Realizing  that  some 
570,000  college  students  were  deferred 
for  this  year,  and  that  June  probably 
would  be  upon  us  soon  after  the  passage 
of  the  pending  bill,  we  said,  “We  want 
you  to  comb  the  570,000  deferred  stu¬ 
dents,  from  which  group  it  is  assumed 
you  can  get  200,000,  and  induct  those 
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who  can  be  inducted  from  that  group 
before  you  touch  any  18-year-old  men.” 

Realizing  that  there  are  approximate¬ 
ly  290,000  nonveteran,  nonfathers  be¬ 
tween  the  ages  of  19  and  26,  who  had 
been  administratively  deferred,  the 
committee  said,  “You  must  take  all  of 
those  men  before  you  touch  any  18- 
year-old.  When,  if,  and  after  you  have 
taken  the  800,000  men  between  the  ages 
of  19  and  26,  the  200,000  college  stu¬ 
dents,  the  100,000  IV-F’s,  and  the  300,- 
000  nonveterans,  nonfathers,  making  a 
total  of  approximately  1,400,000  men, 
you  may,  under  this  bill,  take  those  who 
are  18  years,  9  months  to  18  years,  12 
months.  When  you  have  done  that,  you 
make  take  those  who  are  18  years,  6 
months  to  18  years,  9  months.  After 
that  you  may  take  those  who  are  18 
yeai'S,  3  months  to  18  years,  6  months.” 
However,  under  this  bill  no  one  is  likely 
to  be  taken  before  he  is  18  years  and  3 
months  old,  because  a  man  registers 
when  he  is  18  years  old,  and  it  takes 
about  90  days  to  induct  him  after  regis-f 
tration, 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Would  the  Sena¬ 
tor  mind  explaining  the  provision  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  completion  of  high-school 
courses  by  boys  now  in  high  school. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No  boy  who 
is  now  in  high  school  pursuing  a  satis¬ 
factory  course  of  study  may  be  taken  be¬ 
fore  he  is  19  years  of  age. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Unless  he  has 
completed  high  school. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No  boy  who 
is  presently  in  high  school. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mi’.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  I  understand, 
there  is  no  prohibition  in  the  bill  against 
sending  boys  under  19  into  active  com¬ 
bat.  I  am  correct,  am  I  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  is  correct. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  the  Senator 
indicate  what  the  probability  is  of  a  boy 
under  19  actually  engaging  in  active 
combat? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  A  great 
deal  depends,  I  think,  on  when  the  com¬ 
bat  would  occur.  My  guess  is  not  an 
educated  guess.  It  is  no  better  than 
that  of  any  other  Member  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  However,  I  will  say  that  the  mili¬ 
tary  authorities,  beginning  with  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall  and  going  through  the 
list  of  members  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staif,  have  stated  that  they  felt  that  un¬ 
der  the  bill  as  they  recommended  it, 
without  the  priorities  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  put  into  it,  they  could  not  see  any 
likelihood  of  sending  boys  under  19  into 
combat.  However,  they  stated  that  if  a 
restriction  were  put  in  the  bill  saying 
that  no  person  may  be  shipped  overseas 
or  sent  into  a  unit  which  is  going  into 
combat  before  he  reaches  the  age  of  19, 
they  would  be  confronted  with  a  very 
difficult  situation.  So,  instead  of  plac¬ 
ing  that  restriction  in  the  bill,  which  the 
committee  carefully  considered  for  the 
first  week  of  the  hearing,  the  commit¬ 
tee  said,  “How  many  men  have  you  to¬ 
day?”  They  replied,  “Roughly,  two  and 


one-half  million.”  We  asked,  “What  is 
the  ceiling  on  the  armed  services?” 
They  said,  “Three  and  a  half  million.” 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  At  that  point - 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Just  a  mo¬ 
ment.  The  Senator  asked  a  question.  I 
want  to  tell  him  what  we  have  done 

Then  we  said,  “So  you  need  an  addi¬ 
tional  1,000,000  men?” 

They  said,  “Correct” 

We  said,  “You  need  a  pipeline  of  600,- 
000.  That  makes  1,600,000.”  They  re¬ 
plied,  “That  is  correct.” 

So  we  took  the  groups  which  are  un¬ 
touched,  which  add  up  to  1,400,000,  and 
we  said,  “Take  those  1,400,000,  and  when 
you  have  taken  all  of  them  you  can  draw 
on  the  last  quarter  of  the  group  between 
18  and  19,  and  get  200,000” 

Therefore  we  attempted,  by  setting 
up  priorities,  to  accomplish  the  purpose 
which  the  Senator  has  in  mind,  to  in¬ 
sure  that  no  person  shall  be  sent  into 
combat  until  he  reaches  the  age  of  19 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  the  infor¬ 
mation  I  am  trying  to  elicit  from  the 
Senator,  so  as  to  give  assurance  to 
fathers  and  mothers  that  if  this  bill  is 
enacted,  as  presented,  the  probability  of 
a  boy  under  19  being  called  into  active 
combat  duty  is  remote. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  will  say 
to  the  Senator  that  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  testified  that  it  is  unlikely  that 
any  person  below  18  years  and  6  months 
of  age  will  be  taken  this  year.  The  law 
requires  that  he  be  given  4  months’  train¬ 
ing,  and  2  weeks’  leave  before  going 
overseas.  Two  weeks  are  required  for 
processing.  That  makes  an  additional 
month,  or  a  total  of  5  months.  If  a  boy 
is  taken  at  18  years  and  6  months,  and 
has  4  months  of  training,  2  weeks  of 
leave,  and  2  weeks  of  processing,  by  that 
time  he  will  be  18  years  and  11  months 
of  age.  Then  if  he  goes  to  the  Pacific 
theater,  which  requires  2  months,  he  will 
be  19  years  and  1  month  of  age  before  he 
arrives. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  A  moment  ago  the 
Senator  gave  us  some  figures  as  to  the 
needed  manpower  for  our  Armed  Forces. 
I  should  like  to  ask  him  for  a  little  de¬ 
tail.  As  I  understand,  the  goal  set  is 
3,500,000  men  by  1953. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Three  mil¬ 
lion  four  hundred  and  sixty-two  thou¬ 
sand  men. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Almost  3,500,000. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  state¬ 
ment  is  that  the  military  authorities 
want  to  reach  that  goal  as  quickly  as 
possible. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  is  the  goal,  at 
any  rate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  They  esti¬ 
mate  that  they  will  not  be  able  to  do 
it  by  June  30,  although  they  hope  they 
can. 

—  Ml’.  ELLENDER.  Can  the  Senator 
give  us  the  breakdown  of  that  figure  as 
it  relates  to  all  the  services? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas,  Roughly, 
1,000,000  men  for  the  Navy  and  Marines, 
1,016,000  for  the  Air  Force,  and  1,400,000- 
plus  for  the  Army. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  As  the  Senator  has 
indicated,  the  manpower  for  the  Navy 
and  Air  Forces  is  obtained  on  a  more  or 
less  voluntary  basis. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  So  long  as 
we  have  a  draft  law. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  With  respect  to  the 
Army,  the  figure  which  the  Senator 
stated  was  1,000,000  plus. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  One  million 
four  hundred  thousand. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  How  does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  expect  to  obtain  them?  He  stated 
a  moment  ago  that  800,000  would  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  category  of  men  between 
19  and  26.  Am  I  correct  in  that? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  sorry; 
I  got  the  first  part  of  the  Senator’s  ques¬ 
tion,  and  I  was  trying  to  give  the  answer 
to  it.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator  wants 
to  know  how  we  are  going  to  get  the 
1,400,000  for  the  Army. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  states 
that  the  number  of  men  which  will  be 
needed  for  the  Army  under  present  plans 
is  1,400,000. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes.  About 
700,000  of  those  are  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  From  where  would 
the  Senator  expect  to  obtain  the  others? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  estimate 
that  we  shall  probably  get  500,000  or  600,- 
000  under  the  terms  of  this  bill.  We  are 
to  have  an  Armed  Force  of  3,500,000.  The 
bill  would  draft  only  about  500,000  this 
fiscal  year.  We  would  get  a  couple  of 
hundred  thousand  from  the  reserves. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Can  the  Senator  be 
more  specific?  A  moment  ago  he  indi¬ 
cated  that  800,000  would  be  obtained 
from  the  group  between  19  and  26  that 
are  not  married.  From  married  men 
between  19  and  26,  with  no  children,  he 
expects  to  obtain  200,000.  Am  I  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  From  the 
category  of  nonveterans  and  nonfathers 
there  is  a  potential  total  of  290,000.  The 
Senator  gives  that  as  an  estimate  of  those 
who  are  available. 

I  want  to  be  specific.  The  Senator 
from  Louisiana  wants  me  to  be  specific, 
but  it  is  very  difficult  for  the  Senator 
from  Texas  to  determine  how  many 
husbands  now  childless  will  show  up  with 
a  child  before  they  are  drafted.  We 
are  starting  now  with  an  estimate  of 
290,000. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That,  of  course,  will 
have  to  be  taken  into  consideration  at 
the  proper  time.  What  I  should  like 
to  find  out  is  simply  this:  When  will  it 
become  necessary  to  make  the  first  call 
for  boys  under  19?  In  other  words,  I 
would  like  to  find  out  where  the  men 
will  be  obtained  before  we  dip  down  into 
the  group  of  18  years  and  9  months  of 
age.  I  believe  that  if  the  Senator  can 
give  sufficient  detail  on  that  point  to 
support  his  view,  it  will  tend  to  give  as¬ 
surance  to  fathers  and  mothers  that  they 
need  not  fear  that  a  boy  under  19  will 
be  called  for  active  combat. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  desire  to 
be  specific  for  the  benefit  of  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana.  I  also  desire  to  be 
frank.  It  is  difficult  for  the  Senator 
from  Texas,  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  or  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
answer  that  question  as  specifically  as 
the  Senator  would  like. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Can  the  Senator 
give  us  an  estimate? 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  is  diffi¬ 
cult  to  be  as  specific  as  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana  wants  us  to  be.  The  first 
thing  to  determine  is  how  large  the  call 
is.  That  will  depend  to  some  extent  upon 
the  facilities  which  are  available  to  take 
care  of  the  men.  The  military  author¬ 
ities  are  asking  the  Appropriations 
Committee  and  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  for  authority  to  expand  those 
facilities.  The  speed  with  which  the 
men  will  be  called  will  depend  upon 
whether  we  give  them  such  authority, 
and  the  speed  with  which  they  can  ex¬ 
pand  the  facilities.  We  know  that  ap¬ 
proximately  1,400,000  men  would  be 
made  eligible  under  the  terms  of  the  bill, 
before  we  touch  the  18-year-olds.  As 
to  how  quickly  we  can  get  the  facilities 
ready  to  take  care  of  the  1,400,000,  the 
Senator’s  guess  is  as  good  as  mine.  The 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  wandered 
into  that  field  of  speculation  by  saying 
that  she  was  reasonably  confident  that 
not  a  single  boy  under  19  would  be 
drafted  before  July  of  this  year,  and  ^ 
that  during  the  entire  fiscal  year  1952 r 
no  one  under  18  years  and  6  months 
would  be  called.  That  is  assuming  that 
we  are  not  in  total  mobilization. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  must  have  mis¬ 
understood  the  Senator  from  Texas.  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  number 
of  men  needed  for  the  Army  is  1,400,000. 
Am  I  correct  in  my  understanding? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  said  1,400,000  would 
have  to  be  called  before  18-year-olds 
could  be  taken. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Out  of  the  three  and 
one-half  million  men  who  will  be  taken 
for  duty,  what  is  the  total  number  who 
will  be  in  the  Army? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not 
have  that  figure.  We  will  have  about 
1,400,000  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  How  many  are  in 
the  Army  now? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  A  little  more 
than  1,000,000. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  A  little  more  than 
1,000,000.  So  it  is  necessary  to  call  about 
400,000? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  would  be 
necessary  to  call  only  that  number  if 
those  now  in  the  service  were  frozen 
there  for  the  remainder  of  their  lives. 
But  the  Senator  understands  that  the 
service  of  men  in  the  Army  is  constantly 
ending? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understand;  but 
in  the  meantime  more  men  become 
eligible  for  duty. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  follow  the 
Senator’s  question.  What  he  is  not 
taking  into  consideration  is  that  more 
than  800,000  men  will  leave  the  serv¬ 
ice  during  the  coming  year.  They 
have  served  their  time.  They  must  be 
replaced. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes;  I  understand. 
But  as  men  complete  their  term  of  serv¬ 
ice  more  men  become  eligible,  as  I  have 
previously  stated. 

Mi*.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  it  will  be  necessary  to 
add  a  million  men  to  the  two  and  one- 
half  million  in  order  to  get  three  and 
one-half  million.  In  order  to  obtain  this 
million  by  enlistments  and  induction,  it 


is  necessary  to  have  a  pipeline  of  600,000. 
So  we  start  out  with  a  potential  of  1,600,- 
000.  Of  that  1,600,000,  1,400,000  are  in 
the  19-  to  26-age  group.  So,  assuming 
1,000,000  to  be  a  mathematical  certainty, 
there  will  be  1,400,000  in  the  priority 
groups  and  200,000  from  the  18-year-old 
groups.  Does  the  Senator  follow  me? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Yes.  Judging  from 
what  the  Senator  has  just  said,  the  only 
class  of  boys  under  19  who  would  be 
called  would  be  those  reaching  18  years 
and  9  months;  I  mean  the  probabilities 
are  that  that  is  what  it  will  be  rele¬ 
gated  to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  safer  statement  to  say  18 
years  and  7  months  or  18  years  and  8 
months. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  So  that  if  it  requires 
as  many  as  90  days  for  induction,  and, 
under  the  bill,  a  minimum  of  4  months 
of  actual  training,  then  we  can  con¬ 
clude  that  no  boy  could  be  assigned  to 
combat  service  until  he  has  reached  the 
age  of  19  or  more. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  is  correct.  And  if  he  should  be  sent 
to  the  Pacific  area  there  would  be  2 
months  travel  time  added.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  has  made  some  valuable  contribu¬ 
tions  to  the  debate.  He  ought  to  add 
2  months  travel  time  if  the  soldier  goes 
to  the  Pacific. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  That  would  make 
him  2  months  older. 

As  I  understand,  the  bill  provides  for 
universal  military  training.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Texas  be  specific  and  tell 
us  exactly  how  we  would  go  about  es¬ 
tablishing  universal  military  training, 
and  when  it  can  be  expected? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  cannot  guess  when  the 
international  situation  will  permit  us  to 
reduce  the  time. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Will  he  indicate  the 
conditions  under  which  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  may  come  into  being? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Under  the 
bill  we  provide  for  a  26 -month  period 
of  time  of  service,  but  we  also  provide 
that  when  international  conditions  per¬ 
mit,  the  President  may  reduce  the  term 
of  service  from  26  months  to  18  months, 
to  12  months,  or  not  below  from  4  to  6 
months.  When  international  conditions 
permit,  and  we  have  an  adequate  re¬ 
serve;  when  we  have  a  small  standing 
army,  it  is  contemplated  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  will  reduce  the  term  of  service  from 
26  months  to  from  4  to  6  months,  cutting 
20  months  off  the  time  of  service,  but 
never  having  it  below  4  months.  The 
bill  provides  that  if  the  President  does 
not  do  that,  and  if  the  Congress  feels 
that  the  international  conditions  are 
such  that  the  term  of  service  should  be 
reduced,  and  still  have  a  basic  training 
program  of  from  4  to  6  months,  Con¬ 
gress  itself  could  act  so  as  not  to  require 
a  man  to  give  more  than  from  4  to  6 
months  of  service.  The  subcommittee 
did  not  include  such  a  provision,  but  the 
full  committee,  after  making  several  im¬ 
provements  to  the  bill,  wrote  in  an 
amendment  providing  that  Congress 
could,  by  concurrent  resolution,  any  time 
it  saw  fit,  reduce  the  term  of  service. 


The  Senator  asked  the  question  when 
this  will  be  done.  In  connection  with  the 
adoption  of  universal  military  training, 
the  bill  provides  that  whenever  interna¬ 
tional  conditions,  as  determined  by  the 
President,  permit  a  reduction  in  the  term 
of  service,  he  can  take  such  action  or 
whenever  the  Congress  decides  that  we 
should  make  such  reduction,  it  can  do 
so  by  concurrent  resolution. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Very  well.  But  sup¬ 
pose  the  time  should  come  when  the 
President  could  act,  that  is,  if  the  inter¬ 
national  situation  should  improve,  as  I 
understand  from  reading  the  report  of 
the  committee  it  states  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  could  establish  universal  military 
training  by  merely  issuing  an  Executive 
order  eliminating  all  periods  of  service 
with  the  exception  of  providing  for  a 
minimum  of  4  months  and  a  maximum 
of  6  months  for  18-year-olds.  Am  I  cor¬ 
rect  in  that  statement?  \ 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not  re¬ 
call  that  the  report  says  that  is  the  only 
way  it  can  be  done.  It  can  be  done  either 
by  Executive  order  of  the  President  or 
by  concurrent  resolution  of  Congress.  If 
the  President  reduces  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  he  can  put  UMT  in  operation  by  Ex¬ 
ecutive  order,  or  Congress  can  put  it  into 
effect  by  concurrent  resolution. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  speaking  sole¬ 
ly  of  universal  military  training.  I  am 
not  talking  about  shortening  the  terms 
of  service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  change 
can  be  made  in  two  ways — either  by 
Executive  order  of  the  President  or  by 
concurrent  resolution  of  Congress. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Very  well.  I  under¬ 
stand  that.  Assuming  that  the  President 
should  issue  such  an  order,  or  that  Con¬ 
gress  should  act,  what  then  would  be  the 
procedure?  Would  boys  of  18  years  be 
inducted? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  bill, 
as  reported,  is  passed,  yes;  they  would 
be  inducted  to  serve  from  4  to  6  months. 
They  would  be  inducted  to  serve  for  not 
less  than  4  and  not  more  than  6  months. 
They  would  be  paid  $30  a  month.  They 
would  serve  under  rules,  regulations, 
policies,  and  standards  promulgated  by 
a  Universal  Military  Service  Training 
Commission  with  a  membership  of  five 
persons,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate,  con¬ 
sisting  of  three  civilians  and  two  active 
or  retired  members  of  the  Regular  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  At  what  age  would 
boys  be  required  to  report  for  universal 
military  training? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  At  18. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  From  18  to  what 
age? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Every  boy, 
when  he  became  18,  would  have  to  go 
into  service  and  serve  from  4  to  6  months. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Suppose  he  is  in 
high  school  and  has  not  completed  his 
high-school  course.  Would  he  have  to 
report  for  universal  military  training? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  his  local 
board  did  not  defer  him.  This  is  quite 
far  off,  and  the  standards  and  procedures 
will  have  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  which  the  Senate  will  have  to 
confirm  when  it  is  appointed. 
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Mr.  FT  ,T /RNDER.  Are  we  to  under¬ 
stand  that  the  rules  and  regulations  and 
the  procedures  under  which  boys  are  go¬ 
ing  into  the  service,  that  is  under  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  win  be  worked 
out  and  prescribed  by  the  Commission 
which  is  to  be  created  under  the  bill? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor,  as  usual,  is  correct.  If  the  Senator 
will  turn  to  page  54  of  the  report,  he  will 
find  the  following: 

The  National  Security  Training  Commis¬ 
sion  will,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the 
President,  establish  policies  and  standards 
with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  basic 
military  training  (including  the  moral,  reli¬ 
gious,  recreational,  informational,  and  edu¬ 
cational  phase  of  such  training) .  It  will  also, 
subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President, 
designate  the  Federal  departments  and  agen¬ 
cies  which  will  carry  out  such  training,  and 
all  departments  and  agencies  so  designated 
are  required  to  carry  out  such  training  in 
accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Commission. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  One  more  question, 
Mr.  President,  if  the  Senator  from  Texas 
will  yield,  and  then  I  shall  be  through. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hoey 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Is  there  any  way  by 
which  the  Congress  could  prevent  the 
President  from  issuing  the  executive  or¬ 
der,  other  than  by  simply  repealing  the 
act?  _ 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Does  the 
Senator  mean  whether  there  is  any  < 
method  by  which  the  Congress  could  pre¬ 
vent  the  President  from  stopping  induc¬ 
tions? 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  No;  I  mean  to  ask 
whether  there  is  any  means  by  which  the 
Congress  could  prevent  the  President 
from  issuing  an  executive  order  setting 
up  universal  military  training,  except  by 
repealing  the  act? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No;  not  as 
I  interpret  this  measure. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  In  other  words,  if 
the  President  were  to  exercise  his  au¬ 
thority  by  means  of  issuing  an  Executive 
order  on  the  subject,  the  Congress  would 
have  no  power  to  prevent  it,  except  by 
repeal  of  the  act  as  a  whole.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Senator’s  question - 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  am  trying  to  es¬ 
tablish  whether  by  voting  for  this  meas¬ 
ure  we  shall  be  voting  to  establish  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  When  we  vote 
for  this  measure,  are  we  voting  to  estab¬ 
lish  universal  military  training? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  are. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  We  are? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  And  the  bill  sets 
forth  the  procedure  which  must  be  ad¬ 
hered  to  in  order  to  make  universal 
military  training  come  into  being.  The 
Senator  has  said  that  in  order  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  President  from  exercising  his 
right  to  establish  universal  military 
training,  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
Congress  to  repeal  fhe  act  as  a  whole. 
Is  that  correct? 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect;  but  I  wish  to  make  clear  to  the 
Senator  that  this  bill,  as  it  is  reported, 
contemplates  that  we  shall  adopt  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program  of  from 
4  months’  to  6  months’  service,  to  be 
handled  under  the  commission  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  bill.  When  and  if  and 
after  international  conditions  permit,  if 
the  President  does  not  choose  to  reduce 
the  term  of  service.  Congress  can  do  so 
if  it  chooses.  Of  course,  if  neither  of 
them  acts,  the  situation  is  not  altered. 

However,  the  committee  realizes  that 
we  want  to  set  up  the  machinery,  adopt 
the  principle,  and  pass  the  bill  which 
will  provide  the  standing  reserves  the 
Nation  needs.  We  realize  that  we  can¬ 
not  go  on  v.  ith  a  standing  army  of  three 
and  one-half  million  men.  We  must  give 
training  to  the  men  inducted,  for  a  re¬ 
serve  force  is  no  good  unless  it  is  com¬ 
posed  of  trained  men.  The  cheapest  way 
to  do  so  is  by  means  of  the  universal 
military  training  program. 

In  this  connection,  we  shall  have  on 
the  commission  some  of  the  most  com¬ 
petent  men  in  the  Nation;  and  in  prin¬ 
ciple  we  have  approved  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  American  Legion  in  regard 
to  this  program. 

We  could  pass  a  bill  adopting  a  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  program  and  at  the 
same  time  provide  that  the  act  shall  ex¬ 
pire  in  4  or  5  years.  We  thought  about 
that  and  gave  consideration  to  it;  but 
the  likelihood  is  that  we  would  then 
march  up  the  hill  and  march  down  again. 
In  other  words,  we  would  pass  such  a 
bill,  and  then  would  repeal  the  program 
before  it  ever  went  into  being. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  I  understand  all  that. 
I  simply  wish  to  make  it  plain  that  by 
voting  for  this  bill,  we  shall  actually  be 
establishing  universal  military  training — 
which  I  favor. 

I  repeat  that  it  is  to  be  established  by 
means  of  Executive  order  when  the  con¬ 
ditions  warrant  it;  and  the  only  way  by 
which  the  President  can  be  prevented 
from  exercising  the  right  given  him  by 
this  bill  is  by  having  the  Congress  repeal 
the  act. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor- 
T0Ct 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  and  Mr.  TAFT  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield;  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  am  glad  to  yield,  first  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts,  and  then  I  shall 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  this 
question:  Is  there  not  an  additional  way 
by  which  the  Congress  can  always  pre¬ 
vent  the  President  from  establishing  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  namely,  by  not 
appropriating  the  funds  required  for 
that  purpose? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes;  and  I 
am  sure  that  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender]  and 
other  Senators  realize  that  the  program 
would  not  be  very  effective  without  the 
necessary  appropriations. 


I  think  it  is  made  clear  in  the  bill  and 
in  the  report  that  this  measure  au¬ 
thorizes  a  universal  military  training 
program  to  be  conducted  under  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  be  nominated  by  the  President 
and  confirmed  by  the  Senate. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  under¬ 
stood  the  Senator  to  say  that  the  advice 
from  the  Department  of  Defense  is  that 
under  this  bill  no  18-year-old  boy  will  be 
drafted,  in  all  probability,  before  the  1st 
of  July  1951;  and  that  no  boy  under  18 
years  and  6  months  of  age  will  be  drafted 
before  July  1,  1952.  Is  that  what  the 
Senator  said?  Is  that  based  upon - 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Let  me  ask 
the  Senator  to  wait  a  moment,  please, 
so  that  I  may  answer  the  question  he  al¬ 
ready  has  asked  me. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Certainly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  intended 
to  say  that  no  boy  between  the  age  18 
and  the  age  of  19 — if  that  is  what  the 
Senator  means  by  “an  18-year-old 
boy” — will  be  drafted  between  now  and 
July  1  of  this  year. 

'  Mr.  TAFT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  And  on  the 
basis  of  the  present  ceiling,  the  present 
facilities,  and  the  present  plans,  it  is  not 
anticipated  that  those  below  the  group 
of  18  years  and  6  months  of  age  will  be 
reached  before  the  next  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  that  based  upon  the 
assumption  that  by  the  1st  of  July  1952 
we  will  have  an  armed  force  of  3,450,000 
men? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Three  mil¬ 
lion  'four  hundred  and  sixty-two  thou¬ 
sand  men. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Has  Congress  ever  decided 
that  we  should  have  an  armed  force  of 
3,450,000  men? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Congress 
decided  last  August  that  there  should  be 
no  ceiling. 

Mr.  TAFT.  In  other  words.  Congress 
lifted  the  ceiling.  However,  is  not  the 
decision  to  be  made  by  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  this  year  whether  the 
size  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be 
3,250,000  men  or  3,500,000,  or  whatever 
figure  may  be  decided  upon? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not  wish 
to  argue  this  matter  with  the  Senator, 
but  I  should  like  to  answer  his  question. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  did  have 
ceilings  on  the  number  of  personnel  of 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force, 
as  the  Senator  from  Ohio  knows.  How¬ 
ever,  last  August  Congress,  by  a  very 
large  vote  in  both  Houses,  passed  a  meas¬ 
ure  suspending  those  ceilings  until  1954, 
and  in  effect  saying  that  we  wish  to  re¬ 
move  the  ceilings  because  we  do  not 
think  it  is  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Nation  that  we  operate  under  them. 
Congress  directed  the  military  authori¬ 
ties  to  proceed  with  plans  concerning 
manpower  which  may  be  approved  by 
the  appropriate  committees  of  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Has  not  the  Senator  from 
Texas  just  pointed  out  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ellender]  that 
Congress  retains  control  over  this  mili- 
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tary  training  program  because  of  the 
power  of  Congress  to  control  appro¬ 
priations? 

Mr  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  There  is  not 
one  line  in  this  bill  which  seeks  to  deprive 
the  Appropriations  Committees  of  the 
authority  they  now  have. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  the  point  I  wish  to 
make  is  that  no  Congress  has  ever  de¬ 
cided  as  I  understand  the  matter,  that 
we  should  have  3,450,000  men  in  the 
Armed  Forces.  Should  not  we  begin 
with  the  establishment  of  the  size  of  the 
Armed  Forces  that  is  necessary  before 
we  draft  18-year-old  boys  to  make  up 
those  forces? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Congress  de¬ 
cided  what  the  ceiling  should  be.  How¬ 
ever,  thereafter  Congress  in  its  wisdom 
decided— with  the  support  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Ohio,  I  believe — that  we  should 
not  retain  that  ceiling.  So  Congress  sus¬ 
pended  the  ceiling  and  said,  in  effect, 
‘■The  sky  is  the  limit,  subject  only  to  the 
best  judgment  of  the  President  and  the 
best  judgment  of  the  appropriate  com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress.” 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  that  decision  has 
never  been  made,  has  it?  Up  to  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  no  Congress  has  ever  decided 
that  we  should  have  Armed  Forces  of 
3,450,000  men,  has  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No;  and 
neither  has  any  Congress  decided  that 
we  should  have  an  armed  force  of 
1,100,000  men. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  have  said  that  it  is  in  the  best  in¬ 
terests  of  the  Nation  to  establish  as  soon 
as  possible  an  armed  force  of  3,462,000 
men;  and  the  Congress  has  decided  to 
suspend  the  ceiling  until  1954. 

If  at  the  time  that  suspension  of  the 
ceiling  was  made.  Senators  wished  to 
substitute  a  ceiling  which  would  apply, 
they  should  have  offered  such  an 
amendment  to  the  bill,  and  in  that  con¬ 
nection  should  have  provided  that  the 
ceiling  would  not  be  suspended. 

However,  as  recently  as  last  August  the 
Congress  passed  a  bill  suspending  the 
ceiling,  and  saying,  in  effect,  that  the 
only  control  over  the  drafting  of  men 
into  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air 
Force  shall  be  the  control  afforded  by 
the  Appropriations  Committees. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  the  Appropriations 
Committees  have  never  exercised  that 
authority  up  to  this  time,  have  they? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  at  this  very  hour  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  is  meeting  in 
its  room  downstairs  and  is  exercising  its 
judgment  and  authority.  I  do  not  serve 
on  that  committee,  and  I  shall  not  un¬ 
dertake  to  say  what  it  will  do.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton¬ 
stall],  who  now  is  in  the  Chamber,  can 
answer  questions  about  what  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  has  done  in  the  way 
of  providing  appropriations  to  build  up 
the  Armed  Forces  ^to  a  strength  of 
3,462,000  men. 

I  was  cheered  yesterday  by  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio.  Bear¬ 
ing  in  mind  his  views  regarding  a  large 
Armed  Force,  which  he  has  held  for  the 
past  several  years,  and  remembering  his 
eloquent  statements  prior  to  'World  War 
II  regarding  the  lack  of  danger  and  the 


great  waste  which  was  involved  in  add¬ 
ing  to  our  forces,  I  was  heartened  when 
he  said  he  was  not  in  a  position  to  say 
that  3,500,000  men  were  too  many;  and 
no  one  at  this  time  contemplates  going 
beyond  3,462,000.  I  understand  the  fig¬ 
ure  is  about  3,300,000  for  the  current 
fiscal  year. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
latest  decision  by  the  Appropriations 
Committee,  made  less  than  3  months  ago, 
favored  an  Armed  Force  of  2,750,000 
men? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  cannot 
testify  as  to  what  was  the  decision  of  a 
committee  of  which  I  am  not  a  member. 
I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  I  am  un¬ 
aware  of  it,  but  the  Senator’s  colleague 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall]  is  present,  and  I  shall  be 
happy  to  yield  to  him  to  confirm  the 
Senator’s  impression. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  may  ask  my  colleague 
from  Massachusetts  whether  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  3  months  ago  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee,  in  the  second  supple¬ 
mental  appropriation  bill  for  last  year 
recommended  appropriations  for  ap¬ 
proximately  2,750,000  men  in  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  de¬ 
lighted  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts. 

•  Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  cannot  spe- 
cificially  answer  the  question  in  that 
form.  I  do  not  remember  the  exact 
number.  The  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  gave  the  armed  services  all  the 
money  it  wanted,  for  the  men  available. 
What  the  Senator  from  Ohio  asks  is: 
Why  did  we  select  and  justify  the  figure 
of  3,325,000  men  now  and  3,462,000  after 
July  1?  My  answer  to  that,  or  my  un¬ 
derstanding  of  it  is,  that  General  Mar¬ 
shall  told  us  that  that  was  the  thought- 
out,  considered  estimate  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  for  providing  a  ground 
force  by  which  the  Air  Force  could  strike 
quickly,  if  trouble  came,  to  provide  suf¬ 
ficient  ground  troops  to  hold  the  stra¬ 
tegic  areas,  and  to  provide  a  sufficient 
Navy  to  keep  the  oceans  clear  and  to 
transfer  men  and  equipment  to  those 
areas.  The  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  con¬ 
sidered  that  such  a  number  would  con¬ 
stitute  a  well-rounded  force  able  to 
strike  quickly  and  to  retalitate  quickly, 
and  upon  which  to  build  for  the  future, 
if  it  should  become  necessary.  Is  that 
not  the  idea  of  the  Senator  from  Texas 
as  to  the  basis  for  the  figures  in  the 
pending  manpower  bill?. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes;  I  may 
say  I  am  in  general  agreement  with  that 
statement  by  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  As  I  recall,  during  the  first 
week  of  the  7  weeks  of  hearings,  we  con¬ 
sidered  the  general  subject  of  manpow¬ 
er.  At  that  time  there  was  a  ceiling  of 
3,260,000  men.  After  we  had  proceeded 
for  a  matter  of  a  week  or  10  days,  the 
Defense  Department  suggested  to  us  a 
ceiling  of  3,462,000.  It  was  indicated 
that  they  planned  to  reach  that  ceiling 
as  quickly  as  possible,  and  that  they 
hoped  to  reach  it  by  July  1  of  this  year. 
It  waaJater  testified  that  they  did  not 
think  they  could  get  more  than  3,325,- 


000  men  by  the  first  of  the  next  fiscal 
year,  based  on  the  present  number  of 
enlistments  ana  the  facilities  now  avail¬ 
able.  To  reach  the  3,462,000  figure  in¬ 
volved  almost  doubling  the  Air  Force. 
The  instructions  to  the  Air  Force  were 
to  provide  94  groups  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible,  though  the  Air  Force  is  unable  to 
say  that  it  can  double  its  personnel  by 
July  1.  But,  as  I  understand,  under  the 
program  evolved  and  legislation  adopt¬ 
ed  by  the  Congress  suspending  the  ceil¬ 
ing  until  1954,  and  in  the  light  of  de¬ 
velopments  connected  with  the  Korean 
incident,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Commander  in  Chief, 
have  set  the  ceiling  at  3,462,000,  which 
they  desire  to  reach  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  glad 
to  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  should  like  to  point  out 
that  I  am  not  saying  that  3,400,000  men, 
or  3,000,000,  or  any  other  figure  sug¬ 
gested  may  be  the  proper  one.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  heard  me  speak  yesterday  after¬ 
noon  and  is  awar^  of  the  fact  that  I 
expressed  the  hope  that  we  could  hold 
the  number  to  3,000,000  men.  But  what 
I  am  pointing  out  is  that  Congress  has 
never  yet  decided  upon  the  matter.  We 
are  basing  this  proposed  draft  law  on  a 
number  of  troops  which  has  never  yet 
been  decided  upon  by  Congress.  I  mere¬ 
ly  suggest  that  we  are  going  about  the 
job  backward,  that  we  should  first  de¬ 
cide  how  large  an  army  we  are  to  have 
before  we  undertake  to  determine  how 
many  men  it  will  be  necessary  to  draft 
in  order  to  obtain  it.  That  is  the  way  it 
impresses  me. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  is  unaware  of  any  witness 
who  appeared  before  the  committee — 
and  more  than  100  witnesses  appeared — 
who  expressed  the  thought,  the  hope,  or 
the  desire,  that  we  keep  our  Armed 
Forces  below  the  figure  of  3,462,000  which 
was  set.  The  Senator  from  Texas  thinks 
he  ought  to  add  to  his  reply  to  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  that  the 
Congress  decided  last  August  that  we 
would  not  be  governed  or  controlled  by 
a  legislative  ceiling. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  fully  agree  with  that. 
I  think  it  has  to  be  determined  from 
time  to  time.  I  have  no  objection  to 
that.  My  only  point  is,  I  think  Congress 
ought  to  determine  it.  Merely  because 
the  Chiefs  of  Staff  say,  “We  would  like 
to  have  this  number  of  men,”  the  Con¬ 
gress  ought  not,  before  it  has  reached 
any  decision  as  to  the  number,  put  its 
stamp  of  approval  on  that  number  to¬ 
day,  and  base  all  legislation  for  a  period 
of  6  months  on  something  which  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee  will  not  decide 
until  June.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  rather 
unsound  procedure. 

Mr.  President,  will  the  Senator  yield 
for  one  more  question? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  glad 
to  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  If  it  is  not  going  to  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  draft,  and  if  we  are  not  going 
to  draft,  even  under  the  figure  of  3,450,- 
000  men,  any  boy  under  18  years  of  age, 
6  months  before  July  1,  1952,  why  should 
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we  draft  them  at  all?  Why  should  we 
not  leave  them  out  of  the  picture?  Why 
not  make  18  V2  years  the  age  at  which 
boys  may  be  drafted? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  com- 
mitee  felt  that  it  wanted  to  operate  on 
a  day-to-day  or  month -to -month  basis, 
and  if  the  committee  had  been  willing  to 
proceed  helter-skelter,  taking  a  bite  here 
and  a  bite  there,  that  would  have  been 
the  proper  procedure.  The  committee 
attempted — and  its  action  was  unani¬ 
mous,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator — to  pro¬ 
vide  appropriate  machinery  and  priori¬ 
ties.  I  think  it  would  have  been  unani¬ 
mous  even  had  the  Senator  been  there, 
for,  had  the  Senator  possessed  the  in¬ 
formation  presented  by  the  100  witnesses, 
I  feel  confident  he  would  have  joined  in 
the  course  which  the  committee  unani¬ 
mously  followed.  We  attempted  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  machinery  and  'the  priorities  not 
merely  for  a  6-month  program  or  for  a 
1-year  program,  but  one  which  would  op¬ 
erate  through  the  years. 

Under  the  bill  as  reported,  the  only 
thing  it  would  be  necessary  to  do,  in  the 
event  of  all-out  war,  would  be  to  add  to 
the  bill  a  small  amendment  providing 
that  veterans  now  exempt  under  it  shall 
not  continue  to  be  exempted — that  their 
exemption  shall  no  longer  be  in  effect — 
and  to  increase  the  age"  limit.  The  bill 
provides  machinery  for  a  long-range  pro¬ 
gram.  After  the  colleges  of  the  country, 
the  representatives  of  the  various  profes¬ 
sions,  the  American  Legion,  the  Veterans 
of  Foreign  Wars,  the  agricultural  groups, 
the  labor  groups,  and  the  farm  groups  all 
got  together  and  agreed  on  the  princi¬ 
ples,  there  was  set  down  in  the  bill  a 
long-range  program  for  most  efficiently 
utilizing  the  Nation’s  manpower  re¬ 
sources.  We  do  not  say  that  we  shall 
take  18-year-olds,  but  set  forth  the 
priorities,  specify  those  who  should  come 
first,  and  thus  go  down  the  list.  Whether 
men  in  certain  categories  are  taken  will 
depend  upon  the  circumstances  in  the 
future.  I  do  not  think  this  will  come  to 
pass,  but  I  can  understand  how,  under 
the  Senator’s  philosophy — not  being  par¬ 
ticularly  excited - 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  When  I 
finish  my  statement,  I  shall  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Very  well. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Under  cer¬ 
tain  phases  of  the  situation  which  the 
Senator  thinks  may  exist  further  down 
the  road,  after  a  few  months,  about 
which  he  may  not  be  particularly  con¬ 
cerned  from  the  standpoint  of  safety,  it 
is  possible  that  under  this  bill  we  would 
not  even  take  19-  or  20-year-olds  for  a 
period  longer  than  6  months.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas,  believes  the  danger  to 
be  such  that,  we  ought  to  have  the  ma¬ 
chinery  ready,  in  order  that  every  per¬ 
son  in  this  country  may  know  where  he 
fits  into  the  program.  If  he  is  in  the  age 
group  from  19  to  26,  he  ought  to  know 
that  he  is  going  to  be  called  before  his 
younger  brother  is  called,  and  he  ought 
to  know  that,  if  he  gets  married,  he  is 
still  going  to  be  called.  He  ought  further 
to  know  that  if  he  is  a  IV-F,  his  classi¬ 
fication  is  going  to  be  reviewed;  and  he 
ought  to  know  that  if  he  is  qualified  for 


combat,  and  is  occupying  .a  chair-corps 
job,  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee  is 
surveying  all  those  matters  in  order  to 
determine  how  many  such  jobs  may  be 
held  by  people  with  limited  duty  qualifi¬ 
cations. 

That  takes  care  of  1,400,000,  and  after 
we  get  through  with  them,  we  say,  “If 
you  make  your  plans  so  that  if  you  come 
in  the  first  quarter,  aged  18%  to  19,  you 
can  be  called  first.”  Then  they  can  make 
their  plans.  The  reserves  who  are  now 
being  called  up  can  find  out  what  their 
situation  is,  and  they  will  not  be  given 
only  two  weeks  notice  in  which  to  leave 
a  home  on  which  they  have  a  mortgage, 
and  leave  perhaps  a  wife  and  four  or  five 
children. 

This  is  a  program  regarding  which  all 
the  groups  concerned  with  manpower — 
labor,  veterans,  the  United  States  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce,  all  of  them — said,  “Do 
not  do  this  overnight,  so  that  you  will  be 
coming  in  every  2  or  3  months  offering 
amendments  and  changing  the  law  here 
and  there.” 

If  we  have  total  mobilization  we  will 
know  the  groups  we  will  have  to  call  on. 
So  let  us  set  up  the  program,  and  let  the 
conditions  and  needs  determine  when  the 
men  will  be  called. 

Some  think  we  should  take  every  one 
at  1814  years  whether  he  is  needed  or 
not;  that  when  a  boy  finishes  high  school 
he  should  sit  on  the  street  and  twiddle 
his  thumbs  until  he  becomes  1814  years 
of  age,  we  will  take  him  regardless  of 
whether  we  need  him  or  not.  We  feel 
that  our  bill  does  not  make  a  boy  1814 
years  old  eligible  for  induction  as  quickly 
as  the  arbitrary  18 14 -year  provision 
would  make  him,  because  we  require  the 
authorities  to  show  that  they  must  have 
the  men. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  understand  from  the 
newspapers  that  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  in  the  House  has  adopted 
the  1814-year  figure,  and  as  I  read  the 
newspapers  yesterday,  General  Bradley 
reluctantly  agreed  to  that,  on  the  theory, 
apparently,  that  we  did  not  need  those 
under  18  years  and  6  months  old.  So  it 
is  not  merely  my  opinion  I  am  stating. 
I  am  asking  the  Senator  for  justification 
of  the  position  taken  by  the  committee 
on  the  18-year  figure.  I  think  I  under¬ 
stand  the  argument  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
like  to  answer  the  Senator  on  the  two 
points  he  has  mentioned.  In  the  first 
place,  he  would  be  on  safer  ground  if  he 
would  read  the  hearings  instead  of  the 
newspapers,  and  get  General  Bradley’s 
views  from  the  hearings.  I  am  told  that 
General  Bradley’s  statement  before  the 
House  committee  was  not  that  he  fav¬ 
ored  the  age  limit  of  1814  years  instead 
of  18,  but  that  he  very  strongly  feels 
that  the  Senate  committee  provision 
should  be  accepted  instead  of  the  House 
provision. 

Of  course,  I  have  to  rely  on  the  news¬ 
papers  for  some  of  my  information,  and 
it  is  my  information  that  the  House 
Committee  did  not  adopt  any  definite 
provision  at  all.  A  bill  has  been  intro¬ 
duced  in  the  House,  by  one. member  of 


the  House,  providing  for  the  18 14 -year 
figure.  That  is  a  correct  statement. 

Mr.  TAFT.  My  understanding  is  that 
the  bill  was  introduced  at  the  request  of 
the  majority  of  the  committee.  I  may 
be  mistaken  as  to  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under¬ 
stand  the  committee  has  not  taken  any 
action  in  regard  to  the  matter,  and  has 
not  heard  from  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff.  It  heard  from  General  Bradley 
yesterday,  and  his  statements  as  quoted 
in  the  newspapers  are  in  direct  conflict 
with  his  testimony  before  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  I  am  informed  by  Mr.  Lovett  and 
others  that  General  Bradley  is  asking 
for  an  opportunity  to  appear  again  be- 
for  the  committee,  and  to  reiterate  the 
statement  he  made  before  our  commit¬ 
tee,  namely,  that  he  thinks  we  should 
make  available  the  18-year-olds  when, 
as,  and  if  needed. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  there  not  some  reason 
for  limiting  the  pool  of  possible  draftees 
to  the  actual  requirements?  If  the 
Army  feels  that  this  pool  is  600,000 
larger  than  it  needs,  as  it  apparently 
will  be  on  the  first  of  January,  are  we 
not  likely  to  be  met  a  year  from  now 
with  a  4,000,000-man  request,  commit¬ 
ting  ourselves  6  months  in  advance  of 
action  by  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  as  we  now  seem  to  be  committed 
to  3,400,000?  Should  we  not  hold  the 
pool  down  to  the  actual  requirements  as 
the  military  officials  state  them,  even  if 
we  accept  their  figures  as  to  present  re¬ 
quirements? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  answer 
to  the  Senator’s  question  is  that  the 
committee  did  not  think  so,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  see  if  he  will  read  the  report 
of  the  hearings.  The  pool  varies  greatly. 
The  need  changes  constantly.  We  have 
attempted  to  provide  machinery  which 
will  meet  the  demands  over  a  period  of 
time.  If  the  Senator  is  concerned  only 
with  seeing  no  further  than  his  nose, 
and  providing  machinery  from  now 
until  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year,  4  or  5 
months,  we  can  do  that. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Not  the  end  of  this  fiscal 
year,  but  the  end  of  the  next  fiscal  year. 
That  is  what  the  Senator  said.  He  said 
we  did  not  need  a  boy  under  18  years 
and  6  months  old.  If  so,  why  draft 
him? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No,  the 
Senator  from  Texas  did  not  say  that  in 
the  next  18  months  we  would  not  need 
any.  The  Senator  from  Texas  said  that 
the  Department  had  testified  that  with 
the  present  ceiling,  and  under  present 
conditions,  their  present  estimates  are 
correct.  The  Senator  from  Texas  did 
not  say  what  we  needed  or  did  not  need; 
he  rather  questioned  some  of  the  De¬ 
partment’s  estimates,  as  he  certainly 
questions  the  estimates  of  the  Senator 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  to  ask  two  or 
three  questions,  and  help  me  out  with 
reference  to  the  extension  of  the  induc¬ 
tion  period? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  can  help  the  Senator,  but 
I  shall  be  glad  to  try  to  do  so. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  shall  welcome  any 
help.  The  present  law  provides  for  a 
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21 -month  induction  period,  with  the 
provision  that  the  President,  up  until 
July  9  next,  can  extend  the  period  for 
1  year.  Is  that  true? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  talking  about  enlistments? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  No;  I  am  talking 
about  the  draftees. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  What  is  the  fact? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  a  draftee’s  time  expires  in  21 
months.  If  the  bill  as  reported  shall  be 
enacted,  the  period  will  be  extended  to  26 
months. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  If  the  bill  is  enacted, 
it  will  extend  the  period  automatically 
to  26  months,  will  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  As  to  those  now  in 
the  service? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes;  those 
who  are  inducted.  As  to  those  who  en¬ 
list,  we  passed  a  law  which  authorized 
the  extension  of  their  enlistments  for  1 
year.  There  is  a  difference  between  a 
man  who  is  inducted  and  one  who  en¬ 
lists.  There'  is  a  group  of  enlistments 
expiring  this  year.  We  passed  a  law 
which  allowed  the  Department  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  time  of  those  enlistments  1  year. 
The  pending  bill  provides  that  for  the 
next  2  years,  as  enlistments  expire,  they 
shall  be  treated  as  we  treated  the  group 
last  year,  allow  the  Department  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  enlistments  for  12  months. 
The  bill  extends  the  induction  period  to 
26  months  from  21  months. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  It  also  extends  the 
right  of  the  President  to  extend  the  en¬ 
listment  period  from  1  year  to  2  years, 
dees  it  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  Let  us  assume  that  one  man’s  term 
ran  out  last  year,  and  that  mine  runs 
out  this  year.  We  passed  a  law  last  year 
which  allowed  the  Department  to  keep 
the  men  in  the  service  another  year. 
The  pending  bill  provides  that  all  shall 
be  treated  alike. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Why  has  the  com¬ 
mittee  recommended  extending  the  in¬ 
duction  period  from  21  months  to  26 
months?  Why  does  the  committee  pro¬ 
pose  that? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Presently 
the  Air  Force  is  made  up  of  men  who 
have  4-year  terms,  the  Navy  is  made  up 
of  men  with  4-year  enlistments.  The 
Army  is  made  up  largely  of  men  with 
21 -month  terms.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  each  member  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs,  the  Director  of  Selec¬ 
tive  Service,  and  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  all  very  strongly  felt  that  the 
minimum  of  service,  taking  into  con¬ 
sideration  the  leave  conditions,  the 
transportation  conditions,  and  the  train¬ 
ing  conditions  which  we  imposed,  should 
be  30  months.  But  when  they  got  to¬ 
gether  to  work  out  the  program,  as  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey,  of  the  Selective  Service, 
put  it,  “I  voted  for  27  months,  because 
it  was  the  nearest  time  to  30  months.” 
The  heads  of  the  various  military  serv¬ 
ices  all  would  prefer  30  months,  but  after 
talking  to  some  of  the  members  of  the 
Staff  and  some  of  the  Senators  on  the 
committee,  it  was  made  abundantly  clear 


that  it  was  unlikely  that  the  Congress 
would  embrace  a  30-month  recommenda¬ 
tion  in  the  report.  So  the  officials  came 
to  us  with  a  recommendation  of  27 
months. 

I  should  say  to  the  Senator  that  there 
are  members  on  our  committee  who 
voted  to  report  a  26 -month  bill,  who  feel 
that  26  months  is  too  long  a  period,  and 
who  probably  will  offer  amendments  pro¬ 
viding  for  24  months.  The  reason  why 
the  committee  finally  adopted  the  26 
months  figure  was  that  out  of  the  26 
months  there  are  4  months  for  training, 
2  months  or  more  for  leave,  2  months  to 
cover  shipping  to-  assignment  areas 
overseas,  and  2  months  to  cover  shipping 
back  in  the  case  of  the  Pacific  area. 
Finally,  if  we  should  adopt  a  21 -month 
period  and  then  subtract  these  periods, 
there  would  be  a  period  of  actual  service 
of  less  than  12  months. 

The  Air  Force  said  they  would  need 
men  for  4  years.  The  Navy  said  they 
would  need  them  for  4  years.  The  Army 
said,  “The  other  services  did  not  suffer 
the  casualties  we  have  suffered.  So 
please  give  us  a  minimum  of  27  months.” 
It  costs  the  Federal  Government  three- 
quarters  of  a  billion  dollars  more  for  a 
21-month  period  of  service  than  for  a 
27-month  period  of  service.  We  con¬ 
sidered  the  27-month  period,  and  many 
Senators,  among  them  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  and  other 
Senators,  said  that  a  period  of  27  months 
would  mean  that  a  man  would  lose  not 
only  2  years  out  of  his  schooling,  but  2 
years  and  3  months.  We  worked  out  a 
plan  on  the  basis  of  a  26-month  period  of 
service  which  would  permit  a  man  in  the 
service  to  accumulate  his  leave,  as  it  is 
possible  for  a  civilian  employee  of  the 
Government  to  accumulate  his  leave.  If 
he  chose  to  take  only  weekend  passes, 
and  not  use  his  leave,  he  could  get  out  of 
the  service  in  24  months.  That  was  the 
basis  of  the  compromise  which  was 
finally  reached. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  glad  to 
yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  pardon  me,  but  as  I  understood  his 
explanation,  the  reason  the  compromise 
was  adopted  was  because  some  of  those 
connected  with  the  military  services 
thought  the  period  ought  to  be  30  months, 
some  thought  it  ought  to  be  29  months, 
and  some  members  of  the  committee 
thought  it  ought  to  be  much  less. 
If  I  understood  the  Senator  correctly, 
the  compromise  was  based  on  what  the 
leaders  in  the  armed  services  wanted, 
rather  than  reached  as  a  resonable  com¬ 
promise. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No;  I  would 
not  say  that.  It  would  be  a  fair  state¬ 
ment  to  say  that  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  wanted  27  months.  It  is  a  fair 
statement  to  say  that  the  committee, 
after  hearing  witnesses  for  7  weeks,  con¬ 
cluded  that  it  would  be  a  wiser  course 
to  follow  to  provide  a  26  months’  term, 
and  permit  leave  to  be  accumulated. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield  further  to  the 
Senator  from  Iowa? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  has  said  very  cogently  that  in  a 
26-month  term  a  certain  number  of 
months  would  be  employed  in  basic 
training,  and  a  certain  number  of 
months  would  be  taken  up  by  leave. 
Therefore  there  would  be  left  a  much 
smaller  number  of  months.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  Pvt.  John.  Doe  is  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  for  21  months  regardless  of  where  he 
is  assigned  or  allocated?  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  he  is  serving  for  21  months? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  If  the  bill  is  passed 
he  would  serve  26  months. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Twenty-one 
months  is  21  months,  and  26  months  is 
26  months. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Twenty-six  months 
is  26  months.  We  agree  on  that  point. 

Mr.  LONG  and  Mr.  CASE  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Texas  yield;  and,  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  first 
to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana.  He  has 
been  on  his  feet  a  long  time.  Then  I 
shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

Mi-.  LONG.  First,  I  wish  to  commend 
the  Senator  for  his  very  excellent  pres¬ 
entation  of  the  bill,  and  for  the  very 
hard  and  diligent  work  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  which  the  junior  Senator  from 
Louisiana  had  occasion  to  observe.  I 
notice  that  the  record  of  the  hearings 
on  the  bill  extend  to  1,241  pages,  which 
shows  that  there  was  an  enormous 
amount  of  study  made  of  the  subject. 
Do  I  understand  the  Senator  correctly 
to  say  that  every  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  has  agreed  to 
the  bill  as  reported? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should  say 
that  all  13  members  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  voted  to  report  the 
bill. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse] 
offered  several  amendments  in  commit¬ 
tee.  -He  disagreed'1  with  the  conclusions 
of  the  committee  as  to  the  term  of  serv¬ 
ice,  as  to  the  75,000  college  students, 
as  to  the  18-year-olds,  as  to  the  reserve, 
and  possibly  as  to  one  or  two  other 
points.  He  was  present  when  the  sub¬ 
committee  made  its  report  to  the  full  * 
committee.  The  full  committee  was  not 
present.  He  offered  his  amendments  in 
committee  and  they  were  voted  on. 
They  were  defeated  in  committee.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  very  gra¬ 
ciously  joined  us  in  reporting  the  bill, 
with  the  full  understanding  that  by  so 
doing  he  did  not  waive  any  of  his  rights. 
Pie  made  it  abundantly  clear  that  he  in¬ 
tended  to  offer  some  of  his  amendments 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  LONG.  Are  we  to  understand 
that  the  other  12  members  of  the  full 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  are  to¬ 
gether  in  supporting  the  pending  bill? 

Mr.^JOHNSON  of  Texas.  With  the 
exception  of  the  term  of  service.  The 
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Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell] 
preferred  a  21-month  term  of  service. 
As  I  remember,  the  vote  was  either  12  to 
1  or  11  to  2. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  should  like  to  know 
from  the  Senator,  if  he  has  the  informa¬ 
tion  before  him,  how  long  in  the  opinion 
of  the  military  authorities  it  takes  to 
train  a  man  for  the  Army.  In  other 
words,  is  there  any  particular  period  of 
time  after  which  it  may  be  said  a  man  is 
completely  trained  and  knows  as  much 
as  he  should  know  as  a  front-line  combat 
man? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  is  very 
difficult  for  the  Senator  from  Texas  to 
answer  that  question.  In  a  modern 
army  it  depends  a  great  deal  on  the  type 
of  duty  to  which  a  man  is  assigned. 
All  military  authorities  admit  that  a 
minimum  of  4  months  is  required  for 
basic  training.  If  a  man  specializes  in 
any  particular  field,  additional  months 
have  to  be  added  to  the  4  months’  basic 
training  period.  It  depends  largely  on  a 
man’s  job  in  the  armed  services. 

Mr.  LONG.  Could  it  be  assumed  that 
when  a  man  is  in  the  service  for  1  year 
he  is  fully  trained  for  whatever  mis¬ 
sion  the  armed  services  may  have  in 
mind  using  him  for  in  a  war? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  cf  Texas.  It  would  de¬ 
pend  on  what  branch  of  the  service  was 
involved.  If  he  were  to  be  assigned  to 
the  infantry,  probably  4  months  of  basic 
training  would  be  sufficient.  If  he  were 
to  be  a  tank  driver,  it  would  take  10 
months  to  train  him.  However,  not  only 
the  18-year-olds,  but  every  man  who  is 
inducted,  regardless  of  the  type  of  serv¬ 
ice  to  which  he  is  assigned,  gets  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  4  months  of  basic  training. 
That  provision  is  intended  to  cure  one  of 
the  serious  errors  of  the  past,  and  to 
make  certain  that  men  are  not  sent  into 
combat  who  are  in  the  service  for  only  2 
or  3  months. 

Mr.  LONG.  It  would  be  reasonable  to 
assume,  would  it  not,  that  if  4  months  is 
a  sufficient  length  of  time  in  which  to 
train  a  man  to  go  into  combat,  certainly 
at  least  90  percent  of  those  who  are  taken 
into  the  armed  services  would  be  fully 
trained  by  the  time  they  were  in  the 
service  for  1  year. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
think  so. 

Mr.  LONG.  If  the  danger  which  our 
country  presently  faces  should  decrease 
during  the  next  year  or  two,  and  the 
world  situation  should  improve,  particu¬ 
larly  if  our  friends  and  allies  in  West¬ 
ern  Europe  should  raise  larger  standing 
armies  than  they  have  at  the  present 
time,  would  the  Senator  feel  that  at  that 
time  it  would  be  wise  to  reduce  the  term 
of  service  to  less  than  27  months,  so  that 
a  man  who  was  inducted  into  the  armed 
services  would  not  feel  that  he  should  be 
called  upon  to  give  such  a  large  portion 
of  his  life  to  the  service  of  his  country, 
particularly  when  there  was  no  war 
imminent? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  is  correct:  Such  authority  is  already 
vested  in  the  President.  However,  the 
committee  was  not  satisfied  with  that, 
and  provided  that  if  at  any  time  Con¬ 
gress  determines  that  the  term  of  service 
should  be  reduced,  it  may  be  reduced  by 


concurrent  resolution,  which  does  not  re¬ 
quire  approval  by  the  President. 

Mr.  LONG.  If  Congress  should  feel 
that  the  sacrifices  being  made  by  men 
should  be  reduced  from  a  period  of  27 
months’  service,  it  could,  by  concurrent 
resolution,  and  without  approval  by  the 
President,  reduce  the  period  of  service? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield?  . 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Recurring  to  the  colloquy 
between  the  Senator  from  Texas  and  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  with  respect  to  a 
ceiling,  does  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
speaking  for  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  mean  to  say  that  the  Coifimittee 
on  Armed  Services  feels  that  a  decision 
as  to  the  ceiling  should  be  left  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  did  not  say  that  either  for 
himself  or  for  the  committee.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  said  that  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  and  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota,  who  was  then  Representative 
from  South  Dakota,  properly  voted  to 
suspend  all  ceilings  until  1954.  By  so 
doing  they  in  effect  allowed  those  ceil¬ 
ings  to  be  fixed  subject  only  to  the  re- 
structions  of  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  then  Representative 
from  South  Dakota — to  use  the  words 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas — was  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House  at  the  time  that  deci¬ 
sion  was  made.  However,  my  memoi'y 
is  that  at  that  time  the  argument  was 
made  that  with  the  prospective  recess  or 
adjournment  of  the  Congress  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  have  a  flexible  situation 
which  could  be  met  without  removing  the 
arbitrary  ceiling.  The  argument  was 
made  at  the  time  that  the  Congress  still 
would  have  the  authority,  when  it  made 
appropriations,  to  determine  the  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  in  the  armed  services. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  am  glad 
to  know  that  the  arguments  which  were 
made  finally  persuaded  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  They  were  persuasive  to 
the  extent  that,  if  Congress  was  to  be  in 
recess,  the  country  should  not  be  ham¬ 
strung  by  an  arbitrary  ceiling.  However, 
that  was  on  the  basis  that  the  decision 
could  be  made  by  the  Appropriations 
Committees.  However,  today  the  discus¬ 
sion  centers  about  a  long-term  policy; 
and  apparently  it  is  now  proposed  that 
the  authority  which  rested  in  the  hands 
of  the  Appropriations  Committees  should 
be  regarded  as  a  settled  policy,  the  argu¬ 
ment  tending  to  the  conclusion  that  here¬ 
after  the  decisions  as  to  the  size  of  the 
Armed  Forces  should  be  left  to  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  Appropriations 
Committees. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  prefers  to  let  the  record  de¬ 
termine  what  he  has  said,  without  having 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  give  his 
interpretation  of  it. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  does  not  say 
that  we  should  not  have  any  ceilings. 
The  Senator  from  Texas  says  that  the 
Congress,  without  a  vote  against  it. 


suspended  the  ceilings  until  a  given  date, 
and  that  given  date  is  1954.  In  1954 
we  shall  revert  to  the  ceiling  which  is 
now  in  the  law.  However,  the  law  has 
been  suspended  by  a  subsequent  act. 
We  shall  revert  to  a  ceiling  of  approxi¬ 
mately  2,000,000.  We  shall  take  a  look 
at  the  situation  then,  or  at  any  time 
previous  to  that,  if  the  Senator  wishes 
to  propose  a  ceiling.  Without  a  single 
vote  being  cast  against  it,  only  5  or  6 
months  ago  the  Congress  declared  its 
judgment.  I  do  not  undertake  to  say 
why  the  Congress  arrived  at  that  con¬ 
clusion,  but  I  think  it  was  felt  by  every¬ 
one  that  in  view  of  conditions  in  the 
world  we  should  not  be  limited  to  an 
armed  force  of  2,000,000.  If  there  is  any 
question  about  our  Armed  Force  being 
too  large  at  3,462,000,  little  testimony 
to  that  effect  was  offered  by  any  of  the 
100  witnesses  who  appeared  before  the 
committee.  Many  thought  it  was  too 
small. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  sent  a  copy 
of  the  report  to  all  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  with  the  request  that  they  read  it. 
Copies  of  the  hearings  are  available. 
However,  until  the  time  the  bill  reached 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  there  was  no 
suggestion  that  the  ceiling  should  be  re¬ 
duced. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  think  the  Senator  from 
Texas  has  made  a  fair  statement;  but  it 
serves  to  bring  out  the  point  which  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Ohio  was  trying 
to  make,  and  that  is  that  at  this  time, 
confronted  by  the  demand  for  changing 
the  draft  age,  Congress  should  face  a  de¬ 
termination  of  what  would  be  an  appro¬ 
priate  ceiling  or  authorized  strength  for 
the  armed  services. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  understood  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Ohio.  He  also  understands  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
seek  a  little  information.  As  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  bill  limits  the  amount  of  time 
which  a  boy  is  required  to  give  to  the 
service  to  26  months.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  ex¬ 
clusive  of  his  Reserve  service. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  understand  that.  My 
next  question  is,  What  is  the  minimum 
length  of  time  for  which  a  young  man 
can  enlist  in  the  services?  Is  it  2  years? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  At  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  it  is  3  years.  The  Senator  has 
raised  an  important  point.  I  am  glad  he 
has  brought  it  up.  Let  us  asume  that 
we  pass  the  pending  bill.  We  make 
liable  for  induction  those  from  18 
through  25.  If  a  boy  is  18  years  of  age 
and  has  just  finished  high  school,  the 
priority  for  induction  reaches  him.  The 
day  he  becomes  18  he  becomes  eligible 
for  induction  under  the  terms  of  the  bill, 
although  he  may  never  be  taken.  How¬ 
ever,  under  the  terms  of  the  bill  he  may 
present  himself  voluntarily  for  induction 
and  be  taken,  and  serve  only  26  months. 
However,  if  he  enlists,  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  is  3  years. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  ;Does  not  the  law  pro¬ 
vide  that  at  the  termination  of  his  period 
of  enlistment  the  President  may  require 
him  to  remain  in  the  armed  services  for 
an  additional  period  not  to  exceed  12 
months? 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  There  is  a 
provision  for  a  12-month  extension  in 
the  case  of  enlistments  expiring  this 
year  and  next  year,  the  same  as  for  those 
expiring  last  year.  I  should  say  to  the 
Senator  that  the  3-year  term  of  enlist¬ 
ment  applies  to  the  Army.  The  term  of 
enlistment  for  the  Air  Force  and  the 
Navy  is  4  years. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  But  a  man  can  be  re¬ 
quired  to  stay  in  the  service  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  period  of  12  months  if  the  Presi¬ 
dent  so  decides. 

The  question  which  I  rose  to  ask  is 
what  prompted  the  committee  to  con¬ 
clude  that  a  volunteer  should  be  required 
to  serve  for  a  longer  time  than  a  drafted 
man  should  serve. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Enlistments 
were  expiring.  We  are  not  talking  about 
those  who  enlist  from  now  on.  We  are 
talking  about  those  whose  terms  are 
expiring.  The  Senator  is  aware  of  the 
condition  in  which  we  found  ourselves 
after  June  of  last  year  in  Korea.  Certain 
enlistments  were  expiring  that  year;  cer¬ 
tain  others  the  next  year;  and  still  others 
the  following  year.  So  we  first  granted 
authority  to  extend  the  enlistments 
which  expire  this  year.  Being  still  short 
of  manpower,  and  particularly  short  of 
trained  manpower,  and  particularly 
short  of  Army  manpower,  we  felt  that 
it  was  only  fair  to  authorize  treating  Joe 
and  John  the  same  way  Jim  was  treated. 
We  do  not  extend  Jim’s  enlistment 
again.  It  can  be  extended  only  for  a 
period  of  12  months.  Jim’s  enlistment 
was  extended  last  year.  We  treat  Joe 
and  John  the  same  way. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Then  is  it  the  purpose 
of  the  committee  to  require  those  who 
may  at  present  be  in  the  service  as  vol¬ 
unteers  to  remain  in  the  service  until 
such  time  as  the  inductees — at  whatever 
age  is  decided  upon — have  built  the  serv¬ 
ice  up  to  the  required  number? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  their  en¬ 
listments  expire  after  July  1,  1353,  they 
cannot  be  extended. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Then  after  1953  there 
will  be  equal  treatment  for  all  of  them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
is  correct. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Up  until  theif,  the 
draftee  is  required  to  put  in  26  months, 
whereas  the  volunteer  may  be  required 
to  put  in  the  length  of  time  for  which  he 
volunteers,  plus  12  months  if  the  Presi¬ 
dent  decides  that  is  necessary. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  There  are  two  fields 
which  I  wish  to  explore  briefly,  if  I  may, 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas. 

The  first  relates  to  the  National  'Guard, 
and  the  right  of  the  National  Guard  to 
continue  to  enlist  young  men  of  less  than 
18  years  and  6  months  of  age,  so  long 
as  there  has  been  no  proclamation  to  the 
effect  that  no  such  enlistments  are 
needed  to  keep  the  National  Guard  up 
to  its  full  strength. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator 
to  the  fact  that  the  bill  proposes  to  insert 
certain  words  in  the  text  of  section  6  (c) 


(2)  (A)  of  the  act  of  1948,  as  amended. 
I  am  reading  from  page  82  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  report.  The  words  sought  to  be 
inserted  are  as  follows: 

Prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  that  adequate  trained  per¬ 
sonnel  are  available  to  the  National  Guard 
to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  authorized 
strength  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders 
to  report  for  induction. 

In  those  words  there  appears  nothing 
whatever  that  limits  the  proposed  action 
and  the  continuation  of  the  enlistment 
of  young  men  less  than  18  years  and  6 
months  of  age  to  each  State  separately. 
To  the  contrary,  from  the  reading  of 
those  words  it  might  appear  that  the 
addition  of  these  words  would  allow  the 
National  Guard  to  be  treated  as  a  na¬ 
tional  organization  and  this  action  to 
be  taken  nationally  as  applying  to  all 
States.  The  Senator  from  Florida  has 
noted,  however,  that  these  proposed  new 
words,  when  inserted  in  the  appropriate 
place  in  the  law  as  it  now  exists,  will  be 
inserted  in  a  section  which  begins  with 
a  recital  which  makes  it  clear,  at  least 
to  the  Senator  from  Florida,  that  this 
determination  is  to  be  made  State  by 
State,  and  not  for  the  National  Guard 
as  a  whole.  For  instance,  I  quote  the 
opening  words  from  section  6  (c)  (2)  (a) 
of  the  law  as  it  now  exists.  Those  open¬ 
ing  words  are: 

In  any  case  in  which  the  Governor  of  any 
State  determines  and  issues  a  proclamation — 

And  so  forth.  The  purpose  of  my 
question  is  this.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Florida  correct  in  his  understanding  that 
this  determination  shall  be  made  by  the 
Federal  authorities  not  for  the  National 
Guard  as  a  whole,  but  State  by  State, 
and  that  the  enlistments  may  continue 
in  each  State,  until  such  proclamation  is 
made,  upon  the  basis  of  the  State  law, 
and  by  the  bringing  in  of  the  young 
men  of  an  age  up  to  18  V2  years? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  says  that  is  his  understand¬ 
ing  of  it;  that  it  will  be  worked  out  on  an 
individual  State  basis  jointly  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  the  State  and  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  And  there  is  no 
thought  in  this  new  wording  to  bunch  to¬ 
gether  all  the  National  Guard  units  of 
all  the  States,  and  to  get  away  from  the 
proposition  that  each  State  will  have  its 
own  National  Guard,  set  up  under  its 
own  law,  and  will  continue  enlistments 
in  that  Guard  up  to  the  time  of  full 
strength  with  young  men  up  to  18  years 
6  months  of  age? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

The  next  question  to  which  I  wish  to 
address  my  inquiry  deals  with  the  use  of 
aliens  in  the  Regular  Army,  yith  par¬ 
ticular  reference  to  the  25,000  in  number 
of  these  aliens  who,  as  the  Senator  from 
Florida  understands,  will  be  permitted 
to  be  enlisted  for  terms  of  5  years,  after 
very  careful  screening,  to  become  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 
My  question  is  this:  Is  there  any  depar¬ 
ture  from  the  careful  screening  allowed 
under  present  law  but  now  applicable 
only  to  2,500  of  these  aliens? 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  There  is  no 
departure.  We  simply  struck  out  the 
“2,500”  and  inserted  in  lieu  thereof 
“25,000,”  otherwise  retaining  the  same 
language.  The  Senator  will  find  that 
dealt  with  on  page  95  of  the  committee 
report. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Then  the  present 
provision  with  respect  to  screening  of 
2,500  is  continued  with  reference  to  the 
screening  of  the  25,000? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  The  report  says  on  that  point  tll&t 
the  screening  processes  required  under 
the  present  law  shall  be  continued.  That 
merely  amends  the  present  law  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  2,500  and  inserting  25,000  per 
year.  We  do  not  know  whether  we  will 
receive  that  many.  That  is  the  maxi¬ 
mum  number  that  can  be  taken  in.  In 
view  of  General  Eisenhower’s  testimony 
we  felt  we  should  attempt  to  have  this 
number  enlisted,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  thinks  he  understands  the  next 
point  about  which  he  wishes  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Texas,  but  he  wants  the 
matter  to  be  in  the  Record.  Is  it  the 
intention  of  the  committee,  in  increas¬ 
ing  the  number  to  25,000,  to  continue 
the  requirement,  not  only  that  these 
men  shall  be  carefully  screened,  but  that 
they  shall  be  so  well  screened  that  they 
will  be  eligible  for  citizenship  and  en¬ 
titled  to  claim  the  right  to  admission  to 
citizenship  after  5  years’  service  as  pre¬ 
scribed  under  present  law? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  is  correct,  if  he  means  by  that  that 
they  shall  be  eligible  for  citizenship. 
Certainly  those  administering  the 
screening  processes  and  the  procedures 
prescribed  should  bear  in  mind  that 
these  persons  will  be  eligible  for  citizen¬ 
ship.  That  is  something  that  should  be 
borne  in  mind  in  the  screening  process. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Then  it  is  farthest 
from  the  thought,  of  the  committee,  if 
the  Senator  from  Florida  may  so  sug¬ 
gest,  to  set  up  a  force  of  mercenaries,  but 
rather  it  is  the  thought  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  to  screen  out  able-bodied  aliens  to 
fight  for  freedom,  in  as  large  a  force  as 
25,000,  who  are  perfectly  willing  to  fight 
in  our  Army  and  for  a  period  of  5  years, 
in  order  to  be  eligible  for  citizenship  in 
the  United  States  of  America? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  usual, 
the  Senator  puts  it  better  than  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  can. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  The  Senator  from 
Texas,  in  his  answers  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland!  relative  to 
the  National  Guard,  has,  I  believe,  an¬ 
swered  the  question  lam  about  to  ask. 
It  is  a  matter  with  which  I  am  greatly 
concerned.  As  I  read  the  bill — I  have 
not  had  time  to  read  all  the  hearings — 
and  as  I  understood  the  Senator  from 
Texas  in  his  answer  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  the  National  Guard  and  air  arm 
of  the  States  have  been  fully  protected 
in  this  measure?  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Senator  from  Texas 
and  the  Senator  from  Kansas  will  agree 
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on  what  is  full  protection,  but  we  can 
agree  that  the  provisions  of  the  present 
law  which  permit  18-  and  18 ^-year-old 
boys  to  go  into  the  guard  and  not  be 
subjected  to  selective  service  are  con¬ 
tinued.  We  do  not  repeal  that  provi- 
sion.  We  continue  it.  We  do  provide 
language  which  was  acceptable  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  which  says  that 
when  and  if  he  finds  that  within  a  State 
there  is  available  adequate  trained  per¬ 
sonnel  to  meet  the  required  strength  of 
the  guard,  then  the  18-  to  18  Ms-year-old 
exemption  shall  not  apply.  That  seems 
to  be  a  very  good  solution  of  the  problem, 
because  I  understand  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Defense  is  now  attempting 
to  make  available  to  the  guard  certain 
trained  men  that  will  supplement  their 
ranks.  We  did  not  take  away  from  the 
guard  the  protection  it  now  has  of  get¬ 
ting  some  of  the  18-  and  18y2-year-old 
men,  but  we  did  provide  that  when  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  says  "there  is  an 
adequate  trained  personnel  available  to 
you  to  meet  your  strength  require¬ 
ment,”  the  Guard  may  no  longer  take 
the  18-  and  18 1/2 -year-old  boys. 

As  I  understand,  the  guard  does  not 
care  about  the  18-  and  18M2-year-old 
boys.  They  would  rather  secure  trained 
men.  If  the  guard  could  secure  vet¬ 
erans  with  less  than  12  months’  service, 
or  men  who  have  been  discharged  from 
the  service,  in  sufficient  numbers  to  keep' 
up  their  strength,  I  think  it  would  really 
be  better  for  them.  I  think  their  posi¬ 
tion  was  very  sound  on  that  point. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  am  in  hearty  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  last  statement  made  by  the 
Senator.  As  one  who  has  served  as 
Governor  of  the  State,  I  realize  fully  the 
difficulty  we  have  in  my  State,  which  I 
think  is  found  in  other  States,  in  keep¬ 
ing  the  National  Guard  up  to  strength. 
It  is  rather  important  that  we  maintain 
full  strength  for  the  National  Guard,  for 
it  is  one  of  our  components  under  the 
National  Defense  Act  of  1916. 

I  would  not  want  the  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  to  contain  anything  which  would 
prevent  or  deter  in  any  way  keeping  the 
National  Guard  at  full  strength.  With 
the  assurance  the  Senator  from  Texas 
has  now  given  me,  I  feel  confident  that 
that  is  what  the  committee  had  in  mind 
when  it  reported  the  bill. 

However,  I  ask  the  Senator  if  he  will 
be  so  kind  as  to  permit  me  to  ask  him 
another  question  respecting  another 
component  part  of  our  military  organ¬ 
ization  which,  I  believe,  has  not  been 
mentioned  this  afternoon.  I  refer  to 
the  Reserve.  I  do  not  believe  there  is  a 
Member  of  this  body  who  has  not  been 
disappointed,  at  least,  by  the  way  the 
Reserve  program  has  been  handled  by 
the  military  authorities.  In  fact,  I 
think  it  has  been  so  poorly  handled  as  to 
be  disgraceful.  But  regardless  of  that, 
we  are  faced  with  the  situation  of  deal¬ 
ing  with  Reserve.  Did  the  committee 
consider  that  problem,  or  did  it  not  take 
action  upon  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  com¬ 
mittee  not  only  considered  it,  but  noti¬ 
fied  the  Department  of  Defense  and  noti¬ 
fied  the  Senate,  on  page  56  of  the  report, 
in  the  following  words: 

The  committee  recognizes  that  our  Reserve 
program  since  World.  War  II  has  not  been 


adequate  or  realistic.  We  have  requested 
that  the  necessary  corrective  action  be  taken 
and  have  received  assurances  that  a  new 
program  is  being  prepared  by  the  Department 
of  Defense  and  wii}  be  submitted  in  the  near 
future. 

The  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  the  very  able  junior  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  has  an¬ 
nounced  that  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  will  go  into  the  whole  question 
very  thoroughly;  and  we  hope  that  in  a 
matter  of  weeks  we  shall  be  giving  con¬ 
sideration  to  that  question. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Texas  for  that  encouraging  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  yield  to  me, 
in  order  that  I  may  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum?  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  a  number  of  other  Senators 
who  recognize  the  benefits  which  will 
come  from  their  hearing  the  address 
which  is  to  be  made  by  him,  have  asked 
that  they  be  notified  when  he  will  begin 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Very  well;  I 
yield. 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hunt 
in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  ^eld  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Yes;  with  the 
understanding  that  I  shall  not  lose  the 
floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered;  and  the  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  a  quorum  call  be  rescinded  and  that 
further  prbceedings  under  the  call  be 
suspended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  rise  to  support  the  pending  bill,  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act.  No  one  has  a  greater  dislike  for 
compulsory  military  service  than  do  I. 
No  one  hates  war  or  has  cause  to  hate 
war  more  than  I.  But,  like  every  other 
American  citizen,  I  want  my  family  and 
my  children  to  lead  their  lives  here  in 
the  United  States  with  security.  To  have 
that  security,  I  know  we  must  have  peace 
in  the  world.  Today  our  security  and  the 
peace  of  the  world  depend  upon  our 
strrength  here  in  the  United  States.  We 
have  become  the  strongest  nation  in  the 
world.  As  such  we  have  responsibilities. 
To  live  up  to  those  responsibilities 
and  to  maintain  that  strength  our  young 
men  today  are  asked  to  learn  the  basic 
training  that  is  the  foundation  of  a  good 
soldier,  airman,  or  sailor.  That  basic 
training  will  help  us  to  be  strong.  Serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Armed  Forces  today  will  help 
us  to  maintain  our  strength  and  our  re¬ 
sponsibilities  as  a  world  power.  Let  us 
hope  in  the  days  ahead  that  the  length 
of  the  service  required  of  our  young  man 
will,  with  better  World  conditions,  be 


shortened  and  take  less  of  his  life  at  an 
important  point  in  his  career.  But  let 
us  pray,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  giving 
of  this  service  by  him  to  his  country  now 
will  make  him  a  better  man  physically 
and  mentally.  At  the  same  time,  let  us 
hope  it  will  enable  him  more  wisely  and 
helpfully  to  serve  his  country  as  a  patri¬ 
otic  citizen.  Those  are  the  basic  reasons, 
it  seems  to  me,  that  we  must  pass  as  early 
as  possible  this  bill  that  we  are  now 
debating. 

As  a  member  of  the  Preparedness  Sub¬ 
committee  of  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  which  drafted  S.  1, 1  attended 
substantially  all  of  the  37  sessions  which 
that  subcommittee  held,  and  I  heard 
practically  all  of  the  testimony  of  about 
100  key  witnesses  who  appeared  either 
for  or  against  the  bill  as  now  drafted. 

In  addition  to  this,  I  was  a  member 
of  the  'Armed  Services  Committee  of  the 
Eightieth  Congress  which  reported  the 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1948.  I  was  also 
a  member  of  the  conference  committee 
which  perfected  the  final  version  of  the 
1948  act.  The  pending  bill  seeks  to 
amend  that  act,  which  was  continued  by 
legislation  last  year  to  July  9,  1951. 

I  believe  that  the  bill  now  before  us 
represents  a  good,  adequate,  practical 
solution  to  our  immediate  military  man¬ 
power  problems.  The  bill  provides  for 
the  raising  and  maintaining  of  an  armed 
force  of  approximately  3,500,000  men.  It 
also  provides  for  a  long-term  program 
of  universal  military  training. 

This  bill  will  permit  the  inducting  of 
men  from  18  through  25  years  of  age. 

The  bill  makes  it  clear  that  the  local 
board  may  not  dip  into  the  age  group 
below  19  years  until  all  its  available 
registrants  over  age  19  have  been  taken. 

The  maximum  period  of  induction  is 
26  months.  Following  this,  the  indi¬ 
vidual  is  transferred  to  the  Reserve  for 
the  remainder  of  the  8-year  period  of 
liability  for  military  service. 

It  continues  the  present  law  which  per¬ 
mits  men  to  enlist  in  the  National  Guard 
prior  to  becoming  18  years  and  6  months. 

I  should  like  briefly  to  discuss  more 
in  detail  two  of  the  bill’s  most  impor¬ 
tant  provisions — the  Reserve  program 
and  26  months’  period  for  active  service. 

The  events  which  followed  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor  and  more  recently  the  crisis  in  Korea 
clearly  show  the  imperative  need  for  a 
positive  continuing  Reserve  program. 
Our  recent  frantic  efforts  to  find  trained 
replacements  for  our  troops  in  Korea, 
our  present  plight  in  which  our  forces 
stationed  here  at  home  are  filled  with 
men  who  are  only  now  completing  their 
basic  training  are  glaring  evidences  of 
the  inadequate  status  of  our  reserve  of 
trained  manpower. 

In  this  country  we  depend  upon  our 
reserves  for  the  building  up  of  our  armed 
services  in  time  of  stress.  We  are  op¬ 
posed  to  the  principle  and  practice  of  a 
large  professional  army.  Our  reserves 
consist  of  our  National  Guard  and  of  the 
organized  and  inactive  reserve  forces  of 
our  armed  services.  Both  groups  are 
now  manned  by  veterans  of  World  War 
II  and  by  men  who  are  too  young  to  be 
veterans  of  World  War  II.  The  veterans 
are  becoming  cider  and  thereby  obtain¬ 
ing  greater  responsibilities  as  civilians 
and  as  heads  of  families,  The  non-vet- 
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erans  have  never  received  a  sound  basic 
military  training.  The  basic  fact  re¬ 
mains  therefore  that  we  have  not  today 
adequate  trained  reserves  because  we 
have  no  program  for  training  men  be¬ 
fore  they  join  the  reserve  components. 

A  reserve  consisting  of  untrained  men 
is  of  no  value.  Actually  it  is  harmful. 
Its  impressive  appearance  on  paper  gives 
an  illusion  of  strength  which  is  not  there. 

Under  our  present  hit-and-miss  sys¬ 
tem,  completely  untrained  men  join  the 
reserve  components.  Actually  our  com¬ 
mittee  was  told  that  they  comprise  ap¬ 
proximately  50  percent  of  the  present  re¬ 
serve.  The  other  half  are  veterans  of  the 
last  war.  Under  the  present  limitations 
of  funds  and  facilities,  it  is  not  possible — 
or  at  least  it  has  not  been  done — to  give 
these  untrained  members  of  the  reserve 
any  realistic  instruction. 

The  consequences  of  this  loosely  inte¬ 
grated  system  were  made  painfully  clear 
last  September.  At  that  time  it  became 
necessary  to  recall  numerous  individuals 
for  immediate  active  duty  to  meet  the 
Korean  crisis.  The  astonishing  fact  de¬ 
veloped  that  the  only  trained  reserves  are 
veterans  of  the  last  war.  Unless  some 
system  is  shortly  developed  which  will 
fit  continually  into  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  large  numbers  of  trained  men, 
the  only  trained  reserves  available  to 
meet  some  future  Korea  will  be  the  vet¬ 
erans  of  this  Korea.  This  is  particularly 
true  of  that  portion  of  the  reserve  which 
is  not  in  organized  units.  The  large 
pool  which  must  be  called  to  duty  as  in¬ 
dividuals  to  provide  the  men  needed  to 
fill  new  units  or  to  replace  losses. 

Let  me  give  you  two  examples  which 
have  been  called  to  my  personal  atten¬ 
tion.  The  first  case  was  a  veteran  of 
four  combat  drops  in  an  airborne  divi¬ 
sion  of  World  War  II.  He  had  several 
medals  for  courage  in  action.  He  had 
been  wounded.  When  he  was  called  sud¬ 
denly  back  into  the  service  because  of 
Korea,  he  had  a  responsible  civilian  posi¬ 
tion  through  which  he  supported  a  wife 
and  three  daughters.  His  wife  wa,s  at  the 
moment  that  he  was  called  on  very  short 
notice  bedridden  with  a  serious  illness. 
I  requested  the  Army  to  give  that  man  a 
greater  deferment  of  time  and  they  co¬ 
operated. 

The  other  case  I  would  like  to  mention 
briefly  was  a  veteran  of  World  War  II 
who  is  now  37  years  of  age  with  a  wife 
and  2  children.  He  was  called  back  into 
the  service  and  was  in  active  combat  in 
Korea,  when  I  last  heard  from  him. 

A  letter  just  received  from  Korea  is 
typical  of  those  I  am  constantly  re¬ 
ceiving: 

Korea,  February  18,  1951. 

Dear  Sir  :  In  my  confused  mind  I  have  sev¬ 
eral  questions  that  maybe  you  could  help  me 
answer.  I’m  a  veteran  of  World  War  II  and 
was  recalled  to  active  duty  with  the  Enlisted 
Reserve  Corps  in  September.  I  had  15  days 
to  report  for  duty  leaving  a  pregnant  wife 
and  a  Job  I  had  Just  gotten  after  almost  2 
years  waiting  for  an  opening.  We  received 
about  14  days  training  and  were  then  trans¬ 
ported  to  Korea  in  the  fastest  shuffle  of  men 
I've  ever  witnessed.  My  second  night  in 
Korea  was  spent  digging  a  foxhole  on  the 
lines.  Regardless  of  the  aforementioned,  I’d 
now  like  to  know  why  a  man  who  has  been 
wounded,  suffered  frostbitten  feet,  should  be 
subject  to  front  line  duty  again.  I  know  of 


casec  where  men  have  been  wounded  four 
times,  have  come  back  to  risk  their  lives 
again.  Every  day  we  see  pictures  of  healthy 
American  youths  trying  to  beat  duty  in  the 
Army  by  enlisting  in  some  safer  branch  of 
service.  Why  if  they  can  enlist  in  one  branch, 
can’t  these  18-year-olds  be  drafted  Just  as 
well?  I  started  my  military  service  at  18 
years  of  age  and  so  did  a  great  many  other 
World  War  II  veterans.  True,  it’s  young,  but 
who  else  can  carry  on  the  fight?  This  is 
more  than  just  “police  action”  ever  here  and 
we’re  getting  pretty  tired  of  carrying  the 
whole  load.  Let’s  get  some  more  help  over 
here  so  we  can  end  this  mess  and  get  home 
to  our  wives,  families,  and  jobs.  Enclosed  is 
one  of  the  articles  I  refer  to. 

Stationery  is  short  so  I  can  only  spare  one 
sheet.  Thank  you  for  your  time. 

Respectfully  submitted. 

Certainly  these  are  cases  typical  of 
many  that  every  Senator  can  cite.  These 
are  types  of  men  who  should  not  be  called 
except  in  extreme  emergencies!  Young 
nonveterans  should  be  trained  suffi¬ 
ciently  to  do  the  work  that  these  men  are 
now  required  to  perform.  This  bill  calls 
for  every  physically  and  mentally  sound 
man  between  18  and  26  years  of  age, 
except  for  a  comparatively  few  defer¬ 
ments,  to  give  2  active  years  and  6  more 
in  the  Reserves  to  the  service  of  his 
country. 

We  believe  that  the  Reserve  program 
contemplated  by  this  bill  is  a  sound  one. 
We  believe  that  it  will  make  it  possible 
to  formulate  in  detail  a&ystem  for  main¬ 
taining  our  Reserve  units  in  a  state  of 
readiness  which  heretofore  has  been  im¬ 
possible. 

But  such  a  program  cannot  be  worked 
out  until  some  legislation  has  been 
enacted  upon  which  the  Department  of 
Defense  can  build  an  adequate  Reserve 
program.  With  that  thought  in  mind, 
the  committee  has,  requested  in  writing 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  submit  to 
the  committee  within  60  days  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  bill  the  detailed 
-plans  of  a  Reserve  system  which  will  be 
put  into  effect  at  the  earliest  possible 
date  in  all  of  the  military  services. 

The  pending  bill  does  not  in  any  way 
abrogate  Reserve  agreements  which 
have  already  been  made  with  individuals. 
It  does  contemplate,  however,  a  more 
realistic  Reserve  program  for  the  future. 

Each  person  who  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  bill  is  either 
inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the 
Armed  Forces  prior  to  attaining  the  age 
of  26,  shall  be  obligated  to  serve  either 
on  active  training  and  service  or  in  a 
Reserve  component  for  a  period  of  8 
years.  This  is  provided  on  page  74,  line 
12,  of  the  bill.  Each  person  released  from 
active  training  and  service  is  transferred 
to  a  Reserve  component.  This  is  not 
optional  with  the  individual.  It  is  man¬ 
datory. 

But  the  individual  who  serves  in  an 
organized  unit  may  shorten  the  total 
period  of  Reserve  obligation.  The  3-year - 
5-year  formula  prescribed  in  the  1948 
act  is  not  carried  forward  in  this  bill. 
The  committee  felt  that  the  formula 
was  unduly  restrictive  and  did  not  meet 
the  needs  of  the  different  services.  After 
all,  the  degree  of  activity  which  an  indi¬ 
vidual  in  an  organized  unit  is  called 
upon  to  undertake  varies  in  the  various 
services  and  in  accordance  with  the 
availability  of  facilities  and  funds.  We 


therefore  felt  that  the  adoption  of  such 
a  rigid  formula  as  contained  in  the  1948 
act  was  unwise. 

So  long  as  we  maintain  an  active  duty 
force  of  3,500,000  men,  the  long-term 
annual  turn-over  rate  will  absorb  prac¬ 
tically  all  of  each  year’s  pool  of  physi¬ 
cally  fit  men,  if  the  estimates  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  and  the  Selective 
Service  experts  are  correct.  But  we  are 
all  naturally  hopeful  that  we  shall  be 
able  ultimately  and  before  too  long  to 
reduce  the  size  of  the  active-duty  force. 

When  this  time  comes — and  we  all  cer¬ 
tainly  pray  for  its  early  development — 
it  will  then  be  possible  to  shorten  the  in¬ 
duction  period  and  to  permit  inductees 
to  be  transferred  from  the  active  forces 
to  the  Reserve  without  serving  the  full 
induction  period  of  26  months.  This 
procedure  will  guarantee  to  the  Reserve 
a  flow  of  trained  men  to  supplement  the 
young  men  now  serving  in  Korea  and 
those  who  will  have  been  discharged  and 
transferred  to  the  Reserves. 

Our  ultimate  goal,  of  course,  when  the 
security  of  our  country  can  be  more 
clearly  foreseen  than  it  can  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  moment,  will  be  to  eliminate  entirely 
the  period  of  active  service  and  to  re¬ 
quire  of  the  individual  inductee  nothing 
more  than  the  prescribed  period  of  initial 
basic  training,  which  may  vary  from  4 
to  6  months.  That  is  the  goal  toward 
which  we  desire  to  work.  Either  the 
Congress  or  the  President  can  work 
toward  that  goal  when  they  believe  that 
the  emergency  is  sufficiently  lessened  to 
permit  it. 

When  this  phase  of  the  program  begins 
to  operate,  we  will  have  achieved  the 
goal  of  providing  annually  for  our  Re¬ 
serve  components  a  flow  of  trained  men. 
We  will  no  longer  have,  as  we  have  now 
and  have  had  in  the  past,  a  Reserve  in 
which  the  only  trained  men  were  the 
veterans  of  the  last  war. 

Our  pool  of  young  Reserves  will  consist 
of  boys  who  have  had  a  sound  course  of 
basic  military  training — a  course  of 
training  which  can  be  given  in  peace¬ 
time  rather  than  hurriedly  devised  to 
meet  the  crisis  of  an  emergency.  It  will 
then  no  longer  be  necessary,  we  hope, 
for  us  to  draft  completely  untrained 
young  men  into  our  military  services. 
We  can  simply  call  up  successively  the 
trained  reservists  who  graduated  during 
recent  years. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  the  important 
contribution  which  the  pending  bill 
makes  to  our  Reserve  program.  It  be¬ 
comes  of  the  greatest  lasting  signifi¬ 
cance. 

When  we  do  get  our  Reserve  program 
on  an  even,  practical  basis,  there  are 
bad  practices,  or  questionable  practices, 
which  must  be  gradually  eliminated. 
For  example,  at  the  outset  of  the  Ko¬ 
rean  crisis,  reservists  were  hurriedly 
called  to  active  duty  without  regard  to 
their  civilian  employment  or  status,  or 
the  number  of  their  dependents.  The 
armed  services  kept  no  catalog  of  reserv¬ 
ists.  A  man  who  had  served  3  years 
in  combat  during  World  War  II,  who 
had  a  wife  and  several  children,  who 
owned  a  small  busihess,  was  just  as  apt 
to  be  called  as  was  the  youngster  who 
had  served  only  a  year  or  two  after 
VJ-day.  I  have  cited  several  instances 
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that  have  come  to  my  personal  atten¬ 
tion.  Such  inequities  must  be  corrected, 
and  corrected  as  soon  as  possible.  A 
system  of  releasing  as  rapidly  as  we  can 
from  active  service  those  men  who 
served  long  periods  in  the  last  war,  or 
who  have  family  commitments  which 
render  their  military  service  a  distinct 
hardship,  must  be  devised.  We  must 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  in¬ 
justices. 

•  Counterwise,  the  status  of  the  reserv¬ 
ist  who  has  not  been  ordered  to  duty 
and  who  has  never  had  any  active  mili¬ 
tary  service  must  be  quickly  reexamined. 
In  the  long  run,  the  question  comes  down 
to  this:  Should  the  young  man  who  is 
now  a  member  of  a  National  Guard  or¬ 
ganization  or  of  a  unit  of  the  Organized 
Reserves,  who  has  never  had  any  active 
service,  continue  to  be  deferred?  Should 
not  such  a  man,  as  soon  as  he  is  suffi¬ 
ciently  trained,  be  required  to  serve  on 
active  duty  and  replace  those  World  War 
II  veterans  and  other  veterans  who  have 
their  tour  in  active  combat  in  Korea? 

These  are  questions  which  must  be 
met  and  solved  in  a  systematic  manner 
as  we  tackle  the  job  of  putting  our 
Reserve  system  in  order. 

The  committee  has  requested  in  writ¬ 
ing  that  the  Secretary  of  Defense  furnish 
it  at  the  earliest  practical  time  the  plans 
whereby  some  of  these  objectives  are 
to  be  attained.  Such  a  plan  should  be 
formulated  at  once.  It  does  not  need 
to  wait  necessarily  for  the  passage  of 
this  bill.  I  hope  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  will  prepare  such  a  program  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment,  because  there 
are  too  many  of  our  veterans  now  in 
Korea  with  many  responsibilities  at 
home  who  should  be  replaced  with 
younger  men,  who  in  many  instances  are 
now  sufficiently  trained. 

In  commenting  upon  these  factors,  I 
simply  wish  to  point  out  that  our  pres¬ 
ent  Reserve  system — or  should  it  be 
called  our  lack  of  system — is  full  of  in¬ 
equities  and  mistakes.  They  must  be 
removed  or  corrected.  We  are  all  alert 
to  the  problem  from  the  many  injus¬ 
tices  that  have  been  called  to  our  atten¬ 
tion.  We  are  all  insistent  that  it  be 
solved. 

But  changes  cannot  be  made  over¬ 
night.  We  must  take  one  step  at  a  time. 
The  first  step  is  to  provide  a  system  of 
feeding  into  our  Reserve  ‘components 
adequate  numbers  of  men  on  a  continu¬ 
ing  basis,  rather  than  to  rely  upon  the 
vagaries  of  enlistment  of  completely  un¬ 
trained  youngsters. 

Mr.  President,  another  point  that  I 
would  like  to  discuss  briefly  is  the  length 
of  the  induction  period.  In  the  1948 
act  it  is  21  months.  This  bill  lengthens 
that  active  service  to  26  months. 

In  discussing  this  question,  we  must 
be  careful  to  avoid  generalities.  Many 
people  feel  that  the  period  of  induction 
is  something  which  applies  to  all  mem¬ 
bers  of  our  military  services  of  3,500,000 
men.  Actually  that  is  far  from  true. 
The  Selective  Service  System  is  now  in¬ 
ducting  men  only  for  the  Army.  The 
Navy  and  Air  Force,  which  make  up 
about  2,000,000  of  the  3,500,000  men,  are 
able  to  secure  all  of  their  personnel 


either  by  voluntary  enlistment,  reenlist¬ 
ment,  or  by  the  recalling  of  reservists. 
The  enlistment  period  in  those  services 
is  4  years.  With  the  present  favorable 
rates  of  reenlistments,  the  average  pe¬ 
riod  of  enlisted  service  for  personnel  in 
the  Navy  and  Air  Force  is  in  the  neigh¬ 
borhood  of  5  or  6  years. 

The  Army,  on  fhe  other  hand,  must 
secure  a  very  substantial  portion  of  its 
personnel  through  induction.  Although 
the  Army  had  conducted  for  many  years 
a  very  productive  enlistment  campaign, 
its  needs  are  so  much  larger  that  it  has 
found  it  impossible  to  sustain  itself  with¬ 
out  the  aid  of  Selective  Service. 

At  the  end  of  October  1950,  the  num¬ 
ber  of  men  in  the  Army  as  a  result  of 
voluntary  enlistment  exceeded  the  num¬ 
ber  in  either  the  Navy  or  Air  Force  by 
over  150,000  individuals.  However,  the 
build-up  of  the  Army,  plus  the  rigors  of 
the  very  difficult  campaign  in  Korea, 
have  brought  about  a  situation  in  which 
the  Army  will  ultimately  secure  the  bulk 
of  its  enlisted  strength  through  Selective 
Service.  Initially,  this  number  will  not 
be  as  large  as  is  generally  supposed.  I 
am  told  that  it  will  be  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  600,000  men  by  the  end  of  the 
current  fiscal  year  in  June.  How  large 
it  will  be  next  year  or  in  1953  is  im¬ 
possible  to  estimate. 

The  point,  however,  is  simply  this:  The 
period  of  induction  at  the  moment  is  of 
primary  significance  to  only  one  serv¬ 
ice — the  Army. 

The  Army  is  currently  bearing  the 
brunt  of  a  very  difficult  military  cam¬ 
paign  which  is  being  conducted  many 
thousands  of  miles  from  the  United 
States.  The  efficiency  of  the  units  con¬ 
ducting  this  campaign  will  be  adversely 
affected  to  a  very  marked  degree  by  the 
large  turn-over  which  will  begin  to  take 
effect  as  the  period  of  service  of  the 
21 -month  inductees  begins  to  terminate. 
This  was  one  of  the  basic  reasons  that 
influenced  the  committee  to  recommend 
that  the  induction  period  of  21  months 
be  increased. 

This  bill  would  extend  the  power  of 
the  President  until  June  1953  to  give  one 
extension  of  1  year  to  the  enlistment 
period  of  a  man  now  in  service.  This 
will  help,  but  it  is  not  enough. 

As  it  was  pointed  out  when  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  of  1943  was  debated, 
an  induction  period  of  21  months  for 
training  purposes  is  adequate.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  this  shorter  period  per¬ 
mits  more  men  to  be  trained,  and  is 
thereby  of  great  advantage  to  the  Re¬ 
serve  components  of  the  Army.  It  really 
has  no  effect  on  the  Reserve  components 
of  the  other  services  for  the  reasons  I 
have  already  stated. 

Under  a  26-month  induction  period, 
the  committee  figures  that  each  man  will 
have  4  months  of  basic  training.  Under 
our  present  laws,  he  will  be  entitled  to 
2  months  and  5  days  of  leave,  exclusive 
of  week-end  passes.  Because  of  the  long 
distances  he  must  travel  to  points  where 
he  is  needed  in  Europe,  in  Japan,  or  in 
Korea,  2  months  will  be  taken  in  travel 
to  get  him  to  his  post  and  to  return  him 
for  discharge.  Thus,  there  will  be  ap¬ 
proximately  18  months  of  useful  service 


as  a  trained  man  to  the  Army.  The 
committee  therefore  recommends  the 
longer  induction  period  primarily  for 
military  reasons  to  meet  the  demands  in 
Korea  and  of  sending  men  to  other  coun¬ 
tries  where  they  are  needed  as  replace¬ 
ments.  We  do  not  feel  that  this  longer 
period  of  induction  should  be  retained 
indefinitely.  We  feel  that  it  should  be 
reduced  whenever  the  military  situation 
confronting  the  Army  makes  such  action 
possible.  Provision  whereby  this  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  26-month  period  of  induction 
can  be  shortened  and  ultimately  elimi¬ 
nated  is  specifically  set  out  in  the  terms 
of  the  bill  on  page  77,  line  12,  and  fol¬ 
lowing  : 

Mr.  President,  I  have  tried  in  this 
talk  to  elaborate  somewhat  on  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  the  Reserves  and  on  the  x'easons 
that  convinced  the  committee  upon 
reaching  a  26-month  period  of  induction 
for  active  service. 

I  believe  this  is  a  sound  bill.  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  meets  the  needs  of  today  and 
provides  for  the  needs  of  tomorrow. 
This  bill  of  and  by  itself  is  not  the  an¬ 
swer  to  all  of  our  problems  for  national 
security,  by  any  means.  On  the  other 
hand,  Mr.  President,  I  sincerely  believe 
that  without  the  provisions  of  this  bill 
other  measures  and  the  huge  appropria¬ 
tions  that  we  are  expected  to  make  in 
this  session  of  Congress  for  national  de¬ 
fense  will  be  inconclusive.  It  is  useless 
for  us  to  build  tanks,  planes  and  ships 
unless  there  are  patriotic  men,  well 
trained  and  qualified,  in  sufficient  num¬ 
bers,  constantly  rotating  so  that  there 
is  fairness  to  all,  to  man  those  tanks, 
planes,  and  ships.  This  bill  provides 
those  men  as  fairly  and  as  equitably  as 
possible.  I  take  the  great  responsibility 
of  saying  this  only  after  the  most 
thoughtful  and  careful  consideration, 
now  stretching  over  a  period  of  several 
years.  I  say  this  because,  as  I  cited  at 
the  beginning  of  this  talk,  we  are  taking 
a  step  that  will  go  into  practically  every 
family  in  the  country,  that  will  affect 
the  future  of  our  mothers  and  fathers, 
and  their  sons.  But  this  step  is  neces¬ 
sary  if  we  are  to  build  up  the  security  of 
these  same  boys  and  undertake  our  re¬ 
sponsibilities  as  a  world  power  for  great¬ 
er  peace  in  the  world  that  will  immedi¬ 
ately  affect  the  lives  of  the  mothers  and 
fathers  and  sweethearts  -of  these  boys. 

This  bill  provides  a  method  by  which 
we  in  the  United  States  can  meet  the 
immediate  needs  of  our  Armed  Forces 
and  maintain  an  adequate  reserve  force, 
as  opposed  to  a  large  professional  army, 
which  we  have  never  had  nor  ever  want 
to  have  except  in  times  of  great  emer¬ 
gency.  I  hope  the  bill  will  pass. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  to  my 
colleague  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts.  The  pending  bill  does  not 
provide  any  immediate  relief  to  the  men 
in  the  reserves  who  have  been  called 
back  to  active  service? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  agree 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Kansas  that  it  does  not  apply  any  imrne- 
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diate  solution.  It  is  an  effort  to  build 
up  a  gradual  solution. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  It  is  a  long-term 
proposition,  is  it  not?  The  pending  bill 
intends  to  cover  a  series  of  circumstances 
and  conditions  on  a  long  range  basis, 
does  it  not? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  It  would  do  two  things,  as  I  see 
it.  First,  it  would  build  up  and  main¬ 
tain  a  sufficient  force,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  to  provide 
the  strength  which  the  Nation  is  re¬ 
quired  to  have  as  a  world  power.  Sec- 
only,  it  is  an  effort  to  build  up  over  a 
period  of  years  a  reserve  of  young  men 
with  basic  training,  who  can  fit  into  the 
reserves.  In  that  way  we  would  not  be 
in  the  position  in  which  we  were  when 
Korea  broke,  or  when  Pearl  Harbor 
broke. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  If  the  Senator  will 
yield,  I  should  like  to  make  an  observa¬ 
tion.  I  have  received  hundreds  of  let¬ 
ters  concerning  the  handling  of  the 
Reserve  components.  They  are  being 
called  out  after  having  given  months 
and  years  of  service  in  World  War  II. 
Much  dissatisfaction  and  discourage¬ 
ment  has  developed.  Unless  some  com¬ 
pulsory  filling  up  of  the  reserve  gaps  is 
provided,  we  shall  probably  suffer  for 
years,  and  will  not  be  able  to  fill  the  re-- 
serve  forces  through  voluntary  means. 
Does  the  Senator  agree  with  me? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree,  par¬ 
ticularly  as  regards  the  Army. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  one  further  question.  I  was 
interested  in  the  Senator’s  statement 
that  the  bill  will  provide  a  constantly 
rotating  force  to  man  the  ships,  the 
guns,  and  the  tanks.  1  should  like  to 
preface  my  question  by  an  example.  I 
understand  that  the  Army  Air  Force 
and  the  Navy,  by  voluntary  enlistments, 
have  piled  up  a  considerable  backlog  of 
manpower.  According  to  the  press  it  is 
manpower  of  the  elite  type.  Does  this 
bill,  by  reason  of  what  has  transpired 
before,  really  amount  to  this:  If  it  is 
enacted  and  we  take  the  18-year-olds, 
will  we,  under  the  terms  of  the  bill, 
primarily  have  to  channel  the  young 
draftees  to  be  foot  soldiers?  Will  the 
Navy  and  the  Army  Air  Force  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  have  a  backlog  of  additional 
enlistees,  or  will  some  rotation  be 
provided? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  My  answer  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  is  that  we 
cannot  channel  a  volunteer  from  the  Air 
Force  into  the  Army;  but  to  the  best  of 
our  ability  we  can  require  the  armed 
services  to  go  share-and-share  alike,  so 
far  as  practicable,  with  respect  to  the 
less  desirable  possibilities.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  that  specifically  answers  the 
Senator’s  question.  However,  as  I  un¬ 
derstand,  a  volunteer  enlists  for  4  years, 
and  he  may  choose  his  service.  An  in¬ 
ductee  is  taken  for  26  months,  and  he 
may  not  choose  his  service.  But  there 
are  men  who,  we  will  say,  are  less  quali¬ 
fied  than  others,  without  drawing  in¬ 
vidious  comparisons  as  to  why  they  are 
less  qualified,  mentally  or  otherwise. 
The  great  criticism  today  is  that  many 
of  those  are  going  into  the  Army  and 
not  enough  into  the  Air  Force  and  the 


Navy.  We  discussed  that  question  at 
length.  In  our  opinion,  there  was  no 
way  by  which  we  could  specifically  write 
into  legislation  the  requirement  that  the 
number  of  such  men  be  divided  by  three. 
We  placed  the  duty  upon  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  as  an  administrative  respon¬ 
sibility,  to  try  to  divide  those  men  as 
fairly  as  possible  among  the  various 
services. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  Then,  I  take  it  that 
what  the  Senator  has  indicated  is  that 
the  situation  will  have  to  be  readjusted 
by  administrative  decrees,  and  the  prob¬ 
lem  will  have  to  be  handled  by  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  approach  rather  than  by 
anything  in  the  bill  of  a  legalistic  or 
statutory  nature. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator  is 
correct. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  understood  the  Sen¬ 
ator  to  say,  in  response  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Schoeppel],  that  the  bill  would  have  no 
direct  effect  on  the  relief  of  the  Reserves, 
as  affecting  the  Reserves  who  have  been 
called  to  active  duty.  I  am  sure  that 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  realizes 
that  the  bill  does  have  a  considerable 
effect  on  the  length  of  time  the  Reserves 
may  be  compelled  to  serve. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator  is 
absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Because,  unless  we 
are  able  to  get  the  men  which  the  bill 
contemplates,  we  cannot  relieve  the  Re¬ 
serves.  The  bill  will  be  a  step  in  per¬ 
haps  shortening  the  period  of  service  of 
the  Reserves  who  have  been  called  to 
active  duty. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  appreciate 
what  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  said. 
He  is  absolutely  correct.  While  it  will 
have  no  immediate  effect  on  the  Re¬ 
serves,  it  will  accelerate  the  sending  of 
trained  men  gradually  to  replace  fathers 
and  veterans.  What  we  must  do  is  to 
build  up  a  sufficiently  large  force  so  that 
we  can  rotate  the  men  and  relieve  the 
Reserves  from  further  service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  In  other  words,  we 
must  get  another  man  to  take  the  place 
of  a  reservist  before  we  can  rotate  him 
and  bring  him  back. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  Did  I  misinform  the  Senator 
from  Kansas  on  that  point? 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL.  No.  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that  he 
did  not  misinform  me.  However,  I  felt 
that  the  point  ought  to  be  brought  out 
because  of  the  fact  that  many  people 
throughout  the  country  are  expecting 
some  immediate  relief  by  reason  of  the 
Reserve  feature  in  the  bill.  I  do  not 
think  they  should  be  misled.  I  think 
they  should  know  the  situation  definitely, 
as  it  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Georgia.  Too 
many  people  have  been  misled  and  there 
has  been  too  much  misunderstanding 
about  many  of  these  questions. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  cannot  afford  any 
immediate  relief,  but  I  do  not  see  how 
we  can  relieve  the  reservists  without  this 
bill. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Let  me  say  also 
to  the  Senator  from  Kansas  and  the 


Senator  from  Georgia  that  it  is  my  be¬ 
lief  that  the  bill  is  not  merely  for  this 
emergency.  What  we  are  trying  to  do  is 
to  build  up  and  maintain  an  armed 
force,  and  then  provide  for  an  adequate 
supply  of  young  men  with  basic  train¬ 
ing,  who  will  constitute  a  reserve  in  years 
to  come.  Those  are  the  primary  objec¬ 
tives, 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  Senator  mean, 
then,  that  in  establishing  a  permanent 
program  the  provision  for  the  induction 
of  18 -year-olds  is  to  be  a  permanent 
feature? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  bill,  if  it  be¬ 
comes  law,  will  remain  on  the  statute 
books  until  it  is  repealed.  Under  its 
terms  the  26 -month  term  of  service  can 
be  cut  down,  as  pointed  out  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  either  by 
Preside  tial  order  or  by  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  of  Congress.  So  far  as  the  18- 
year-olds  are  concerned,  when  the  emer¬ 
gency  is  over  and  the  term  of  service  is 
cut  down,  an  18-year-old  boy  will  be 
subject  to  induction  for  from  4  to  6 
months  of  basic  training.  He  will  then 
be  in  the  Reserves  for  the  remainder  of  8 
years.  He  will  not  be  called  upon  for 
active  service. 

The  Senator  refers  to  18-year-old 
boys.  As  I  understand,  it  is  the  consid¬ 
ered  judgment  of  competent  educational 
authorities  and  competent  civilians  that 
the  age  of  18  is  the  best  period  at  which 
to  give  a  boy  basic  training,  with  the 
least  detriment  to  his  own  life,  the  least 
detriment  to  the  community,  and  the 
greatest  benefit  to  the  Nation. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  he  would  have  no 
option. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  He  would  have 
no  objection.  When  he  was  called  he 
would  have  6  months  of  basic  training, 
and  then  he  would  go  on  and  lead  his 
life. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  is,  if  he  wanted  to 
take  the  6  months  at  the  last  half  of  the 
year  when  he  was  approaching  19,  be¬ 
cause  he  was  in  school  or  for  any  other 
reason,  he  would  not  have  an  option? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  He  could  finish 
his  school  career,  provided  he  did  it  be¬ 
fore  his  nineteenth  birthday.  Then  he 
would  be  taken  after  that.  But  assume 
that  he  finished  his  school  year  at  18. 
It  is  my  understanding  that  then  he 
would  be  subject  to  being  inducted  for 
basic  training.  I  assume  that  if  there 
were  too  many,  the  program  might  be 
postponed  for  a  little  while.  I  do  not 
believe  the  committee  has  gone  into  that 
question.  It  proposes  to  establish  a 
commission  of  three  civilians  and  two 
military  men  to  prescribe  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  when  we  reach  that  period, 
which  we  do  not  foresee  in  the  immedi¬ 
ate  future  because  of  the  present  emer¬ 
gency. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  thank  the  Senator  for 
yielding,  but  his  answer  suggests  to  me 
that  if  this  is  a  permanent  program  and 
we  are  here  dealing  with  a  permanent 
policy,  some  question  is  raised  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  which 
would  not  arise  if  we  were  thinking  of 
it  in  terms  of  meeting  an  emergency. 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  agree  with 
the  Senator.  The  committee  has  not 
gone  into  the  details  of  the  basic  train¬ 
ing  program  for  a  6-month  period,  ex¬ 
cept  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of 
the  Commission,  the  members  of  which 
must  be  appointed  by  the  President  and 
confirmed  by  the  Senate.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  would  be  authorized  to  establish 
rules  and  regulations.  When  that  time 
comes,  which  will  be  some  time  in  the 
future,  we  can  correct  any  unfairnesses, 
inequalities,  or  injustices  which  may 
arise. 

'increase  op  certain  postal  rates— 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  (H. 

DOC.  NO.  65) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hunt 
in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  which  was  read  by  the 
legislative  clerk  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

(For  the  President’s  message,  see  to¬ 
day’s  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives,  pp.  1650-1661.) 

THE  FLEXIBLE-IMPORT -FEE  PRINCIPLE 

OF  FAIR  AND  REASONABLE  COMPETI¬ 
TION,  SENATE  981,  FEBRUARY  27,  1951 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  on  June 
12,  1934,  the  Congress  transferred  to  the 
President,  by  means  of  the  1934  Trade 
Agreements  Act,  its  constitutional  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  regulate  foreign  trade. 

FAIR  AND  REASONABLE  COMPETITION 

The  flexible-import-fee  bill.  Senate 
981,  simply  emphasizes  and  more  clearly 
defines  the  principle  already  adopted  by 
the  Congress  in  the  1930  Tariff  Act,  but 
not  really  utilized  by  the  administration 
following  the  passage  of  the  1934  Trade 
Agreements  Act. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT  ADMINISTERED  ACT 

Almost  immediately  following  the 
passage  of  the  act,  the  Secretary  of  State 
established  the  Trade  Agreements  Com¬ 
mittee,  which  quickly  proceeded  to  con¬ 
tinually  lower  the  long-standing  tariffs 
and  import  fees  on  the  basis  of  which 
thousands  of  products  were  produced  in 
this  country. 

These  tariffs  and  import  fees  were  low¬ 
ered  without  regard  to  the  differential 
existing  between  the  cost  of  production 
in  this  country  and  the  cost  of  produc¬ 
tion  in  competitve  nations.  Thatycom- 
mittee  was  formalized  in  February  1947 
by  the  President,  through  Executive 
order  9832. 

FLOOR  UNDER  WAGES  AND  INVESTMENTS  EFFEC¬ 
TIVELY  REMOVED/  , 

Mr.  President,  a  tariff/or  import  fee, 
when  properly  adjusted,  represents  the 
necessary  floor  under y&ages  and  invest¬ 
ments.  That  floor  has  been  effectively 
removed  through  the  action  of  the  State 
Department  over,the  past  18  years. 

SUPERSECRE/  TORQUAY  CONFERENCE 

r 

The  supersecret  conference  now  in  ses¬ 
sion  in  Torquay,  England,  with  several 
dozen  State  Department  representatives 
in  attendance,  is  presumably  complet¬ 
ing  the-' job  of  establishing  free  trade,  in 
line  /with  its  “one  economic  world” 
theory. 

j(lr.  President,  representatives  of  ap¬ 
proximately  40  nations  are  conferring 


there  on  approximately  100  so-called  bi¬ 
lateral  trade  agreements  which  will 
lower  tariffs  or  import  fees.  The  bene¬ 
fits  of  those  agreements  will,  under  our 
most-favored-nation  clause,  become  im¬ 
mediately  available  to  all  the  other  na¬ 
tions  of  the  world,  without  requiring  any 
concessions  whatsoever  on  their  part. 

TRADE  AGREEMENTS  ONE-WAY  STREET 

Of  course,  following  their  usual  policy, 
the  nations  with  which  these  bilateral 
agreements  have  been  made  will  proceed 
to  improve  their  quotas,  embargoes, 
specifications,  manipulations  of  cur¬ 
rency,  and  other  subterfuges  which  they 
use  to  prevent  any  benefit  from  accru¬ 
ing  to  the  United  States.  Therefore, 
such  trade  agreements  are  simply  a  one¬ 
way  street. 

Mr.  President,  American  workers,  in¬ 
vestors,  and  Members  of  Congress  are 
not  invited  to  attend  the  Torquay  con¬ 
ference.  However,  foreign  producers  are 
allowed  to  attend,  along  with  representa¬ 
tives  of  their  respective  countries. 

M.  S.  RUKEYSER,  ECONOMIC  COMMENTATOR 

Mr.  President,  Mr.  M.  S.  Rukeyser,  an 
economic  commentator  for  the  New  York 
Journal-American,  on  May  11,  1950,  in 
his  column,  covered  the  subject  when  he 
said  that  the  fiexible-import-fee  prin¬ 
ciple  which  would  represent  the  differ¬ 
ential  between  labor  costs  and  standards 
in  the  United  States  and  those  abroad, 
had  been  recommended  to  the  Senate  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada;  and 
then  Mr.  Rukeyser  said:/ 

This  idea  accords  witlyThe  remark  made 
to  me  years  ago  by  Bernard  M.  Baruch,  sage 
and  elder  statesman/  of  the  Democratic 
Party. 

I  read  further  from  Mr.  Rukeyser’s 
column: 


Mr.  Baruch  said  that  it  would  be  psycho¬ 
logically  astute  to  get  out  from  under  the 
onus  of  protectionism. 

Mr.  Bari/ch  instead  proposed  that  hereafter 
we  offer /removal  of  all  trade  barriers  to  na¬ 
tions  which  maintain  wage  and  living  stand¬ 
ards /qua!  to  our  own.  At  present,  no  for¬ 
eign'  nation  could  qualify. 

/Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  a  part  of  the  article  from 
which  I  have  just  quoted  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  excef’pt 
from  the  article  was  ordered  to  be 
. printed  in  the  Record,  as  follows: 

While  Senator  McCarthy  has  been  dwelling 
on  subversives.  Senator  George  W.  Malone, 
Republican,  of  Nevada,  has  been  concentrat¬ 
ing  his  criticism  on  free-trade  tendencies  of 
the  Fair  Deal. 

While  under  the  cover  of  the  current  arm¬ 
ament  boom  the  over-all  adverse  effect  of 
departure  from  protectionism  has  been  con¬ 
cealed,  Senator  Malone  is  hammering  away 
at  the  potential  dangers. 

Already  .the  labor  unions  are  beginning 
to  take  cognizance  of  the  matter,  and  real 
progress  will  start  when  capital  and  labor 
present  a  united  front  in  discussing  matters 
with  their  public  servants. 

As  an  alternative  to  the  Roosevelt-Truman 
tariff  slashing  policy,  Mr.  Malone  has  recom¬ 
mended  a  flexible  import  fee  principle,  which 
would  represent  the  differential  in  labor 
costs  and  standards  here  and  abroad: 

This  idea  accords  with  the  remark  made  to 
me  years  ago  by  Bernard  M.  Baruch,  sage  and 
elder  statesman  of  the  Democratic  Party. 


Mr.  Baruch  said  that  it  would  be  psycho¬ 
logically  astute  to  get  out  from  under  the 
onus  of  protectionism.  / 

Mr.  Baruch  instead  proposed  that  here¬ 
after  we  offer  removal  of  all  trade  barriers 
to  nations  which  maintain  wage  and  jiving 
standards  equal  to  our  own.  At  present,  no 
foreign  nation  could  qualify.  / 

This  fresh  and  affirmative  maimer  of  deal¬ 
ing  with  international  differences  would  take 
the  ground  from  under  the/  “holier-than- 
thou”  nations,  which  have r  been  sweating 
their  own  latyor. 

NO ,  HIGH  OR  LOW  TARIFF  CONSIDERED 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  under 
the  bill  which  the, junior  Senator  from 
Nevada  has  introduced,  S.  981,  which 
was  introduced  in  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress,  and  again  in  the  Eighty-first, 
there  is  no  consideration  of  a  high  or 
low  tariff  or  import  fee  under  its  flex¬ 
ible  provision. 

Also,  there  is  no  consideration  of  a 
high  or  low  tariff  or  import  fee  under 
the  flexible  provision  of  section  336  of 
the  1930  Tariff  Act,  which  has  been  used 
for  a  short  time,  namely,  from  1930  to 
1934,  when  the  1934  Trade  Agreements 
Act  was  passed,  and  which  was  then  util¬ 
ized  almost  to  the  exclusion  of  the  flex¬ 
ible  provision  of  the  1930  Tariff  Act. 

NO  OBJECTION  TO  COMPETING  ON  EVEN  TEEMS 

Mr.  President,  as  Mr.  Baruch  has  so 
aptly  said,  as  quoted  by  Mr.  Rukeyser, 
no  one,  least  of  all  our  workers  and  in¬ 
vestors,  objects  to  competing  upon  even 
terms  with  the  workingmen  and  inves¬ 
tors  of  other  nations  which  have  ap¬ 
proximately  the  same  wage-living 
standard. 

Indeed,  the  objective  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Nevada  in  sponsoring  the 
legislation  which  would  establish  a  fair 
and  reasonable  competitive  basis  for  for¬ 
eign  nations  selling  their  goods  in  the 
American  markets,  is  to  hold  our  own 
standard  of  living,  until  with  our  help 
and  encouragement  such  foreign  nation’s 
living  standards  can  equal  our  own. 

SECTION  336  OF  1930  TARIFF  ACT  AVAILABLE 

If  the  1934  Trade  Agreements  Act — ■ 
upon  which  hearings  are  currently  being 
held  in  the  Senate  Finance  Committee — 
is  not  extended,  the  flexible  tariff  pro¬ 
vision  in  section  336  of  the  1930  Tariff 
Act  can  immediately  be  utilized  for  the 
adjustment  of  tariff  or  import  rates,  and 
there  is  no  necessity  of  such  regulation 
reverting  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
the  House. 

AMERICAN  MARKET  ESTABLISHED  FOR  FOREIGN 
GOODS 

The  bill  which  the  junior  Senator  is 
introducing  today,  S.  931,  would  im¬ 
mediately  establish  an  American  market 
for  the  goods  of  every  nation  in  the  world 
on  the  basis  of  fair  and  reasonable 
competition,  but  foreign  nations  will  be 
the  judges  of  their  own  living  standards. 

However,  under  the  flexible  provision 
of  this  bill  they  would  be  encouraged 
to  raise  their  own  living  standards,  be¬ 
cause  they  would  immediately  get  credit 
through  a  corresponding  reduction  in 
our  tariff  or  import  fee,  and  \hen  their 
standards  of  living  approximated  our 
own,  then  the  common  objective  of  free 
trade  would  be  an  almost  automatic  and 
immediate  result.  But  in  the  meantime 
our  wage  standard  of  living  could  be 
maintained. 
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OUR  ACTIONS  BELIE  OUR  WORDS 

We  say  that  we  want  other  nations  to 
raise  their  living  standards,  with  our 
assistance,  but  our  very  action  in  con¬ 
nection  with  bringing  about  sweatshop 
labor  competition  prohibits  or  prevents 
our  reaching  our  announced  objective. 
In  other  words,  with  our  tariff  or  im¬ 
port  fee  making  up  the  differential  of 
costs  of  production,  it  would  be  advan¬ 
tageous  to  the  industrialists  of  the  for¬ 
eign  nations,  to  pay  their  labor  as  much 
as  our  workers  receive  and  to  establish 
a  living  standard  comparable  to  ours,  if 
they  are  to  compete  in  our  market,  be¬ 
cause  they  would  not  profit  through 
holding  their  wages  down.  The  impor¬ 
tant  difference  in  costs  of  production 
would  simply  be  paid  into  the  United 
States  Treasury.  So  when  such  costs 
had  been  paid  into  the  United  States 
Treasury  a  few  times,  they  would  under¬ 
stand  that  it  might  as  well  be  paid  to 
their  own  labor,  and  increase  their  own 
living  standards.  I  think  it  would  im¬ 
mediately  result  in  a  rise  in  their  stand¬ 
ard  of  living. 

The  flexible  import  fee  adjusted  upon 
the  principle  of  “fair  and  reasonable” 
competition  does  not  prevent  imports;  it 
simply  brings  them  in  on  our  level  of 
cost  of  production.  Therefore,  no  trade 
advantage  could  be  gained  through  con¬ 
tinuing  to  hold  the  wages  and  living 
standards  down  in  the  foreign  nations, 
including  the  colonial  possessions,  since 
the  flexible  import  fee  properly  admin¬ 
istered  would  make  up  that  differential 
of  cost  of  production. 

COMPETITION  WITH  SWEAT  LABOR 

It  must  be  realized  by  our  overzealous 
internationalists  that  we  pay  more  in 
industrial  insurance,  unemployment  in¬ 
surance,  and  social  security  alone  than 
the  total  wages  in  many  of  the  European 
and  Asiatic  countries.  Therefore,  an 
undue  lowering  of  our  tariffs  and  im¬ 
port  fees  simply  moves  our  workers, 
farmers,  and  investors  into  direct  com¬ 
petition  with  the  sweatshop  labor  of 
those  areas. 

In  other  words,  merely  the  benefits  of 
industrial  insurance,  unemployment  in¬ 
surance,  equals  more  than  the  wages  in 
many  of  the  countries  seeking  to  com¬ 
pete  on  an  even  basis  with  us,  encouraged 
as  they  are  by  the  State  Department  to 
do  just  that. 

FLEXIBLE  PROVISION  LITTLE  USED  AFTER  1934 

The  flexible  provision  of  the  1930  Tariff 
Act  was  almost  immediately  invoked  fol¬ 
lowing  its  passage  and  was  utilized  until 
the  passage  of  the  1934  Trade  Agree¬ 
ments  Act. 

Under  this  section,  tariffs  were  ad¬ 
justed  upon  135  products,  31  of  which 
were  lowered,  32  increased,  and  67  were 
dismissed  without  change,  with  1  marked 
.  indeterminate  after  proper  hearings  had 
been  held  in  accordance  with  the  act. 

This  section  of  the  1930  Tariff  Act  is 
still  in  effect,  .except  for  the  fact  that 
any  product  which  has  had  its  duty  re¬ 
duced  under'' section  350,  the  1934  Trade 
Agreements  Act,  was  taken  out  of  the 
scope  of  .section  336,  the  flexible  provi¬ 
sion. 

FLOOR  UNDER  WAGES  AND  INVESTMENTS 

The  floor  under  wages  and  investments 
would  again  be  established  on  the  defi¬ 


nite  principle  of  “fair  and  reasonable” 
competition  laid  down  by  this  Congress 
if  the  bill  now  being  introduced  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Nevada,  Senate 
981,  were  to  be  substituted  for  the  1934 
Trade  Agreements  Act.  If  the  1934 
Trade  Agreements  Act  is  not  extended, 
the  flexible  provision  of  the  1930  Tariff 
Act  is  still  in  full  force  and  effect,  and 
could  be  utilized  in  exactly  the  same 
manner  that  it  was  being  utilized  from 
1930  until  the  1934  legislation  made  it 
largely  inoperative. 

FOREIGN-TRADE  AUTHORITY 

The  proposed  legislation  would  im¬ 
prove  the  operation  of  the  flexible  import 
fee  principle,  already  adopted  by  Con¬ 
gress,  by  turning  the  long-experienced 
Tariff  Commission  into  a  Foreign  Trade 
Authority  with  the  ample  latitude  in  the 
adjustment  of  tariffs  and  import  fees  on 
the  principle  of  “fair  and  reasonable” 
competition — in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Congress  long  since  created  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission  and  gave 
them  a  free  hand  in  regulating  freight 
rates  for  the  carriers  on  the  basis  of  a 
“reasonable  return”  on  the  investment. 

EXISTING  TRADE  AGREEMENTS  NOT  AFFECTED 

No  so-called  trade  agreements  made 
by  the  State  Department  under  the  1934 
Trade  Agreements  Act  would  be  affected 
in  any  way  through  the  expiration  of  the 
act  nor  would  they  be  affected  by  the 
passage  of  the  presently  proposed  legis¬ 
lation,  Senate  981,  definitely  adopting 
the  principle  of  adjusting  tariffs-  and 
import  fees  on  the  basis  of  “fair  and 
reasonable”  competition  through  the 
proposed  Foreign  Tfade  Authority,  ex¬ 
cept  through  the  provision  that  all  such 
agreements  should  be  canceled  at  the 
earliest  practicable  date.' 

FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  DOES  NOT  PAY  TARIFF 

It  has  often  been  argued  that  import 
fees  and  tariffs  are  costly  to  the  defense 
effort.  However,  that  is  not  so.  • 

The  Federal  Government  does  not  pay 
the  tariff  or  import  fee  of  any  products 
imported  for  use  by  the  Government 
(sec.  502  (d)  (6),  Public  Law  152,  81st 
Cong.,  Federal  Property  and  Adminis¬ 
trative  Services  Act  of  1949) ;  in  any  case 
if  such  import  fee  were  paid,  it  would 
simply  be  paid  from  one  department  of 
the  Government  to  another,  from  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  the  Treasury. 
In  other  words,  it  would  merely  go  from 
one  pocket  into  another. 

TRADE  AGREEMENTS  IMPOSSIBLE 

It  is,  of  course,  impossible  to  make 
trade  agreements  with  any  foreign  na¬ 
tion  that  manipulates  its  currency — and 
they  all  do — since  all  they  have  to  do 
in  order  to  nullify  their  obligations  under 
the  agreement  is  to  lower  the  price  of 
the  pound,  franc,  or  guilder,  or  whatever 
they  use  for  money.  Such  devaluation 
makes  the  entire  agreement  ineffectual. 
Their  devaluation  or  increase  in  the 
value  of  their  money,  which  ever  fits 
their  particular  requirement  and  is 
to  their  particular  advantage  at  the 
moment,  completely  nullifies  any 
agreement.  , 

FLEXIBLE  IMPORT  FEE - 1922  AND  1930 

The  flexible  import  fee  principle  was 
first  seriously  considered  by  the  Congress 


February  27 

in  1922;  later  the  1930  Tariff  Act  defi¬ 
nitely  incorporated  such  principle.  / 

The  legislation  which  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada  introduces  today,  S.  981, 
simply  makes  the  method  more  workable, 
giving  the  Authority  complete  latitude, 
instead  of  limiting  it  to  changes  of  50 
percent  and  preventing  removal  from  or 
to  the  free  list. 

THE  TWO  OPPOSING  PHILOSOPHIES 

There  have  been  two  well-defined 
philosophies  in  the  matter  of  our  domes¬ 
tic  production  and  foreign  trade  for 
generations;  there  is  no  mystery  or 
secret  about  the  results  of  either;  one 
school  of  thought  would  maintain  our 
economic  structure,  our  wage  standard 
of  living  through  an  adjustable  floor 
under  wages  and  investments,  called  for 
convenience  tariffs  or  import  fees. 

The  second  school  of  thought  has  al¬ 
ways  been  that  our  markets  must  be 
divided  with  all  foreign  countries 
through  the  removal  of  such  floor  under 
wages  and  investments,  and  that  direct 
competition  must  be  established  between 
the  workers  of  this  Nation  and  the 
workers  of  the  lower  wage  living  stand¬ 
ard  countries.  The  first  philosophy  im¬ 
mediately  establishes  a  market  for  the 
nations  of  the  world,  in  this  country  on 
a  fair  and  reasonable  competitive  basis, 
holding  our  standard  while  assisting 
other  nations  in  raising  their  own;  while 
the  second  immediately  puts  the  workers 
and  investors  of  this  Nation  in  direct 
competition  with  the  sweatshop  labor  of 
the  world,  and  can  only  result  in  a 
leveling  of  our  own  standards — a  one 
economic  world  as  the  objective. 

PRIVATE  INVESTMENTS  VERSUS  TAXPAYERS’ 
MONEY 

Through  the  1934  Trade  Agreements 
Act  the  industrially  inexperienced  State 
Department  is  continually  tampering 
with  the  floor  under  wages  and  invest¬ 
ments  represented  by  the  tariffs  and  im¬ 
port  fees,  the  differential  between  the 
cost  of  production  in  this  country  and 
in  the  sweatshop-labor  nations. 

By  this  tampering  alone  private  in¬ 
vestments  have  been  discouraged  and 
an  increased  demand  created  for  Gov¬ 
ernment  loans  and  subsidies,  with  special 
reference  to  the  strategical  and  critical 
minerals  and  materials  and  defense  in¬ 
dustries. 

Private  investors  will  not  risk  their 
money,  even  though  the  investment 
might  be  profitable  during  the  emer¬ 
gency,  since  it  would  be  destroyed  at  the 
end  of  the  emergency  by  the  influx  of 
imports  from  the  low-cost  labor  nations. 

This  distrust  has  stimulated  the  de¬ 
mand  for  additional  billions  of  dollars 
of  taxpayers’  money  where  private  in¬ 
vestments  normally  carry  most  of  the 
load.  Citizens  are  unwilling  to  risk  even 
their  time  unless  the  Government  be¬ 
comes  their  partner. 

When  Congress  regains  its  constitu¬ 
tional  responsibility  to  regulate  foreign 
trade  through  the  simple  expedient  of 
allowing  the  1934  Trade  Agreements  Act 
to  expire  on  June  12  of  this  year,  it  will 
mark  the  end  6f  an  era  of  experimenta¬ 
tion  and  tampering  with  the  economic 
structure  of  this  Nation  through  the  divi¬ 
sion  of  our  markets  with  the  nations  of 
the  world,  markets  which  we  have  built 
up  over  a  century  of  time. 
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soil,  or  resources  and  which  are  complemen- 
taVv  to  rather  than  competitive  with,  the 
output  of  our  own  factories;  and 

Whereas  the  remaining  40  percent  of  com¬ 
petitive  imports,  if  unimpeded  in  any  way, 
would  lSave  our  workers  at  the  mercy  of 
low-wage \uvalry,  a  process  that  would  have 
only  one  ultimate  effect;  namely,  the  im¬ 
poverishment,  of  our  latoor  force;  and 

Whereas  ma\y  members  of  unions  affiliated 
with  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  know 
from  direct  and  Batter  experience  the  disas¬ 
trous  consequence^of  low-wage  foreign  com¬ 
petition  which  has  I^>t  been  properly  offset 
by  a  rate  of  duty  or  Other  protective  meas¬ 
ure  to  insure  its  fairness:  Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the  Afberican  Federation 
of  Labor,  while  fully  recognizing  the  many 
economic  benefits  of  a  healo^  foreign  trade, 
declare  its  disapproval  of  suah  competitive 
imports  as  derive  their  comp^tive  advan¬ 
tage  from  low  wages  prevailing  Inroad,  un¬ 
less  this  unfair  advantage  is  appropriately 
offset  or  guarded  against  to  assure  Competi¬ 
tive  parity;  that  the  undermining  dt  labor 
standards  through  wage  competition  do.  an 
international  scale  cannot  be  accepted  as  a 
legitimate  form  of  economic  improvement 
that  it  is  not  necessary,  as  a  condition 
selling  successfully  in  the  United  States,  to’ 
offer  goods  at  prices  that  substantially 
undercut  the  market;  that  the  most  healthy 
and  voluminous  trade  can  be  built  around 
fair  competitive  methods  rather  than  seek¬ 
ing  to  base  it  Upon  price  advantages  that 
threaten  loss  of  employment  and  reduction 
in  wages;  and,  finally,  that  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  express  its  concern  over 
further  tariff  reductions  that  will  expose  our 
workers  to  unfair  competition  from  foreign 
wages  and  thus  undermine  the  wage  stand¬ 
ards  built  up  in  this  country  over  the  years. 

Referred  to  committee  on  resolutions. 

REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE  ON  RESOLUTIONS 

Your  committee  is  in  accord  with  and  ap¬ 
proves.  the  principles  involved  and  the  ob¬ 
jectives  sought  in  these  several  resolutions. 
We  fully  recognize  the  many  economic  bene¬ 
fits  of  a  healthy  foreign  trade.  World  eco¬ 
nomic  stability  cannot  be  regained  without 
a  large  volume  of  sound  international  trade. 

However,  we  must  not  forget  that  com¬ 
petitive  imports  that  derive  their  market 
advantage  from  low  wages  prevailing  in  other 
countries  are  a  constant  threat  to  our  labor 
standards,  unless  this  unfair  advantage  is 
offset  or  guarded  against  to  assure  com¬ 
petitive  parity. 

We  cannot  accept  international  wage  com¬ 
petition  as  a  method  of  economic  improve¬ 
ment  since  such  competition,  wherever  it 
occurs,  inevitably  undermines  the  higher  of 
the  competing  standards.  International/ 
trade,  like  domestic  trade,  can  be  expanded 
most  soundly  on  the  basis  of  fair  competi¬ 
tion. 

Cur  import  duties  should  prevent  low- 
wage  rivalry  from  abroad  as  our  State  and 
National  minimum-wage  laws  seefc/to  avoid 
such  rivalry  at  home,  to  the  en d  that'  our 
labqr  standards  may  be  maintained  and  fur¬ 
ther  improved. 

THE  STRAW  MAN  OF  ROBBER  BARONS. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Those  today  who  look 
to  tariffs  for  protection  are  not  the  so- 
called  robber  barons  of  a  half  century 
ago,  not  the  trusts  or  monopolies  or 
giants  of  mass  production.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  they  arejlne  small  producers  who 
lack  the  advantages  of  costly  equipment, 
expensive  njachinery,  and  production¬ 
line  econoc 

THE  WORKERS  SUFFER  FIRST 

It  is  i he  workers  in  these  small  indus- 
tries,/as  well  as  the  owners,  who  look 
to  tariffs  and  import  fees  as  a  means  of 
protecting  their  wage  standards,  their 
employment,  and  the  better  conditions 


of  work  which  they  have  achieved.  Yet 
these  small  businesses  are  the  targets  for 
foreign  competition. 

All  over  the  United  States  we  have 
thousands  of  small  businesses  where 
labor  is  the  principal  cost  item. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT  CALCULATED  RISKS 

Many  of  these  businesses  are  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  lists  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada  has  asked  to  be  included 
in  his  statement  in  the  Congressional 
Record  today.  It  is  no  comfort  to  know 
that  calculated  risks  are  being  taken  by 
the  experts  who  sneer  at  labor  as  a  factor 
in  the  cost  differentials.  It  is  no  com¬ 
fort  to  know  that  the  ECA  officials  are 
encouraging  European  producers  to  in¬ 
crease  production  for  export  involving  a 
high  labor  factor. 

The  importance  of  labor  as  a  cost 
factor  was  recognized  long  ago  and 
brought  about  Federal  minimum-wage 
legislation  and  the  abolition  of  child 
labor. 

These  foreign  competitors  in  the 
.United  States  market  have  been  aided 
modern  machinery  made  in  the 
aited  States  and  bought  with  our 
mofeey  but  served  by  cheap  labor  trained 
abroad  by  our  technicians. 

THE  CATTLE  INDUSTRY 

The  reason  that  this  Nation  is  in  the 
cattle  business,  for  example,  is  on  ac¬ 
count  of  tSg  hoof-and-mouth  disease. 
Certainly  tli\  tariff  or  import  fee  now 
applicable  to\fresh  and  frozen  beef 
would  not  makeuip  that  differential  of 
cost  of  productiommostly  due  to  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  the  stamard  of  living  wages 
between  this  Natiorr^nd  in  Mexico  and 
South  America. 

FLEXIBLE  IMPORT, -'FEE  PRljKIPLE - 1922-30 

The  first  mention  of  toe  flexible  im¬ 
port  fee  principle  was  in  1^2,  and  then 
later  in  1930,  when  it  was  nrade  a  part 
of  our  law.  The  title  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  was  the  first  tariff  act  expressly 
to  mention  the  protection  of  American 
labor, 

SMALL  PRODUCERS  COMPETE  WITH  OUR  MO^jSY 
ABROAD 

Must  we  tell  these  small  producers1' 
that  they  must  go  out  of  business  so  that 
we  may  recover  our  European  invest¬ 
ments?  They  will  be  surprised  to  learn 
that  in  giving  away  our  money  we  have 
destroyed  our  own  economy.  This  has 
all  been  done  in  the  teeth  of  Presidential 
assurances  that  no  industry  would  suffer 
serious  injury. 

ANNOUNCED  ECA  OBJECTIVE 

It  is  well  to  bear  in  mind  that  one  of 
the  greatest  alleged  assets  of  the  ECA 
was  that  it  would  aid  European  produc¬ 
tion  and  establish  unobstructed  Euro¬ 
pean  markets  to  absorb  its  surpluses. 

THE  RESULT  OF  ECA  ACHIEVEMENTS 

But  the  United  States  has  become  jthe 
dumping  ground  for  these  unmanage¬ 
able  surpluses  due  to  Europe’s  failure  to 
achieve  integration  of  production,  wider 
European  markets,  and  convertible  cur¬ 
rencies.  Failure  to  absorb  these  sur¬ 
pluses  in  Europe  means  they  will  be 
pushed  into  our  market  which  will  not  be 
very  difficult  in  view  of  the  active  official 
encouragement  to  this  end  by  our  State 
Department.  Our  expressed  anxiety  to 


accept  these  surpluses  destroys  any  im¬ 
pulse  for  the  European  countries  to  tear 
down  the  protective  barriers  between 
themselves  in  order  to  sell  at  home. 

PLAN  OF  FOREIGN  ASSISTANCE  WRONG 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
debated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  many 
times  the  point  that  any  assistance 
through  ECA  or  the  Marshall  plan  or  in 
any  other  manner  should  have  been  by 
way  of  loans  to  private  industries  if  the 
real  objective  was  recovery,  under  the 
same  rules  and  regulations  that  money 
is  leaned  through  Government  agencies 
to  private  business  in  this  country  in 
times  of  stress,  r 

The  loans  should  have  been  made  on 
the  further  conditions  that  there  be  a 
free  interchange  of  currencies  among 
the  European  nations  themselves,  and 
with  United  States  currency,  and  that 
the  European  countries  discontinue  the 
barriers  between  themselves  in  the  Euro¬ 
pean  area.  Europe  is  not  much  more 
than  half  as  large  as  the  United  States 
of  America,  with  many  of  its  countries 
dheing  much  smaller  than  the  States  in 
the  United  States,  but  with  each  holding 
its  own  sovereignty,  with  its  own  king, 
its  own  dictator,  or  its  own  president, 
and  having  a  full  organization  of  cabinet 
officers,  and  all  other  government  agen¬ 
cies,  all  to  be  supported  separately  by 
money  from  this  country.  They  have 
been  fighting  each  other  economically 
and  militarily  for  centuries. 

STATE  DEPARTMENT  ENCOURAGES  INFLUX  OF 
FOREIGN  GOODS 

When  they  would  not  sell  the  products 
of  the  new  plants  among  themselves,  the 
State  Department  of  the  United  States 
wrote  off  our  tariffs  and  import  fees 
without  any  regard  to  any  differential 
between  cost  of  production  here  and 
abroad,  due  mostly  to  the  differences  in 
the  wage  standard  of  living. 

Instead  of  encouraging  these  coun¬ 
tries  to  sell  to  each  other,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  encouraged  them  to  sell  their  goods 
in  our  markets,  putting  our  own  work¬ 
men  on  the  streets. 

TREMENDOUS  PEACETIME  UNEMPLOYMENT 

Mr.  President,  it  is  to  be  remembered 
hat  before  June  26,  1950,  before  the  so¬ 
iled  police  action  in  Korea  started, 
thVe  were  in  this  country  between  5  and 
6  million  unemployed  and  between  10 
and  ”12  million  partially  unemployed. 
The  saSne  condition  existed  then  that 
existed  f^st  prior  to  World  War  II,  in 
1941.  Of  Wirse,  Mr.  Sawyer  mentioned 
just  after  Tfce  police  action  in  Korea 
began,  that  iDsairely  did  alleviate  the  un¬ 
employment  situation.  However,  to  me 
that  is  not  the  \ay  to  cure  unemploy¬ 
ment. 

POINT  4  AIMED  AT  \WERICAN  MARKETS 

I  shall  mention  oiW  briefly  the  so- 
called  point  4,  or  the\‘bold  new  pro¬ 
gram,”  with  its  guaranteed  investment 
to  industrialize  the  world.  ' 

It  contemplates  American -machinery, 
and  know-how,  and  sufficient  new  prod¬ 
ucts  for  export  to  create  profitable  for¬ 
eign  trade  in  every  country.  We  know 
that  the  United  States  is  the  destined 
market  for  the  Marshall  plan  surpluses. 

Where  are  the  surpluses  to  be  shipped 
under  tjiis  point  4  which  is  in  substance. 
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t'he  Marshall  plan  applied  to  the  rest  of 
the  world?  Already  there  have  been  cer¬ 
tain  indications  evident  in  Washington 
of  what  will  happen.  Some  of  our  major 
American  oil  companies  have  substantial 
investments  in  Venezuelan  petroleum 
production. 

In  April,  a  Venezuelan  Chamber  of 
Commerce  made  an  unofficial  visit  to 
Washington,  but  let  it  be  publicly  known 
that  if  the  normal  tariff  were  reimposed 
on  Venezuelan  oil  entering  the  United 
States, \then  Venezuela,  as  a  market  for 
American  exports,  would  dry  up. 

CENTRAL  AMERICAN  COUNTRIES  RAISE  TARIFFS 

Mr.  President,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nevada,  together  with  several 
other  members  of  a  Senate  committee, 
mads  a  t^'ip  to  the  Central  American 
countries  in  November  1950. 

We  found  there  that  instead  of  those 
countries  lowering  their  tariffs  and  im¬ 
port  fees  incline  with  the  supposed  re¬ 
ciprocal  trade  agreements  advocated  by 
the  State  Department,  the  tariffs  and 
import  fees  had  been  raised; 

When  we  tasked  representatives  of 
those  countries  what  had  become  of  the 
reciprocal  trade  agreements  idea,  they 
said  they  were  dll  in  favor  of  such  agree¬ 
ments  but  had  mo  idea  that  they  were 
expected  to  conform  to  it. 

I  do  not  wish  ,  to  go  into  details  re¬ 
specting  that  sitqation  now,  but  it  can 
easily  be  verified  chat  there  had  been  no 
concessions  of  any  kind  on  their  part 
toward  us.  Nevertheless,  we  were  loan¬ 
ing  them  money  to  build  roads  and  steel 
mills  and  other  industries,  with  no  con¬ 
ditions  being  attache^  to  the  loans.  We 
gave  the  money  direct  to  the  govern¬ 
ments  of  these  South  American  coun¬ 
tries.  /  \ 

The  same  conditions  exists  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Europe  and  Asia. 

THE  REMEDY 

What  is  the  reifiedy?  .One  of  the  first 
steps  of  major  importance  is  the  defeat 
of  the  proposed  extension  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act;  This  does  not  suggest 
economic  isolation  behind  a  Chinese  wall 
because  this  bill  is  a  substitute  which 
completely  refutes  any  such  charges. 
This  bill  is  known  as  the  Flexible  Import 
Fee  Bill.  It  “has  already  received  the 
support  of  many  trade  organizations, 
chambers  of  commerce,  farm  bureaus, 
and  local  labor  unions. 

Of  course,  as  already  outlined,  even 
if  such  a  bill  as  Senate  981  is  hot  avail¬ 
able  and  the  extension  of  the  1934  Trade 
Agreemehts  Act,  the  so-called  Recipro¬ 
cal  Trade  Act,  were,  not  granted  by  Con¬ 
gress  the  flexible  provision  of  the  1930 
Tariff  Act  is  available,  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner  as  it  had  been  utilized  prior  to  the 
passage  of  the  1934  Trade  Agreements 
Act. 

It  is  available  to  be  used  again  until 
it  can  be  improved. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  be¬ 
lieves  it  can  and  would  be  improved  by 
the  passage  of  the  bill  Senate  981  which 
he  has  introduced  today. 

THE  FAIR  AND  REASONABLE  COMPETITION 
PRINCIPLE 

The  essence  of  the  bill  is  to  assure 
f%ir  and  reasonable  competition  between 
the  domestic  and  foreign  competitive 
gfoods. 


'  The  bill  would  reconstitute  the  Tariff 
Commission  into  a  Foreign  Trade  Au¬ 
thority,  and  would  charge  it  with  the  / 
duty  of  fixing  the  tariff  rates  so  as  to 
assure  fair  and  reasonable  competition. 
At  the  present  time,  Mr.  President,  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  per¬ 
forms  a  similar  function  with  respect  to 
freight  rates. 

This,  bill  could  merely  take  the  landed 
duty-piid  costs  on  the  import,  or  the 
offered4for-sale  price  when  the  cost  of 
foreign  ^production  could  not  be  accu¬ 
rately  determined,  and  fix  the  rate  of  the 
import  fee  accordingly. 

Tariffs  ^nd  import  fees  would  be  flex¬ 
ible  and  would  take  into  automatic  ac¬ 
count  any  devaluation  or  other  currency 
manipulation  by  foreign  countries  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  trade  advantage  in  this  market.  : 
The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
setting  the  fiWight  rates  has  always  re¬ 
mained  available  to  revise  mistakes  or 
to  reconsider  any  new  factors  resulting 
from  changing'.economic  conditions. 

This  bill,  introduced  today  by  me,  | 
would  welcome  the  products  of  the  world 
into  this  marker,  but  domestic  produc¬ 
ers  would  be  assumed  that  such  products 
could  not  be  sol§  at  ridiculous  prices 
with  which  they  could  not  possibly  com-  j 
pete. 

FROZEN  AND  INFLEXIBLE  RATES  NOT  ADEQUATE 

Mr.  President,  no\  matter  how  scien-  j 
tiflcally  our  present  thrift  rates  are  com¬ 
puted,  either  by  the  Tariff  Commission 
or  by  the  State  Department,  under  the 
1934  Trade  Agreements  Act,  they  are 
frozen  and  inflexible.  V 

During  the  days  when  the  gold  stand¬ 
ard  prevailed,  this  was  comparatively  , 
satisfactory;  but  in  ari(  era  of  rapid 
changes  in  the  values  of  pegged  cur¬ 
rencies,  a  change  such  a^  the  devalua-  j 
tion  of  the  British  pound,  by  which  our 
ad  valorem  rates  up  to  the  equivalent  of 
43  percent  were  eliminated*  in  an  hour 
by  British  Government  flat,  inflexible 
tariffs  simply  do  not  make  sense. 

Such  an  invisible  tariff  slash  caused 
our  State  Department  no  concern ;  it  was 
promptly  followed  by  an  invitation  to  the 
nations  of  the  world  to  assemble  at 
Torquay  to  indulge  in  an  additional 
round  of  tariff  cuts.  h 

STATE  DEPARTMENT’S  ACTION  OVER  18- YEAR 
PERIOD 

It  is  evident  from  18  years  of  history 
of  the  manipulation  of  the  tariffs  and  in 
import  fees  under  the  1934  Trade  Agree¬ 
ments  Act  that  the  State  Department 
has  not  the  slightest  conception  of  the 
floor  under  wages  and  investments 
principle — and  how  our  workers  and  in¬ 
dustrialists  maintain  the  highest  stand¬ 
ard  of  living  in  the  world. 

It  is  time  to  call  a  halt  by  discontin- 
,  uing  the  principle  under  which  our  eco- 
j  nomic  structure  is  being  wrecked. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
outset  I  wish  to  say  that,  in  view  of  the 
lateness  of  the  hour,  I  shall  not  yield  for 
any  purpose  until  I  have  finished  my  re¬ 
marks. 


Second,  before  I  turn  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  speech  which  I  wish  to 
make,  I  should  like  to  make  an  observa¬ 
tion  or  two  in  regard  to  the  procedures 
in  the  Senate.  I  think  it  is  a  matter  of 
great  regret  and  that  it  reflects  on  the 
prestige  of  the  Senate  that  on  a  day 
when  a  manpower  bill  which  involves 
the  rights  of  American  citizens  to  the 
degree  that  this  bill  involves  them  is  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate,  a  number  of  commit¬ 
tee  meetings  are  being  held  on  the  same 
afternoon,  and  that  at  no  time  during 
the  afternoon  has  there  been  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  a  sufficiently  large 
representation  of  the  membership  of  the 
Senate  to  represent  properly  the  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  to  the  business  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  v/hich  is  now 
being  considered.  I  sincerely  hope  that 
the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Adminis¬ 
tration  will  give  further  consideration 
to  the  point  of  view  I  am  expressing 
again,  and  which  I  have  expressed  sev¬ 
eral  times  in  the  past,  as  have  many 
of  my  colleagues.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
desirable  for  the  Senate  to  hold  sessions 
and  for  committees  to  meet  at  the  same 
time.  I  do  not  feel  that  an  efficient  ar¬ 
rangement  of  the  business  of  the  Senate 
makes  it  necessary  to  hold  committee 
meetings  while  the  Senate  is  in  session. 
I  think  the  Senate  should  give  heed  to 
the  public  impression  it  creates  when  it 
conducts  its  business  in  the  manner  in 
which  it  is  conducting  it,  with  Senators 
engaged  in  committee  meetings  at  a 
time  when  very  important  proposed  leg¬ 
islation  is  under  discussion  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate. 

Let  me  also  say,  Mr.  President,  that, 
again  for  the  Record,  I  wish  to  raise  my 
objections,  as  I  have  in  the  past,  to  the 
practice  of  the  Senate  which  violates  the 
rights  of  each  Member  of  the  Senate,  in¬ 
sofar  as  concerns  failing  to  carry  out  the 
meaning  and  intent  of  the  rule  of  the 
Senate  which  provides  that  Members  of 
the  Senate  are  to  be  recognized  in  the 
order  in  which  they  address  the  Chair, 
not  in  the  order  of  any  list  or  lists  kept 
at  the  desk  of  the  President  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Personally  it  does  not  make  a  great 
deal  of  difference  to  me  when  I  deliver 
a  speech  to  the  Senate,  because  I  have 
long  come  to  appreciate  the  fact  that, 
for  the  most  part,  I  speak  to  the  people 
of  the  country  on  the  issues  to  which  I 
address  myself  here.  I  shall  always  be 
happy  to  talk  to  the  people  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  along  with  my  colleagues  at  any 
time  when  any  of  them  wish,  with  me,  to 
take  those  issues  to  the  people. 

I  wish  to  say  that  this  afternoon  we 
have  a  good  example  of  the  injustice,  I 
think,  which  grows  out  of  violating  the 
rule  of  the  Senate  that  Members  of  the 
Senate  should  be  recognized  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  order  in  which  they  ad¬ 
dress  the  Chair,  because  we  had  pre¬ 
sented  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this 
afternoon,  by  two  speakers.  Members  of 
the  Senate,  the  majority  point  of  view 
in  regard  to  the  pending  measure;  and, 
through  the  press  in  attendance  here, 
that  point  of  view  was  presented  to  the 
people  of  the  country  early  this  after¬ 
noon.  However,  Mr.  President,  there  is 
a  minority  point  of  view  in  regard  to  this 
bill.  In  my  personal  judgment,  time 
will  prove  that  the  minority  point  of 
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view  really  represents  the  point  of  view 
of  the  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  So  I  think  it  is  a  matter 
of  regret  that  it  is  25  minutes  to  5  before 
the  minority  point  of  view  can  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
through  the  press,  although  the  other 
point  of  view  has  already  been  on  the 
wires  for  several  hours. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  turn  to  the 
pending  military  manpower  bill,  on  which 
I  intend  to  speak  at  some  length  in  the 
days  to  come. 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  sorry,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  but  I  will  not  yield. 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  I  ask  the  Senator 
to  yield  because  of  a  matter  in  regard 
to  his  speech. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  sorry,  but  I 
am  not  going  to  yield. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  days  ahead,  I 
shall  speak  at  some  length  in  respect  to 
the  individual  amendments  which  will 
be  under  discussion  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  However,  tonight,  at  least,  I 
should  like  to  give  a  little  thumbnail 
sketch  of  the  minority  point  of  view  on 
the  bill  as  a  whole,  because  I  think  at 
least  on  the  same  day  when  the  majority 
point  of  view  was  presented,  the  official 
Record  of  the  Senate  should  contain 
some  observations  on  the  other  side  of 
the  issue. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  turn  to  my 
objections  to  the  bill,  I  wish  to  pay  a 
very  deserved  tribute  to  the  chairman 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee,  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  tMr.  Russell],  and  to  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  which  reported  this  bill 
to  the  full  committee,  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son].  I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  due  them 
that  the  observation  should  be  made  in 
the  Record  that  they  have  given  to  the 
hearings  and  to  the  study  of  this  bill 
outstanding  public  service,  because  I  do 
not  know  how  two  men  charged  with 
the  responsibilities  of  their  work  in  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  could  have 
proved  themselves  to  be  more  devoted 
servants  to  what  they  believe  to  be  the 
public  interest  than  have  the  junior 
Senator  from  Georgia  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Texas. 

For  the  other  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  I  desire  to  say  that  in  my  years  of 
service  in  the  Senate  I  have  never  worked 
on  any  legislative  issue  in  any  commit¬ 
tee  when  I  felt  that  more  careful  study 
and  consideration  were  given  to  the 
problems  involved  tham  have  been  given 
by  the  members  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  in  connection  with  the  pres¬ 
entation  of  the  pending  bill.  I  also  wish 
to  say  that  I  was  given  a  full  and  fair 
and  considerate  hearing  on  each  one  of 
the  points  of  objection  I  raised  to  the  bill, 
both  in  subcommittee  and  in  the  full 
committee. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  today  that  this  bill  comes  to 
the  Senate,  so  far  as  the  official  vote  in 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  is  con¬ 
cerned,  by  a  vote  of  13  to  0;  and  that 
is  true.  Thus  it  might  be  asked,  “Why 
did  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  vote 


to  report  the  bill  to  the  Senate,  if  he  en¬ 
tertained  serious  objections  to  certain 
features  of  it?”  I  think  it  is  a  fair  ques¬ 
tion,  but  the  answer  is  a  very  obvious  one, 
because  I  believe  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  in  cooperating  with  my  col¬ 
leagues  on  the  committee  and  attempt¬ 
ing  to  be  fair  both  as  to  procedural  mat¬ 
ters  and  as  to  substantive  matters,  and, 
having  been  given  both  a  full  and  a  fair 
hearing  on  my  objections  to  the  bill,  I 
felt  that  it  would  have  been  very  unfair 
of  me  to  take  the  position  of  voting 
against  reporting  the  bill  to  the  Senate. 
That  vote  would  have  meant,  or  would  at 
least  have  been  interpreted  by  many  to 
mean,  that,  if  I  could,  I  would  have  bot¬ 
tled  up  the  bill  in  committee  and  pre¬ 
vented  its  being  reported  to  the  Senate. 
I  think  that  after  there  has  been  full 
consideration  of  a  bill  in  committee,  even 
though  a  Senator’s  proposals  have  been 
defeated  and  there  are  certain  reserva¬ 
tions  he  wishes  to  make  to  the  bill,  he 
owes  it  to  the  committee  to  get  the  bill  to 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible.  That  is  the  way  I  always  act  in 
committee.  So  I  made  very  clear,  as  the 
committee  record  will  show,  that  I  was 
voting  to  report  the  bill  with  the  distinct 
understanding  that,  I  would  offer  my 
amendments  on  the  floor  and  would  do 
the  best  I  could  to  persuade  my  col¬ 
leagues  to  adopt  some  of  the  amend¬ 
ments.  That  was  understood  by  every 
member  of  the  committee. 

Furthermore,  I  so  voted  in  commit¬ 
tee — and  I  want  to  emphasize  this 
point — because  I  am  convinced  that  a 
military  manpower  bill  must  be  passed 
at  an  early  date.  In  my  judgment,  the 
crisis  which  confronts  our  country  so  far 
as  its  defenses  are  concerned  is  so  serious 
that  we  need  a  manpower  bill.  I  am  so 
convinced  of  that — and  I  want  this  dis¬ 
tinctly  understood,  at  the  beginning  of 
this  debate — that  it  is  my  present  inten¬ 
tion,  unless  this  bill  is  made  worse,  to 
vote  for  the  final  bill  that  is  developed 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  because  again 
I  think  we  must  pass  a  military  man¬ 
power  bill.  I  am  hopeful  that  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  some  amendments 
to  the  till  will  be  adopted. 

I  was  greatly  encouraged  along  that 
line  this  morning,  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Republican  conference,  when  the  pros 
and  cons  of  this  debate  were  discussed, 
and  a  very  large  number  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  came  to  me  afterwards  and  said 
they  wanted  me  to  know  that,  as  to  a 
good  many  of  the  points  I  raised,  they 
found  themselves  very  sympathetic,  and 
that  they  expected  to  vote  in  support  of 
the  position  I  have  taken,  subject,  of 
course,  as  I  would  want  it  to  be,  to  the 
discussion  which  takes  place  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  I  say  that  because  I 
want  my  colleagues  on  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  to  know  that  it  is  my 
conviction  that  as  various  points  of  the 
bill  are  presented  it  will  be  discovered 
that  the  public  will  also  entertain  a  great 
many  reservations  as  to  the  bill.  In  fact, 
I  am  satisfied  that  after  full  explanation 
of  the  bill,  all  points  of  view  being  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  American  people,  if  then 
the  bill  should  be  submitted  to  a  referen¬ 
dum  vote  of  the  American  people,  it 
would  be  overwhelmingly  rejected. 


Of  course,  in  a  democracy  we  have  an 
obligation  as  Representatives  of  the 
people  to  seek  to  carry  out  public  cninion, 
once  it  is  crystallized,  once  it  has  formed 
itself  on  the  basis  of  a  full  presentation 
of  the  facts.  While  it  is  a  conjecture  on 
my  part,  I  am  so  satisfied  that  the  public 
would  vote  reservations  and  amend¬ 
ments  to  this  bill  that  I  want  to  make 
that  note  as  we  proceed  with  the  debate. 
Although  I  never  claimed  to  be  a  prophet 
in  politics,  and  although  I  am  not  given 
very  much  to  political  prediction,  I  am 
willing  to  venture  one  this  afternoon. 
Let  us  assume  that  this  bill  in  its  pres¬ 
ent  form  passes  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  we  are  not  in  an 
all-out  war  within  2  years,  but  are  only 
within  a  status  which  is  a  continuation 
of  the  present  tension.  It  may  be  truly 
said  that  this  bill  must  be  considered  in 
the  light  of  a  situation  of  tension,  not 
of  war,  because  we  all  know  that  in  the 
case  of  an  all-out  war,  all  ceilings  and 
restrictions  are  cff,  and  there  must  be 
then  full  mobilization  both  of  our  econ¬ 
omy  3.nd  of  our  manpower.  My  predic¬ 
tion  is  that  if  we  continue  for  2  years 
with  the  status  quo  of  tension,  so  that 
2  years  from  now  we  find  ourselves  some¬ 
what  in  the  same  position  we  are  pres¬ 
ently  in,  so  far  as  the  danger  of  an  all- 
out  war  is  concerned,  the  public  reaction 
against  this  bill  be  so  emphatic  that  the 
Congress  of  the  United  Stattes  will  then 
find  it  necessary,  under  the  pressure  of 
public  opinion,  to  adopt  some  of  the  very 
amendments  which  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  offer  in  the  course  of 
this  debate. 

I  turn  now  to  the  first  major  point  I 
wish  to  make.  It  is  that  one  of  the  seri¬ 
ous  shortcomings  of  the  bill  is  that  its 
provisions  rest  upon  the  assumptions  of 
the  military  authorities  as  set  forth  in 
the  statistics  which  they  have  supplied 
the  committee.  I  challenge  those  as¬ 
sumptions;  I  challenge  those  statistics; 
I  challenge  the  public  policy  underlying 
the  assumptions  of  the  military  author¬ 
ities.  Mr.  President,  you  will  read  the 
record  of  the  committee  hearings  in  vain 
to  find  any  proof  which  absolutely  justi¬ 
fies  the  assumption  of  the  military  offi¬ 
cers  that  we  should  now  proceed  to  raise 
an  army  of  3,462,000  men.  That  as¬ 
sumption  on  the  part  of  the  military  is 
one  of  the  basic  assumptions  which  will 
be  involved  throughout  this  debate, 
which  I  ask  my  colleagues  not  to  lose 
sight  of.  Why  3,462,000  men?  With 
the  challenge  of  that  basic  figure,  on 
which  all  the  statistics  of  the  pending 
bill  rest,  we  go  to  the  heart  of  the  de¬ 
bate.  It  is  that  figure  which  needs  revi¬ 
sion,  and  the  time  has  come  for  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  to  stop  accept¬ 
ing 'without  question  such  assumptions 
on  the  part  of  the  military  authorities 
as  that  figure  represents. 

Mr.  President,  the  duty  of  the  Con¬ 
gress,  through  the  medium  of  this  debate 
and  the  bill  which  I  hope  we  shall  be  able 
to  write  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  is 
to  make  clear  to  the  Pentagon  Building 
that  its  unconscionable  waste  of  man¬ 
power  must  stop.  I  shall  show  how  to  do 
it.  With  respect  both  to  economy  of 
manpower  and  economy  of  expenditure, 
there  is  no  other  way  to  bring  the  mili- 
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tary  to  time  than  for  the  Congress  to 
start  exercising  some  of  its  prerogatives 
by  actual  legislative  restriction.  I  sug¬ 
gest  that  a  good  place  to  start  is  on  the 
3,462,000  figure,  and  to  say  to  the  mili¬ 
tary,  “You  are  not  going  to  be  allowed 
at  the  present  time  a  manpower  ceiling 
beyond  3,100,000  or  3,000,000.”  I  hope 
before  the  debate  shall  be  concluded,  I 
can  convince  my  colleagues  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  on  the  basis  of  certain  statistical 
analyses  which  are  at  present  in  process 
of  being  prepared  for  me,  that  we  should 
provide  that  ceiling  for  the  present,  and 
should  say  to  the  military,  “We  will  hear 
you  on  the  question  of  hiring  civilians, 
including  an  increased  number  of 
women,  and  of  making  greater  use  of 
manpower  which  you  are  now  rejecting 
for  paper-pushing  jobs,  and  jobs  of  a 
similar  type,  which  at  present  are  tying 
up  thousands  upon  thousands  of  able- 
bodied  men  in  what  amounts  to  a  very 
inefficient  operation  of  military  man¬ 
power  under  the  present  policies  of  the 
Pentagon  Building.” 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  pleasant  to  have 
to  be  so  critical  of  the  military  as  I  am. 
The  military  never  should  have  permitted 
to  arise  a  situation  which  justifies  such 
criticisms,  but  they  have  done  so.  I  say 
here,  as  I  have  said  in  committee,  that 
the  Military  Establishment  must  be 
checked  by  the  representatives  of  the 
people  in  respect  to  its  tremendous  waste 
both  of  manpower  and  of  money.  We 
cannot  let  the  military  continue  to  waste 
our  manpower  and  economic  resources  to 
the  degree  to  which  they  have  been  wast¬ 
ing  them  because  of  inefficiency  in  ad¬ 
ministration. 

When  we  take  that  position,  let  me  say 
that  we  are  doing  the  best  we  can,  we  are 
following  the  best  course  of  action  pos¬ 
sible,  to  strengthen  the  defenses  of 
America.  I  make  that  statement  be¬ 
cause  the  Nation’s  defenses  will  be 
stronger  when  we  force  the  military,  by 
appropriate  legislative  checks,  to  elimi¬ 
nate  its  present  waste  in  the  use  of  man¬ 
power  and  its  tremendous  waste  of 
money. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  member  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  and  as  an 
ex  officio  member  representing  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  on  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  in  regard  to 
military  expenditures,  sometimes  I  won¬ 
der  how  long  the  military  authorities 
think  the  wasteful  course  of  action  in  ad¬ 
ministrative  policies  which  have  come  to 
characterize  the  Military  Establishment 
can  go  unchallenged.  The  military  fre¬ 
quently  gives  evidence  that  it  does  not 
appreciate  the  value  of  a  dollar,  it  fre¬ 
quently  gives  evidence  that  it  does  not 
appreciate  the  value  of  time,  as  witness 
the  procedure  which  it  is  defending  in 
connection  with  the  pending  bill  which  is 
highly  v/asteful  of  precious  time,  and  it 
frequently  demonstrates  that  it  does  not 
appreciate  the  value  of  manpower. 

Each  and  every  Member  of  this  body 
can  test  what  I  say  by  going  to  any  one 
of  the  military  establishments  located  in 
his  State  and  observing  for  himself.  I 
believe  he  will  find  himself  shaking  his 
head  in  wonderment  that  we  tolerate 
such  wasteful  operations  on  the  part  of 
the  military  branch  of  the  Government. 


As  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  I  have  yet  to  visit  a  military  in¬ 
stallation  in  which  I  have  not  found 
waste  and  inefficiency  rampant.  The  de¬ 
fense  situation  of  the  Nation  is  too  seri¬ 
ous  to  justify  any  longer  tolerating  waste 
in  the  Military  Establishment.  I  believe 
the  time  to  show  them  that  we  mean 
business  is  in  connection  with  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill,  because  for  the  most  part,  with 
minor  exceptions,  the  bill  gives  the  mili¬ 
tary  what  it  wants. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  emphasize  as 
strongly  as  I  can  that  the  Congress  has 
the  duty  of  checking  the  military  in  re¬ 
gard  to  some  of  its  extravagant  wants. 
It  is  employing  a  great  amount  of  able- 
bodied  manpower  in  the  less  essential 
jobs.  That  can  be  observed  in  Wash¬ 
ington.  Any  one  who  visits  the  Penta¬ 
gon  Building  can  see  for  himself  how 
many  men  there  are  in  the  various  offices 
almost  falling  over  each  other.  As  one 
checks  into  what  they  are  doing,  I  do 
not  believe  he  can  escape  the  conclusion 
that  not  only  fewer  men  could  be  doing 
what  the  employees  there  are  doing,  but 
civilians  could  be  doing  it  just  as  well, 
and  many  able-bodied  men  could  be  re¬ 
leased  for  military  service  of  a  combat 
nature. 

Oh,  I  would  not  care  to  generalize  from 
minor  instances,  but  my  curiosity  is 
aroused  by  the  type  of  waste  I  see  in  the 
Military  Establishment.  I  was  inter¬ 
ested  a  few  mornings  ago,  when  I  came 
into  the  Senate  restaurant  for  break¬ 
fast  about  8:  30  in  the  morning,  to  see 
the  car  of  a  high  military  officer  parked 
in  front  of  the  Capitol,  with  the  engine 
running,  and  a  chauffeur  in  uniform 
sitting  at  the  wheel.  I  had  breakfast, 
and  by  my  watch  an  hour  and  5  minutes 
later  when  I  came  out  the  car  was  still 
there,  the  engine  still  running,  and  the 
chauffeur  still  behind  the  wheel.  That  is 
a  small  item.  If  it  was  a  matter  of  the 
chauffeur  keeping  warm,  for  it  was  a 
brisk  morning,  and  if  the  high  military 
officer  needed  a  chauffeur — which  he  did 
not — the  chauffeur  could  at  least  have 
stepped  inside  the  Capitol,  after  turning 
off  the  engine  of  the  car,  in  order  to  save 
the  taxpayers  a  few  cents  in  wasted 
gasoline. 

I  cite  the  incident  in  passing  because 
it  is  one  of  the  small  things  which,  when 
multiplied  by  millions  of  similar  instan¬ 
ces,  illustrates  the  kind  of  economic 
waste  which  characterizes  the  military. 
I  suggest  that  on  that  morning  it  would 
have  been  good  for  the  high  military 
officer  to  have  driven  his  own  car.  It  is 
that  kind  of  manpower  saving  when  all 
such  wastes  are  added  up  which  repre¬ 
sents  a  great  number  of  men.  It  causes 
me  to  say  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  this 
afternoon:  Let  us  put  a  check  on  the 
military.  Let  us  limit  the  total  number 
of  men  to  3,000,000  or  3,100,000.  Then 
they  should  be  asked  to  come  before 
Congress  and  show  that  they  need  to 
have  the  number  increased  in  order  to 
take  care  of  the  paper,  the  pen  pushing, 
and  the  purely  administrative  jobs  on  a 
very  low  level,  which  could  be  performed 
by  civilians.  We  can  then  say  to  them, 
“We  will  do  what  we  can  to  see  that  you 
get  the  money  for  that  kind  of  American 
manpower.” 


Mr.  President,  let  me  say  on  this  point, 
too,  that  if  we  gave  to  the  military  in  the 
near  future  the  manpower  which  they 
have  asked  for  in  this  bill  they  could  not 
begin  to  absorb  it.  They  simply  could 
not  begin  to  absorb  in  the  immediate 
future  the  number  of  men  they  are  ask¬ 
ing  for.  Being  satisfied  of  that,  I  say 
to  you,  Mr.  President,  that  we  should  de¬ 
lay  giving  them  this  number  of  men  until 
some  subsequent  date  when  they  can 
make  a  better  showing  of  the  need,  at 
which  time  we  can  take  action  if  it  be¬ 
comes  necessary  to  raise  the  ceiling. 

Mr.  President,  what  I  have  said  leads 
me  to  the  second  point  which  I  wish  to 
emphasize^I  am  opposed  to  a  policy, 
stated  in  the  bill,  which  gives  the  mili¬ 
tary  the  tremendous  manpower  re¬ 
sources  they  are  asking  for,  with  the 
come-on  provision  that,  of  course,  subse¬ 
quently  we  have  the  power  to  reduce  the 
number  if  we  wish  to  reduce  it.  In  view 
of  the  fact  that  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
military  cannot  begin  to  absorb  the  man¬ 
power  which  they  are  now  asking  for,  I 
say  we  should  not  go  that  far  now.  We 
should  keep  pace  with  the  military  only 
on  the  basis  of  its  absorption  power, 
in  light  of  demonstrable  need.  In  that 
way  there  can  be  a  periodic  check  by  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  who  can 
be  assured  that  we  are  not  giving  wide 
powers  to  the  military,  and  reserving 
unto  ourselves  only  the  right  subse¬ 
quently  to  take  them  away,  provided  we 
ever  get  around  to  doing  it. 

We  should  place  upon  the  military  the 
affirmative  duty  to  prove  periodically 
their  case  before  Congress.  In  my 
opinion,  such  a  course  is  of  vital  im¬ 
portance  if  we  are  to  keep  faith  with 
the  true  meaning  of  the  system  of 
checks  and  balances  which  are  a  part 
of  our  form  of  government.  We  must 
maintain  the  system  of  checks  and 
balances  as  between  the  legislative  and 
executive  branches,  and  vice  versa,  and 
as  between  the  judiciary  and  the  legis¬ 
lative,  and  vice  versa.  The  Founding 
Fathers  intended  that  we  should  check 
the  operations  of  the  Government 
periodically  and  affirmatively,  not  by 
way  of  the  negative  connotations  which 
I  think  are  inherent  in  the  phraseology 
of  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion,  in  con¬ 
sidering  the  statistics  of  the  military 
authorities  which  are  set  forth  in  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  committee  beginning  at 
page  5,  under  title  IV,  the  Nation’s 
Manpower  Pool,  Members  of  the  Senate 
would  be  perfectly  justified  in  taking 
judicial  notice  of  the  fact  that  the  mili¬ 
tary  authorities  shave  presented  their 
figures  in  what  they  consider  to  be  the 
light  most  favorable  to  their  request. 
Certainly  they  have  not  been  guilty  of 
modesty  or  understatement.  As  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  I  have  never  found  the  military  to 
be  very  modest  in  its  demands.  As  a 
matter  of  practice  and  policy,  it  usually 
indulges  in  overstatement.  I  suppose 
that  there  is  an  explanation  for  that 
standpoint  on  the  part  of  the  military. 
I  suppose  it  has  learned  by  experience 
over  the  course  of  years  that  it  is  better 
to  overstate,  because  usually  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people  are  very  alert 


1951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  1645 


and  careful  to  cut  down  on  its  over¬ 
statements. 

I  am  satisfied  that  we  need  to  cut 
down  the  statistics  set  forth  on  pages  5 
to  10  of  the  committee  report.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  the  figure  1,632,249,  which  ap¬ 
pears  on  page  6  of  the  report,  is  finally 
cut  down  by  the  military  to  50  percent, 
or  316,000  men  in  class  I-A.  That  is  the 
figure  left  after  the  military  got  rid  of 
all  their  assumptions.  I  am  satisfied 
that  50  percent  is  a  greater  cut  than  the 
facts  warrant.  Thus,  as  we  go  through 
their  other  statistics,  I  think  the  Senate 
should  take  judicial  notice  of  the  fact 
that  they  have  overstated  their  case  in 
promotions  of  what  they  want. 

To  repeat,  I  think  the  statistics  set 
forth  on  pages  5  to  10  of  the  I’eport, 
which  are  furnished  by  the  military 
establishments,  need  to  be  analyzed  with 
a  very  keen  eye  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  correc¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  there  is  nothing  to 
correct.  If  the  Senator  from  Texas  feels 
anything  needs  to  be  corrected,  he  can 
correct  it  in  his  own  time.  I  wish  to 
finish  my  statement  without  interrup¬ 
tion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  For  the  benefit  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas  I  wish  to  repeat  that 
the  statistics  in  the  report  on  pages  5  to 
10  should  be  examined  by  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  with  a  very  keen  eye,  be¬ 
cause  I  think  they  represent  overstate¬ 
ments  on  the  part  of  the  military  estab¬ 
lishment.  I  believe  they  need  to  be  mod¬ 
ified  considerably.  The  way  to  start  to 
modify  them  is  to  put  a  ceiling  on  the 
total  number  of  men  which  the  military 
may  call  as  of  now,  and  that  such  a 
ceiling  should  be  3,000,000  men.#!  shall 
offer  an  amendment  to  that  effect  be¬ 
fore  I  close  my  remarks.  I  believe  it  is 
an  inhibition  which  must  be  placed  on 
the  military  in  order  to  force  it  to  stop 
wasting  manpower,  and  to  bring  about 
greater  efficiency  and  saving  in  man¬ 
power,  which  it  can  and  should  bring 
about  in  the  interest  of  the  economy  of 
the  Nation. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  turn  now  to 
the  question  of  the  length  of  service  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  bill,  in  regard  to  which  I 
shall  offer  an  amendment  in  due  course 
of  time.  The  amendment  will  provide 
for  a  military  service  of  21  months,  in 
place  of  the  so-called  compromise  figure 
of  26  months  and  1  week,  or  thereabouts, 
in  the  pending  bill.  Although  I  shall  go 
into  greater  detail  by  way  of  reasons  in 
support  of  my  amendment  when  the 
amendment  itself  is  under  discussion  on 
the  floor,  suffice  it  to  say  now  that  in  my 
opinion  21  months  is  adequate  time  to 
give  the  men  the  basic  training  they 
need  and  to  afford  them  adequate  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  put  the  basic  training  into 
practice  in  the  field.  I  shall  take  the 
position  throughout  this  debate  that  the 
military  itself  has  already  demonstrated, 
by  the  operatton  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948,  that  21  months  is  adequate. 
They  have  been  doing  it.  I  know  of  no 


proof,  other  than  assertions  on  the  part 
of  military  leaders,  that  the  26  months 
or  27  months  for  which  they  asked  is 
necessary.  I  know  of  nothing  in  the 
record  to  prove — and  I  underline  the 
word  “prove” — that  so  far  as  the  men 
actually  in  training  are  concerned,  they 
have  not  received  pretty  good  training 
under  the  21 -month  program  to  which 
they  have  been  subjected. 

What  does  the  21 -month  program  do? 
It  permits  from  4  to  6  months  of  basic 
training.  The  testimony  is  pretty  con¬ 
sistent  that'except  for  certain  job  classi¬ 
fications,  only  from  4  to  6  months  for 
basic  training  is  required.  Oh,  yes,  it  is 
said  that  it  takes  2  months  or  there¬ 
abouts  to  transport  the  men  to  the  places 
where  they  are  wanted  and  back  again. 
That  is  said  to  be  true  in  the  Air  Force. 
General  Vandenberg  testified  that  it  was 
necessary  to  allow  2  months  for  that 
purpose.  I  thought  that  was  a  confes¬ 
sion  against  interest,  as  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  Air  Force.  I  was  slightly  at  a  loss 
to  understand  why  the  Air  Force  re¬ 
quired  anywhere  near  the  same  length 
of  time  which  the  Army  had  testified 
it  needed  to  transport  the  men  where 
it  wanted  to  send  them  and  back  again. 
But  that  is  another  example,  I  think, 
of  the  waste  of  time  on  the  part  of  the 
military. 

I  do  not  know  why  we  should  assume 
that  2  months  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
transport  the  men  back  and  forth,  be¬ 
cause  the  military  officers  say  that  is 
what  is  required.  When  we  talk  with 
men  who  have  gone  through  the  ranks 
and  have  experienced  the  operations  of 
the  military  in  getting  them  back  and 
forth,  what  do  we  find  to  be  their  uni¬ 
form  testimony?  Their  uniform  testi¬ 
mony — so  far  as  those  with  whom  I  have 
talked  are  concerned — is  that  the  mili¬ 
tary  is  bogged  down  in  its  troops-trans- 
portation  procedures,  with  inefficiency, 
waste  of  time,  and  general  incom¬ 
petency.  I  do  not  propose  to  accept  the 
assertion  of  the  military  that  they  need 
even  the  amount  of  time  which  in  most 
instances  they  claim  they  need  to  get  the 
men  back  and  forth.  Rather,  I  believe 
that  here  again  the  Congress  has  a  duty 
to  call  the  military  up  short  and  say, 
“The  time  has  come  for  you  to  improve 
some  of  your  operations  in  getting  men 
back  and  forth,  and  to  eliminate  some  of 
the  red  tape  which  now  characterizes 
your  entire  induction  program.”  A 
great  deal  of  time  can  be  saved  in  that 
field. 

Then  there  is  talk  about  the  leave. 
That  represents  another  2V2  days  a 
month,  adding  up  to  a  little  more  than 
2  months  of  a  26-month  program  of 
service.  That  question  also  needs  to  be 
carefully  analyzed.  In  my  opinion  the 
compromise  in  this  bill  in  regard  to  the 
so-called  leave  feature  is  very  unsound. 
I  take  the  position  that  the  program  of 
leave  which  we  have  developed  within 
the  military  service  either  is  sound  and 
desirable  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
health  and  morale  of  the  men,  or 
it  is  pot.  If  it  is  a  desirable  pro¬ 
gram  from  the  standpoint  of'  the 
health  and  morale  and  general  efficiency 


of  military  operations,  then  I  think  it  is 
unsound  to  try  to  sell  this  bill,  so  far  as 
the  time  of  service  is  concerned,  on  the 
basis  of  the  proposition  that  anyone  wrho 
does  not  want  to  take  his  leave  can  get 
out  of  the  service  in  24  months.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  a  sound  sales  argument, 
and  I  wish  to  tell  the  Senate  why.  First, 
I  believe  that  administratively  such  pro¬ 
cedure  will  be  very  wasteful  and  add 
more  red  tape  to  an  army  which  is  al¬ 
ready  bogged  down  with  too  much  red 
tape.  I  do  not  believe  that  such  a  provi¬ 
sion  would  mean  very  much  in  actual 
practice  so  far  as  the  individual  soldier 
is  concerned,  for  many  reasons,  of  which 
I  shall  mention  only  one  or  two. 

I  believe  that  in  actual  practice  wrhat 
will  happen  is  that  in  most  instances  the 
boys  will  take  their  leave.  A  great  many 
psychological  pressures  are  brought  to 
bear  upon  them  while  they  are  in  the 
services,  which  will  cause  them  to  take 
their  leave.  I  am  willing  to  take  judicial 
notice  that  in  actual  practice  the 
superior  officers,  unofficially  and  sub  rosa’ 
will  encourage  the  taking  of  leave,  be¬ 
cause  if  there  is  one  group  of  men  in  a 
company  or  regiment  which  is  taking 
leave  and  another  group  which  is  not 
taking  leave,  it  will  be  somewhat  discon¬ 
certing. 

Then  there  is  the  reaction  of  the  boy 
himself.  He  will  say,  “I  do  not  know 
what  I  am  going  to  be  doing  a  year  from 
now.  I  do  not  know  what  the  situation 
will  be  a  year  from  now.  They  read  my 
name  off  and  said  I  could  take  2  weeks’ 
leave.”  He  is  going  to  take  it,  with  the 
result  that,  in  my  opinion,  in  a  very 
large  majority  of  cases,  the  boys  are 
going  to  be  in  the  service  for  26  months 
and  1  week.  I  cannot  support  any  par¬ 
ticular  percentage,  but  I  can  express  an 
opinion  as  to  how  large  it  will  be.  The 
so-called  leave  provision  of  the  bill  is 
only  a  “come-on”  by  way  of  a  sales 
argument  which  in  my  judgment,  in 
practice,  will  produce  administrative 
difficulties.  It  would  be  difficult  for  a 
boy  to  decide,  because  in  actual  practice 
he  would  find  pressures  brought  to  bear 
upon  him  to  take  his  leave. 

I  believe  the  provision  is  unsound  be¬ 
cause  it  raises  a  question  as  to  the  value 
of  the  entire  leave  program  as  it  now 
exists  in  the  operation  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  If  leave  is  not  needed  by  a  boy, 
why  do  we  not  say  it  is,  and  so  provide 
in  the  bill?  Yet  you  and  I  know,  Mr. 
President,  that  the  leave  program  is  of 
great  value  in  the  operation  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  establishment,  from  the  standpoint 
of  morale  and  health  of  the  boy.  I  do 
not  believe  that  we  ought  to  hold  out  a 
sort  of  “come-on,”  which  is  a  hybrid 
between  a  penalty  and  an  inducement, 
that  he  can  get  out  of  the  service  at  the 
end  of  24  months  if  he  does  not  take 
advantage  of  any  of  his  leave  time.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  United  States 
Government  should  enter  into  that  kind 
of  bargain-counter  arrangement  with 
member  of  the  armed  services,  and  it 
should  be  beneath;  the  Congress. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  offer  a 
21 -month  limitation,  because  it  is  an 
adequate  time  to  give  the  men  the  nece:- 
sary  training  and  to  give  them  field 
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service  to  apply  the  training.  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  that  if  the  military  will  only  put 
into  practice  the  efficiencies  which  it 
ought  to  adopt,  dependent  upon  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  job  to  which  a  boy  is  assigned, 
he  will  have  from  8  to  15  months  after 
basic  training  to  make  use  in  the  field  of 
his  basic  training.  I  think  that  is  long 
enough. 

Moreover,  Mr.  President,  we  should  not 
overlook  the  fact  that  the  military, 
throughout  the  hearing,  advised  us  that, 
of  course,  the  next  4  years  will  be  the 
critical  years.  They  said  that  if  we 
can  get  through  the  next  4  years  with¬ 
out  an  all-out  war  we  have  a  very  good 
chance  of  avoiding  such  a  war.  I  agree 
with  that.  I  think  the  next  4  years 
will  be  the  critical  years.  But  being  crit¬ 
ical  as  they  are,  and  confronted  with  the 
danger  of  a  possible  all-out  war  in  the 
next  4  years,  what  should  we  do  about 
manpower?  It  is  only  common  horse 
sense  to  take  the  position  that  we  ought 
to  train  in  that  period  of  time  the  largest 
pool  of  manpower  possible,  so  that  if  a 
general  war  comes  within  that  period  of 
time  we  will  be  able  to  draw  on  the  larg¬ 
est  possible  pool  of  men  who  have  already 
trained,  at  least  in  the  basic  training 
period.  The  21-month  program  will 
accomplish  that  purpose  better  than  the 
27-month  program  the  military  asked 
for  or  the  26-month- 1 -week  program 
the  committee  has  compromised  on. 

As  I  asked  in  committee  meeting,  I  ask 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  today.  What  is 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  going 
to  say  to  the  thousands  of  American 
mothers  and  fathers  if  during  the  4- 
year  period  all-out  war  should  break  out 
and  thousands  of  boys  who  would  have 
received  training  under  the  21 -month 
program  have  not  received  it,  but  find 
themselves  on  the  front  line  within  3 
months  after  the  outbreak  of  such  a  war, 
as  we  all  know  will  be  the  case?  We  had 
better  be  thinking  about  that  body  of 
American  manpower  that  we  are  not 
going  to  train  in  the  next  4  years  under 
this  26-month-l-week  program. 

The  emergency  is  so  serious  that  the 
Congress  ought  to  proceed  with  a  man¬ 
power  bill  that  will  result  in  giving  basic 
training  to  every  possible  man  we  can 
train,  and  in  giving  him  some  months 
for  applying  that  training  in  the  field 
under  the  21 -month  program  in  prefer¬ 
ence  to  the  26  months  1  week  program 
offered  the  Senate  by  the  committee. 

Oh,  we  are  going  to  have  presented 
to  us  a  statistical  problem.  It  will  be 
said  that  the  proposal  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  for  training  more  men  will 
result  in  training  only  125,000  more.  I 
question  that,  because  I  am  satisfied  the 
figure  will  be  much  larger  than  that. 
But  in  case  of  an  all-out  war,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  would  be  proud  of  the  fact  that 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  I  voted  for 
the  training  of  even  125,000  more,  a 
figure  which  I  do  not  assume  to  be 
correct. 

Believe  it  or  not,  Mr.  President,  it  will 
be  said  that  such  a  plan  will  cost  more; 
and  it  will  cost  more.  But  I  was  not 
moved  to  any  crocodile  tears  in  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  when  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  Mrs. 
Anna  Rosenberg,  made  the  great  eco¬ 
nomic  argument  for  27  months  because 


it  would  save  the  taxpayers  of  America 
about  three-quarters  of  a  billion  dollars. 
I  do  not  take  back  anything  I  said  in 
committee  on  that  point.  I  said,  in 
effect,  that  I  did  not  think  the  military 
was  in  a  very  good  position  to  argue 
in  favor  of  saving  some  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars  at  the  expense  of  taking  into  the 
service  thousands  of  American  boys  for 
6  months  longer  than  they  were  needed 
in  order  to  train  them  for  the  defense 
of  the  country.  When  I  think  of  the 
billions  of  dollars  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  has  wasted  in  recent  years  by 
inefficiency  and  unconscionable  waste  in 
the  handling  of  materiel,  I  am  not  moved 
to  take  back  anything  I  said  in  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  Senate  of  the  United  States  can 
vote  to  take  5  months  and  1  week  extra 
time  from  thousands  of  American  boys 
to  save  a  few  millions  of  dollars  if  it 
wants  to,  based  on  the  economic  argu¬ 
ment  of  the  Pentagon  Building,  but  it 
will  not  be  done  with  the  vote  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon.  When  the 
question  goes  before  the  American  peo¬ 
ple,  as  it  will  be  before  them  in  the  years 
immediately  ahead,  because  the  passage 
of  the  bill  in  its  present  form  will  never 
end  the  argument  across  the  country, 
I  am  satisfied  what  the  verdict  of  the 
American  people  will  be  respecting  it. 
They  will  be  perfectly  willing  to  pay  the 
extra  millions  of  dollars  it  will  cost  for  a 
21 -month  service  program  in  order  to 
give  thousands  upon  thousands  of  Amer¬ 
ican  boys  the  freedom  of  civilian  life  for 
6  months  and  1  week  which  my  21- 
month  program  will  provide  them. 

Mr.  President,  in  connection  with  the 
length  of  service  issue,  let  me  say  that 
we  have  heard  a  great  deal  said  about 
the  problem  of  the  18-  and  the  19-year- 
old  boys,  but  entirely  too  little  said  about 
the  problem  of  the  24-  and  25-year-old 
men.  I  think  we  had  better  direct  atten¬ 
tion  as  to  some  of  the  results  of  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  bill  on  the  24-  and  25-year- 
old  men  who  are  going  to  be  taken  into 
service  for  26  months  and  1  week  under 
the  provisions  of  the  bill.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  we  can  justify  taking  from  civilian 
production  24-  and  25-year-old  men 
for  1  month  beyond  a  reasonable  time, 
and  a  reasonable  time  is  that  which  is 
required  to  give  them  their  4  to  6 
months  basic  training,  and  in  round 
figures,  approximately  a  year  to  put 
their  basic  training  into  practice.  On 
the  basis  of  present  conditions  we  have 
no  right  to  take  that  24-  and  25-year-old 
men  from  civilian  production  longer 
than  that. 

Who  are  these  24-year-old  and  25- 
year-old  men,  Mr.  President.  For  the 
most  part,  they  are  men  who  are  start¬ 
ing  their  own  grocery  stores  or  their 
own  accounting  offices  or  their  own  law 
practices,  or  are  in  the  process  of  start¬ 
ing  their  farms,  or  they  are  participating 
in  one  or  another  of  almost  all  of  the 
various  types  of  economic  endeavor. 
The  length  of  service  provided  for  in  this 
bill  is  unnecessarily  disturbing  to  what 
--I  think  are  their  economic  rights  in  this 
situation.  They  are  perfectly  willing  to 
serve  a  reasonable  length  of  time,  and 
they  should,  for  they  owe  it  to  their 
country.  However,  when  we  take  into 
account  present  conditions,  I  think  it 


is  unreasonable  to  take  24-year-old  and 
25-year-old  men  into  the  service  for  26 
months  and  1  week.  Of  course,  if  con¬ 
ditions  become  worse,  all  the  ceilings  will 
be  off,  anyway.  But  there  seems  to  be 
an.  assumption  that  the  Congress  must 
give  the  kind  of  blanket  power  provided 
in  this  bill  because  Congress  will  not  be 
available  to  take  any  future  action  in 
case  of  changed  conditions.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  every  Member  of  this  body  knows 
that  in  the  face  of  an  emergency  situa¬ 
tion,  the  Congress  can  take  action  in 
relatively  few  hours,  and  will  do  so. 

We  are  talking  here  about  a  program, 
the  terminal  date  of  which  is  not  fixed 
in  this  bill,  so  far  as  the  immediate  fu¬ 
ture  is  concerned.  The  bill  gives  great 
discretionary  powers  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  and  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  I  shall  have  something 
more  to  say  about  those  powers  before 
I  close;  but  suffice  it  for  me  now  to  say 
that  I  object  to  the  term  of  service  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  bill  because  I  think  it  is 
unfair  to  the  men  in  the  older  age  groups 
who  are  taking  on  the  economic  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  starting  their  little  busi¬ 
nesses,  contemplating  marriage,  or 
undertaking  the  building  of  a  home. 

Furthermore,  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied 
that  those  in  the  Pentagon  Building  have 
sufficient  appreciation  of  the  importance 
cf  maintaining  a  balanced  industrial 
manpower  along  with  a  military  man¬ 
power.  I  think  those  in  the  Pentagon 
need  to  give  much  greater  consideration 
to  the  effects  of  this  bill  on  our  indus¬ 
trial  manpower,  because,  when  all  is  said 
and  done,  the  greatest  defense  America 
will  have  in  backing  up  its  military  man¬ 
power  is  its  industrial-production  power. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  long  period  of 
service  the  bill  provides  for  the  older 
age  groups  will  prove  to  be  very  disturb¬ 
ing  to^jthe  balance  of  industrial  man¬ 
power.  ' 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  -No,  Mr.  President;.  I 
am  sorry,  but  I  decline  to  yield.  I  will 
not  yield  until  I  finish  my  comments  on 
the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
turn  to  another  issue,  namely,  the  effect 
of  this  bill  on  the  veterans.  I  think  the 
bill  is  very  unfair  to  the  veterans  who 
are  in  the  Reserve  and  are  being  called 
up  in  large  numbers  these  days.  They 
have  had  their  basic  training.  They  are 
equipped  to  defend  their  country.  So  I 
think  it  is  most  unfair  discrimination 
against  them  not  to  include  in  this  bill 
a  ceiling  as  to  the  length  of  time  they 
can  be  called  back  into  service  under 
present  conditions.  In  that  connection 
I  emphasize  the  words  “under  present 
conditions.” 

Therefore  I  shall  offer,  and  shall  argue 
at  length  and  shall  support,  at  a  later 
time,  an  amendment  providing  an  18- 
month  ceiling  in  connection  with  calling 
back  into  service  the  veterans  who  have 
had  6  months  or  more  previous  service 
in  the  Military  Establishment. 

I  say  it  is  very  unfair  to  those  vet¬ 
erans  to  call  them  back  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  for  26  months  and  1  week,  as  the 
proponents  of  this  bill  claim  will  be  the 
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effect  of  the  bill,  if  it  is  enacted,  on  the 
Reserve.  I  am  not  too  sure  of  that,  but 
I  am  reserving  judgment  on  it  until  I 
can  study  the  point  a  little  further.  Be 
that  as  it  may,  I  am  certain  that  fair¬ 
ness  to  the  veterans  calls  upon  us  to 
place  in  this  bill  a  ceiling  of  18  months’ 
service  for  the  veterans  who  are  called 
back  into  the  service  from  the  Reserve, 
and  who  have  had  6  months  of  previous 
military  experience. 

My  reason  for  wishing  to  have  an  18 
months’  limitation  included  is  that  after 
18  months,  once  this  program  gets  under 
way  in  connection  with  the  21  months 
program  which  I  am  suggesting,  plus 
the  enlistments  which  will  occur,  we  then 
shall  have  adequate  manpower  to  meet 
the  needs,  provided  this  period  of  ten¬ 
sion  continues  somewhat  as  it  is  now. 
Again  I  say  that  all  this  argument  and 
even  the  bill  itself  are  dependent  upon 
a  continuation  of  pretty  much  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  present  time.  If  they  be¬ 
come  worse,  we  shall  have  to  act,  as  we 
should,  in  light  of  conditions  as  they 
develop,  although  at  this  point  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  think  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  drove  through  the  bill  a  hole 
large  enough  for  a  team  of  horses  to  pass 
through,  when  its  representatives  testi¬ 
fied  before  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee  and  the  Foreign  Relations  Commit¬ 
tee,  at  their  meeting  the  other  day,  that 
it  was  going  to  limit  itself,  for  the  time 
being,  to  four  more  divisions  in  Europe. 
I  think  the  significance  of  that  testimony 
must  be  related  to  this  bill.  When  the 
representatives  of  the  Pentagon  made 
that  statement,  they  greatly  reduced 
within  the  immediate  lifetime  of  the 
bill  the  need  for  preparing  to  send  very 
many  men  to  Europe.  So  we  do  not  have 
to  worry  so  much  about  how  much  time 
it  will  take  to  get  men  back  and  forth 
across  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  because  very 
many  of  our  men  will  not  be  sent  over 
there.  That  is  apparent  from  the  very 
plan  which  those  in  the  Pentagon  an¬ 
nounced  the  other  day. 

By  the  way,  I  think  it  was  a  great  mis¬ 
take  for  them  to  make  that  announce¬ 
ment  and  it  is  rather  hard  on  the  boys 
who  already  are  over  there.  It  would 
have  been  much  better  for  us  to  talk  in 
terms  of  X  divisions,  but  to  have  made 
very  clear  to  the  American  people  that 
we  intend  to  see  to  it  that  our  allies  in 
Europe  produce  their  proportionate 
share.  In  my  opinion,  it  was  a  great 
mistake  to  disclose  any  such  plan  as  that 
to  Russia.  I  happen  to  be  one  who  takes 
the  position  that  if  we  are  going  to  have 
the  150,000  men  that  we  presently  have 
over  there,  and  another  100,000  which 
those  in  the  Pentagon  plan  to  send  there, 
we  should  never  be  committed  to  the 
proposition  that  that  is  all  we  will  send. 
Rather,  I  wish  to  see  my  country  take 
such  a  position  that  Russia  will  under¬ 
stand  that  we  will  send  whatever  num¬ 
ber  it  may  become  necessary  to  send  in 
order  to  protect  our  boys  whom  we  al¬ 
ready  have  over  there,  if  we  are  going  to 
keep  them  there. 

The  argument  of  those  in  the  Penta¬ 
gon,  when  they  proposed  the  figure  of 
100,000  additional  men,  for  European 
service  weakened  their  position  in/egard 
to  this  bill,  and  in  my  judgment  strength¬ 


ened  the  position  of  those  of  us  who  both 
want  21  months  of  service  to  be  provided 
for  and  also  want  a  limitation  on  the 
total  number  to  about  3,000,000  or  3,100,- 
000.  As  a  lawyer,  I  never  saw  better 
confession  and  avoidance  than  that  in 
which  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
General  Bradley,  participated  when  they 
made  their  announcement  regarding 
100,000  additional  men  for  Europe. 

So,  Mr.  President,  in  fairness  to  the 
veterans  who  are  being  called  back  into 
service,  they  should  be  told  that  on  the 
basis  of  present  conditions  we  are  call¬ 
ing  them  back  for  18  months;  and  I  shall 
offer  an  amendment  accordingly. 

Now  I  turn  to  another  issue,  namely, 
the  so-called  issue  of  the  18-year-olds. 
I  wish  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  I 
support  the  universal  military  training 
program  which  will  call  18-year-olds 
into  the  service.  I  have  supported  it  for 
years.  In  fact,  I  was  one  of  the  four 
members  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee  who  last  summer  objected  strenu¬ 
ously  to  postponing  action  on  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program.  I  felt 
then,  and  still  do,  that  that  was  the  time 
to  take  action  on  a  UMT  program.  I  did 
not  like  what  I  felt  was  the  attitude  of 
the  Pentagon  in  not  giving  the  enthu¬ 
siastic  support  to  a  UMT  program  which 
it  should  have  given.  It  never  has  done 
so,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  now  giving 
it.  This  bill  is  not  a  universal  military 
training  program.  It  simply  has  the 
UMT  label,  but  it  is  in  futuro,  not  in 
praesenti.  There  is  lacking  in  it  any 
definite  blueprint  for  a  UMT  program. 
Most  of  the  implementation  of  it  is  to 
be  worked  out  in  the  future. 

The  bill  creates  a  board  along  the 
lines  of  the  Compton  report.  There  is 
granted  wide  discretionary  power  for 
some  time  in  the  future  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  to  do  something 
about  reducing  the  term  of  service,  so 
that  such  a  program  may  be  started. 
My  personal  feeling  is  that  that  part  of 
the  bill  is  another  come-on,  another 
sales  argument.  It  is  conditional,  and 
the  conditions  involved  are  many. 

The  fact  that  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  today  cannot  lay  before  the  Con¬ 
gress  a  detailed  blueprint  of  universal 
military  training  justifies  serious  criti¬ 
cism  of  the  Defense  Establishment.  I 
shall  continue  to  fight  for  a  universal- 
military-training  program,  and  when  we 
get  ready  to  implement  one  really  in 
blueprint  form,  I  shall  favor  18-year- 
olds  in  that  program.  As  I  have  said 
in  committee,  I  think  that  is  the  best  age 
to  take  a  young  man  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  But  this  is  not  a  univer¬ 
sal-military-training  bill.  It  is  a  selec¬ 
tive-service  bill  which  is  taking  inductees 
for  purposes  of  combat,  if  combat  serv¬ 
ice  is  necessary;  and  on  that  point  I  have 
manifold  reservations  of  judgment. 

True,  we  are  told  by  the  military  that 
if  the  provision  regarding  18-year-olds 
is  written  into  the  bill,  making  the 
eighteenth  birthday  the  beginning  of 
registration,  there  will  be  little  danger 
that  any  boy  will  actually  be  inducted 
before  he  is  eighteen  and  a  half.  If  that 
be  true,  let  us  simply  write  it  into  the 


bill.  It  would  be  very  simple  to  do  so. 
But  no,  that  is  not  what  is  wanted.  The 
military  do  not  want  anything  in  the  bill 
which  says  a  young  man  cannot  be  taken 
until  he  is  eighteen  and  a  half.  I  am 
going  to  give  Members  of  the  Senate  an 
opportunity  to  tell  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  that  that  is  the  way  it  is  going 
to  be,  and  they  can  make  their  own  rec¬ 
ords  on  that  issue.  I  am  going  to  offer 
an  amendment  which  provides  that  18 
years  and  6  months  shall  be  the  age  for 
inducton,  but  that  an  18-year-old  shall 
have  the  privilege,  if  he  wants  to  present 
himself  for  induction  at  eighteen,  of 
doing  so.  I  think  before  he  gets  into 
the  service  there  is  the  time  to  permit 
a  great  deal  of  discretion  on  the  part  of 
the  inductee.  At  that  time  he  is  still 
perfectly  free  to  exercise  an  untram¬ 
meled  discretion.  So  my  amendment 
will  provide  that  if,  at  eighteen,  he  wants 
to  offer  himself  for  induction,  he  shall 
be  eligible  for  induction  upon  his  own 
request,  but  he  shall  not  be  taken  until 
he  is  eigtheeh  and  a  half,  so  far  as  any 
compulsion  on  the  part  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  is  concerned. 

I  intend  to  argue  that  question  at 
much  greater  length  when  my  amend¬ 
ment  is  before  the  Senate  for  debate,  but 
I  wanted  to  give  that  thumbnail  sketch 
of  my  position.  I  desire  a  little  time  to 
examine  certain  testimony  which  I  have 
not  as  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  read. 
But  at  the  Republican  conference  this 
morning  it  was  suggested  by  someone 
that  he  understood  that  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment,  through  General  Bradley, 
had  presented  testimony  on  the  House 
side  in  a  manner  which  would  seem  to 
indicate  at  least  that  the  Pentagon  ap¬ 
preciated  the  fact  that  an  I8V2  provision 
would  at  least  be  workable.  I  am  sure  it 
would  be,  and,  on  the  basis  of  present 
conditions,  I  think  that  is  early  enough 
to  take  the  young  men,  particularly  if 
we  improve  upon  the  statistics  of  the 
Military  Establishment  by  cutting  down 
the  3,426,000  to  about  3,000,000.  That, 
in  my  judgment,  would  do  much  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  problem  connected  with  the 
18-year-old  issue. 

I  now  move  to  the  next  issue.  I  shall 
in  due  course  submit  an  amendment 
which  will  limit  enlistments  to  30 
months,  making  the  limitation  retroac¬ 
tive  to  June  27,  1950.  I  will  state  my 
reason  for  my  position.  In  my  opinion, 
the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  are  guilty 
of  so  stockpiling  manpower  as  to  demon¬ 
strate  clearly  how  wasteful  they  can  be 
in  the  matter  of  manpower.  I  also  be¬ 
lieve  it  unfair  to  the  boys  to  hold  out  to 
them,  as  has  been  done,  4  year’s  enlist¬ 
ment  in  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force  as  a 
safeguard  against  the  possibility  of  be¬ 
ing  drafted  into  the  Army.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  a  praiseworthy  thing  for 
my  Government  to  do.  I  do  not  like  the 
ethics  of  the  practice.  It  is  a  kind  of 
cajoling,  blackmailing  weapon  which  the 
military  has  been  using  on  the  boys.  Let 
us  face  the  fact  that  many  of  the  boys 
have  been  reacting  to  it  because  of  a 
feeling  of  uncertainty  and  confusion, 
and  a  sense  of  insecurity.  They  have 
been  told,  of  course,  that  if  they  will  but 
take  advantage  of  a  4-year  enlistment  in 
the  Navy  or  in  the  Air  Force,  they  will 
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then  run  no  danger  of  being  drafted  into 
the  Army  to  become  foot  soldiers. 

Mr.  President,  I  thought  we  had  a  uni¬ 
fication  law,  but  the  more  I  study  its 
operations  the  clearer  it  becomes  that 
thus  far  in  practice  it  has  fallen  far 
short  of  its  spirit  and  intent.  Somehow 
I  cannot  reconcile  the  enlistment  pro¬ 
gram  of  the  Military  Establishment  with 
the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  unification 
law.  Therefore,  I  dare  to  say  it  is  wrong 
to  permit  either  the  Air  Force  or  the 
Navy  to  take  all  of  its  personnel  by  en¬ 
listment.  I  think  each  ought  to  be  re¬ 
quired  to  take  a  fair  proportion  of  its 
personnel  by  induction.  I  do  not  know 
how  the  pending  Selective  Service  Act  is 
to  be  made  truly  democratic  in  operation, 
unless  it  is  applied  democratically  to  the 
three  services.  So  I  intend  to  offer  an 
amendment  which  will  limit  enlistment 
to  30  months,  and  then,  if  the  advocates 
of  this  program  can  sell  it  and  their 
training  to  the  boys,  after  30  months  the 
boys  will  be  perfectly  free  to  reenlist. 
They  ought  to  have  that  chance,  we 
should  use  what  amounts  in  fact  to  psy¬ 
chological  coercion  upon  thousands  of 
American  boys  who  have  been  flocking  to 
enlist  in  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force  in 
order  to  avoid  the  possibility  of  being  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Army.  We  owe  to  all 
the  branches  of  our  service  a  balanced 
manpower  from  the  standpoint  of  ability, 
and  I  see  no  reason  why  the  Air  Force  and 
the  Navy  should  get  the  cream  of  the 
crop.  It  is  not  a  very  democratic  pro¬ 
cedure. 

Then,  too,  I  shall  offer  an  amendment 
which  will  place  an  enlistment  ceiling 
upon  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  so  that 
they  will  have  to  take  at  least  a  certain 
percentage  of  the  inductees.  Under  the 
Selective  Service  Act  the  pool  of  po¬ 
tential  inductees  ought  to  be  given  very 
careful  consideration,  and  I  belive  it  is 
wrong  as  a  matter  of  public  policy  to  say 
to  the  potential  draftee,  “Of  course,  if 
you  wait  for  the  operation  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  you  have  no  chance  of 
getting  into  the  Navy  or  the  Air  Force.’* 
What  is  democratic  about  that?  If  we  are 
to  have  a  democratically  operated  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act,  a  boy  who  exercises  his 
right  will  get  a  fair  opportunity  for  as¬ 
signment  to  the  Air  Force  or  the  Navy 
*if  he  has  the  aptitudes  which  indicate 
that  that  is  where  he  should  be  assigned 
under  the  Selective  Service  Administra¬ 
tion.  They  have  to  wait  for  the  draft 
and  most  of  them  do  have  good  reason 
for  waiting  for  the  draft. 

Again,  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  at  all 
impressed  with  the  hue  and  cry  of  the 
military  that  my  amendment  will  be  very 
disruptit®  of  the  whole  manpower  pro¬ 
gram.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Congress  to 
decide  what  is  fair  by  way  of  a  manpower 
policy,  and  then  to  give  the  military 
orders  about  carrying  it  out,  and  stop 
getting  ourselves  into  a  position  where 
we  are  taking  orders  from  the  miltary. 
It  would  be  very  good  discipline  for  the 
military  to  be  really  subjected  to  some 
Congressional  checks  for  a  change,  and 
I  am  offering  a  few  in  the  amendments 
I  am  proposing. 

Mr.  President,  before  I  leave  the  argu¬ 
ment  with  regard  to  the  veterans  and 
the  inductees  and  enlistments,  I  wish  to 
say  something  about  the  problem  of  the 


Reserve.  It  is  my  opinion  that  since 
World  War  II  the  Pentagon  has  not 
demonstrated  that  it  really  has  a  coop¬ 
erative  attitude  toward  the  Reserves,  and 
the  action  it  has  taken  toward  the  Re¬ 
serves  since  World  War  II  is  all  the  evi¬ 
dence  I  need  to  offer.  For  the  most 
part  its  action  has  been  nil.  It  has  had 
a  great  opportunity  since  World  War  II 
to  build  up  a  strong  Reserve  system,  but 
it  has  fizzled  and  fumbled  its  obliga¬ 
tions  in  respect  to  the  Reserve. 

I  leave  it  to  my  colleagues  to  put  the 
matter  to  the  test  by  going  to  any  Re¬ 
serve  unit  anywhere  in  their  States  and 
listening  to  what  they  will  tell.  They 
will  say  that  for  the  most  part  the  Re¬ 
serve  program  has  been  ineffective  and 
disappointing  because  the  Pentagon  has 
not  given  it  the  support  it  should  have 
given  it.  I  believe  we  should  start  talk¬ 
ing  turkey  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  about  the 
Reserve  program,  and  I  believe  we  should 
begin  giving  some  orders  about  it.  But 
the  pending  bill  does  not  do  that.  There 
is  no  Reserve  program  in  the  bill.  No 
blueprint  for  a  Reserve  program  was 
put  before  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  at  any  time  during  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  bill.  A  promise  was  put  be¬ 
fore  the  committee.  At  long  last  we 
got  a  promise  from  the  military.  I  think 
the  record  will  show  that  at  one  time 
the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  Mrs. 
Rosenberg,  said  that  within  6  months 
they  intended  to  lay  a  Reserve  program 
before  us.  I  got  a  list  of  proposals  for 
a  Reserve  program  which  I  submitted  to 
General  Collins  for  answer,  and  I  re¬ 
ceived  a  most  unsatisfactory  reply  from 
him,  so  far  as  any  real  commitment  con¬ 
cerning  the  Reserve  program  was  con¬ 
cerned.  So  far  as  I  know,  and  I  believe 
so  far  as  any  member  of  the  committee 
knows,  the  Pentagon  at  this  hour  has 
no  blueprint  for  a  Reserve  program. 

Before  it  ever  brought  a  manpower 
bill  to  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
the  Pentagon  should  have  brought  for¬ 
ward  a  bill  accompanied  with  a  reserve 
program.  The  reserve  program  cannot 
be  separated  from  the  issue  I  am  dis¬ 
cussing.  The  reserve  program  cannot  be 
separated  from  the  issue  of  length  of 
service,  because  if  there  were  a  proper 
reserve  program  submitted  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  I  am  satisfied  the  Pentagon  knows 
it  would  be  cogent  evidence  and  argu¬ 
ment  in  support  of  my  21  months’  pro¬ 
posal. 

My  suspicion,  indeed,  is  far  beyond 
suspicion.  My  belief  is  that  the  Penta¬ 
gon  did  not  want  to  present  a  reserve 
program  at  the  time  it  submitted  its 
manpower  bill  because  it  knew  an  effec¬ 
tive  reserve  program  would  automat¬ 
ically  limit  the  length  of  service  to  a 
shorter  time  than  it  was  calling  for  when 
it  presented  a  27  months’  program.  I 
say  to  the  people  of  America  today  that 
I  believe  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Senate 
to  call  upon  the  Pentagon  to  come  for¬ 
ward  with  a  reasonable  reserve  program 
before  we  pass  on  the  pending  bill,  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  such  a  program  is  insep¬ 
arably  bound  up  with  the  reserve  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  bill. 

I  wish  to  say  something  else  about  the 
reserve  program.  I  believe  the  adoption 
of  a  reserve  program  is  the  way  to  keep 
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the  military  department  close  to  the 
people.  We  had  better  pause  in  this 
debate  and  recognize  the  importance  of 
keeping  the  Military  Establishment  close 
to  the  people.  We  had  better  recognize 
the  importance  now  of  placing  some  very 
definite  limits  and  checks  upon  the  power 
of  the  Pentagon,  and  of  letting  the  Pen¬ 
tagon  take  the  boys  of  this  country  only 
for  the  reasonable  period  of  time  neces¬ 
sary  to  give  them  training  and  some 
practice  in  applying  the  training,  then 
get  them  back  home  in  the  reserves,  and 
have  an  adequate  reserve  program 
worked  out  so  that  they  can  continue 
their  training  in  their  local  communities 
and  States.  That  is  why  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  has  always  been  such 
a  strong  supporter  of  the  reserves  and 
the  National  Guard. 

He  is  fully  aware  of  the  fact — and  he 
is  already  getting  letters  to  that  effect — 
that  the  position  he  is  taking  on  the 
pending  bill  will  be  misunderstood  by 
some  of  the  reserves,  by  some  in  the 
National  Guard,  and  by  some  of  the 
national  veterans’  organizations.  How¬ 
ever,  the  confidence  which  I  have  in  such 
organizations  leads  me  to  believe  that 
when  they  come  to  study  the  Record, 
and  when  they  come  to  see  the  effects 
of  the  application  of  the  bill  proposed  by 
the  Military  Establishment,  they  will  see 
the  sincerity  of  the  motivation  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  and  of  his 
deep  concern  in  keeping  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  close  to  the  people  through 
a  maximum  use  of  and  support  of  an 
adequate  reserve  and  National  Guard 
program. 

Mr.  President,  much  is  being  made  of 
the  fact  that  various  veterans’  organ¬ 
izations  are  representing  to  Members  of 
the  Senate  that  they  want  to  have  the 
bill  passed  in  the  form  in  which  it 
reached  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  They 
will  have  to  speak  for  themselves,  but  I 
shall  have  to  interpret  what  it  is  I  think 
they  seek  so  far  as  the  weight  which  I 
will  give  to  their  representations  is  con¬ 
cerned.  What  they  are  saying  to  us — 
and  I  believe  they  are  right  about  it — 
is  that  we  need  an  improved  military 
manpower  bill.  I  agree  with  that  state¬ 
ment,  and  I  shall  vote  for  such  a  bill. 
I  have  already  said  that  I  shall  vote  for 
the  bill  which  the  Senate  will  finally 
pass.  I  am  hopeful  that  the  final  bill 
will  contain  some  of  the  amendments 
which  I  shall  offer,  because  I  think  they 
would  add  definite  improvements.  How¬ 
ever,  Mr.  President,  I  am  satisfied  that 
the  veterans’  organizations,  the  members 
of  the  Reserve,  and  the  members  of  the 
National  Guard  will  find-  it  very  difficult 
to  take  exception  to  what  I  am  trying 
to  do  to  strengthen  their  organizations, 
by  bringing  into  being  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  what  those  organizations 
know  is  so  sorely  needed  so  far  as  the 
manpower  defense  of  the  country  is  con¬ 
cerned,  namely,  an  effective  universal 
military  training  program. 

I  say  frankly  to  my  friends  in  the  vet¬ 
erans’  organizations,  in  the  Reserves, 
and  in  the  National  Guard  that  I  think 
the  course  of  action  which  I  am  advo¬ 
cating  would  provide  an  effective  type 
of  manpower  defense  at  an  earlier  date 
than  would  be  brought  about  by  the 
pending  bill  without  chanee. 
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Mr.  President,  I  now  turn  to  another 
amendment.  It  deals  with  the  question 
of  exempting  some  75,000  students  from 
the  draft  until  they  have  completed 
their  special  educational  courses  in  the 
colleges  of  America.  My  brief  comment 
on  that  point  today  is  that  I  think  our 
only  hope  of  retaining  superiority  over 
Communist  Russia  in  the  decades  ahead 
is  in  the  field  of  technology  and  science, 
and  in  the  scientific  skills  of  our  man¬ 
power  as  opposed  to  her  masses.  There¬ 
fore,  we  must  be  very  careful  not  to  make 
the  mistake  of  cutting  ourselves  off  from 
an  adequate  pool  of  trained  scientists 
end  technicians.  We  should  work  out 
a  program  for  the  years  immediately 
ahead  which  would  bring  about  a  more 
coordinated  program  of  military  training 
and  educational  training  of  students 
than  the  bill  provides. 

I  believe  the  figure  75,000  is  too  low. 
It  will  be  said  in  the  course  of  argu¬ 
ment  that  the  President  is  given  the 
power  in  the  bill  to  increase  or  decrease 
the  number.  That  is  another  issue,  and 
concerning  it  I  shall  only  say  at  this 
time  that  I  wish  the  President  were  not 
given  quite  so  much  power  in  relation 
to  so  many  things  by  the  pending  bill. 
I  am  satisfied  that  75,000  is  not  a  large 
enough  pool.  Therefore  I  shall  submit 
an  amendment  which  would  double  the 
figure,  to  150,000.  Even  then  I  do  not 
believe  we  would  be  training  too  many 
men  in  the  fields  of  technology  and 
science. 

I  hasten  to  add  that  I  do  not  like  at 
all  the  idea  of  deferring  young  men.  I 
think  it  is  a  mistake  to  build  up  class 
consciousness.  In  effect,  the  bill  says 
that  we  will  defer  students  after  they 
get  their  basic  training.  After  they  have 
completed  their  education  they  will  have 
to  complete  their  military  service.  It 
is  not  clear  what  the  military  service 
would  be.  I  believe  the  situation  calls 
for  an  objectivity  of  attitude.  I  think 
the  American  people  will  go  along  once 
we  make  the  facts  known  to  them.  If 
it  is  a  biochemist  whom  we  are  training, 
because  of  the  contributions  he  can  make 
to  the  war  effort,  or  if  it  is  a  nuclear 
physicist  we  are  training,  or  a  doctor,  a 
dentist,  or  engineer,  or  some  other  highly 
trained  technician,  I  think  we  should 
recognize  the  fact  that  such  training 
could  be  considered  such  a  person’s  war 
or  defense  service  if  he  is  then  going 
to  serve  his  country  for  some  period  of 
time  in  the  capacity  in  which  he  can 
bring  to  bear  upon  the  war  effort  his 
special  skills.  It  can  be  said  that  such 
a  procedure  could  be  worked  out  under 
the  bill.  One  of  the  troubles  with  the 
bill  is  that  so  much  is  left  to  be  worked 
out,  and  so  much  is  left  to  future  plan¬ 
ning,  that  we  do  not  know  what  the  effect 
would  be  in  many  particulars. 

In  my  opinion,  we  ought  to  treat  such 
students  in  the  same  way  we  treat 
ROTC  boys.  We  ought  to  put  them  in 
the  laboratories.  They  ought  to  know 
when  they  are  in  the  laboratories  that 
they  are  performing  their  military  serv¬ 
ice.  They  should  be  put  under  some 
form  of  military  discipline.  When  they 
get  through,  with  their  scientific  train¬ 
ing  they  should  be  put  into  the  branch 
of  service,  for  some  reasonable  period  of 


time,  in  which  they  could  work  out,  so  to 
speak,  the  obligation  they  owe  to  the 
Government,  because  the  Government 
would  have  given  them  the  training. 

In  my  opinion,  we  are  dealing  with  a 
segment  of  the  bill  which  has  not  been 
worked  out  at  all.  It  has  been  left  in  a 
very  confused  and  ambiguous  state.  A 
board  is  to  be  created.  The  board  would 
select  the  boys;  but  when  the  suggestion 
is  made  that  there  should  be  some  geo¬ 
graphical  distribution  in  selecting  the 
boys,  the  answer  is,  “Oh,  no,  we  don’t 
want  any  of  that.”  I  am  sorry  that  I 
must  express  a  fear  with  respect  to  this 
subject.  We  have  had  experience  with 
the  problem  in  the  past.  Let  us  make 
a  record  of  it. 

I  am  very  fearful,  Mr.  President,  that 
for  the  most  part  a  small  group  of  col¬ 
leges  would  get  the  boys,  and  I  am  fear¬ 
ful  that  the  selection  of  the  boys  would 
not  be  made  on  a  geographical  basis.  I 
am  sorry  to  be  suspicious  about  it,  but 
the  reason  I  am  suspicious  is  that  we 
have  had  experience  with  the  problem. 
We  had  experience  with  it  a  few  years 
ago  in  connection  with  the  National 
Science  Foundation.  There  was  con¬ 
siderable  opposition  to  a  geographical 
distribution  in  connection  with  that  in¬ 
stitution.  The  provision  in  the  bill 
needs  to  be  improved  so  as  to  provide 
some  guarantee  that  certain  colleges  will 
not  find  themselves  in  a  very  favorable 
position  and  other  institutions  in  an  un¬ 
favorable  position  from  the  standpoint 
of  discrimination. 

In  view  of  the  way  the  bill  is  presently 
worded,  I  am  not  very  hopeful  that  I  can 
do  much  more  with  it  at  the  present  time 
than  to  offer  an  amendment  which  dou¬ 
bles  the  number  of  the  boys  to  be  trained 
in  scientific  pursuits.  Then  perhaps  we 
shall  run  a  little  better  chance  of  getting 
a  wider  geographical  distribution.  I  ex¬ 
press  the  hope  that  the  military  and  the 
board  to  be’  established  to  administer 
this  particular  section  of  the  bill  will 
work  out  some  such  military  service  as 
I  have  been  arguing  for  in  committee. 

I  cite  for  the  Record  a  conversation 
which  I  had  not  long  ago  in  my  office 
with  one  of  the  great  chemists  of  Amer¬ 
ica.  He  urged  the  very  point  which  I  am 
presenting.  He  said:  “You  are  going  to 
find  that  many  of  our  most  able  students, 
who  ought  to  go  into  scientific  training, 
are  not  going  to  undertake  it  if  they  have 
to  bear  the  label  of  deferees  for  the 
period  of  their  training.”  That  label 
has  certain  psychological  connotations 
which  many  sensitive  boys  do  not  wish 
to  bear.  They  are  going  to  object  to 
being  deferred.  Therefore,  they  will 
offer  themselves  for  induction,  and  we 
will  lose  the  training  of  boys  who  ought 
to  be  put  in  the  laboratory  rather  than 
in  an  Army  camp. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  now  going  to  close 
for  today — although  I  shall  speak  at 
greater  length  at  a  later  time — by  saying 
that  I  think  the  bill  needs  to  be  strength¬ 
ened  in  respect  to  its  so-called  discre¬ 
tionary  powers.  When  the  bill  reached 
the  full  committee,  interestingly  enough 
it  contained  a  provision — and  there  is  no 
doubt  that  this  is  what  the  Pentagon 
wanted— that  the  length  of  service  could 
be  decreased  in  the  future  upon  the  rec¬ 


ommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  to  the  President. 

I  hear  a  great  deal  about  limiting  the 
arbitrary  discretionary  power  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  I  am  al¬ 
ways  surprised  at  the  differences  be¬ 
tween  the  speeches  on  that  subject  and 
the  votes  in  the  Senate  on  it,  because  so 
frequently  we  get  bills  which  give  very 
wide  discretionary  power  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  and  when  some  of  us  protest  we  are 
surprised  to  see  that,  nevertheless,  we 
are  not  able  to  muster  a  majority  vote 
to  limit  such  powers. 

I  wish  to  say,  in  complete  fairness  to 
the  committee,  that  when  I  raised  the 
protest  in  the  committee  against  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  bill,  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  [Mr.  Russell]  immediately  agreed 
with  the  position  which  I  took.  Other 
members  of  the  committee  agreed,  and 
we  improved  it  a  bit.  We  at  least  struck 
out  the  requirement  that  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  must  first  make  the  recom¬ 
mendation.  I  thought  that  was  quite  an 
improvement,  because,  let  me  say  here 
and  now,  I  am  going  to  keep  my  eyes 
on  the  power  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense.  I  do  not  care  who  occupies  the 
position.  I  could  not  have  any  higher 
regard  for  any  other  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  than  I  have  for  the  present  one; 
but  he  is  only  a  man.  I  believe  that  un¬ 
der  our  system  of  checks  and  balances 
the  powers  of  men  must  always  be 
checked.  I  do  not  believe  that  any  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  should  be  given  the 
power  which  the  first  draft  of  the  bill 
proposed  to  give  to  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  on  this  point. 

So  we  eliminated  that  provision. 
Then  a  provision  was  adopted,  by  way 
of  my  amendment,  under  which  Con¬ 
gress  itself  could  limit  this  power  by 
concurrent  resolution.  I  always  try  to 
be  exceedingly  fair,  Mr.  President,  in 
the  presentation  of  a  point  of  view.  I 
wish  to  say  to  my  colleagues  that  I  am 
now  engaged  in  a  very  intensive  study 
of  some  of  the  constitutional  features 
and  implications  of  my  amendment  con¬ 
cerning  giving  to  the  Congress  the 
power,  by  way  of  concurrent  resolution, 
to  shorten  the  limit  of  service  in  the 
bill.  Thus  far  I  have  checked  enough 
to  know  that  the  precedents  are  very 
hard  to  find.  I  am  not  sure  that  one 
“on  the  nose,”  as  we  lawyers  say,  exists. 
I  am  hopeful  that  that  section  of  the 
bill  will  meet  the  test  of  constitu¬ 
tionality;  but  if  at  the  conclusion  of  my 
study  of  this  question  I  find  that  it  will 
not,  I  shall  be  very  frank  to  say  so  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  then  recom¬ 
mend  another  amendment  to  the  bill 
which  would  take  away  any  power  of  the 
President  to  reduce  the  length  of  the 
service  at  his  discretion.  I  am  not  so 
sure  that  that  is  not  the  better  way  to 
do  it  anyway.  Before  the  debate  is  over 
I  may  substitute  such  an  amendment 
for  the  amendment  which  the  committee 
adopted.  I  say  that  because  I  think  that 
is  too  much  discretion  to  give  any  Presi¬ 
dent.  Again  I  make  no  personal  refer¬ 
ence  to  persons  holding  present  posi¬ 
tions.  I  simply  do  not  want  any  Presi¬ 
dent,  Democrat  or  Republican,  to  exer¬ 
cise  wide  discretion.  As  I  stated  in  com¬ 
mittee,  for  one  thing  it  is  too  powerful 


1650 


February  27 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


a  political  weapon  to  give  any  President. 

I  am  not  so  naive  as  to  ignore  the 
possibility  of  discretion  being  exercised 
for  political  advantage.  Our  history  is 
replete  with  such  instances.  I  can  very 
well  imagine  a  certain  political  climate 
existing  a  few  months  before  a  national 
election  which  might  make  the  exercise 
of  discretion  by  a  President  of  the  United 
States  in  respect  to  this  matter  a  very 
powerful  political  weapon. 

So  if  I  reach  the  conclusion  that  the 
provision  of  the  bill  which  has  to  do  with 
a  concurrent  resolution  by  the  Congress 
has  some  constitutional  objections,  I 
shall  substitute  for  that  amendment  one 
which  will  simply  take  all  discretion 
away  from  the  President,  and  leave  it 
where  it  probably  ought  to  be  anyway — 
an  affirmative  duty  of  the  Congress  to 
take  action,  subject,  of  course,  to  the 
signature  of  the  President  or  the  exercise 
of  the  veto  power,  and  the  congressional 
check  upon  such  veto. 

Mr.  President,  those  are  the  major 
amendments  which  I  shall  offer.  I  do 
not  wish  to  give  the  impression  that  they 
are  the  only  amendments  I  shall  offer, 
but  they  are  the  major  ones,  and  they 
represent  the  major  issues  which  I 
thought  ought  to  be  brought  before  the 
American  people,  even  at  this  late  hour. 

As  I  stated  at  the  beginning,  I  regret 
that  I  was  not  able  to  get  them  before 
the  Senate  at  an  earlier  time  so  that  the 
American  people  could  have  weighed 
them  along  with  the  very  able  speeches 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  and  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  in  regard  to  the 
bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  fol¬ 
lowed  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  the 
observations  of  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon.  When  I  asked  him  to 
yield  for  a  correction  earlier  in  his  dis¬ 
cussion,  I  merely  wanted  to  point  out 
to  him  something  which  I  was  sure  he 
had  overlooked.  He  constantly  refers 
to  the  figures  in  the  hearings,  as  found 
in  the  committee  report,  as  “the  Penta¬ 
gon  figures.”  No  doubt  the  Senator  will 
remember  that  before  we  started  hearing 
on  the  bill,  and  certainly  in  the  early 
stages  of  the  hearings,  we  insisted  not 
only  that  the  charts  presented  be  not 
merely  the  charts  of  the  military  services 
and  the  Department  of  Defense,  but  that 
they  be  validated  by  each  agency  con¬ 
cerned  with  manpower. 

It  is  my  understanding — and  it  was  so 
testified — that  Selective  Service  fur¬ 
nished  the  basic  figures.  The  Bureau  of 
Education  in  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  the  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Labor  Statistics,  and  various 
other  Government  departments,  each 
had  an  opportunity  to,  and  each  did,  go 
over  the  figures  of  the  Selective  Service 
and  validate  the  figures. 

I  think  the  Record  should  show  that 
whether  the  estimates  are  correct  or  in¬ 
correct,  whether  mistakes  have  been 
made,  the  estimates  appearing  in  the 
committee  hearings  represent  the  best 
estimates  the  Department  of  Labor,  the 


Department  of  Commerce,  the  Selective 
Service  System,  the  various  services  to¬ 
gether  have  been  able  to  agree  upon,  and 
each  and  everyone  of  those  services  has 
validated  the  figures. 

I  thought  the  Senator,  in  justice  to 
the  other  departments,  would  not  want 
to  leave  the  impression  that  the  figures 
were  merely  grabbed  out  of  the  air  by 
some  general  somewhere.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  a  great  deal  of  time  and  effort 
has  been  spent  in  getting  the  depart¬ 
ments  to  agree  on  one  set  of  figures,  and 
they  did  agree. 

Now,  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
reply  to  that  statement  before  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  turns  to  another  mat¬ 
ter?  I  am  very  glad  to  have  the  com¬ 
ments  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  about 
the  statistics,  but  having  raised  the 
point,  I  thilnk  it  ought  to  be  amplified 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon.  It 
certainly  was  not  my  intention  to  give 
the  impression  that  the  figures  were 
grabbed  out  of  the  air.  But  it  is  my  as¬ 
sertion  that  the  figures  need  to  be  cor¬ 
rected. 

It  is  true  that  the  Selective  Service 
provided  some  figures,  and  probably  the 
basic  ones;  that  the  Department  of  Ag¬ 
riculture  provided  some,  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  provided  some,  but 
in  checking  with  statistical  analysts  I 
find  that  what  we  have  got  in  some  of 
the  figures  are  some  unlikes  added  to¬ 
gether  in  a  statistical  computation 
which  make  the  final  result  very  ques¬ 
tionable. 

The  record  is  clear,  that  after  the 
Pentagon  obtained  some  figures  from 
Selective  Service,  and  some  figures  from 
the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics,  and  some 
figures  from  the  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
and  some  figures  from  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  it  prepared  the  charts, 
and  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Mrs.  Rosenberg,  came  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  testified  at  length  in  support 
of  them.  Before  the  debate  is  over,  Mr. 
President,  I  intend  to  show,  on  the  basis 
of  an  analysis  which  is  now  being  pre¬ 
pared  for  me,  that  what  has  been  done 
in  some  of  these  charts  is  to  add  some 
uncomparables  together  to  produce  some 
fallacious  results. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
like  to  read  a  couple  of  sentences  from 
the  record  of  the  hearings.  I  read  from 
page  38  of  the  hearings.  The  Assistant 
Secretary  testifying  said  in  part: 

I  would  like  to  say  that  every  figure  which 
we  present  to  you  has  been  validated  by  all 
the  other  Government  agencies,  so  that  there 
is  no  question  that  we  are  starting  out  on 
any  different  basis  of  figures.  That  is  true 
of  the  Department  of  Labor,  of  Selective 
Service,  of  any  other  agency  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  which  has  anything  to  do  with  these 
figures. 

I  wanted  that  to  appear  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  in  the  Record, 
Mr.  President,  but  that  is  no  proof  as  to 
the  reliability  of  figures. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  do  not  contend  that  with  their 
experience  in  two  wars,  the  selective- 


service  officials,  the  services  themselves, 
the  Department  of  Labor,  and  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  have  better 
statisticians  and  are  more  accurate  than 
the  statisticians  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  but  I  do  contend  that  the  fig¬ 
ures  presented  do  not  represent  merely 
the  estimates  of  the  military,  but  rep¬ 
resent  the  estimates  of  each  and  every 
agency  concerned  with  manpower,  and 
they  are  all  in  unanimous  agreement. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  they  rep¬ 
resent  the  estimates  of  each  agency  of 
the  Government  referred  to  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  with  respect  to  the  fig¬ 
ures  of  that  agency  of  Government. 
Then  they  were  taken  together,  put  to¬ 
gether,  irrespective  of  whether  they  were 
comparable  or  not,  and  came  out  in  the 
form  of  charts  which  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  offered  to  the  commit¬ 
tee.  I  assure  the  Senator  from  Texas 
that,  as  a  lawyer,  I  think  it  is  very  im¬ 
portant  that  one  examine  very  carefully 
the  testimony  of  special  pleaders.  In 
this  instance,  the  representatives  of  the 
military,  in  my  opinion,  found  them¬ 
selves  frequently  taking  the  position  of 
special  pleaders. 

Mr.  President,  I  send  to  the  desk  and 
ask  to  have  printed,  the  series  of  amend¬ 
ments  which  I  referred  to  in  my  remarks. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Ellender  in  the  chair).  The  amend¬ 
ments  will  be  received,  printed,  and  lie 
on  the  table. 

RUSSIAN  LEADERS  COWARDS— ARTICLE 
BY  GEORGE  D.  GREBENCHIKOV 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON  obtained  the 
floor. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  yield  to 
me? 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  courtesy  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey. 

The  Lakeland  Ledger  of  Lakeland,  Fla. , 
is  a  highly  reputable  daily  newspaper 
published  in  a  college  town.  Florida 
Southern  College,  a  Methodist  institu¬ 
tion,  is  a  leading  educational  activity  in 
that  section  of  Florida.  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  exceedingly  inter¬ 
esting  news  article  appearing  in  that 
newspaper  on  Sunday,  February  25, 
written  by  Mr.  George  D.  Grebenchikov. 
It  happened  that  I  served  as  trustee  of 
this  college  some  years  ago,  and  at  that 
time,  as  now  Professor  Grebenchikov 
was  a  member  of  the  faculty  of  the 
college. 

Professor  Grebenchikov  is  a  native  of 
Russia.  He  was  born  in  Siberia,  the  son 
of  a  miner,  attained  eminence  as  a 
scholar  and  later  as  a  writer.  He  served 
as  a  captain  in  the  Russian  Army  during 
the  First  World  War.  He  has  written 
about  40  books,  perhaps  the  best  known 
one  being  The  Turbulent  Giant,  which 
he  wrote  about  1940.  I  happen  to  be  so 
fortunate  as  to  have  one  of  the  copies. 
The  book  was  printed  privately,  I  regret 
to  say,  so  it  was  not  made  known  to  as 
many  people  as  should  have  seen  it.  In 
that  book  Professor  Grebenchikov  served 
as  a  prophet  to  denounce  the  Kremlin 
as  it  operated  then  and  as  it  operates 
now.  He  foretold  the  kind  of  machina- 
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tions  in  which  it  indulged,  as  we  have 
seen  them,  and  called  for  the  liberation 
of  the  enslaved  people  of  Russia. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  at  this  time  to 
place  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of  my  re¬ 
marks,  the  newspaper  article  written 
by  Professor  Grebenchikov.  While  I  ask 
that  it  be  placed  in  the  Record  in  full, 
I  want  particularly  to  refer  to  two  por¬ 
tions  of  it  very  briefly.  The  first  is  a 
paragraph  in  which  he  bears  out  the 
statement  frequently  made  on  the  floor 
by  various  Members  of  the  Senate,  and 
I  think  particularly  of  the  two  Senators 
from  Connecticut  [Mr.  McMahon  and 
Mr.  Benton],  that  America  must  dis¬ 
tinguish  between  the  very  false  leader¬ 
ship  of  the  Russian  leaders  and  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Russia.  I  read  this  paragraph 
from  the  statement: 

Russia  must  be  separated,  as  a  nation, 
from  her  tyrannic  rulers.  To  expose  and 
to  condemn  the  communistic  leprosy,  both 
inside  and  outside  of  Russia,  is  the  urgent 
challenge  reserved  for  America.  The  leaders 
of  Russia  are  cowards,  fearful  of  their  own 
silenced-  and  unhappy  subjects.  And  as 
soon  as.  all  the  Russian  people  know  that 
they  are  not  forgotten  and  that  the  free 
world  is  actively  preparing  their  relief,  the 
walls  of  the  Kremlin  will  fall  and  will  cease 
to  provide  protection  for  that  nest  of  inter¬ 
national  criminals. 

Mr.  President,  another  paragraph 
which  I  think  also  points  the  way  to  a 
method  by  which  we  can  better  reach 
the  great  masses  of  the  Russian  people 
is  as  follows: 

We  have  in  this  country  a  number  of  dis¬ 
tinguished  writers,  scientists,  and  artists, 
who  were  fortunate  in  finding  asylum  in  this 
blessed  country  after  having  already  acquired 
a  wide  reputation  in  their  native  land. 
Their  voices  should  rise  in  support  of  the 
Voice  of  America.  The  voices  of  Russian- 
born  Americans  supplementing  the  voices  of 
American  political,  religious,  and  educational 
leaders  will  reach  straight  into  the  heart 
of  the  Russian  man-on-the-street  and  will 
help  achieve  the  aim  of  the  civilized  world: 
the  liberation  of’  hundreds  of  millions  of 
slaves  from  the  Communist  yoke. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  Members  of 
the  Senate  will  carefully  read  the  state¬ 
ment,  coming  as  it  does  from  such  a  well 
informed  and  distinguished  source.  I 
believe  it  has  in  it  much  meat  for 
thought  and  planning. 

I  am  grateful  indeed  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
it  is  always  a  pleasure  to  yield  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  article  may 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

[From  the  Lakeland  (Fla.)  Ledger  of 
February  25,  1951] 

Russian  Leaders  Cowards,  Says  Russian 
Author  Here 

(By  George  D.  Grebenchikov) 

(Editor’s  note:  The  author  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  is  a  member  of  the  faculty  at  Florida 
Southern  College  here  and  the  author  of 
more  *  than  40  volumes  of  fiction,  poetry, 
and  drama.  He  was  a  captain  in  the  Rus¬ 
sian  Army  during  World  War  I  and  has  been 
a  resident  of  the  United  States  since  he 
came  here  as  an  exile  more  than  25  years 
ago.) 


Forty-two  years  ago,  when,  as  a  young 
writer,  I  had  the  unforgettable  honor  of 
being  received  by  Leo  Tolstoy]  the  immortal 
author  of  War  and  Peace,  I  was  indelibly  im¬ 
pressed  by  his  visionary  faith  in  .the  ulti¬ 
mate  spiritual  redemption  of  the  Russian 
masses. 

The  most  intimate  recesses  of  the  Russian 
peasant’s  soul  held  no  secret  for  this  expon¬ 
ent  of  the  Christian  philosophy  who  so  ad¬ 
mired  the  simple  peasant  that  he  created  an 
ideal  of  his  natural  decency  and  humanity. 
As  an  heir  of  Tolstoy’s  prophetic  vision  and 
the  son  of  a  Siberian  miner,  I  also  cling 
firmly  to  the  belief  that  the  Russian  peasant, 
the  very  backbone  of  this  huge  Slavic  nation, 
has  remained  what  he  has  always  been,  a 
deeply  religious,  candid,  and  unassumingly 
simple  individual;  an  ardent  lover  of  peace, 
and  a  devoted  brother  of  his  fellowman. 

His  present  plight  can  best  be  understood 
by  those  who  were  born  and  reared  in  his 
midst,  who  shared  his  vision  of  social  reform 
and  his  desire  for  self-expression  in  the 
turbulent  years  before  the  Bolshevik  revo¬ 
lution.  His  resistance  to  that  usurpation  of 
power,  disorganized  though  it  was,  and  the 
crushing  defeat  of  his  aspirations  in  4  years 
of  civil  strife,  filled  the  concentration  camps 
of  Russia  with  men  and  women  who  were 
willing  to  die  for  their  democratic  dream. 

LOOKING  TO  WEST 

Despite  the  impenetrable  curtain  now 
drawn  over  the  lives  and  aspirations  of  some 
200,000,000  enslaved  people,  we,  who  still  have 
our  roots  in  the  Russian  soil,  are  becoming 
more  and  more  aware  every  day  that  their 
imploring  eyes  are  hopefully  turned  toward 
the  West,  whence  their  liberation  must  come. 

Russia  must  be  separated,  as  a  nation,  from 
her  tyrannic  rulers.  To  expose  and  to  con¬ 
demn  the  communistic  leprosy,  both  inside 
and  outside  of  Russia,  is  the  urgent  chal¬ 
lenge  reserved  for  America.  The  leaders  of 
Russia  are  cowards,  fearful  of  their  own 
silenced  and  unhappy  subjects.  And  as  soon 
as  all  the  Russian  people  know  that  they 
are  not  forgotten  and  that  the  free  world  is 
actively  preparing  their  relief,  the  walls  of 
the  Kremlin  will  fall  and  w'ill  cease  to  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  that  nest  of  international 
criminals. 

It  is  the  duty  of  all  freedom-loving  people 
throughout  the  world  to  help  bring  the  day 
of  liberation  nearer.  It  particularly  behooves 
this  great  and  powerful  democracy  of  the 
Npw  World  to  become  the  means  by  which 
the  desire  for  freedom  of  200,000,000  souls 
will  become  a  dynamic  force  in  releasing  a 
great  sister  nation  from  abject  enslavement. 

INADEQUATE 

For  this  purpose,  the  present  means  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  State  Department’s  propa¬ 
ganda  agencies  are  inadequate  and  wasteful 
because  they  attest  to  a  very  primitive  con¬ 
ception  of  the  psychology  of  the  Russian 
masses.  The  Kremlin  .  strategists  have 
learned  that  the  natives  of  a  country  are  the 
best  agents  for  the  propagation  of  their  ne¬ 
farious  ideas.  This  weapon,  in  American 
hands,  can  become  the  instrument  of  their 
defeat. 

We  have  in  this  country  a  number  of  dis¬ 
tinguished  writers,  scientists,  and  artists  who 
were  fortunate  in  finding  asylum  in  this 
blessed  country  after  having  already  acquired 
a  wide  reputation  in  their  native  land.  Their 
voices  should  rise  in  support  of  the  Voice  of 
America.  The  voices  of  Russian-born  Amer¬ 
icans  supplementing  the  voices  of  American 
political,  religious,  and  educational  leaders 
will  reach  straight  into  the  heart  of  the 
Russian  man  on  the  street  and  will  help 
achieve  the  aim  of  the  civilized  world:  The 
liberation  of  hundreds  of  millions  of  slaves 
from  the  Communist  yoke. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 


mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  HENDRICKSON.  Mr.  President, 
I  rise  to  address  myself  to  the  so-called 
Wherry  resolution,  as  it  may  or  may  not 
relate  to  Senate  bill  1.  I  frankly  con¬ 
fess,  sir,  that  I  do  so  with  mixed  emo¬ 
tions. 

On  the  one  hand,  I  want  most  of  all 
to  do  what  I  think  is  best  for  my  country 
and  its  people. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  am  definitely  con¬ 
vinced  from  the  outcome  of  two  awful 
and  tragic  wars,  in  both  of  which  it  was 
my  high  privilege  to  serve  as  a  soldier, 
that  every  contribution  we  make  toward 
the  destructive  forces  of  arms,  arma¬ 
ments,  and  warfare  generally  runs  com¬ 
pletely  counter  to  the  very  best  interests 
of  our  civilization. 

But  as  always  down  through  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  world,  Mr.  President,  we  find 
ourselves  confronted  with  the  age-old 
challenge — our  flesh  against  our  spirit. 

So  let  us  face  the  issue  honestly;  let  us 
be  perfectly  frank  with  ourselves  as  we 
meet  all  the.  issues  that  confront  us. 

Quite  obviously  we  are  not  yet  suffi¬ 
ciently  grown  up  to  let  our  moral  and 
spiritual  forces  take  over  for  us. 

Quite  obviously  we  still  like  to  pose  in 
the  role  of  Sir  Galahad — deluding  our¬ 
selves  that  the  armor  which  we  provide 
and  wear  will  protect  the  basic  principles 
which  lay  at  the  bottom  of  every  decent 
effort  which  man  has  made  down 
through  history  to  bring  some  semblance 
of  freedom  to  his  fellowman. 

Well,  Mr.  President,  it  is  nice  to  live 
in  an  ivory  tower — to  love  our  fellowman 
as  long  as  he  follows  our  convictions. 

But  on  the  question  of  sending  troops 
to  Europe,  I  feel  very  deeply  that  we, 
the  Members  of  our  Senate  of  the  United 
States,  should  refuse  to  be  swept  away 
by  the  strong  tides  created  by  able  and 
ambitious  men  toward  any  false  concepts 
of  the  course  or  courses  we  are  here  to 
chart  for  the  future  of  our  country  and 
the  world. 

Frankly,  Mr.  President,  the  parade  of 
witnesses  and  words  on  this  issue  has 
been  at  times  heavily  shaded  with  defi¬ 
nite  political  overtones. 

Now,  sir,  with  that  comment  and 
criticism,  I  shall  proceed  to  my  own  deep 
convictions  on  this  most  important  ques¬ 
tion,  the  Wherry  resolution.  My  re¬ 
marks  will  be  brief. 

Mr.  President,  the  Wherry  resolution 
treats  with  a  principle  for  which  Amer¬ 
ica’s  greatest  sons  have  lived  courageous¬ 
ly  and  died  fearlessly  throughout  our 
history  as  a  people.  It  declares  a  policy 
which  must  once  more  be  inculcated  into 
our  thought  processes,  as  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  has  so  ably  expressed  it,  himself, 
this  afternoon,  for  unmistakably  it  is  a 
policy  which  came  to  us  as  a  mandate 
from  our  founding  fathers. 

God  forgive  us,  Mr.  President,  for  our 
aimless  wandering  in  recent  years,  dur¬ 
ing  which,  influenced  by  gilded  prom¬ 
ises,  we  have  drifted  far  astray  from  that 
course  which  was  so  brilliantly  and  in¬ 
telligently  and  unselfishly  charted  for 
us  by  the  founding  fathers  and  those 
who  followed  them. 
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What  a  drift,  Mr.  President,  and  how 
Russia  loves  that  drift.  I  am  sure  that 
she  wants  most  of  all  that  we  shall  never 
find  our  course  again. 

Mi*.  President,  too  much  praise  can¬ 
not  be  said  for  the  most  worthy  objec¬ 
tives  and  merits  of  the  minority  leader’s 
resolution. 

Had  it  only  come  sooner — and  I  make 
this  observation  only  as  a  tribute  to  its 
sponsor— I  would  have  supported  it  with 
every  ounce  of  my  being. 

-  The  fact  is,  however,  that  by  a  solemn 
compact  approved  overwhelmingly  by 
this  body,  we  have  morally  obligated  our 
people  to  provide  troops  for  Europe. 

There  is  nothing  so  important  in  a 
crisis,  whether  it  be  of  a  civil  or  of  a 
military  nature,  as  public  confidence. 
We  can  ill  afford  in  this  critical  hour  to 
dissipate  either  the  confidence  of  our 
Allies  in  us  or  the  confidence  of  our  own 
people  in  their  firm  and  binding  com¬ 
mitments  for  the  good  of  themselves 
and  their  fellow  man. 

Mr.  President,  we  signed  a  contract  in 
good  faith.  The  issue  is  just  that  simple. 
I,  as  a  party  thereto,  as  one  of  those  who . 
voted  for  approval  of  that  contract,  will 
live  up  to  it  both  by  my  vote  here  and  by 
such  sacrifice  as  may  be  called  for  by 
that  vote.  But,  sir,  as  I  do  so,  as  one 
Member  of  this  body,  I  shall  insist  with 
all  the  spirit  within  me,  from  this  point 
forward,  upon  complete  cooperation  be¬ 
tween  the  executive  and  legislative 
branches  of  government  in  all  matters 
which  spell  life  or  death  to  American 
youth;  and  also  I  shall  demand  com¬ 
plete  compliance  in  letter  and  spirit  with 
those  words  of  the  Constitution  which 
have  to  do  with  war. 

For  too  long,  now,  have  we  permitted 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
to  sound  the  “tuning  fork.” 

Mr.  President,  the  Congress,  which 
changes  every  2  years,  should  be  the 
voice  of  the  people. 

The  fact  that  the  rules  of  lanefc  war¬ 
fare,  as  laid  down  at  The  Hague  and  the 
Geneva  Conventions,  were  completely 
ignored,  bypassed,  and  circumvented  by 
Adolph  Hitler  and  Benito  Mussolini,  by 
flagrant  and  wanton  disregard  of  well- 
ordered  law,  certainly  does  not  con¬ 
stitute  a  mandate  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  that  he  can,  with  success, 
completely  ignore  the  basic  law  which 
accorded  him  his  high  office. 

But,  sir,  what  is  done,  is  done;  and  for 
my  part  I  would  sooner  see  the  imme¬ 
diate  end  of  life  itself  than  ever  to  face 
a  true  friend  or  a  trusting  and  worthy 
ally  in  an  atmosphere  of  desertion. 

In  my  opinion,  we  have  morally  obli¬ 
gated  our  Nation  to  provide  a  reasonable 
supply  of  ground  troops  to  Europe  within 
the  scope  of  the  best  judgment  of  our 
military  leaders;  and  the  sooner  we  give 
them  our  undivided  moral  support,  the 
better. 

In  this  life  which  God  has  given  us, 
we  can  never  save  ourselves  by  sacrific¬ 
ing  those  who  believe  in  us.  If  we  do 
so,  we  may  save  our  flesh  for  another 
and  more  humiliating  defeat  and  death; 
but  the  spirit  which  makes  us  men 
would  die  forever  in  such  an  exhibition 
of  betrayal. 


Mr.  President,  I  join  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  in  his 
plea  that  we"  make  the  Congress  the 
body,  as  it  should  be,  for  the  preservation 
of  our  system  of  checks  and  balances. 
This  afternoon  I  listened  to  what  I  con¬ 
sider  to  be  one  of  the  finest  speeches  ever 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  on  an 
important  issue  before  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States.  I  commend  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  for  his  accurate,  clear 
thinking  and  his  able  presentation  of  the 
issues.  I  should  like  to  associate  myself 
with  his  remarks  generally,  because  I 
think  generally  he  was  thinking  straight 
down  the  sound  course  for  us  to  follow . 
in  connection  with  Senate  bill  1. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  not  my  purpose 
this  afternoon  to  have  anything  to  say 
on  the  pending  bill;  but  after  hearing 
the  address  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
I  simply  could  not  resist  the  impulse  to 
take  this  opportunity  to  pay  just  and  fit¬ 
ting,  tribute  to  one  of  the  able  Members 
of  the  Senate  for  the  enlightenment  he 
has  thrown  on  a  very  difficult  and  com¬ 
plex  subject. 

Let  me  say,  further,  as  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  the  Senator  from  Oregon  dis¬ 
cussed  and  proposed  as  major  amend¬ 
ments,  that  I  would  not  at  the  moment 
commit  myself  fully  and  finally;  but  so 
well  do  I  think  he  has  conceived  these 
amendments  in  his  own  mind,  and  so 
much  merit  do  they  possess,  that  I  hope 
that  when  the  roll  is  called  I  can  cast  my 
vote  for  each  one  of  them,  with  the  feel¬ 
ing  that  thereby  I  have  contributed  a 
great  deal  toward  the  passage  of  a  sound 
manpower  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  earlier  in  the  day,  in  colloquy  with 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  I  commented  on  cer¬ 
tain  testimony  given  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  in  another  body 
on  yesterday.  At  this  time  I  should  like 
to  read,  first,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  General  Marshall.  It  is  dated 
February  27,  and  reads  as  follows: 

The  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Washington,  February  27,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  Johnson, 

Chairman,  Senate  Preparedness  Subcom¬ 
mittee,  United  States  Senate. 

My  Dear  Senator  Johnson  :  In  response  to 
your  verbal  inquiry,  I  want  to  stress  the  con¬ 
viction  of  the  Department  of  Defense  that 
the  interests  of  genuine  security  require  that 
the  minimum  age  for  induction  into  the 
armed  services  he  fixed  at  18  instead  of  18  %. 
We  feel  that  18  is  the  best  age  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  Nation’s  needs  and  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  young  men  themselves. 

An  18 %  age  limit  will  not  give  us  an  ade¬ 
quate  safety  margin  if  it  becomes  necessary 
to  step  up  our  manpower  goal  beyond  our 
present  estimate  of  3,500,000.  Even  after 
allowance  is  made  for  reducing  our  physical 
and  mental  standards  to  the  greatest  prac¬ 
ticable  extent  and  for  taking  all  availables 
from  the  19  to  26  pool,  we  would  still  not 
have  enough  men  to  provide  reasonable  as¬ 
surance  of  filling  a  force  of  4,000,000  or 
larger  if  necessity  requires  it.  In  fact,  we 
would  be  245,000  below  the  minimum  re¬ 
serve  pool  General  Hershey  feels  his  local 
boards  must  nave  to  guarantee  fulfillment 
of  our  needs  if  the  Military  Establishment 
has  to  go  to  4,000,000.  Inductions  at  18 
would  overcome  this  problem.  Our  safety 
margin  then  would  be  76,000  above  General 
Hershey’s  requirement. 


When  General  Bradley  testified  before  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  that  there 
was  no  essential  military  difference  between 
a  man  at  18  or  18 >4,  he  was  limiting  himself 
entirely  to  the  question  of  the  relative  mili¬ 
tary  usability  of  men  in  these  age  groups. 
There  is,  of  course,  no  difference  in  the  readi¬ 
ness  or  capacity  of  men  to  render  effective 
military  service  at  18,  18% .  or  19.  Men  are 
equally  strong,  equally  responsible,  and 
equally  effective  at  any  of  these  three  ages. 
It  was  this  aspect,  and  only  this,  that  Gen¬ 
eral  Bradley  was  concerned  with.  He  did  not 
mean  to  suggest  that  it  would  not  be  pref¬ 
erable,  in  terms  of  the  military  require¬ 
ments  that  we  might  have  to  meet  if  the 
international  situation  worsened,  to  have 
available  the  substantially  larger  ,pool  of 
manpower  that  would  come  with  an  18-year 
age  limit.  He  made  this  very  clear  in  his 
testimony  on  page  737  of  the  House  commit¬ 
tee  record. 

We  are  hopeful  that  it  will  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  any  upward  revision  in  our 
present  3,500,000  figure,  but  there  is  no  cer¬ 
tainty  the  figure  will  not  have  to  go  higher 
in  a  situation  as  tense  as  the  one  that  now 
confronts  us.  I  know  it  is  your  purpose  to 
write  a  bill  that  will  meet  any  foreseeable 
contingency  and  will  not  have  to  be  reopened 
every  few  months  because  of  its  initial  in¬ 
adequacies. 

The  important  thing  in  the  present  fluid 
world  situation  is  that  we  have  men  in  suffi¬ 
cient  numbers  when  the  country  needs  them. 
An  18-year-induction  age  is  necessary  to 
assure  this. 

There  is  one  other  factor  involved  in  this 
matter  of  drafting  men  between  18  and  19. 
That  is  the  matter  of  Justice  to  our  re¬ 
servists.  Many  men  who  have  undergone 
arduous  service  in  wartime  and  who  are  now 
well  past  the  age  limit  we  have  set  for  men 
coming  in  through  selective  service  were 
recalled  to  active  duty  in  the  present  emer¬ 
gency.  Fairness  requires  that  they  be  re¬ 
leased  at  the  earliest  practicable  date.  Un¬ 
less  we  have  a  sufficient  expansion  in  our 
pool  of  available  manpower,  we  will  have  to 
keep  putting  off  this  date.  A  minimum  in¬ 
duction  age  of  18  will  contribute  materially 
to  that  end. 

I  also  want  you  to  know  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  has  not  modified  in  any  way  its  belief 
that  it  is  essential  for  the  total  needs  of  the 
Nation  to  have  up  to  75,000  students  a  year 
deferred  in  the  first  3  years  of  the  universal 
military  training  and  service  program.  If 
you  read  the  testimony  given  by  General 
Bradley  on  page  744  of  the  House  Committee 
record,  you  will  find  that  he  thought  he 
was  responding  to  an  inquiry  about  the  ap¬ 
proximately  75,000  students  deferred  under 
the  ROTC  program,  and  not  about  the  new 
program  for  deferment  of  75,000  students  in 
the  national  interest.  In  this  connection,  he 
specifically  pointed  out  that  we  had  always 
found  it  necessary,  even  in  wartime,  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  continuing  flow  of  scientists,  tech¬ 
nician's  and  doctors.  General  Bradley  was 
interrupted  before  he  had  an  opportunity 
to  go  more  specifically  into  the  deferment 
program  for  the  75,000  students.  He  would 
have  felt,  in  any  case,  that  this  was  not  pri¬ 
marily  a  military  matter  for  comment  by 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  but  rather  for  the 
civilian  representatives  of  the  Department, 
namely  Secretary  Rosenberg  and  myself,  who 
were  scheduled  to  testify  later.  He  repeat¬ 
edly  noted  that  he  was  talking  strictly  from 
the  military  viewpoint  and  that  other  phases 
of  the  measure  would  be  discussed  in  detail 
by  Mrs.  Rosenberg. 

The  provision  for  deferring  students  pro¬ 
ceeds  from  a  recognition  that  our  total 
strength  consists  not  alone  in  how  many 
men  we  have  under  arms,  but  also  in  what 
we  do  to  guarantee  our  technical  and  in¬ 
dustrial  preeminence. 
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It  offers  a  definite  assurance  that  our  edu¬ 
cational  system  will  remain  strong  and  that 
there  will  be  no  break  in  the  flow  of  scien¬ 
tists,  engineers,  and  other  technicians  who 
are  essential  to  our  preeminence  as  a  Nation. 
The  number  was  fixed  after  consultation  with 
leaders  in  education,  science,  and  industry. 
It  will  prevail  for  only  3  years  and  it  is  de¬ 
signed  to  bridge  the  gap  that  would  other¬ 
wise  be  created  by  the  wholesale  withdrawal 
of  young  men  from  colleges  in  the  early 
years  of  universal  military  training  and 
service.  The  men  involved  will  not  escape 
the  obligation  to  serve.  The  fulfillment  of 
the  obligation  will  simply  be  delayed  until 
they  finish  their  education. 

No  provision  of  the  program  has  had 
broader  or  more  enthusiastic  support.  To 
the  extent  that  there  has  been  criticism,  it 
has  been  primarily  from  those  who  feel  the 
number  of  students  should  be  larger  than 
75,000.  The  support  has  not  been  confined 
to  educators,  but  has  come  from  all  quarters. 
It  is  universally  recognized  that  lasting  se¬ 
curity  depends  on  how  successful  we  are,  not 
alone  in  building  up  our  Armed  Forces,  but 
in  carrying  forward  the  productive  and  tech¬ 
nical  leadership  that  represents  such  an  im¬ 
portant  factor  in  our  total  strength. 

The  method  provided  for  selecting  the 
students  and  the  types  of  courses  that  are 
most  beneficial  to  the  Nation  has  also  won 
general  approval.  It  is  based  on  the  con¬ 
cept  that  our  educational  system  should  re¬ 
main  under  civilian  direction  and  control, 
and  that  the  emergency  should  not  have 
the  effect  either  of  militarizing  the  colleges 
on  the  one  hand  or  forcing  them  to  close 
for  lp,ck  of  students  on  the  other. 

We  feel  that  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service  bill  recommended  by  your 
committee,  even  though  it  differs  in  many 
respects  from  our  original  draft,  will  be  a 
historic  contribution  to  our  security.  It 
will  enable  us  to  fulfill  our' immediate  need 
for  an  expanded  combat  force,  while  at  the 
same  time  assuring  for  the  first  time  a  de¬ 
pendable  flow  "of  trained  young  manpower 
into  the  National  Guard  and  our  other 
Reserve  components. 

The  vital  gain  in  the  bill  is  that  it  estab¬ 
lishes  an  enduring  base  for  our  military  pre¬ 
paredness.  It  will  safeguard  our  ability  to 
maintain  our  strength  over  the  years  at  a 
cost  that  is  within  the  capacity  of  our  econ¬ 
omy  to  bear,  and  that  reinforces  our  demo¬ 
cratic  traditions  in  all  its  aspects. 

It  is  my  earnest  hope  that  the  Senate  will 
support  the  measure  in  substantially  the 
form  you  have  presented  it. 

Faithfully, 

George  C.  Marshall. 

P.  S. — General  Bradley  has  read  this  letter, 
and  is  in  full  accord  with  it. 

G.  C.  M. 

I  now  desire  to  read  into  the  Record  a 
letter,  delivered  by  hand,  from  Gen. 
Omar  N.  Bradley.  The  letter  is  dated 
February  27,  and  reads  as  follows: 

The  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  February  27,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Johnson  :  There  seems  to  be 
some  misunderstanding  concerning  the  in¬ 
tent  of  parts  of  my  testimony  before  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  yesterday, 
February  26.  Perhaps  in  the  question-and- 
answer  exchange  I  did  not  make  my  views 
perfectly  clear.  • 

The  first  point  was  in  relation  to  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  drafting  men  18  years  old  or 
1814  years  old. 

In  this  connection,  I  would  like  to  invite 
your  attention  to  the  testimony,  quoted  be¬ 
low,  from  the  verbatim  transcript: 

“The  Chairman.  General,  this  bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  he  registers  at  18  and  he  is  classi¬ 


fied  when  he  gets  to  1814  years  of  age.  Now, 
what  is  your  viewpoint  or  comment  if  he  was 
registered  at  18  and  he  was  classified  before 
he  gets  to  1814  years  of  age? 

“Now,  it  is  testified  that  it  takes  about  3 
months.  Under  the  law  today  he  registers  at 
18  and  is  classified  at  19,  and  in  classing  it 
takes  about  3  months.  Now,  what  is  your 
comment?  If  he  registers  at  18  and  he  is 
classified  before  he  gets  to  be  1814,  you  would 
save  3  months,  would  you  not? 

“General  Bradley.  Yes;  that  would  be 
about  3  months.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  not 
fight  with  you  over  3  months  anywhere  in 
that  age  bracket.  From  the  military  point 
of  view,  I  think  a  man  18,  1814,  19- — they  all 
make  grand  soldiers.  But  the  reason  we 
asked  for  the  18,  as  I  understand  it,  was 
the  figures  indicated  that  we  would  have  to 
into  the  18-year  bracket  in  order  to  get  suf¬ 
ficient  men  to  meet  the  numbers,  and  we 
were  told  by  educators  and  labor  people  that 
that  was  the  age  at  which  it  interfered  least 
with  their  education  and  career  and  avoca¬ 
tion.  I  do  not  believe  anybody  would  fuss 
over  that  3  months  (of  classification).” 

I  have  added  the  words  “of  classification” 
myself  because  these  were  the  3  months  in 
point,  as  the  question  was  phrased  by  the 
chairman.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  the  version 
of  the  bill  presented,  we  were  losing  exactly 
6  months  over  the  original  proposal. 

When  I  said  “From  the  military  point  of 
view,  Ithink  a  man  18,  1814,  19— they  all 
make  grand  soldiers.”  I  had  reference  to 
their  abilities  as  soldiers  and  to  their  readi¬ 
ness  and  capacity  to  render  effective  mili¬ 
tary  service.  But  as  you  can  see,  the  reason 
we  asked  for  18  and  the  reason  we  need  to 
continue  to  ask  for  18  was  contained  in  the 
remainder  of  my  answer  to  the  chairman. 

There  is  another  point  in  the  discussion 
which  may  have  given  some  ground  to  the 
feeling  that  I  support  the  18 14  -year-old 
proposition.  It  was  in  the  following  ex¬ 
change  with  Mr.  Hebert: 

“Mr.  Hebert.  By  Executive  order.  I  under¬ 
stood  that.  Then  you  do  accept  the  1814- 
year-old  proposition? 

“General  Bradley.  The  way  the  chairman 
has  explained  it  to  me,  I  do  not  think  it 
delays  the  department  bill  but  3  months. 
As  I  say,  I  personally - ” 

As  you  can  see  by  this  quotation  and  the 
way  it  was  written  by  the  recorder,  before  I 
had  a  chance  to  give  my  personal  opinion  of 
it  I  was  interrupted  by  Mr.  Hebert.  I  don’t 
believe  one  could  construe  this  answer  as  a 
support  of  the  1814 -year-old  bill. 

Personally,  I  continue  to  support  the  in¬ 
duction  of  men  into  the  Armed  Forces  at 
age  18,  and,  from  the  information  I  am  given, 
I  think  that  any  compromise  with  this  figure 
will  result  in  a  shortage  in  the  numbers  of 
men  if  we  ever  have  to  extend  ourselves  be¬ 
yond  the  3,500,000  we  now  have  recom¬ 
mended. 

As  can  be  seen  from  the  transcript  of  the 
testimony,  the  question  1  answered  was  in 
reference  to  a  posible  saving  of  3  months  in 
classification  time.  It  was  not  in  reference 
to  the  age  at  which  I  believed  inductions 
should  begin.  I  expected  to  be  asked  further 
questions  bearing  on  this  and  was  prepared 
to  give  my  views  at  that  time. 

There  is  another  question  on  which  mis¬ 
understanding  might  have  arisen.  This 
point  also  came  up  in  the  exchange  of  ques¬ 
tions  and  answers  with  Mr.  Hebert. 

“Mr.  Hebert.  There  is  another  part  of  it, 
the  selection  of  75,000  students  by  some 
agency  to  determine  who  shall  and  shall 
not  be  educated  in  this  country.  That  is 
out. 

“General  Bradley.  Well,  in  previous  war3 
we  found  it  necessary  by  experience  to  pro¬ 
vide  some  kind  of  flow,  continuing  flow,  of 
certain  scientists  and  medical  students,  for 
example.  You  have  always  come  up  with  an 


authorization  for  an  ASTP  or  V-12  program 
of  some  kind.  That  is  why  we  think  that 
ROTO  is  a  good  provision.  We  think  it 
belongs  in  there.  However,  there  is  an  ROTO 
bill  coming  up  before  your  committee  soon 
and  if  you  do  not  put  too  many  restrictions 
in  this  one  and  leave  it  so  you  can  cover 
that  point  in  your  next  bill,  I  think  that 
is  the  best  way  to  solve  it. 

“Mr.  Hebert.  As  I  understand  it,  General, 
the  proposition  is  this:  Under  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  bill  75,000  inductees  were  to  be  se¬ 
lected  by  an  agency  to  determine  75,000  in¬ 
dividuals  who^are  to  be  educated.  By  drop¬ 
ping  that  provision  in  this  bill,  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  whether  an  individual  is  to  be 
educated  or  not  resolves  itself  with  that 
individual,  whether  he  wants  to  be  educated 
or  not,  and  how  he  wants  to  be  educated  and 
nobody  telling  him  how. 

“Now,  as  I  understand  it,  the  provisions 
of  the  bill,  by  dropping  that  section,  merely 
allow  to  remain  in  effect  that  which  is  in 
effect  now  in  our  educational  system  in  the 
country.  > 

“General  Bradley.  If  he  has  a  chance  to 
carry  out  his  will,  now  when  you  asked  me 
whether  or  not — ” 

I  thought  the  question  was  in  reference 
to  the  75,000  ROTC  students.  In  this  ex¬ 
change  my  answer  was  incomplete,  and  there 
was  no  opportunity  to  develop  the  matter 
fully  and  place  my  views  completely  on  the 
record.  I  still  believe  we  must  have  a  con¬ 
tinuing  flow  in  this  country  of  certain  scien¬ 
tific  and  medical  students. 

But  the  specific  manner  in  which  this  is 
to  be  accomplished  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  a 
matter  for  the  military  to  determine.  The 
Defense  Department’s  position  on  this  should 
best  be  explained  by  the  civilian  heads 
charged  with  responsibilities  in  this  field. 

I  am  sorry  that  this  misunderstanding  has 
arisen  and  I  will  certainly  pay  closer  atten¬ 
tion  tp  the  questions.  And  I  will,  in  the  fu¬ 
ture,  insist  on  being  allowed  to  answer  com¬ 
pletely  the  question  that  is  asked. 

I  hope  this  will  clear  up  the  matter  and 
let  you  know  that  I  support  18-year-olds  for 
the  Armed  Forces,  and  75,000  men  partially 
deferred  for  education. 

Sincerely, 

Omar  N.  Bradley. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  now  to  make  a 
motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Senator  from  Texas  has  the  floor. _ _ 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  move  that  the  Senate  proceecpto 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business.  / 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  El- 
lender  in  the  chair).  Reports  of  com¬ 
mittees  are  in  order.  If  there  be  none, 
the  clerk  will  state  the  domination  on 
the  Executive  Calendar: 

UNITED  STAT1S&  MARSHAL 

The  Chief  Clerk  ..read  the  nomination 
of  William  Quillen  Treseder  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  district 
of  Utah.  J 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed,  and,  without  objection,  the 
President  will  be  notified  forthwith. 

/  RECESS 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  move  that 
the  Senate  stand  in  recess  until  12v 
o’clock  noon  tomorrow. 

/ 
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The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
6  o’clock  and  57  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  February  28,  1951,  at  12 
o’clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  February  27  (legislative  day  of 
January  29),  1951: 


United  States  District  Judge 
William  Alvah  Stewart,  of  Pennsylvania, 
to  be  United  States  district  judge  for  the 
western  district  of  Pennsylvania,  vice  Hon. 
Nelson  McVicar,  retired. 

Civil  Service  Commission 
Robert  Ramspeck,  of  Georgia,  to  be  a  Civil 
Service  Commissioner,  vice  Harry  B,  Mitchell. 

In  the  Navy 

Rear  Adm.  Laurance  T.  DuBose,  United 
States  Navy,  to  be  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel 
and  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Naval  Personnel 
In  the  Department  of  the  Navy  for  a  term  of 


4  years;  and  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay,  and ' 
allowances  of  a  vice  admiral-  while  serving 
under  a  Presidential-order  as  Deputy  Chief  of 
Naval  Operations'  (Personnel). 


CONFIRMATION 

Executive  nomination  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  February  27  (legislative  day 
of  January  29),  1951: 

United  States  Marshal 
William  Quillen  Treseder;  -  to  be  United 
States  marshal  for  the  district  of  Utah. 
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Farm  program . *V  . . 33 

Foods,  surplus.  . .  .  » -i. •  •  •  *33 
oreign  af fairs, aid# 2V£3i 37 


For  actions  of  Feb. 28,  1951 
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Personnel. ......... *l4,  i 

Postal  rates. . 

Potatoes . 

Prices,  control - #...3 

Public  works . J. . . .  .^2 


Taxation. . .  24 

Transportation. . . .. .12, 22 

Water  utilization . 32 

Wool . . ./. . 19 


HIGHLIGHTS:  House  committee  ordered  reorganization  bill  reported.  House  committee 

atnroved  aid  to  India  bil*L  Rep.  Javits  recommended  authority  ,  to  control  farm 
-Vices  at  sunnor t  level.  »en.  Thye  urged  deferment  of  essential  farm  labor  to 
maintain  production.  Sen.  H^ckerilooper  said  TJSDA  "foist®!. ■«  ^potato ..  .marketing 
program”  'onto  Iowa  producers „%|ena.t.e ^a^ed  militara^trainlrg  bill.  _ 

1  REORSANI ZAT  ION.  The  Expenditure^  in  the  Executive  Departments  Committee  ordered 
reported,  .but  did  not  actually  report,  H.  R./i5^5,  which  authorizes  the  Presi 
dent  to  submit  temporary  reorganization  plg^s  to  carry  out  the  defense  program 

(p.  33135)-  V 

2.  Alt)  TO  INDIA.  The  MDaily  Digest"  stateiN  "Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  approv¬ 

ed  a  new  bill,  which  is  to  be  introduced. X  in  connection  with  emergency  food 
aid  to  be  furnished  to  India.  Thi d  new  bilTV  as  amended,  will  authorize  appro¬ 
val  of  a” grant  not  to  exceed  a  $#0,000,000  fX  food  grains  to  allernaia  famine 
'  in  India.  The  committee  will  4$nsider  the  new  ft^asure  at  an  executive  s ess  10 

tomorrow  morning,  at  which  t jfie  it  is  contemplated  that  the  bill  will  be  ordeie 

reported  to  the  House."  (pp*  D135—6.) 

3.  PRICE  CONTROL.  Rep.  Dol^nger,  IT.  Y.,  spoke  in  favor  od^l ling  prices  back  to 

f  the  ”EeT!°Hof i  slid  th*e  administration  vants.  toN^rease^mges^nd 
roll  back  prices  J/t commented,  "Just  another  version  of  the  £rannan  .pla  L 

17U0)Een.  Javij£  E.  T. recommended  amending  the  Defense  Produ^ion  i»t  so  as 
to  permit  control  of  farm  prices  at  the  support  level  Cpp.  17  , 

Ren.  Arffersen,  Minn.,  smoke  against  the  Jayits  recommendation . TO*  17 43 ) ♦ 
Rep.y^olif ield,  Calif.,  proposed  general  price  control  and  entire 
various  Aspects  of  the  nrice  administration  Cpp.  175o-7J- 

4  APPROPRIATIONS.  Rem.  Canfield,  IT.  J.,  inserted  a  Washington  Post 

iXn.cLn  assaying  tiae  Democratic,  leader  eh  ip  was  against  a  -nsolida^ 

^nropriation  bill  (p.  17^0)* 


zona 


HEOHGAHlZATlblT.  Hen.  Bovre,  S.  Da1,:.,  urged  further  reorganization  and  spoke  ij 
favor,  of  H.  H.  2836.,  ”to  reactivate ' the  Hoover  Commission*”  (p.  1746.) 


6.  Hstojll-IATIOl'T.  Hen*  McDonough,  Calif.,  snoke  against  the  proposed  Central 
Project  (p.  1747).  .  .  .  ~ , 


Y , '  BAFKlDTk AMD  CUHE3.TCY.  Hen.  Multer,  IT.  Y. ,  defended  the  Treasury  Department’s 
positioion  interest  rates  in  the  controversy  with  the  Federal  Hese^ve  Board 
.  tpp*  174^:52)*  .  . 


g,  EDUCATION;  B^BOH,  Agreed,  as# reported,  to  H.  Hes.  73 1  author i zing  the  Education 
and  Bah  or  Committee  to  investigate  matters  within  its  jurisdiction  and  giving 
it  suhnena  powar  (up. 1735**^) * 


SEDATE 


•9.  'IIIDITARY  THAiriHG.  Continued  debate  on  S,  1,  the  military-training,  select  ive- 
service  hill  (pp.  1726—34). 


10.  FARM  LABOH.  Sen.  Thye  sa\d  ’’current  policies  of  th  ^Selective  Service  System.^ 
have  had  a  narticularly  adverse  effect  upon  agriculture,”  and  ’’the  time  has  V 
come  when  we  must  examine  t^nt  policy,  not  to  place  the  individual  farm  hoy  in 
a  preferred  class  hut  to  mal:\  absoluteljr  certain  that  there  are  skilled  workers 
in  this  field  so  that  there  wrO.  he.  a  sufficient  production  of  food  and  "fiber.1 
He  also  inserted  letters  from  farm  organizations  on  the  Subject  and  discussed 
present  policies  on  fs.rm  deferments. (pp.  1703~4. ) 

Sen.  Danger  inserted  a  1T.  Da::. ^Legislature  resolution  urging  that  the  drafl 
ing  of  essential  farm  help  he  kept  a  minimum  (pp.  170^— 5) • 


11.  POTATO  MAHIC3TI1TG.  Sen.  Hickenlooper  sa’M  a  potato-marketing  agreement  has  been 
’’foisted,  against  their  will,  upon  the  potato  growers  of  11  counties  in  north¬ 
eastern  Iowa,”  and  inserted  a,  grower’s  le\ter  claiming  that  the  referendum  was 
held  over  protests  of  the  growera/involvedX  that  it  .  was  held  after  the  crop  was 
grown,  and  that  the  method  of.  ejection  was  ’’Hj.legal”  (pp.  1706-7). 


12.  GHAUT  TEA1TSP0HTATI01T.  Sen.  Larger  discussed  theVurgent  need  for  boxcars  to  movi 
the  IT.  Dale,  wheat  crop,  commended  ICC  for  its  codcerat  ion  in  trying  to  get  caQ 
and  suggested  the  charging/of  a  higher  per  diem  ra^e  when  cars  are  off  their 
own  railroads  (p.  1706) . 


13.  C0!'CTU1TI CAT IOHS .-  The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  reported  with 

amendments  H.  H.  l~JJ>Qr,  to  amend  the  Communications  Act  6s£  1934  (amending  organ¬ 
izational,  procedural,  and  appellate  sections)  and  to  aui\orize  radio  monitori] 
stations  (S.  Hept/l42)  (p.  1693) » 


l4.  PEHS0D1TEL.  SenyTHomphrey  inserted  statements  of  the  Council  o'SL  Guidance  and 

Personnel  Associations  male  ing  recommendations  for  personnel  practices  and  man¬ 
power  utilization  in  the  present  emergency  (pp.  1692-3)* 

The  Po%t  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee’s  subcommittee  voted  to  report 
to  the  fujjft  committee  S,  621,  to  amend  section  6o4  (b)  of  the  Classification 
Act  of  yfi'S  regarding  rates  of  compensation,  agreed  to  hold  hcaringsicn  March 
7-9  on  <6.  354,  overtime  and  holiday  .compensation  bill,  and  S.  622,  conWnsatio] 
of  certain  officers  and  employees  of  the  Government.  It  a.lso  agreed  toNrecora— 
mend/to  the  full  Committee  that  S.  402,  to  raise  living  standards  among  Govern¬ 
ment  employees,  and  S.  402,  compensation  to  Government  employees  restored 
d^.ty  after  erroneous  removal  or  suspension,  be  indefinitely  postponed,  (p.' 
£74) 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  28  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  (for 
bimself  and  Mr.  Bricker)  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for 
the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal  training 
program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz : 

1  On  page  69,  lines  20  and  21,  strike  out  “Universal 

2  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 

3  “Selective  Service  Act  of  1948”. 

4  On  page  71,  strike  out  lines  3  through  10,  inclusive. 

5  On  page  73,  line  11,  strike  out  “Universal  Military 

6  Training  and  Service  Act”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selec- 

7  tive  Service  Act  of  1948”. 

8  On  page  74,  line  10,  strike  out  “Universal  Military 

9  Training  and  Service  Act”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selec- 
10  tive  Service  Act  of  1948”. 

2-28-51 - A 
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On  page  76,  line  10,  beginning  with  the  comma  strike 
out  all  through  and  including  the  word  “claimed”  in  line  3 
on  page  77. 

On  page  78,  beginning  with  line  20,  strike  out  all  to 
hut  not  including  the  period  in  line  6  on  page  80  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  “all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
title,  except  the  provisions  of  the  second  sentence,  and  the 
last  two  sentences  of  the  fourth  paragraph,  of  section  4  (a) , 
sections  4  (b),  4  (d),  4  ( e ) ,  4  (f) ,  9,  10  (a)  (4), 
10  (b)  (10),  13  (c),  and  14  shall  become  inoperative 
and  shall  cease  to  apply,  except  as  to  offenses  committed 
prior  to  such  time”. 

Page  91,  line  1,  beginning  with  the  word  “All”  strike 
out  all  through  line  7. 

Page  92,  line  17,  strike  out  “Universal  Military  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948”. 

Amend  the  title  so  as  to  read:  “A  bill  to  provide  for 
the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and 
to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes.” 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  28  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Lehman  (for  himself,  Mr.  Ives, 
Mr.  Hendrickson,  Mr.  Benton,  Mr.  Humphrey,  Mr. 
Douglas,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Kilgore,  Mr.  Green,  and 
Mr.  Pastore)  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common 
defense  by  establishing  a  universal  training  program,  and 
for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page  93,  immediately  after  line 
7,  insert  the  following  new  section : 

1  Sec.  22.  Section  1114  of  title  18,  United  States  Code, 

2  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “man  of  the  Coast 

3  Guard”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “person  of  the 

4  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard,”. 

2-28-51 - B 
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1951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  1705 


North  Dakota  be  maintained  during  the  pe* 
riod  of  the  present  emergency;  and 

Whereas  to  produce  and'  harvest  a  crop 
in  North  Dakota  and  otherwise  to  engage 
in  agricultural  pursuits  to  the  maximum 
capacity  of  the  farmers  of  this  State,  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  that  adequate  help  be 
available  on  the  farms  of  this  State;  and 

Whereas  .it  now  appears  to  be  the  policy 
of  selective  service  to  draft  and  induct  into 
the  service  of  the  United  States  farm  boys 
essential  to  the  operation  of  the  farms  of 
the  State  of  North  Dakota  and  to  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  maximum  amount  of  crops 
and  the  proper  harvest  and  care  of  our  agri¬ 
cultural  resources  :\JSTow,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  Thirty -second  Legislative  Assembly 
of  the  State  of  North  Dakota  (the  Senate 
concurring  therein) ,  That  we  do  hereby  urge 
and  request  that  the  drafting  of  essential 
farm  help  in  the  State  of  North  Dakota  be 
kept  at  a  minimum,  and  that  no  farm  boys 
or  farm  help  be  drafted  or  inducted  into 
the  service  of  the  United  States  where  such 
draft  will  materially  reduce  the  operation  of 
farm  units  to  maximum  capacity;  and  be 
it  further 

Resolved,  That  veterans  of  World  War  II 
who  are  now  actively  engaged  in  farming  be 
given  priority  over  nonveterans  insofar  as 
agricultural  deferments  are  concerned;  be 
it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Director  of  Selective 
Service  be  apprised  of  the  action  of  the 
thirty-second  legislative  assembly  by  the 
adoption  of  this  resolution,  and  that  a  copy 
be  forwarded  to  him;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution 
be  forwarded  to  the  entire  congressional 
delegation  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 
Leo  Sticka, 

Speaker  of  the  House, 
Kenneth  L.  Morgan, 

Chief  Clerk  of  the  House. 
Rat  Schnell, 

President  of  the  Senate. 
W.  J.  Trout, 

Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

INVESTIGATION  OP  MARYLAND 
SENATORIAL  ELECTION 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  there  appeared  in  a  recent7  issue 
of  the  press  over  the  country  an?  article 
by  a  very  distinguished  comipfentator, 
Mr.  David  Lawrence,  entitled?  “Senate 
Probe  of  Tydings  Defeat  presents  a 
Startling  Spectacle.”  Ordinarily  I  do 
not  ask  that  such  items  be  inserted  in 
the  Record.  However,  tbffs  article  by 
Mr.  David  Lawrence  is  on  a  subject 
which  is  in  the  minds  6f  all  Senators. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned  it  expresses 
by  views  100  percent,  and  I  am  in¬ 
clined  to  think  that/most  Members  of 
the  Senate  would  agree  with  it.  I  ask 
that  it  be  printed  jn  the  Record  at  this 
point  as  a  part  of  jny  remarks. 

There  being  n0  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  tye  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Senate  Probe  Tydings  Defeat  Presents 
a  Startling  Spectacle 
(By  David  Lawrence) 

Washington. — Maybe  the  United  States 
Senate  should  investigate  every  election] 
among  its  Members  and  let  the  loser  conn 
in  and  cdmplain  about  the  statements  mad' 
by  the  .victor.  Maybe  the  so-called  liberal: 
want  a t  national  board  of  censorship  whic: 
shall  pass  upon  what  the  candidates  say  an  _ 
what*  their  overzealous  managers  and  sup¬ 
porters  write  or  print  during  a  campaign. 

laybe  the  liberal  of  today  isn’t  much  dif- 
fjfent  under  the  skin  from  the  totalitarian 
fho  wants  to  regulate  everything  by  a  law 


and  who  doesn’t  really  at  heart  believe  in 
free  speech  or  a  free  press  unless  the  views 
expressed  happen  to  agree  with  his  own. 

Unfortunately,  the  hullabaloo  which  has 
been  started  by  Senator  Tydings,  of  Mary¬ 
land,  Democrat,  because  he  was  defeated  by 
John  M.  Butler,  Republican,  isn’t  going  to 
resolve  any  of  these  questions.  It  is  merely  ■ 
going  to  prove  that  Mr.  Tydings  is  a  bad  5 
loser — which  in  politics  is  rather  unpardon¬ 
able. 

It  was  the  late  Oliver  Wendell  Holmes,  ; 
Associate  Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  : 
a  true  liberal,  who  said  that  freedom  of 
speech  is  “freedom  for  the  thought  we  hate.’’  ■] 
Few  liberals  today  show  that/degree  of  toler¬ 
ance  in  defending  freedom  of  speech. 

Now,  there  is  no  doubt  ,‘that  the  attacks 
on  Senator  Tydings  were  JBitter.  But  he  let  ; 
himself  in  for  much  of  it  by  his  own  vitriolic  i 
condemnation  of  those;  who  had  sought  a 
fair  and  impartial  inquiry  by  the  Senate 
into  the  alleged  communistic  influences  in  j 
the  Government.  The  Tydings  report  had 
in  it  many  statements  which  were  unfair 
and  might  even  be  called  scurrilous  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  those  wlm  had  asked  for  a  fair  in¬ 
vestigation.  Thp  report  itself  was  so  un¬ 
satisfactory  tha£  the  job  now  has  to  be  done  t 
over  again  by  sr  new  committee. 

Hardly  an  ejection  contest  occurs  in  which 
one  side  doesn’t  argue  the  other  side  is  un¬ 
fair.  The  laws  of  libel  and  slander  protect 
a  candidate  against  extremes.  Sometimes 
during  the  campaigns  a  threat  to  sue  for  libel 
is  made/ and  usually  these  suits  are  never 
heard  fom  again  or  filed. 

Buythe  spectacle  of  a  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate  committee  inquiring  now  into  election 
litenature  and  trying  to  set  itself  up  as  a 
judge  as  to  what  is  fair  or  unfair  in  a  po¬ 
litical  campaign  is  something  startling.  It 
r/presents  a  trend  which  began  with  the 
recent  interference  with  the  right  of  petition 
funder  the  Constitution. 

It  certainly  is  puzzling  just  why  under  a 
so-called  liberal  concept  there  are  such  fre¬ 
quent  attempts  to  muzzle  free  speech  or  to 
question  it'.  Thus,  it  is  the  liberal  of  to¬ 
day  who  wants  to  abolish  congressional  im¬ 
munity  and  make  it  possible  to  intimidate 
a  Member  of  Congress  and  prevent  him  from 
exposing  fraud  and  crime.  The  gamblers 
and  racketeers  would  certainly  have  made 
short  shrift  of  the  Kefauver  committee  if 
Congressmen  were  subject  to  libel  suits  for 
what  they  say  in  speeches  or  reports  on  the 
floor  of  the  Congress. 

Campaign  literature  has  no  immunity 
from  suits.  If  anything  libelous  was  said 
about  Senator  Tydings  in  the  last  campaign, 
he  has  a  right  to  file  suit  against  his  oppo¬ 
nent  or  -anybody  connected  with  his  oppo¬ 
nent’s  campaign.  But  to  denounce  some¬ 
body  in  public  office  whose  views  are  un¬ 
palatable  is  not  yet  a  crime  or  an  offense 
for  which  the  laws  inflict  punishment. 

If  the  Senate  committee  means  merely  to 
give  publicity  to  the  nasty  methods  used  ! 
in  campaigns,  that’s  a  worthy  objective. 
But,  to  be  honest  about  it,  the  committee  j 
must  not  hesitate  to  go  into  Ohio  and  take 
a  look  also  at  the  campaign  literature  cir¬ 
culated  against  Senator  Taft.  Some  of  the 
would  hardly  be  covered  by  such  a 
_ I'd  as  “scurrilous.” 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfinished 
business,  which  is  Senate  bill  1. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  To  Senate 
bill  1,  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
has  reported  an  amendment  in  the  na¬ 


ture  of  a  substitute.  To  the  substitute 
there  is  no  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  send  forward  an  amendment  to 
the  pending  measure,  Senate  bill  1,  which 
amendment  is  sponsored  by  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]  and  myself. 
I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  printed 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  make 
a  very  brief  statement  with  respect  to 
the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  may  proceed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  as  Senators  now  realize,  Senate 
bill  1  is  a  combination  of  two  measures. 
It  is  an  extension  and  an  expansion  of 
the  Selective  Service  Act,  and  it  also  has 
tied  into  it  in  a  great  many  places  a  plan 
for  universal  military  training  and  serv¬ 
ice.  The  purpose  of  my  amendment  is 
to  separate  the  selective  service  aspects 
from  the  bill  which,  of  course,  we  recog¬ 
nize  today  as  hurry-up  legislation,  some¬ 
thing  that  cannot  wait.  It  is  important 
legislation,  and  should  be  enacted 
promptly.  However,  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  aspects  of  the  bill,  to  which 
there  is  considerable  objection,  and  with 
respect  to  which  there  is  much  question 
in  the  Congress,  can  very  well  wait. 

As  a  matter  of  fact.  Senate  bill  1  would 
not  make  universal  military  training  ef¬ 
fective  for  perhaps  5  years.  I  do  not 
know  how  many  years,  and  no  one  can 
tell  me  how  many  years;  but  at  some 
future  time  it  will  become  effective.  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  is  not  logical  to 
merge  a  bill  which  is  necessary  at  the 
present  time  with  something  which  may 
be  desired  at  some  future  time.  For  that 
reason  I  have  submitted  the  amendment, 
which  completely  separates  the  two 
measures. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  should  be 
glad  to  vote  for  universal  military  train¬ 
ing,  with  the  right  kind  of  provisions,  if 
we  had  before  us  a  measure  which  would 
not  disrupt  the  manpower  of  the  Nation 
from  early  boyhood.  I  believe  that  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  can  be  accom¬ 
plished  along  certain  lines  in  such  a  way 
that  the  boys  will  be  protected  in  obtain¬ 
ing  an  education  and  getting  started  in 
life.  However,  the  pending  bill  leaves 
a  great  deal  of  uncertainty.  As  I  say, 
no  Member  of  this  body,  sponsor  of  the 
bill  or  otherwise,  can  tell  us  now  at  what 
date  the  universal  military  training  as¬ 
pects  of  the  bill  will  become  effective. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  have 
printed  in  the  Record  a  telegram  which 
I  have  received  from  Mr.  Erie  Cocke,  Jr., 
national  commander  of  the  American 
Legion,  in  support  of  the  pending  bill. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  telegram 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

Washington,  D.  C.,  February  26,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

The  3,000,000  members  of  the  American 
Legion  urge  you  to  support  Senate  bill  No.  1 
as  reported  by  the  Senate  Committee  on 
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February  28 
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Armed  Services  on  February  15.  It  provides 
for  drafting  18-year-olds  and  contains  the 
American  Legion’s  principles  of  universal 
military  training.  Thank  you  kindly  for 
your  assistance.  Best  regards. 

Erle  Cocke,  Jr., 

National  Commander,  the  American 
Legion. 

THE  SHORTAGE  OF  BOXCARS 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  address  the  Senate  for  2  min- 
utes  * 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  in 
North  Dakota  last  fall  we  had  a  wet 
harvest.  In  ttfte  first  place,  we  had  a 
very  late  spring  and  the  crop  was  put  in 
unusually  late.  About  the  time  of  the 
harvest  of  small  grains,  especially  in  the 
northern  half  of  our  State,  we  started 
having  adverse  weather.  NIn  late  August 
we  had  a  frost.  Then  it  started  raining. 
Even  as  late  as  the  middle.of  October 
a  good  deal  of  the  grain  was  still  stand¬ 
ing  in  the  fields  saturated  with  Moisture. 

Our  winter  comes  early.  A  good.many 
farmers,  desperate  for  fear  they  were 
going  to  lose  their  entire  crop  becaus\of 
its  being  covered  with  snow,  harvest* ' 
their  grain,  even  though  it  had  a  ver; 
high  percentage  of  moisture. 

What  were  they  going  to  do  with  t 
grain?  They  tried  to  bring  it  to  t 
country  elevators,  but  there  was 
room.  We  have  had  a  perpetual  boj 
car  shortage  ever  since  last  spring, 
good  deal  of  the  grain  which  the  Coi 
modity  Credit  Corporation  took  over 
loans  was  never  shipped  out  of  t: 
country  elevators  because  of  the  shor 
age  of  cars.  What  were  the  producers 
to  do  with  their  wet  wheat?  Some  of 
them  had  to  leave  it  in  the  field.  Others 
put  it  in  their  farm  granaries.  When  an 
elevator  would  get  a  very  occasional  box¬ 
car  there  would  be  a  race  to  the  elevator 
to  see  who  could  get  unloaded.  We  have 
had  a  very  cold  winter  and  the  grain, 
while  it  still  has  the  moisture,  up  to  now 
very  little  has  gone  out  of  condition. 
But  with  warm  weather  coming  on  in 
a  comparatively  few  weeks,  all  of  that 
grain  would  start  to  go  out  of  condition 
and  when  it  does  it  gets  so  bad  that  it  is 
unfit  for  human  consumption,  and  there 
is  even  a  question  of  whether  it  should 
be  fed  to  livestock. 

I  have  had  increasing  pressure'put  on 
me  all  the  time  to  help  remedy  this  sit¬ 
uation.  One  reason  is  that  there  are 
more  than  5,000,000  bushels  of  this  wet 
wheat  in  the  northeastern  section  of 
North  Dakota,  more  than  a  million  bush¬ 
els  in  northwestern  Minnesota,  and 
3,000,000  bushels  in  northeastern  Mon¬ 
tana.  All  that  wheat  is  going  to  spoil 
unless  it  is  taken  care  of. 

I  am  very  glad  to  report  that  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission  has  put 
in  an  order  to  furnish  approximately 
1,200  cars  a,*week  for  6  weeks,  to  be  sup¬ 
plied  by  the  eastern  railroads  and  to  be 
turned  over  to  the  western  railroads. 
That  i$‘an  example  of  splendid  coopera¬ 
tion,  JMr.  President. 

The  western  railroads  and  our  farmers 
are  not  asking  for  anything  they  should 
hot  have.  The  railroads  in  the  upper 


Middle  West  have  been  running  only 
about  50  percent  of  ownership  of  boxcars 
on  their  lines.  Where  are  they?  They 
are  in  the  East,  where  small  railroads 
have  as  high  as  269  percentage  of  owner¬ 
ship.  Of  course,  they  are  glad  to  use 
these  cars,  as  they  only  have  to  pay  $1.75 
per  diem. 

Already  we  can  see  efforts  being  made 
by  certain  interests  to  try  to  have  can¬ 
celed,  at  least  in  part,  the  boxcars  which 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
has  ordered  to  be  turned  over  to  west¬ 
ern  railroads.  We  propose  to  keep  that 
order  in  effect,  until  this  wet  grain  is 
moved  into  terminals.  I  would  say  that 
that  will  give  us  immediate  help,  but  we 
still  need  to  have  the  whole  matter  cor¬ 
rected. 

First,  a  higher  charge  should  be  made 
for  the  per  diem  rate  when  cars  are  off 
their  own  railroads,  with  penalties  when 
in  emergencies  they  are  not  returned. 
Next,  more  steel  should  be  granted  for 
the  building  of  boxcars.  The  railroad 
companies  have  “missed  the  bus.”  They 


scale  and  have  continued  to  do  so  until  the 
present  time. 

In  1946  the  Agriculture  Department  still 
gave  the  all-out  signal  on  potato  production 
and  the  resulting  crop  was  staggering.  Lured 
by  high  support  prices  tens  of  thousands  of 
new  growers  had  gone  into  the  potato  grow¬ 
ing  business.  We  found  our  long-time  regu¬ 
lar  outlets  flooded  for  the  disposal  of  this 
1946  crop  so  we  turned  a  large  proportion 
over  to  the  Government  since  they  had  urged 
all-out  production.  f 

In  1947  and  succeeding  years  potatoes  have 
been  raised  on  a  quota  basis.  The  records 
in  our  Mitchell  County  .PMA  Office  will  show 
that  for  the  years  1947,  1948,  1949,  and 
1950  wc  planted  from  10  to  25  percent  less 
potato  acreage  than  our  allotment  called 
for  and  that  during  this  same  4-year  period 
we  did  not  takers'  dollar  of  Government-sup¬ 
port  money  tor  potatoes. 

In  1949  Secretary  Brannan  called  for  a 
marketing,  -agreement  on  potatoes  for  the 
entire  Spates  of  North  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Wisconsin,  and  Michigan.  Due  to  the  fact 
that  so  many  growers  had  gone  into  the 
business  in  order  to  get  high  support  prices 
for, potatoes  which  they  intended  to  dump 
into  the  Government’s  lap  the  referendum 
Was  pronounced  as'  having  carried  and  Mr. 


y 


have  been  waiting  for  years  putting  off  Brannan  placed  marketing  order  No.  60  in 
building  boxcars,  and  now  they  are «  effect. 


threatened  with  losing  a  great  share  of 
their  business  in  the  grain,  territory  to 
trucks,  which  are  not  nearly  so  econcrm- 
ical  a  way  of  handling  grain  as  are 
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In  the  spring  of  1950  Mr.  Brannan, 
through  his  publicity  and  propaganda  de¬ 
partment  (its  official  name  is  State  PMA 
headquarters)  commenced  pushing  for  a 
potato  marketing  agreement  for  Iowa  and 
Indiana.  Illinois,  which  is  in  between  and 
also  produces  potatoes  was  conveniently 
overlooked.  From  that  time  until  the  pres- 
_v  „  JL  ent  the  procedure  follows  a  pattern  which 

Mr.  HICKjiNLOOP ER.y  Mr.  Presi-  js  ^he  reason  for  this  letter. 

The  growers  in  Iowa  held  a  meeting  at 
which  24  out  of  25  stated  that  they  did  not 
want  anything  to  do  with  such  an  agree¬ 
ment.  The  facts  also  show  that  Indiana 
growers,  in  a  meeting,  voted  198  to  2  against 
a  marketing  agreement.  In  spite  of  this 
Mr.  Brannan ’s  representatives  kept  pushing 
the  matter  and  called  for  a  referendum. 
Knowing  that  the  measure  would  be  defeated 
if  submitted  to  the  growers  of  Indiana  and 
Iowa  separately,  Mr.  Brannan  arbitrarily 
forced  a  referendum  which  would  include  the 
States  of  North  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  and  Michigan  which  were  already  in  the 
marketing  agreement  stranglehold  on  their 
1950  crop  and  could  not  get  out  until  the 
end  of  the  marketing  year  (June  30,  1951). 
Although  potatoes  are  grown  in  other  sec¬ 
tions  of  Iowa,  Mr.  Brannan  arbitrarily 
selected  12  counties  in  northern  Iowa  and 
20  counties  in  Indiana. 

_ _  ..  .  ,  \  The  election  by  mail  was  very  loosely  con- 

abojtthc  mutter  and  m  the  lettei  clearly  ducted.  Ballots  were  mailed  out  from  the 
stated  his  position.  I  ask  unimous  con-  \pma  offices  we 


pTATO  MARKETING  AGRE 
0WA— LETTER  FROM  H.  L 

HICKENLOOPER./Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  on  day  before  yesterday  I  received 
a  letteNffrom  a  very  .prominent  Iowa 
farmer  who  is  one  of  .the  largest  potato 
growers  in  tfie  Statejof  Iowa.  His  name 
is  H.  L.  McKmley.'  Of  St.  Ansgar.  Mr. 
McKinley  has  consistently  refused  to  go 
into  the  potato  bl'ogram.  He  has  con¬ 
sistently  refused  to  take  Government 
benefits  or  payments.  He  now  finds 
that  Mr.  Bipnnan,  through  his  Washing¬ 
ton  PMA  political  organization  has 
foisted,  against  their  win^upon  the  po¬ 
tato  growers  of  11  counties  northeast¬ 
ern  Iowa,  cooperation  in  th^ so-called 
marketing  program,  of  which  they  want 
no  part,  and  have  had  no  partoin  the 
past,  and  from  which  they  desireto  be 
relieved. 

He  wrote  me  a  letter  at  some  length 


sent  that  the  letter  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  as  a  part  of  my  re¬ 
marks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Acorn  Park  Farms, 

St.  Ansgar,  Iowa,  February  22,  1951. 
Senator  Bourke  B.  Hickenlooper, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator:  I  know  that  you  are  bur¬ 
dened  with  tremendous  responsibilities  at 
this  time  and  I  dislike  to  add  to  them. 

The  problem  which  confronts  us  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  attack  on  fundamental  and 
constitutional  personal  rights  which  will 
take  us  further  down  the  socialistic  road. 
I  am  therefore  taking  the  liberty  of  present¬ 
ing  the  facts  in  this  case  for  your  con¬ 
sideration  and  investigation. 

Iowa  has  never  produced  more  than  a 
small  percentage  of  the  potatoes  needed  for 
Its  own  use.  Twenty-five  years  ago  we 
started  growing  potatoes  on  a  commercial 


PMA  offices.  We  received  two.  We  did  not 
ti^e  either  of  them.  There  was  no  place  on 
the  ballot  for  a  notary  public  seal  showing 
thawfhe  signature  of  the  person  was  genu¬ 
ine.  There  was  nothing  to  hinder  duplicate 
voting.  sThe  ballots  had  to  be  sent  to  Chi¬ 
cago.  Growers  who  asked  to  witness  the 
ballot  counting  were  ignored.  The  front  of 
the  ballot  carried  propaganda  favoring  an 
affirmative  vote.  Mr.  Brannan  announced 
the  election  earthed  by  the  necessary  ma¬ 
jority.  This  election  was  held  in  Septem¬ 
ber  after  the  crop  was  grown  and  mostly 
harvested.  The  effective  date  for  these  new 
territories  of  Iowa  and  Indiana  was  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1950,  after  part  ol  the  crop  was  dis¬ 
posed  of.  Since  this  packed  election  was  held 
after  the  crop  was  grown  .there  was  no 
chance  for  a  grower  to  decide  in  advance 
whether  he  wanted  to  produce  a  crop  under 
the  complete  and  dictatorial  domination  of 
Mr.  Brannan. 

Under  Marketing  Order  No.  60,  Mr.  Bran¬ 
nan  has  allocated  to  himself  powers  as 
sweeping  as  any  dictator.  I  will  cite  a  few: 

1.  He  appoints  the  committee  to  handle 
the  area.  The  growers  are  allowed  the  privi- 
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adversary  proceeding.  Speaking  for 
/self,  I  have  great  confidence  that  un- 
deKthe  leadership  of  the  Senator  from 
IowaSno  injustice  will  be  done. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  have  one  or  two  simple  questions 
to  ask,  because  I  cannot  enter  into  this 
debate  as  a  number  of  the  bar,  but  as  an 
entire  outsides,  with  reference  to  the 
whole  proceeding 

I  believe  I  can\understand  the  psy¬ 
chology  which  impasses  new  Members 
of  the  Senate  who  ai\  elected  with  what 
I  should  call  a  largeNunajority,  let  us 
say  40,000  or  50,000  majority,  and  then 
have  a  proceeding  of  thissjrind  brought 
against  them.  I  may  notNbe  correctly 
advised,  but  I  am  told  that  there  are  no 
charges  brought  against  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butli 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Charges  of\what 
type? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  I  unc 
^stand  there  are  none. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Oh,  yes';  charged 
were  filed  on  which  the  subcommittee,  in 
the  initial  stages,  undertook  an  investi¬ 
gation  into  the  Maryland  complaints. 
There  were  written  complaints  filed  with 
the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  himself  has  -said  that  there  are  no 
rules  of  evidence  applicable. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  There  are  none  to 
my  knowledge. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  If  charges 
are  filed,  it  must  be  of  violation  of  some 
State  law  or  Federal  law.  There  are 
courts  for  handling  such  charges,  rather 
than  have  them  referred  to  a  committee 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  That  is  very  true. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  I  can 
easily  understand  the  attitude  of  a  group 
of  new  Members  who  come  into  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  find  a  proceeding  of  this  kind 
started.  If  there  were  a  difference  of 
only  a  thousand  or  a  few  thousand  votes, 
I  could  understand  why  there  should  be 
an  investigation  ordered,  and  perhaps 
the  ballots  be  counted,  as  happened  2 
years  ago,  but  not  in  a  case  of  the  kind 
we  are  now  considering. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  The  Senator  fror 
Nebraska  is  very  sound  in  what  he  ha 
said.  There  is  confusion;  there  is 
fusion  everywhere. 

With  reference  to  the  courts/1  as  a 
forum  which  can  be  used  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  the  Constitution  rp&kes  the 
Senate  “the  judge  of  the  elections  re¬ 
turns  and  qualifications  of  ijti  own  Mem¬ 
bers,”  and  we  cannot  sasr  Go  into  the 
courts,”  when  we  have/that  constitu¬ 
tional  responsibility. 

It  was  in  an  attempt,  ip  my  poor  way, 
to  explain  the  steps  which  have  been 
taken,  and  the  reasons  for  them,  that  I 
have  made  the  statement  here  this  after¬ 
noon. 

Mr.  BUTLpfe  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  seryfed  as  a  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on,<J?rfvileges  and  Elections  in  the 
past,  and  I  learned  that  a  majority  of 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  feel  that  they 
have  no  right  to  question  the  standing 
of  one  who  is  elected  to  the  Senate  by 
the  people  of  a  State.  The  people  of 
Maryland  have  the  right  to  elect  anyone 


they  desire  to  elect,  the  people  of  Ne¬ 
braska  have  the  same  right,  and  if  the 
election  is  conducted  according  to  law, 
and  a  candidate  receives  a  majority  of 
the  votes,  we  have  no  right  to  reject  him 
because  we  do  not  like  the  color  of  his 
hair  or  his  demeanor  here. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  am  1,000  percent  in 
agreement  with  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  in  that  statement,  contingent  on 
what  he  mentions,  namely,  that  the  elec¬ 
tion  is  properly  conducted,  and  that  the 
vote  is  a  reflection  of  the  wishes  of  the 
electorate. 

Mr.  WELKER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  yield? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  WELKER.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Iowa  and  my  col¬ 
leagues.  There  is  not  a  Senator  on  the 
floor  whom  I  esteem  more  highly  than 
the  Senator  from  Iowa.  I  did  not  hear 
everything  he  said  on  the  subject,  but  I 
did  hear  the  latter  part  of  his  remarks. 
I  admire  him  very  much  for  making  his 
^statement.  I  want  him  to  know  that  the 
josest  friends  J  have  in  the  United 
ites  Senate  sit  on  the  subcommittee 
wh\di  is  hearing  the  matter.  I  have  no 
fear  6f  any  action  the  subcommlttee'may 
take.  \  have  no  fear  of  any  prejudice. 
I  know^mstice  will  be  done.  Jtt  must 
be  done  let  any  committee  Which  the 
senior  Senator  from  Iowa  hearas. 

In  the  opinion  of  some  Persons,  per¬ 
haps  I  should\ot  have  made  my  speech 
this  afternoon.  \I  happen  to  be  one  of 
the  freshman  Senators/  We  are  in  what 
we  call  the  maze  cjtjbur  first-induction 
into  the  Senate.  said  previously,  I 

deeply  love  Jchnk?  BtHtler.  I  spoke  in 
his  behalf  todaj&ri not  in\;riticism  of  the 
able  committed  headed  b^  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  [par.  Gillette  ]\or  in  criti¬ 
cism  of  ansnnember  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee,  but  inraefense  of  an  able  mend  and 
great  Aolerican,  as  I  would  waht  to  be 
defenc|^&  if  I  were  in  Johnny  Bl*xler’s 
position. 

i/  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  I  Wish 
to/ay  again  that  I  have  no  fear  of  whs 
re  committee  headed  by  the  able  Sen-> 
fatov  from  Iowa  will  do.  That  is  not 
what  prompted  me  to  speak  on  the  floor 
today.  I  wanted  to  give  Johnny  Butler 
support  at  a  time  when  he  is  tremen¬ 
dously  worried  about  the  publicity. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  appreciate  the 
kindly  references  of  the  Senator  from 
IdahLO.  As  I  have  said,  my  purpose  in 
speaking  was  that  I  feared  the  Senator’s 
remarks,  by  implication  or  inference, 
might  reflect  on  the  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  every  one  of  whom,  as  I  said, 
is  of  the  highest  character.  They  are 
among  the  finest  Members  of  this  body. 
I  know  how  they  are  proceding  with 
their  work.  I  know  how  carefully  and 
meticulously  they  are  endeavoring  to 
arrive  at  a  just  conclusion. 

To  repeat,  Mr.  President,  this  is  not  an 
attack  on  the  junior  Senator  from  Mary¬ 
land.  He  will  not  have  more  ardent 
advocates  than  the  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  when  they  have  completed 
their  study  of  the  facts,  if  the  facts  indi¬ 
cate  that  that  should  be  their  course, 
and  their  advocacy  will  be  as  earnest  and 
sincere  as  that  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Idaho. 


Mr.  WELKER.  I  am  certain  of  that. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  /ill 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Did  I  under  sj&nd  the 
Senator  to  say  that  the  commi/ee  would 
first  examine  into  all  charges  covering 
the  entire  country,  and  then  file  a  con¬ 
solidated  report  with  the^Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Oja,  no;  not  charges 
covering  the  entire  country. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  /L  misunderstood  the 
Senator. 

Miv  GILLETTE.  But  charges  which 
have  been  filedwvith  the  committee,  and 
which  were  considered  by  the  committee 
to  warrant  action  on  its  part. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN..  Only  in  this  particu¬ 
lar  case/ 

Mr. /GILLETTE;.  No;  in  all  cases; 
which  were  filed  and  on  which  action 
wa^aken.  Those  cases  will  be  consid- 
ei^d  and  reported  in  a  consolidated  re- 
irt  to  the  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
linistration.  That  will  be  done  as  soon 
as  we  have  concluded  the  investigations 
in  Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  and  Ohio. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Is  the  Senator  able 
to  make  an  estimate  as  to  how  long  it 
will  be  before  such  a  report  is  filed? 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  cannot  say.  I 
had  hoped  that  the  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  [Mr.  MonroneyI  and  the  Senator 
from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]  would  proceed 
in  the  Maryland  case,  and  that  at  the 
same  time  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Hennings]  and  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson]  could  be 
carrying  on  the  investigation  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  I  had  hoped  that  the  work 
could  be  completed  in  February.  How¬ 
ever,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  two 
Senators  who  were  assigned  to  the  Mary¬ 
land  case  requested  that  the  other  two 
members  of  the  subcommittee,  as  law¬ 
yers,  sit  with  them,  the  Pennsylvania 
case  is  still  pending.  Therefore  they 
cannot  go  to  Pennsylvania  to  conduct 
hearings  in  Philadelphia  and  Wilkes 
Barre  until  such  time  as  they  have  fin¬ 
ished  with  the  Maryland  case.  However, 
I  shall  be  very  much  disappointed  if  the 
investigations  are  not  completed  by  the 
middle  of  March. 

‘  Ir.  DIRKSEN.  I'thank  the  Senator. 


b,  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  as  the 
rankihg  minority  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Rules  and  Administration,  I 
wish  to  sky  that  the  appointment  of  the 
five  members  of  the  committee — not  four 
members — mid  the  appointment  of  coun¬ 
sel  was  carried  out  exactly  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Iowa’ has  said.  I  also  want  to 
say  that  I  have  full  faith  and  confidence 
that  the  committee  will  make  its  recom¬ 
mendations,  which  I  hope  will  be  very 
soon.  I  have  been  continually  in.  very 
close  touch  with  the  Republican  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee,  and  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  that  they  will  be  able  to  speak  for 
themselves  when  recommendations  are 
made. 

In  response  to  the  very  forceful  ad¬ 
dress  made  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Idaho  [Mr.  Welker],  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  think  his  address  has  served  a 
most  beneficial  purpose.  It  is  one  thing 
to  file  a  complaint  and  use  it  as  a  fishing 
expedition  to  smear  someone.  The  Sen- 
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a*tor  from  Iowa  knows  what  I  am  talking 
about.  It  is  another  thing,  however, 
when  a  victim  of  libelous  charges  does 
notVproceed  against  his  accuser  in  a 
court',  of  law. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  serve.,  in  many 
investigations  of  this  kind.  As  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  lowa  knows,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  has  been  lambasted  as 
much  as  any  other  Member  of  this 
Senate.  I  have  had  to  take  many  scold¬ 
ings  and  many  libelous  statements  have 
been  made  against  me.  I  say  all  this  is 
a  shame ;  it  is  a'$>ity.  What  the  American 
people  want  more  than  anything  else  to¬ 
day  are  the  facts,  They  do  not  want  to 
be  misinformed,  yhey  do  not  want  the 
facts  to  be  misinterpreted.  They  should 
have  the  facts. 

If  there  is  any  way  by  which  we  can 
stop  the  use  of  scurrilous  literature  and 
composite  pictures  in  campaigns,  we 
should  stop  it.  Certainly  it  would  be  a 
healthy  thing  for  the  speople  of  the 
United  States.  I  am  all  for  it.  However, 
it  is  not  being  stopped.  l\do  not  know 
whether  it  can  be.  \ 

Mr.  President,  I  saw  some\of  the  lit¬ 
erature  which  was  used  in  the\~)hio  cam¬ 
paign.  Such  literature  as  was  put  out 
against  the  Senator  from  OlHo  [Mr. 
Taft]  was  the  work  of  a  character  as¬ 
sassin.  I  was  in  Idaho.  I  knovAwhat 
the  Senator  from  Idaho  has  been  talking 
about.  I  know  what  he  thinks  of  that 
kind  of  literature.  But  that  is  wha\  is 
done  in  campaigns. 

Mr.  President,  I  know  something  abor 
the  Tydings  committee  and  its  investiga-s 
tion.  I  know  something  of  what  that 
man  Morgan,  who  wrote  the  committee 
report,  said  about  me.  Senator  Tydings 
knows  what  he  is  talking  about.  He  is 
a  lawyer.  He  has  been  using  the  com¬ 
mittee  as  a  mouthpiece  and  as  a  spring¬ 
board  in  his  effort  to  try  John  Butler. 
He  knows  there  are  legal  ways  of  doing 
it. 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Rules  and  Administration  I  wish  to  say 
that  the  Senator  from  Iowa  has  done  a 
very  fine  and  impartial  job  of  assigning 
committee  members  to  the  investigation, 
and  I  desire  to  substantiate  what  he  has 
said.  I  have  not  read  the  transcript  of 
the  hearings  before  the  subcommitt| 

I  have  only  read  some  newspaper  ac¬ 
counts  of  the  investigation.  I  do  not 
want  to  prejudge  the  work  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  because  it  has  a  right  to-‘go  into 
every  piece  of  so-called  evidence  which 
can  be  brought  before  it.  IJfhas  a  job 
to  do. 

I  hope  the  matter  will^e  given  their 
immediate  attention  and  cleared  up  as 
quickly  as  possible,  so/that  the  right  of 
the  junior  Senator  Jtrom  Maryland  to 
his  seat  will  be  established  without  any 
cloud  on  his  title^  I  think  he  is  entitled 
to  it.  I  speak  from  experience  with  such 
investigations  when  I  say  that  when  a 
committee  finally  gets  through  with  its 
investigation,  all  that  can  be  said  is:  “If 
a  State  wants  to  send  a  man  to  Con¬ 
gress,  apd  does  not  want  to  change  its 
election  laws,  what  are  we  going  to  do 
about-fit?”  That  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  Iowa  for 
his  remarks.  He  has  a  right  to  speak  on 
any  subject  at  any  time,  either  before 


a  committee  reports  or  after  it  reports. 
At  the  same  time,  I  want  the  Record 
to  show  that  I  have  absolute  confidence 
in  the  committee  and  in  the  subcom¬ 
mittee.  I  have  been  in  close  touch  with 
the  work  of  the  committee,  and  certainly 
I  subscribe  to  what  it  has  done.  Several 
years  ago  I  took  part  in  a  similar  in¬ 
vestigation  into  an  election  in  Maryland. 

I  know  that  at  that  time  I  wanted  to 
get  rid  of  the  matter  as  quickly  as  pos¬ 
sible.  I  should  like  to  stand  with  other 
Senators  in  an  attempt  to  prevent  the 
circulation  of  scurrilous  literature  and 
composite  pictures.  If  there  is  a  way 
of  doing  it  legislatively,  while  still  per¬ 
mitting  people  to  have  full  freedom  of 
speech  I  would  like  to  do  it.  It  is  a  diffi¬ 
cult  problem  to  solve. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GILLETTE.  I  should  like  to 
make  a  brief  comment,  with  the  in¬ 
dulgence  of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

I  am  in  full  agreement  with  the  state¬ 
ment  which  he  has  just  made.  I  knov 
that  every  member  of  the  subcommittj 
is  anxious  to  accomplish  the  purpose 
which  he  lj.as  described. 

I  should  like  to  take  this  opportunity 
to  state  on  the  floor  of  the  Seme  that 
if  any  Member  of  the  Senat^ias  any 
suggestions  as  to  policy  or  as  to  legis¬ 
lation  which  might  accomplish  what  the 
Senator  has  in  mind,  wej&iall  welcome 
them  and  embody  them  in  our  report  if 
they  merit  inclusion  therein. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ^thank  the  Senator 
for  his  observations 

^CONVICTION  OF  WILLIAM  W.  REMINGTON 

Mr.  LANGEBf  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the,  body  of  ^ the  Record  an  editorial  en-j 
titled  “How  william  W.  Remington  Got! 
Clearance*’  From  LRB.” — that  is,  the! 
LoyalV ..Review  Board — published  in  the  [ 
Richmond  Times-Dispatch  of  February  | 
15,  _ 

ay  that  this  editorial  deals  with 
Richardson,  one  of  the  out- 
^epublicans  in  the  United 
who,  under  President 
er,  was  Assistant  Attorney 
I  invite  the  attention  of  all 
editorial. 

i  objection,  the  editorial 


Hoov 


ray: 

Seth j 
banding 
1  States,  a 
Herbert 
General. 

Senators  to 
There  being  n'a 

was  ordered  to  bAjirinted  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

How  William  W.  Remington  Got  Clearance 
From\lrB 


Conviction  of  William  W.  Remington, 
former  Federal  official,  oAperjury  in  denying 
that  he  was  ever  a  membe^of  the  Communist 
Party,  adds  fuel  to  the  fiai^es  of  criticism  of 
the  Truman  and  Roosevelt ^administrations. 
This  conviction,  like  that  of  Alger  Hiss,  shows 
that  there  was  more  communism  in  Govern¬ 
ment  circles  in  the  1930’s  anl$  1940’s  than 
many  were  willing  to  admit.  Rdds  of  various 
hues  were  given  entirely  too  much  freedom 
to  hold  Federal  office  and  to  influence  Federal 
policy.  *  \ 

Although  Remington  had  been  urider  sus¬ 
picion  for  some  time,  and  had  been 'investi¬ 
gated  by  various  agencies,  he  was',  never 
convicted  until  the  recent  jury  found  that 
he  had  perjured  himself.  He  got  the  maxi¬ 
mum  sentence  from  the  court — 5  years,  in 
prison  and  a  $2,000  fine — and  has  appeared. 

The  question  naturally  has  arisen  as  to 
how  Remington  managed  to  get  clearance  in 


1949  from  the  Federal  Loyalty  Review  Bojn-d, 
in  the  face  of  suspicions  expressed  pri^r  to 
that  time  concerning  his  loyalty.  The  answer 
seems  to  be  that  the  Loyalty  Reviejr  Board 
had  to  reach  its  findings  on  the  bapis  of  an 
entirely  different  set  of  facts  fronythose  put 
before  the  recent  jury  which  foyftd  Reming¬ 
ton  guilty. 

Under  the  Executive  ordejfissued  to  the 
LRB  by  President  Truman^md  interpreted 
by  the  Attorney  General^he  board  cannot 
consider  testimony  thay  fs  too  remote  in 
point  of  time  to  be  material  to  the  question 
of  present  disloyalty.  Furthermore,  the 
board  is  forbidden  m  find  disloyalty  on  the 
basis  of  reasonablapdoubt. 

As  applied  to^he  Remington  case,  this 
means  that  the<Board  had  to  decide  whether 
the  party  in  aoestion  was  disloyal  in  1949 — • 
not  whetheur  he  had  been  a  Communist  a 
decade  or  mio  prior  to  that  time.  Not  only 
so,  but  nafne  of  the  evidence  presented  at  the 
recent  perjury  trial  was  before  the  Board, 
with  Jjfte  sole  exception  of  Elizabeth  Bent¬ 
ley ’sjfitatements,  and  Miss  Bentley  failed  to 
show  up  in  person,  although  twice  sum¬ 
med  by  the  Board. 

^The  LRB  has  had  before  it  various  cases  in- 
evolving  Federal  employees  who  in  their  col¬ 
lege  days  had  toyed  with  communism,  and 
may  even  have  joined  the  party,  as  Reming¬ 
ton  was  alleged  to  have  done  at  Dartmouth 
College.  Under  the  Attorney  General’s  in¬ 
terpretation  of  the  President’s  Executive 
order,  the  Board  had  to  find  for  the  defend¬ 
ant  in  these  cases,  where  evidence  of  subse¬ 
quent  good  conduct  was  shown. 

Seth  W.  Richardson,  conservative  Repub¬ 
lican,  headed  the  LRB  throughout  this 
period,  and  he  has  been  nominated  by  Mr. 
Truman  to  membership  on  the  new  Sub¬ 
versive  Activities  Control  Board.  Mr.  Rich¬ 
ardson  seems  to  have  acted,  while  LRB 
Chairman,  in-  strict  accordance  with  the  di¬ 
rectives  given  him  by  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  President,  as  he  was  compelled,  by 
law,  to  do. 

These  are  factors  which  cannot  be  ignored 
the  Senate,  as  Mr.  Richardson  comes  be- 
jat  body  for  confirmation  to  the  new 
agency.  


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  hill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  by  establishing  a  uni¬ 
versal  training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  the  purpose  of  suggest¬ 
ing  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  yield  for  the 
purpose  of  a  quorum  call? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  for  that 
purpose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 

Aiken  Gillette  Lehman 

Butler,  Md.  Hayden  ,  McFarland 
Cain  Johnson,  Tex.  Schoeppel 

Carlson  Johnston,  S.  C.  Thye 

Case  Knowland 

Dirksen  Langer 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Leh¬ 
man  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is  not 
present.  The  clerk  will  call  the  names 
of  the  absent  Senators. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  names 
of  the  absent  Senators;  and  Mr.  Butler 
of  Nebraska,  Mr.  Connally,  Mr.  Ellen- 
der,  Mr.  Green,  Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Holland, 
Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  Jenner,  Mr.  Kilgore,  Mr, 


' 


1951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  1727 


McKellar,  Mr.  Morse,  Mr.  Pastore,  Mr, 
Saltonstall,  Mr.  Smathers,  Mr.  Taft, 
and  Mr.  Young  answered  to  their  names, 
when  called. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hunt 
in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  move  that  the  Ser¬ 
geant  at  Arms  be  directed  to  request  the 
attendance  of  absent  Senators. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  a  little  delay,  Mr.  Russell,  Mr. 
Long,  Mr.  .  Stennis,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr. 
O’Conor,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Williams, 
Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado,  Mr.  Hendrick¬ 
son,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Bricker,  Mr. 
Anderson,  Mr.  Hoey,  Mr.  Magnuson, 
Mr.  McCarran,  Mr.  McClellan,  and  Mr. 
Byrd  entered  the  Chamber  and  answered 
to  their  names. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  devoted 
many  hours  to  the  study  of  the  question 
whether  the  induction  age  should  be 
lowered  from  19  to  18.  I  wish  to  call 
again  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
what  has  been  pointed  out  in  the  hear¬ 
ings,  namely,  that  the  subcommittee 
held  37  hearings,  and  took  about  100 
hours  of  testimony  relative  to  the  over¬ 
all  bill  which  now  under  consideration. 

The  bill  in  its  present  form  was  unani¬ 
mously  reported  by  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  though  it  is  only  fair  to  say 
that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  indicated  he  would  have  a  num¬ 
ber  of  amendments  to  offer.  Lowering 
the  age  to  18  is  one  of  the  basic  issues  of 
the  bill.  We  recognized  that  not  only 
from  the  day  the  hearings  on  this  par¬ 
ticular  bill  were  started,  but  also  from 
our  background  of  experience  with  pre¬ 
vious  bills  in  previous  years. 

I  can  assure  the  Senate  that  our  posi¬ 
tion  in  this  matter  has  been  taken  only 
after  the  most  careful  and  painstaking 
consideration. 

We  feel  that  the  induction  age  should 
be  lowered,  lowered  to  age  18.  We  feel 
that  this  action  should  be  taken  now. 
We  feel  that  the  decision  should  not  be 
put  off  until  some  time  in  the  future. 
We  feel  that  the  issue  should  be  met 
fully;  not  just  part  way,  not  just  half 
way. 

The  committee  feels  just  as  strongly, 
and  has  so  provided  in  the  bill,  that  each 
local  board  should  first  exhaust  its  pool 
of  available  men  in  the  19-to-26  group 
before  it  dips  into  the  18-year-olds  and 
inducts  them  for  service. 

The  committee  feels  just  as  strongly — 
and  has  again  so  provided  in  the  bill — 
that  when  a  local  board  finds  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  induct  18-year-olds  for  service, 
the  older  ones  should  go  first. 

With  the  situation  as  it  stands  today, 
we  feel  it  is  highly  unlikely  that  a  single 
18-year-old  will  be  inducted  this  fiscal 
year.  It  is  already  practically  the  first 
of  March,  and  the  proposed,  legislation 
has  not  yet  even  been  enacted  by  the 


Congress.  And  even  if  this  bill  were  to 
be  signed  tomorrow,  Selective  Service 
still  requires  an  average  of  90  days  in 
which  to  process  these  young  men. 

Furthermore,  even  if  we  assume  the 
impossible  —  that  some  18-year-old 
should  actually  be  inducted  the  day  the 
bill  was  signed — that  young  man  would 
of  necessity  be  very  close  to  age  19.  That 
is  true  because  the  bill  specifically  re¬ 
quires  that  the  oldest  from  among  this 
group  shall  be  chosen  first  by  the  local 
board. 

To  this  limitation,  add  the  fact  that 
this  young  man  would  get  about  21  days 
in  which  to  arrange  his  personal  affairs, 
plus  the  fact  that  his  basic  training  would 
take  four  months,  and  I  believe  all  will 
agree  that,  even  if  this  unlikely  hypo¬ 
thetical  case  were  to  happen,  it  would 
still  be  well  beyond  the  end  of  the  current 
fiscal  year,  and  this  young  man  would 
be  well  over  age  19,  before  he  could  pos¬ 
sibly  see  any  active  service. 

Now,  let  us  look  beyond  the  present 
fiscal  year  for  a  moment;  let  us  examine 
the  possibilities  for  fiscal  year  1952. 

I  invite  attention  to  exhibit  C,  on  page 
689  of  the  printed  hearings,  which  is  a 
little  over  half  way  through  the  volume 
which  all  Senators  have  on  their  desks. 

The  fifth  vertical  bar  from  the  left  of 
the  chart  shows  that  if  we  extend  the 
induction  period  as  recommended,  if  all 
expiring  enlistments  not  previously  ex¬ 
tended  are  frozen  for  12  months,  and 
if  no  special  rotation  is  provided  for  the 
thousands  of  veterans  of  World  War  II 
who  were  recalled  as  enlisted  reservists — 
and  many  of  these  men  saw  combat,  and 
many  were  themselves  inducted  as  18- 
year-olds  during  World  War  II — if  all 
of  these  things  happen,  if  the  enlistment 
and  reenlistment  rates  continue,  and  if 
we  have  no  casualties  to  replace,  we  will 
have  a  total  of  682,000  men  still  remain¬ 
ing  in  the  19-to-26  selective  service  pool 
on  June  30,  1952. 

I  therefore  feel  that  if  all  the  ifs  hap¬ 
pen  strictly  according  to  plan,  and  if  no 
buts  are  thrown  into  the  picture  from 
b.ehind  the  iron  curtain,  it  is  quite  pos¬ 
sible  that  no  significant  number  of  18- 
year-olds  will  be  inducted  in  fiscal  1952. 
And  even  these  would  be  from  among  the 
older  segment  of  the  age  group — cases 
where  particular  local  boards  had  no  19- 
year-olds  immediately  available.  Cut¬ 
ting  heavily  into  the  industrial  and  agri¬ 
cultural  deferments  of  the  19-to-26 
group  might  alleviate  this  particular  as¬ 
pect  of  the  problem  even  more,  but  at 
a  very  obvious  cost  to  our  over-all  mo¬ 
bilization  effort. 

Mr.  President,  is  it  any  wonder  that 
gentlemen  who  have  not  probed  below 
the  surface  of  this  issue  ask :  Why,  in  the 
face  of  these  figures,  are  members  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  colleagues  of  ours  who  have  studied 
this  problem  in  detail,  concerned  with 
18-year-olds  Or  why  they  object  to 
making  it  18  years  and  6  months. 

Why  do  I  say  at  one  moment  that  it 
does  now  appear  probable  that  we  will 
take  any  18-year-olds  this  fiscal  year, 
and  only  a  relatively  few  next  fiscal  year, 
but  at  the  next  moment  object  to  a  move 
to  strike  the  18-year-old  provision  from 


this  bill,  or  change  it  to  18  years  and  6 
months? 

Mr.  President,  the  answer  is  fairly 
simple,  and  it  is  a  very  compelling  one. 
For  if  there  were  not  the  most  compel¬ 
ling  reasons  for  our  recommendation,  I 
can  assure  the  Senate  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  would  not  have  made  it. 

To  begin  with,  this  is  not  a  bill  geared 
solely  to  the  needs  of  fiscal  year  1951  and 
fiscal  year  1952.  It  is  long-term  legisla¬ 
tion.  It  seeks  to  meet  the  issues  on  a 
long-term  basis.  From  all  indications 
the  threat  of  Communist  aggression  will 
be  a  long-term  affair. 

At  the  moment,  our  normal  pool  of 
selective  service  availables  has  been 
heavily  reinforced  on  a  temporary,  short¬ 
term,  emergency  basis. 

By  the  end  of  this  fiscal  year  approx¬ 
imately  800,000  members  of  the  Reserve 
components  of  the  three  services  will  be 
on  active  duty.  A  very  substantial  por¬ 
tion  of  these  individuals  are  veterans  of 
the  last  war.  Many  of  them  saw  combat. 
Many  are  over  the  age  of  26.  We  have 
all  received  letters  from  them.  These 
letters  point  out  that  many  of  these  en¬ 
listed  men  have  famiiles ;  many  of  them 
were  themselves  inducted  during  the 
last  war  at  age  18.  These  men  are  all 
exempt  from  induction  through  selec¬ 
tive  service  until  war,  or  a  declaration 
of  national  emergency  made  by  the 
Congress. 

It  is  said  that  they  asked  for  it,  that 
they  joined  the  Reserve  components  vol¬ 
untarily,  with  full  realization  of  their 
obligation,  that  they  were  all  getting 
paid  for  belonging  to  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents,  and  getting  Reserve  retirement. 
Why  should  they  not  gladly  go  on  active 
duty? 

We  all  know  the  facts.  These  men 
joined  the  Reserve  components  in  good 
faith.  It  has  been  our  tradition,  and  our 
custom,  that  a  large  scale  call  of  the 
Reserves  is  resorted  to  only  as  a  prelude 
to  general  mobilization.  And  these  men 
were  not  all  getting  paid,  or  getting  re¬ 
tirement  benefits.  Many  of  them  did  not 
even  realize  that  they  were  in  the  Re¬ 
serve.  The  bald  fact  is  that  the  crisis 
in  Korea  caught  us  in  such  a  sad  state 
of  unpreparedness  that  to  get  trained 
men  for  immediate  duty  as  replace¬ 
ments — trained  replacements — the  serv¬ 
ices  simply  had  to  call  large  numbers  of 
enlisted  veterans  from  the  inactive  Re¬ 
serve.  Everyone  realized  that  this  was 
not  fair.  But  the  emergency  was  there. 
It  had  to  be  met.  Selective  service  gave 
us  untrained  men.  The  need  was  for 
trained  men.  It  was  therefore  necessary 
to  temporarily  reinforce  the  selective- 
service  pool  by  calling  up  men  who  were 
exempt  from  the  draft. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  this 
phase  of  the  problem  should  be  given 
serious  consideration,  because  I  submit 
that  many  of  these  men  had  given  2, 
3,  4,  and  in  some  cases,  which  I  know 
from  my  own  personal  knowledge,  5 
years  in  the  armed  services  during  World 
War  II.  Many  of  them  had  seen  com¬ 
bat  service  overseas  in  the  Air  Force,  in 
the  Army,  or  in  the  Navy.  They  finally 
returned  home  after  they  had  devoted 
that  part  of  their  lives  to  the  protection 
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of  their  country  and  in  fulfilling  their 
obligations  as  good  citizens  in  its  defense. 
After  they  have  given  that  service,  it 
should  not  be  found  necessary  to  call  on 
them  again,  especially  when  there  are  a 
large  number  of  young  men  who  have 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  serving  their 
country  in  its  great  hour  of  need. 

I  do  not  believe  that  any  person  who 
served  in  World  War  II  would  hesitate 
for  a  moment  to  make  himself  available 
in  the  event  of  an  all-out  war.  I  believe, 
however,  that  there  is  considerable 
equity  in  the  argument  of  those  who  feel 
that  after  their  years  of  service  to  their 
country,  they  should  not  be  called  again 
from  their  famiiles — and  they  are  get¬ 
ting  into  an  age  bracket  where  they  have 
families — from  their  business,  from  their 
professions,  or  from  their  farms,  when 
they  have  already  been  away  from, their 
profession,  or  business,  or  farms  for  a 
period  of  3,  4,  or  5  years,  serving  their 
country  during  World  War  II.  It  does 
not  seem  quite  equitable  to  call  upon 
them  a  second  time,  while  there  is  a 
considerable  part  of  our  population  in 
an  age  bracket  which  has  not  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  serve  the  country  in  an  hour 
of  peril. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  Senator  has  referred 
to  the  situation  which  resulted  from  call¬ 
ing  up  inactive  Reserves.  Can  the  Sen¬ 
ator  tell  us  why  the  inactive  Reserves 
were  called  before  the  Organized  Re¬ 
serves,  or  reservists  who  had  reason  to 
think  they  were  on  the  active  list?  It 
has  been  brought  to  my  attention  many 
times  that  men  were  called  to  active  duty 
who  were  on  the  inactive  Reserve  list, 
which  resulted  in  great  inconvenience 
and,  in  many  cases,  as  the  Senator  has 
said,  in  great  hardship. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  only  answer 
I  can  give  to  the  able  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  is  I  assume  that  there  was  a  great 
need  at  the  particular  hour,  and  that 
some  of  the  men  who  were  called  had 
certain  specialties  which  the  Army 
needed  at  the  time. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Idaho. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Can  the  Senator 
tell  us  approximately  how  many  men 
there  were  in  our  Armed  Forces  in  June, 
at  the  time  of  the  invasion  of  South 
Korea? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Approximately  one 
and  one-half  million  men. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Can  the  Senator 
tell  us  why  we  were  totally  unprepared 
at  the  time? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  add  that 
the  one  and  one -half  million  men  in¬ 
cluded  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force. 
It  was  our  total  armed  force. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Can  the  Senator 
tell  us  why  we  were  so  totally  and  wholly 
unprepared  when  it  was  necessary  to 
send  our  Armed  Forces  to  Korea,  and 
why  we  have  been  in  so  much  difficulty 
since  that  time  insofar  as  our  armed  per¬ 
sonnel  is  concerned?  What  was  the  rea¬ 
son  for  the  unpreparedness? 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Idaho  that  a  great  number 
of  factors  entered  into  the  picture.  In 
the  first  place,  as  I  said  before,  the  one 
and  one-half  million  men  were  the  total 
number  in  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and 
the  Army.  They  were  not  all  troops  in 
the  Army. 

Secondly,  we  are  spread  pretty  thin 
around  the  world.  We  have  responsi¬ 
bilities  in  Germany  as  an  occupying 
power.  We  have  defenses  to  maintain 
in  the  Panama  Canal  area,  in  Hawaii,  in 
Alaska,  and  in  other  places.  We  have 
our  own  garrisons  to  maintain  in  the 
United  States.  We  have  occupation 
forces  in  Japan.  I  will  say  very  frankly 
to  the  Senator  from  Idaho  that  I  do  not 
feel — and  I  have  raised  the  point,  as  nu¬ 
merous  other  members  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  have  done — that  we 
are  getting  as  many  combat  divisions  out 
of  the  men  we  have  in  our  Army  as  we 
should  get.  The  fact  remains  that  we 
did  not  have,  to  meet  the  crisis  which  we 
were  facing,  a  sufficient  number  of  troops 
without  calling  up  some  of  the  reservists. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  It  is  entirely  pos¬ 
sible,  is  it  not,  that  many  of  the  person¬ 
nel  in  the  Armed  Forces  were  serving  in 
housekeeping  duties  at  that  time 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  think  there  is 
always  some  of  that  to  be  done  in  the 
Army.  I  myself  have'  done  some  KP 
duty,  if  the  Senator  calls  that  house¬ 
keeping.  There  is  always  a  certain 
amount  of  maintenance  of  barracks  to 
be  done,  and  so  forth.  However,  I  also 
feel,  as  I  have  said,  that  we  are  not  get¬ 
ting  the  number  of  divisions  that  we 
should  out  of  our  manpower.  That  is  a 
matter  about  which  I  think  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  should  constantly 
keep  after  the  Military  Establishment  so 
that  we  may  find  a  way  to  get  a  larger 
number  of  troops  out  of  the  manpower 
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Mr.  DWORSHAK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  know  that  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  California, 
as  a  student  of  military  affairs  is  prob¬ 
ably  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  monthly 
report  for  December  31,  issued  by  the 
United  States  Civil  Service  Commission, 
shows  that  a  few  thousand  less  than 
1,000,000  civilians  were  employed  on 
that  date  by  the  Department  of  Defense. 
So  it  is  obvious  that  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  should  not  be  used  for 
housekeeping  services  or  for  work  which 
could  be  done  by  some  of  the  1,000,000 
civilians  in  the  employ  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense,  thereby  releasing  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  armed  services.  I  think 
that  is  a  point  which  should  be  stressed. 
Personally  I  believe  there  is  an  unjusti¬ 
fied  waste  of  manpower,  both  civilian 
and  in  uniform,  by  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
say,  however,  in  all  fairness  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Idaho,  in  connection  with  the 
civilian  figures,  that  of  course  they  in¬ 
clude  civil-service  employees  who  work 
in  arsenals  under  the  Ordnance  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  in  great  naval  shipyards,  and 
navy  yards,  so  that  a  considerable  part 
of  those  employees  are  by  no  means  over¬ 


head,  as  that  term  is  sometimes  em¬ 
ployed.  So  I  think  in  order  to  get  a  fair 
picture  one  would  have  to  break  down 
the  figures  and  ascertain  where  the  civil¬ 
ians  work. 

Mr.  DWORSHAK.  I  am  aware  of  that 
fact;  but  I  realize  that  civilian  employ¬ 
ment  by  the  armed  services  is  at  a  high 
level,  and  that  fact  should  be  taken  into 
account  as  we  consider  the  lack  of 
trained  personnel  in  the  armed  services. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  has 
stated  the  over-all  number  in  the  armed 
services,  for  the  three  services.  Can  the 
Senator  state  the  number  in  the  Army 
at  that  time,  as  distinguished  from  the 
Air  Corps  and  the  Navy? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  get  that 
figure  for  the  Senator. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  think  it  ought  to 
be  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  totals  show, 
as  of  October  31,  932,000  for  the  Army; 
510,000  for  the  Navy;  146,000  for  the 
Marine  Corps;  and  519,000  for  the  Air 
Force.  I  think  that  is  the  approximate 
breakdown  on  October  31,  1950.  It  is 
shown  on  page  1230  of  the  hearings,  if 
the  Senator  desires  to  examine  the 
figures. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Can  the  Senator 
state  how  many  persons  have  been  taken 
into  the  Army,  as  distinguished  from  the 
Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  and  the  Air 
Corps? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  figure  for 
the  Army  itself  is  now  approximately 
1,100,000. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  second  emer¬ 
gency  step  was  to  extend  all  expiring 
enlistments  for  a  period  of  12  months. 

At  the  time  the  North  Koreans  crossed 
the  thirty-eighth  parallel  we  had  about 
1,300,000  enlisted  men  in  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices,  all  serving  on  a  basis  of  voluntary 
enlistment.  The  great  bulk  of  these  en¬ 
listments  would  have  expired  by  June  30, 
1953.  On  July  27,  1950 — which  was  just 
a  few  days  after  the  aggression  across 
the  thirty- eighth  parallel — the  Congress 
authorized  the  President  to  extend,  for 
a  period  of  12  months,  those  enlist¬ 
ments  which  normally  would  have  ex¬ 
pired  by  July  9,  1951.  The  pending  bill 
additionally  authorizes  the  extension  of 
enlistments  which  normally  would  expire 
within  the  next  2  years,  or  until  July  9, 
1953. 

This  extension  of  enlistments  is  neces¬ 
sary  as  an  emergency  measure,  and  to 
provide  trained  cadres  for  the  build-up 
and  training  of  our  expanded  Military 
Establishment. 

Although  this  emergency  step  tempo¬ 
rarily  relieves  our  manpower  problems 
to  an  appreciable  extent,  its  end  result 
will  bring  about  an  abnormally  large 
number  of  separations  during  fiscal  years 
1953  and  1954,  and  ending  early  in  fiscal 
year  1955. 
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Hie  point  of  these  matters  is,  Mr. 
President,  that  our  manpower  picture 
for  fiscal  1951  and  1952  will  begin  to 
change  radically  in  fiscal  year  1933.  We  ~ 
have  simply  borrowed — part  from  the 
past,  by  recalling  large  numbers  of  draft- 
exempt  veterans  who  are  in  the  Reserve, 
and  part  from  the  future,  by  extending 
enlistments.  By  virtually  freezing  all 
separations  during  fiscal  year  1951,  and 
by  going  outside  the ,  selective-service 
pool,  we  can  effect  the  build-up  to  a 
strength  of  3,500,000,  and  provide  a  big 
enough  backlog  to  meet  the  turn-over 
during  fiscal  year  1952,  without  going 
below  age  19. 

It  is  at  this  point  that  we  arrive  at 
the  crux  of  the  whole  matter.  For  at 
the  end  of  fiscal  year  1953  the  net  num¬ 
ber  remaining  available  in  the  19-to-36 
pool  will  be  only  about  300,000,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  682,000  for  1952.  And  for 
fiscal  year  1954  the  balance  will  be  only 
slightly  larger — something  under  400,000. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  What  this  bill 
attempts  to  accomplish  is  to  prepare 
now  for  the  next  3  or  4  or  5  years,  and 
at  th§  same  time  to  make  it  possible  to 
cover  an  extreme  emergency  occuring 
even  within  the  next  year.  Am  I  not 
correct? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  is 
correct  * 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  So  this  is  an 
effort  to  enact  more  or  less  perma¬ 
nent  legislation  covering  a  span  of  years 
in  the  future,  as  far  as  we  can  foresee 
the  present  emergency.  The  object  is 
to  get  such  legislation  on  the  statute 
books  now. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  that  I 
think  no  prudent  person  could  advocate 
doing  less,  considering  the  situation  now 
confronting  the  world. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  So  the  purpose 
at  the  present  time  of  putting  the  18- 
year-old  provision  in  the  bill,  as  re¬ 
ported  by  the  committee,  is  to  have  one 
bill  which  will  cover  any  unforeseen 
emergency  now,  if  another  war  should 
occur,  and  also  to  provide  over  the 
next  few  years,  a  plan  under  which  the 
young  people  coming  along  can  deter¬ 
mine  their  life  plans. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  It  is  an  attempt  to  enunciate 
a  military  policy  which  will  support  a 
posture  of  defense,  and  to  do  it  on  a 
long-term  basis,  rather  than  merely 
nibbling  at  the  problem. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  thank  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  These  apparent 
surpluses  are  not  surpluses  at  all.  They 
are  deficits.  They  are  very  seriously 
short  of  the  estimated  selective-service 
pipeline.  Furthermore,  they  are  based 
upon  a  complicated  statement  of  esti¬ 
mating  factors  each  of  which  must  work 
out  according  to  plan.  The  committee 
also  feels  that  the  estimating  agencies — 
and  I  might  parenthetically  add  this  was 
not  alone  the  estimate  of  the  Pentagon, 
as  some  have  tried  to  maintain,  but  the 
estimating  agencies  included  Selective 
Service,  the  Department  of  Defense,  and 
the  Department  of  Labor — have  been 


optimistic  rather  than  conservative  in 
their  calculation. 

There  can,  therefore,  be  no  doubt,  Mr. 
President,  that  it  will  be  necessary  to 
induct  substantial  numbers  of  18-year- 
olds  beginning  in  the  fiscal  year  1953. 

I  might  again  say  that  that  is  assum¬ 
ing  the  general  world  situation  holds 
about  as  it  is  now  until  that  time.  I  do 
not  know  any  person  who  is  willing  to 
underwrite  that  the  Kremlin  will  not 
press  itself  at  some  other  part  of  the 
world  as  it  did  in  Korea,  and  that  the 
situation  may  not,  in  fact,  remain  even 
as  unsatisfactory  as  it  is  at  the  present 
moment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield.' 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  presume 
the  Senator  from  California  is  assuming 
that  three  or  four  amendments  which 
are  now  at  the  desk  will  not  be  adopted. 
I  assume  the  Senator  from  California 
realizes  that  we  would  have  to  get  down 
to  the  bottom  of  that  18-year-old  pool 
much  quicker  than  1953  if  we  adopted 
an  amendment  reducing  the  period  of 
enlistments  from  48  to  30  months. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  It  would  about  double  the 
manpower  requirements. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Or  if  we 
adopted  another  amendment  whittling 
away  at  the  manpower  pool  by  reducing 
the  time  of  service  from  26  months  to 
21  months.  Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  the  Senator 
is  correct.  It  would  require  annually 
approximately  125,000  more  18-year- 
olds  if  that  amendment  were  adopted. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Or  if  we 
adopted  a  third  amendment  now  at  the 
desk,  which  would  limit  the  Reserve 
service  to  18  months. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  believe  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  correct.  I  think  that  would  affect 
about  400,000  persons  now  on  duty. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  So  is  it  not 
true,  after  all,  that  the  amendments 
which  are  now  at  the  desk,  including 
the  ones  I  have  listed,  and  an  additional 
one  that  increases  the  deferment  of  spe¬ 
cially  selected  students  from  75,000  to 
150,000,  all  bring  nearer  the  day  when 
we  are  going  to  have  to  take  all  the 
18-year-olds? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Can  the 
Senator  understand  the  consistency  in 
one  breath  of  saying  that  we  are  going 
to  defer  150,000  instead  of  75,000,  and 
we  are  going  to  limit  Reserve  service  to 
18  months,  and  that  we  are  going  to  cut 
the  term  of  service  from  26  months  to  21 
months,  but  at  the  same  time  saying  we 
are  going  to  raise  the  age  limit  for  induc¬ 
tion  from  18  to  18 y2? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas,  who  is  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee — and  I  did  not  happen 
to  be  a  member  of  his  subcommittee, 
though  I  sat  in  on  many  of  the  sessions 
of  the  subcommittee — that  I  know  he  has 
ably  gone  into  the  whole  question,  has 
contributed  greatly,  I  believe,  to  the  de¬ 
fense  needs  of  the  Nation,  and  held  the 
hearings  not  with  any  preconceived  ideas 
to  start  with,  but  with  a  desire  to  ob¬ 


tain  the  facts,  to  develop  them  in  the 
course  of  the  hearings,  and  then,  based 
on  the  facts,  to  bring  out  a  bill  which 
would  meet  the  defense  requirements  of 
the  Nation  in  the  very  critical  period  in 
which  we  now  find  ourselves.  I  would 
.say  to  the  Senator  that  it  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  consistent  to  take  the 
steps  which  have  been  advocated  and 
at  the  same  time  to  raise  the  age  limit. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  For  these  reasons, 
the  committee  urges  that  the  present  law 
be  changed  so  as  to  lower  the  induction 
age  to  18. 

We  have  thrown  all  possible  safe¬ 
guards  around  that  recommendation. 
We  insure  that  it  will  be  used  only  where 
it  is  necessary  to  do  so.  We  have  pro¬ 
vided  that  no  young  man  age  18  years 
and  7  months  will  be  inducted  by  his 
local  board  if  there  is  a  young  man  18 
years  and  10  months  old  who  is  available. 
Similarly,  no  young  man  age  18  years  and 
4  months  can  be  taken  by  his  local  board 
if  ' one  whose  age  is  18  years  and  7  months 
is  available. 

These  safeguards,  Mr.  President,  are 
specific  and  absolute.  They  are  clearly 
spelled  out  in  the  bill,  beginning  on  page 
81,  line  10. 

We  feel  that  the  provisions  as  we  have 
recommended  them  are  necessary.  To 
fail  to  put  them  in  the  bill  at  this  time,  to 
put  them  off  until  the  future,  or  to 
change  the  age  to  18  years  and  6  months, 
simply  avoids  the  issue.  It  implies  that 
such  action  will  not  be  necessary  in 
maintaining  a  force  of  3,500,000.  The 
committee  felt  that  a  failure  on  our  part 
to  make  this  18-year-old  recommenda¬ 
tion,  clearly  and  without  equivocation, 
would  put  us  somewhat  in  the  position 
of  attempting  to  sell  a  pig  in  a  poke. 
It  would  suggest  that  we  were  not  being 
frank  with  the  people  of  this  country— 
that  we  were  not  telling  them  the  whole 
story — that  we  were  hinting  that  a  force 
of  3,500,000  could  be  maintained  with 
the  induction  age  retained  at  19. 

I  should  like  to  say  at  this  point  that 
it  seems  to  me  what  the  Nation  needs, 
and  what  the  whole  free  world  needs 
more  than  anything  else,  is  that  we  deal 
frankly  with  the  people.  I  believe  that 
one  of  the  reasons  why  so  many  of  us 
admired  Mr.  Winston  Churchill  during 
the  period  of  Britain’s  darkest  hour  in 
World  War  II,  was  that  he  treated  the 
British  people  as  adults,  and  that  they 
responded  as  such,  as,  in  my  judgment, 
a  free  people  always  will  do  if  they  are 
given  the  facts.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
is  no  time  to  spoon-feed  the  American 
people  or  any  free  people.  I  think  the 
Government,  both  its  executive  and  its 
legislative  branches,  have  an  obligation 
to  lay  down  the  cold  hard  facts  of  the 
situation  which  confronts  us.  I  per¬ 
sonally  believe  that  if  that  is  done,  if  the 
people  are  given  as  much  information  as 
the  security  situation  will  permit,  they 
will  respond  to  the  tremendous  chal¬ 
lenge  which  faces  a  free  world  today.  I 
think  that  government  in  all  its 
branches  has  an  obligation  to  do  that, 
and  frankly  to  deal  with  the  public. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 
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Mr  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Possibly  the 
Senator  went  into  the  matter  I  have  in 
mind  with  the  Senator  from  Texas,  but 
I  was  not  at  the  moment  in  the  Cham¬ 
ber  to  hear  it.  Did  the  Senator  go  into 
the  question  of  maintenance,  and  the 
number  of  men  required  to  maintain  a 
force  of  3,500,000  men? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  We  discussed  that 
general  situation,  and  I  think  it  was  per¬ 
haps  before  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  returned  to  the  Chamber.  I  ex¬ 
pressed  the  personal  opinion,  which  I 
think  represented  the  opinion  of  a  good 
many  members  on  the  committee,  if  not 
all  of  them,  that  we  were  not  satisfied 
we  were  getting  as  many  combat  troops 
out  of  our  manpower  as  we  feel  should 
be  secured.  I  also  think  it  is  quite  true 
that  in  order  to  maintain  combat  troops 
in  the  line  we  must  deal  with  the  whole 
logistical  problem  of  support.  Many  in¬ 
dividuals  are  needed  behind  the  lines,  so 
to  speak,  in  order  to  maintain  the  Army. 
I  did  not  go  into  the  specific  figures. 

Mr.  SALTONSTA.LL.  I  agree  with 
what  the  Senator  has  just  said.  I  did 
not  hear  his  statement  on  the  subject. 
The  figure  which  sticks  in  my  mind, 
which  was  given  to  us  by  the  Department 
of  Defense  is  that  in  order  to  maintain 
a  force  of  3,500,000  men,  merely  the 
turnover  each  year  will  require  approxi¬ 
mately  901,000  new  men,  and  if  each  age 
group  has  approximately  1,050,000  men, 
of  which  only  approximately  545,000  are 
A-l  available,  even  if  we  take  the  whole 
of  each  year’s  18-year-old  group,  we 
have  got  to  count  on  a  number  of  enlist¬ 
ments  and  reenlistments  and  volunteers 
outside  the  age  groups.  Is  that  a  fair 
statement? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes,  I  believe  it  to 
be  a  fair  statement.  The  figure  of  901,- 
000  which  the  Senator  mentioned,  I 
think,  is  the  very  minimum  figure  that 
would  be  required. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
from  California  has  said  in  his  speech 
that  after  1951-52  the  men  coming 
from  the  Reserves  and  from  reenlist- 
ments  will  no  longer  be  available,  so  that 
after  that  period  we  shall  have  to  fall 
back  on  new  men.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Yes;  that  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  President,  with  regard  to  the 
lowering  of  the  age  limit  to  18,  as  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  discussion  I  had  prior 
to  the  recent  colloquy  with  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  let  me  say  that  I 
feel  that  elimination  of  the  18-year-olds 
from  induction  cannot  be  done  without 
recalling  the  veterans,  if  we  are  to  main¬ 
tain  what  we  have  to  maintain  in  order 
to  supply  our  forces. 

A  second  and  equally  compelling  rea¬ 
son  for  lowering  the  induction  age  to 
18  relates,  not  to  the  requirements 
of  the  three-and-one-half -million  force, 
but  to  the  program  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  which  this  bill  recom¬ 
mends. 


We  realize  that  the  military-training 
program  will  not  begin  to  operate  today, 
or  next  year,  or  probably  the  year  after. 

Our  immediate  problem — and  I  think 
It  is  vital — is  to  build  and  maintain  the 
active  forces. 

But  we  all  hope  for  the  day  when  this 
active-duty  force  can  be  reduced  in 
size — ultimately  to  the  point  where  it 
will  no  longer  be  necessary  to  induct  men 
for  service.  Beginning  at  that  time,  the 
universal-military-training  program  be¬ 
gins  to  operate. 

All  physically  fit  young  men  attaining 
age  18  will  become  liable  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  for  a  period  of  basic  military 
training  lasting  not  less  than  4  months, 
nor  more  than  6  months. 

Following  their  initial  basic  military 
training,  they  would  be  required  to  serve 
in  the  Reserve  components  of  the  armed 
services  for  the  remainder  of  their  basic 
obligation  period  of  8  years;  that  is  to 
say,  they  then  would  go  into  the  Organ¬ 
ized  Reserve  units  or  the  National  Guard, 
and  so  forth. 

The  bill  proposes  that  liability  for  this 
period  of  basic  military  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  shall 
begin  at  the  age  of  18. 

I  believe  the  reason  for  age  18  for 
universal  military  training  is  well  un¬ 
derstood  by  all  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Numerous  studies  of  the  question — ■ 
most  notably  the  report  of  the  Compton 
commission — all  recommend  this  age. 
The  overwhelming  majority  of  the  wit¬ 
nesses  appearing  before  the  committee 
confirmed  the  previous  recommenda¬ 
tions.  Even  persons  who  objected  to  in¬ 
duction  at  age  18  for  service  generally 
favored  it  as  the  best  age  for  induction 
for  universal  military  training. 

Mr.  President,  a  basic  objective  of 
this  bill  is  to  authorize  a  system  of  mili¬ 
tary  training.  The  bill  does  not  address 
itself  merely  to  the  shorter-term  prob¬ 
lem  of  maintaining  a  force  of  3,500,000. 

We  feel  that  any  raising  of  the  induc¬ 
tion  age  to  18  years  and  6  months  would 
do  irreparable  harm  to  that  program  for 
military  training. 

It  would  cut  in  half  the  period  during 
which  a  young  man  could  participate  in 
this  program.  In  actual  practice,  that 
would  be  bound  to  increase  the  number 
of  training  facilities  required,  and  to 
allow  almost  no  elasticity  in  choosing  the 
period  of  the  year — summer,  winter,  or 
fall — when  training  would  be  held.  At 
least  half  of  the  trainees  would  be  fairly 
well  into  their  19th  year  before  they 
would  have  completed  their  training. 
The  meeting  of  induction  quotas  on  such 
a  close  schedule  by  the  local  boards 
would,  as  a  practical  matter,  render  a 
flexible  and  reasonable  postponement 
policy  extremely  difficult,  if  not  impos¬ 
sible.  The  disruption  to  the  individual 
trainee’s  plans  and  his  opportunity  to 
exercise  choice  as  to  the  time  of  his  in¬ 
duction  would  be  seriously  increased. 

The  committee  therefore  concluded 
that  it  was  unwise  to  set  the  induction 
age  for  the  universal  military  training 
program  at  age  18  years  and  6  months, 
in  preference  to  age  18. 


Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  the  re¬ 
marks  I  have  just  made  summarize  the 
reasons  why  the  committee  recommends 
the  induction  age  which  appears  in  the 
bill. 

I  support  the  bill  as  it  has  been  re¬ 
ported  from  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee. 

We  realize  that  this  issue  is  of  fun¬ 
damental  importance.  Our  recommen¬ 
dation  is  based  on  the  most  thorough  and 
complete  examination  of  the  evidence 
presented  to  us. 

Mr.  President,  no  person  can  predict 
what  the  Kremlin  may  do  to  again  chal¬ 
lenge  the  free  world  next  week,  next 
month,  or  next  year.  Our  freedom  and 
our  life  as  a  Nation  may  depend  upon 
how  rapidly  we  put  our  defenses  in  order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  suggest  that  we  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of,  and  vote  on,  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  unless  there  is  some 
other  amendment  to  be  called  up. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  committee  to  the  bill,  the 
amendment  being  in  the  nature  of  a 
substitute. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  we  proceed  with  the 
committee  amendment  at  this  time, 
would  that  in  any  way  foreclose  me  from 
offering  my  amendments  in  my  own 
time? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  now  before  the  Senate  is  the 
committee  amendment  in  the  nature  of 
a  substitute  for  the  bill.  If  it  is  agreed 
to,  that  will  foreclose  the  offering  of  fur¬ 
ther  amendments  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  do  I  cor¬ 
rectly  understand  that  the  suggestion  of 
the  Senator  from  Texas  is  that  we  now 
agree  to  the  amendment  in  the  nature  of 
a  substitute,  as  reported  by  the  com¬ 
mittee? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  amendment.  The  Chair  did 
not  understand  that  there  was  a  motion 
that  the  Senate  agree  to  any  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  was  merely  a  sugges¬ 
tion,  was  it? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  if  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
any  doubt  about  the  matter,  let  me  say 
that  I  have  just  suggested  to  the  Chair 
that  if  no  Member  of  the  Senate  is  will¬ 
ing  to  call  up  an  amendment,  then  let  us 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the 
committee  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  have  an  amendment  which  I 
submitted  earlier  today  and  asked  that 
it  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table.  It  has 
not  yet  been  printed;  otherwise,  I  should 
be  glad  to  have  it  brought  up  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

clerk  will  call  the  roll. 
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The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names : 


Carlson 

Cordon 

Ellender 

Ferguson 

Hayden 

Hoey 

Holland 

Humphrey 

Hunt 

Johnson,  Colo, 


Johnson, Tex, 
Johnston,  S.  C. 
Kem 
Lehman 
Long 

McFarland 

McKellar 

Martin 

Morse 

Murray 


O’Mahoney 

Pastore 

Robertson 

Russell 

Saltonstall 

Smathers 

Thye 

Williams 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Leh¬ 
man  in  the  chair ) .  A  quorum  is  not  pres¬ 
ent.  The  clerk  will  call  the  names  of 
absent  Senators. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  names  of 
the  absent  Senators,  and  Mr.  Aiken,  Mr. 
Brewster,  Mr.  Ericker,  Mr.  Butler  of 
Nebraska,  Mr.  Dirksen,  Mr.  Dworshak, 
Mr.  Ecton,  Mr.  Hickenlooper,  Mr.  Hill, 
Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Kilgore,  Mr.  Knowland, 
Mr.  McCarran,  Mr.  Schoeppel,  Mr. 
Sparkman,  and  Mr.  Young  answered  to 
their  names  when  called. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A 
quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  be  di¬ 
rected  to  request  the  attendance  of  ab¬ 
sent  Senators. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Sergeant  at  Arms  will  execute  the  order 
of  the  Senate. 

After  a  little  delay  Mr.  George,  Mr. 
Neely,  Mr.  McClellan,  Mr.  Monroney, 
Mr.  Watkins,  and  Mr.  Douglas  entered 
the  Chamber  and  answered  to  their 
names.  • 

After  a  little  further  delay  Mr.  Ander¬ 
son,  Mr.  Butler  of  Maryland,  Mr.  Byrd, 
Mr.  Cain,  Mr.  Capehart,  Mr.  Case,  Mr. 
Chapman,  Mr.  Chavez,  Mr.  Connally, 
Mr.  Duff,  Mr.  Eastland,  Mr.  Flanders, 
Mr.  Fulbright,  Mr.  Gillette,  Mr.  Green, 
Mr.  Hennings,  Mr.  Jenner,  Mr.  Langer, 
Mr.  Lodge,  Mr.  Magnuson,  Mr.  Malone, 
Mr.  Millikin,  tylr.  Mundt,  Mr.  Nixon, 
Mr.  O’Conor,  Mrs.  Smith  of  Maine,  Mr. 
Smith  of  New  Jersey,  Mr.  Smith  of 
North  Carolina,  Mr.  Stennis,  Mr.  Taft, 
Mr.  Tobey,  Mr.  Welker,  Mr.  Wherry, 
and  Mr.  Wiley  entered  the  Chamber 
and  answered  to  their  names. 

The'  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

The  bill  is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  along  the  lines  of  a  possible 
unanimous-consent  agreement  to  fix  the 
date  on  which  to  vote  on  the  bill.  Be¬ 
fore  I  suggest  any  language  for  a  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement,  courtesy  calls 
upon  me  first  to  ask  the  majority  leader 
if  there  is  any  inclination  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  to  enter  into  a  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  agreement,  because  I  think  it  should 
flow  from  the  majority  leader  and  not 
from  the  acting  minority  leader. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  of 
course  I  should  like  to  have  a  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement  to  vote,  if  a 
reasonable  time  could  be  fixed.  This  is 
important  legislation.  We  ought  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  it  by  tomorrow  evening,  not  next 
Wednesday  or  next  week.  We  have  boys 
fighting  in  Korea,  who  have  been  fight¬ 
ing  there  for  some  time,  and  who  have 


not  been  relieved.  This  bill  should  have 
been  passed  in  2  days. 

In  my  opinion,  there  will  be  no  more 
important  legislation  before  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  this  session  than  the  legislation 
which  is  now  under  consideration.  I  do 
not  believe  that  we  should  have  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreements  in  order  to 
consider  the  amendments.  I  think  we 
ought  to  be  able  to  proceed  in  our  regu¬ 
lar  and  orderly  manner  and  get  through 
with  the  bill  by  Friday  evening  at  the 
latest.  I  am  not  willing  at  this  time  to 
propose  a  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment  to  vote  next  Wednesday. 

What  have  we  accomplished  today? 
We  have  had  one  speech  on  this  bill — a 
very  short  speech  and  a  good  one — but 
that  is  the  only  progress  made  on  this 
bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  T  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  agree 
with  the  Senator  that  a  part  of  the  bill 
is  emergency  legislation.  There  can  be 
no  question  about  that.  A  part  of  the 
bill  is  designed  to  do  the  very  thing 
which  the  Senator  says  it  is  supposed  to 
do,  that  is,  to  relieve  the  situation  in 
Korea,  or  wherever  we  must  have  man¬ 
power.  The  military  is  entitled  to  have 
whatever'  manpower  it  needs  to  carry 
out  the  program  of  the  Government. 

But  that  is  not  all  that  is  contained  in 
Senate  bill  1.  One  part  of  the  bill  is 
emergency  legislation.  Another  part  of 
the  bill  would  perhaps  not  be  effective 
for  5  years.  Is  not  Congress  going  to 
sit  during  the  next  5  years?  Will  there 
not  be  intelligent  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  of  the  House  who  can  write 
a  bill  which  may  not  be  effective  for 
5  years?  Why  does  such  a  proposal 
have  to  be  pinned  onto  this  bill  and 
made  a  part  of  the  emergency  measure? 
That  is  the  very  thing  that  is  delaying 
the  passage  of  the  bill  today.  It  is  the 
universal  military  training  section, 
which  I  am  told  may  not  be  used  for 
5  years. 

Why  must  we  plan  so  far  ahead?  If 
this  is  emergency  legislation — and  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  has  well  stated 
tliat  it  is,  and  I  believe  that  it  is — I  am 
ready  now  to  vote  for  that  part  of  the 
bill.  However,  as  to  the  other  part  of 
the  bill,  I  think  we  should  give  serious 
consideration  to  it.  The  country  ought 
to  understand  it. 

The  bill  as  it  is  written,  merging  the 
two  purposes,  is  almost  impossible  for 
me  to  understand.  Perhaps  other  Sena¬ 
tors  can  understand  the  bill  better  than 
I  can;  but  I  have  great  difficulty  in  un¬ 
derstanding  where  the  bill  begins  and 
where  it  ends,  merging,  as  it  does,  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  on  the  one  hand, 
and  an  extension  and  expansion  of 
selective  service  on  the  other. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  -  Mr.  President,  I 
understand  the  distinguished  Senator’s 
feelings  with  respect  to  the  pending 
legislation.  I  will  say  to  him  that  he 
has  never  unduly  delayed  the  passage  of 
any  proposed  legislation  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  the  Senate.  He  always 
has  been  anxious  to  expedite  the  work 
of  the  Senate.  He  has  an  amendment 
which  proposes  the  elimination  of  one 


aspect  of  the  pending  bill.  I  hope  that 
his  amendment  will  not  prevail.  How¬ 
ever,  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  we 
cannot  go  ahead  with  the  prompt  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  amendments  and  vote 
on  them. 

Why  wait  until  next  Wednesday  or 
some  other  time?  Why  not  start  to¬ 
night  or  tomorrow  to  really  work  on  this 
important  bill?  The  boys  in  Korea  are 
not  waiting  for  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  to  act.  They  are  acting  to¬ 
day;  and  I  think  it  is  time  for  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  act. 

Let  me  say  another  thing  while  I  am 
on  my  feet.  Some  Senators  have  said 
to  me,  “I  must  go  here,  or  there,  or  I 
must  do  this,  or  that.”  I  say,  in  a  spirit 
of  utmost  kindness  and  good  feeling,  that 
there  is  no  more  important  work  for  any 
Senator  at  this  moment  than  that  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  The  time  has 
come  when  Senators  must  be  present.  I 
should  like  to  go  to  Arizona,  where  the 
sun  is  shining.  It  is  a  beautiful  place. 
I  should  like  to  take  other  Senators  with 
me.  I  hope  that  we  can  conclude  our 
labors  at  a  reasonable  time  this  year  so 
that  Members  may  have  some  time  to 
spend  at  home.  That  is  going  to  be  our 
aim.  But  we  must  have  the  complete 
cooperation  of  the  Senate.  On  impor¬ 
tant  emergency  legislation  such  as  this 
is,  we  cannot  talk  about  entering  into  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  for  action 
to  be  taken  a  week  ahead;  we  cannot  get 
anywhere  with  that  kind  of  procedure. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  reply 
to  the  majority  leader,  as  acting  minor¬ 
ity  leader  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  in  the  House  a  similar-bill  is  not 
even  out  of  committee  yet.  It  has  not 
been  reported  by  the  House  committee. 
The  House  committee  is  still  calling  wit¬ 
nesses  before  it. 

So  far  as  the  Senate  is  concerned,  the 
pending  bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate 
only  last  Wednesday.  The  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  Committee  and  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Coirimittee  of  the  Senate  have  been 
holding  joint  meetings  every  day  since 
the  bill  came  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
except  for  the  week  end,  and  even  then 
one  hearing  was  had  on  Saturday.  Many 
Members  of  the  Senate  have  told  me  that 
they  have  not  had  an  opportunity  as  yet 
to  study  all  the  sections  of  this  very 
long  bill. 

The  majority  leader  is  correct  in  say¬ 
ing  the  bill  is  of  utmost  importance  to 
the  country.  I  want  the  Record  to  show 
that  in  discussion  with  the  minority 
leader  a  few  minutes  ago  he  authorized 
me  to  offer  to  the  Democratic  leadership 
a  unanimous-consent  request  to  proceed 
to  vote  on  the  bill  and  amendments 
thereto,  beginning  next  Wednesday  at 
3  p.  m.  If  such  an  agreement  were 
entered  into  it  would,  in  my  opinion, 
expedite  the  handling  of  the  bill;  and 
would  dispose  of  the  bill  in  the  shortest 
possible  period  of  time. 

Mr.  President,  on  this  side  of  the  aisle 
a  number  of  speeches  on  the  bill  are  be¬ 
ing  prepared  for  delivery  tomorrow  and 
Friday  and  the  first  part  of  next  week. 
It  is  for  the  majority  leader  to  decide 
what  course  of  action  parliamentarily 
he  wishes  to  follow.  If  he  does  not  want 
to  enter  into  a  unanimous-consent 
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agreement  we  will  proceed  with  the  bill 
amendment  by  amendment,  but  it  is  my 
honest  opinion  that  we  would  save  time 
if  he  accepted  the  suggestion  that  we 
enter  into  a  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment  to  start  voting  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  next  Wednesday  at 
3  p.  m.  Because  the  bill  is  of  such  great 
importance,  Mr.  President,  it  should  not 
be  handled  quickly  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  without  adequate  debate.  I  am 
sure  that  it  is  going  to  be  subjected  to 
full  debate  between  now  and  next 
Wednesday. 

Mr.  RUSSELL  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  me  for 
a  brief  observation? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  merely  want  to  say 
that  I  think  we  are  all  sensible  of  the 
fact  that  the  unanimous-consent  rule 
does  not  operate  in  Korea,  but  we  are 
equally  sensible  of  the  fact  that  there  is 
an  effective  operating  draft  act  on  the 
books  right  now. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
would  be  the  last  one  to  wish  unduly  to 
hasten  the  bill  through  the  Senate.  I 
do  not  believe  in  shutting  off  any  Mem¬ 
ber  from  discussing  any  point  or  any 
amendment  he  might  care  to  discuss  or 
propose.  But  it  seems  to  me  that  we 
could  at  least  proceed  with  the  measure 
in  an  orderly  fashion.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  it  will  be  possible  to  vote 
finally  upon  the  bill  by  Wednesday.  I 
had  hoped  we  would  be  able  to  pass  the 
bill  this  week.  I  think  we  could  have 
disposed  of  a  number  of  amendments 
had  they  been  proposed,  brought  for¬ 
ward  and  discussed  as  individual  propo¬ 
sitions,  and  votes  taken  on  them. 

The  unanimous -consent  request  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  as  I 
understood  it,  was  to  proceed  to  vote 
upon  the  bill  and  all  amendments  there¬ 
to,  at  3  o’clock  p.  m.  on  Wednesday  next. 
I  think  it  would  be  very  unfortunate  to 
have  a  unanimous-consent  agreement  of 
that  kind  now.  In  the  first  place  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  should  remain  and 
hear  the  discussion  on  the  bill.  If  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  were  en¬ 
tered  into  there  would  be  an  exodus  of 
Senators  from  Washington  tomorrow 
afternoon,  and  they  would  return  here 
on  Tuesday  and  would  have  had  no  op¬ 
portunity  to  hear  such  statements  as 
might  havn  been  made  on  the  bill  during 
that  time.V^  V 

There  are  a  number  of  important 
amendments  proposed  to  the  bill.  I  am 
not  contending  that  the  bill  is  sacrosanct 
or  that  it  should  not  be  amended.  The 
Senate  has  a  right  to  amend  the  bill  in 
any  manner  it  sees  fit.  But  I  know  that 
the  Senate  should  not  come  here  on 
Wednesday  at  3  o’clock,  and  have  the 
amendments  read  from  the  desk,  and 
then  vote  on  one  after  the  other,  when 
Senators  could  not  possibly  understand 
all  the  details  involved  in  the  amend¬ 
ments.  That  is  a  very  unsatisfactory 
way  to  deal  with  important  amendments 
to  an  important  bill.  The  bill  is  an  im¬ 
portant  one.  It  deals  not  only  with  the 
defense  of  the  United  States,  but  with 
the  lives  and  the  safety  of  thousands  of 


our  young  men.  That  is  my  primary  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  suggestion. 

I  have  seen  unanimous -consent  re¬ 
quests  of  this  nature  on  important  bills 
proposed  and  agreed  to.  Then  the  clerk 
would  read  a  long,  involved  amendment 
from  the  desk,  and  Senators  who  had 
been  out  of  town  and  had  not  heard  the 
amendment  discussed  would  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  vote  on  it,  and  I  have  seen  some 
very  bad  legislation  as  a  result  of  pro¬ 
cedure  of  that  kind. 

I  hope  we  can  proceed  with  this  bill  in 
an  orderly  way,  and  that  amendments 
which  are  proposed  may  be  fully1  dis¬ 
cussed.  Any  Member  who  desires  to  dis¬ 
cuss  them  should  have  all  the  time  he  de¬ 
sires  to  do  so.  But  we  have  had  the  bill 
before  us  all  day  today.  One-general 
speech  has  been  made  on  the  bill.  I  do 
not  think  any  amendment  has  been 
called  up  and  brought  to  the  attention 
of  the  Senate.  It  seems  to  me  in  the 
case  of  a  measure  of  this  kind  that  on 
tomorrow  any  Senator  who  has  an 
amendment  he  desires  to  propose  should 
do  so.  The  amendment  can  then  be 
discussed,  Senators  will  be  present  and 
will  understand  it,  and  the  amendment 
can  be  voted  on.  Then  another  amend¬ 
ment  can  be  proposed,  and  an  orderly 
procedure  followed,  in  an  endeavor  to  see--" 
if  we  cannot  make  some  progress  with 
the  bill. 

It  is  true,  as  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
has  indicated,  that  the  draft  act  does  not 
expire,  as  I  believe,  until  July  31  of  this 
year.  But  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
there  are  thousands  of  young  men  who 
are  undertaking  to  plan  their  lives,  and 
it  would  be  very  unfortunate  if  we  were 
to  wait  until  the  30th  of  July  to  take  ac¬ 
tion  on  the  bill.  The  boys  of  America 
are  entitled  to  know  exactly  what  will 
be  required  of  them  by  the  legislation  at 
the  very  earliest  possible  date,  in  order 
that  they  may  make  their  plans,  as  to 
whether  they  are  going  into  the  Army,  or 
are  going  to  school.  The  decisions  they 
must  make  are  very  important  to  them. 

I  am  not  trying  to  cram  the  bill  down 
anyone’s  throat.  Any  such  idea  is  re¬ 
pugnant  to  me  and  is  contrary  to  all 
I  have  ever  stood  for  as  long  as  I  have 
been  honored  by  being  a  Member  of  the 
Senate.  But  I  hope  the  attendance  on 
the  floor  can  be  good,  in  order  that  we 
may  make  progress.  We  cannot  make 
good  progress  with  proposed  legislation 
when  only  a  handful  of  Senators  are  on 
the  floor. 

On  so  important  a  bill  as  this — and 
everyone  agrees  it  is  important — it  seems 
to  me  that  any  Senator  who  has  an 
amendment  to  propose  should  offer  it, 
and  it  can  be  discussed  as  fully  as  any 
Senator  may  desire.  Then  we  might 
vote  on  it  and  proceed  to  another  amend¬ 
ment,  to  the  end  that  at  some  time  we 
may  conclude  consideration  of  the  bill, 
after  having  proceeded  in  a  fair  man¬ 
ner  and  in  such  a  way  as  to  assure  the* 
very  best  legislation,  when  we  have 
reached  the  time  to  vote  upon  final 
passage. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  aware  of  the  fact,  is  he  not. 
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that  a  large  number  of  committees  are 
meeting  during  the  afternoon  of  each 

day? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  I  am  fully  aware 
of  that  fact. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Would  the  Senator 
be  willing  to  cancel  such  committee 
meetings  in  order  to  have  a  full  attend¬ 
ance  of  the  membership  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  I  certainly 
would. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  request  has  been 
made  in  some  cases,  as  I  remember,  by 
the  majority  leader  himself,  that  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  be  excused  to  enable 
them  to  attend  committee  meetings. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  understood  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  to  make  the  announce¬ 
ment — during  the  consideration  of  this 
bill  today — that  he  would  object  to  any 
further  meetings  of  committees  in  the 
afternoon,  in  order  to  assure  the  very 
best  attendance  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  stated  that  be¬ 
ginning  tomorrow  I  would  object  to  com¬ 
mittee  meetings  during  the  sessions  of 
the  Senate  while  this  bill  is  under  con¬ 
sideration.  I  did  not  object  today,  be¬ 
cause  it  was  my  thought  that  a  number 
of  the  committees  already  had  called 
witnesses  before  them  today.  But  be¬ 
ginning  tomorrow  I  am  going  to  object  to 
committees  sitting  while  the  pending 
legislation  is  under  consideration. 

Will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield 
further? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  realize  that  per¬ 
haps  we  would  obtain  a  vote  much  more 
quiekly  if  we  entered  into  the  proposed 
agreement.  But  I  fully  agree  with  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  that 
amendments  to  legislation  of  this  im¬ 
portance  should  not  be  considered  in  that 
manner. 

It  has  been  our  experience  that  once 
we  enter  into  such  agreements,  we 
might  as  well  proceed  to  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  some  other  measure  in  the  in¬ 
terval  between  the  time  of  the  entering 
into  the  agreement  and  the  time  when 
the  voting  is  to  occur  pursuant  to  the 
agreement.  In  the  present  case,  if  an 
agreement  not  to  vote  on  this  measure 
before  next  Wednesday  were  entered, 
our  experience  would  indicate  that  little 
would  be  done  on  this  measure  before 
next  Wednesday,  for  once  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  is  entered  into,  further  dscussion 
of  the  proposed  legislation  does  not  seem 
to  get  us  anywhere;  and  during  the  in¬ 
terval  of  time  preceding  the  vote  the 
bill,  we  generally  find  that  only  two  or 
three  Senators  are  on  the  floor,  and  that 
it  is  often  impossible  to  obtain  a  quorum. 

I  do  not  wish  to  take  the  responsibility 
for  causing  that  much  delay  in  taking 
final  action  on  this  measure.  If  some 
other  Senator  wishes  to  do  so,  that  is 
his  responsibility. 

I  think  we  should  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  amendments  and 
should  vote  on  them  in  an  orderly  way, 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
that  will  be  done.  Of  course  I  fully 
realize  that  the  resourceful  Senator  from 
Oregon  can  see  to  it  that  the  Senate  will 
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not  vote  on  any  amendments  before 
Wednesday  of  next  week,  if  he  desires  to 
do  so.  However,  I  hope  and  trust  that 
he  will  not  see  fit  to  take  that  course, 
but  that  he  will  bring  up  his  amend¬ 
ments,  with  some  of  which  I  have  con¬ 
siderable  sympathy,  in  order  that  we 
may  discuss  them  and  may  dispose  of 
them  in  an  orderly  way,  rather  than 
forestall  the  taking  of  any  action  what¬ 
ever  until  Wednesday. 

I  realize  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  a  right  to  postpone  the  taking  of  ■ 
action  until  that  time;  and  if  he  sees  fit 
to  do  so,  no  word  of  criticism  will  fall 
from  my  lips.  However,  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  will  not  take  that 
course. 

I  realize  that  he  can  talk  about  the 
question  of  whose  ox  is  being  gored,  and 
that  there  would  be  considerable  merit 
to  a  discussion  of  that  kind. 

Nevei'theless, '  I  express  the  definite 
and  strong  hope  that  we  may  proceed 
in  an  orderly  fashion  on  the  amend¬ 
ments,  without  attempting  to  stifle  or 
gag  any  Senator,  in  order  that  we  may 
conclude  action  on  this  measure,  and 
then  may  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  other  measures. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  or  I  am  willing 
to  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  simply  wish  to  keep 
the  record  straight. 

Mr.  President,  the  suggestion  of  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  to  have 
the  Senate  vote  on  this  measure  next 
Wednesday  was  a  result  of  my  coopera¬ 
tive  endeavor  after  the  majority  leader 
came  to  me,  earlier  in  the  day,  and  in  a 
good-natured  way  suggested  that  in 
connection  with  an  effort  to  expedite  the 
passage  of  this  bill,  he  wondered  whether 
there  could  be  an  agreement  in  regard 
to  voting  on  the  amendments  and  on  the 
question  of  the  final  passage  of  the  bill. 

I  think  it  should  also  be  said,  because 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  is  a  man  who 
always  plays  the  game  with  his  cards 
on  the  top  of  the  table,  that  when  I 
suggested  that  the  agreement  be  for 
next  Wednesday,  he  said,  “You  had  bet¬ 
ter  think  about  having  the  agreement  for 
next  Tuesday.” 

I  said,  “No;  I  think  that  would  be  too 
soon.” 

However,  I  called  the  minority  leader 
and  talked  to  him,  and  then  came  back 
with  the  proposal  I  have  suggested. 

Mr.  President,  Senators  should  not' 
think  that  any  responsibility  for  delay 
on  the  bill  will  be  left  on  the  doorstep 
of  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  be¬ 
cause  I  am  going  to  kick  it  off  the  door¬ 
step  now.  I  wish  to  say  that  the  offer 
of  a  cooperative  agreement  was  the 
product,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  of  a 
very  friendly  conversation  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona.  If  he  does  not  wish 
to  have  the  Senate  enter  into  a  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement,  that  is  agree¬ 
able  to  me;  and  then  we  can  go  ahead 
with  the  regular  course  of  business,  and 
can  consider  the  amendments  one  by 
one.  However,  when  we  come  to  next 
Wednesday  and  then  discover,  as  I  think 
we  shall,  that  we  have  not  gotten  as  far 
with  the  bill  as  we  would  have  by  means 


of  such  a  unanimous-consent  agreement, 
I  shall  ask  that  Senators  remember  that 
I  tried  to  cooperate. 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield,  in  order 
to  permit  me  to  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Arizona. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
know  that  any  proposal  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  a  friendly  one, 
and  I  wish  to  say  that  any  proposal  I 
may  make  is  equally  sincere. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  which  of  his  amendments  he  de¬ 
sires  to  call  up  first,  and  also  whether 
we  shall  be  able  to  reach  a  vote  on  that 
amendment  at  some  time  tomorrow, 
after  agreeing  to  a  division  of  the  time 
available  for  debate  on  it.  Does  not  the 
Senator  think  that  would  be  the  most 
orderly  way  to  proceed,  so  that  we  could 
vote  on  that  amendment;  and,  then, 
perhaps  we  could  reach  an  agreement  to 
vote  on  the  next  amendment,  and  thus 
we  could  get  one  amendment  at  a  time 
out  of  the  way. 

Mr.  WATKINS  and  Mr.  MORSE  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
I  have  the  floor.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon,  inasmuch  as  he  has 
been  discussing  this  matter.  y 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
assure  the  majority  leader  that  I  shall 
advise  him  at  12  o’clock  tomorrow  as  to 
what  amendment  I  wish  to  call  up.  I 
make  that  statement  now  because  I  am 
having  some  of  the  amendments  re¬ 
drafted  and  am  having  some  star  prints 
made.  They  will  be  on  the  desks  of 
Senators  tomorrow  noon.  So  I  will  be 
willing  to  enter  into  the  discussion  of 
this  matter  at  noon  tomorrow,  but  I  will 
not  be  willing  to  enter  into  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  to  have  the  Senate 
vote  on  any  of  the  amendments  tomor¬ 
row.  I  make  that  statement  now  be¬ 
cause  I  wish  to  assure  my  colleagues  that 
I  shall  see  to  it  that  adequate  time  is 
made  available  for  discussion  of  the 
amendments  which  I  shall  offer. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  says  he  thinks  we 
shall  reach  a  vote  on  the  amendments 
by  Wednesday.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
has  made  that  statement,  because  so 
often  have  I  heard  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  condemn  the  making  of  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreements  as  being  en¬ 
tirely  contrary  to  the  policy  under  which 
the  Senate  operates,  that  I  must  confess 
that  when  the  Senator  from  Oregon  first 
made  such  a  proposal  in  connection  with 
this  measure  the  thought  which  came 
into  my  mind  was,  “Beware  of  the  Greeks 
bearing  gifts,”  or  perhaps  I  should  say, 
“Beware  of  Oregonians  bearing  gifts.” 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  appreciates  the  fact  that  I  have 
given  a  very  clear  demonstration  of  co¬ 
operation  in  connection  with  this  matter, 
because,  so  far  as  I  individually  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  should  prefer  not  to  have  any 
unanimous-consent  agreement  at  all. 


On  the  other  hand,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  this  particular  debate  involves  some 
of  my  own  amendments,  I  thought  it 
would  be  very  selfish  of  me  to  insist  upon 
my  own  preferences,  so  far  as  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreements  are  concerned, 
and  I  was  willing  to  go  along  with  such 
an  agreement  as  the  one  I  offered  to 
enter  into,  in  conversation  with  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader. 

However,  having  made  that  offer  of 
cooperation  and  having  had  it  rejected 
by  Senators  on  the  Democratic  side  of 
the  aisle,  I  now  shall  be  perfectly  willing 
to  let  the  procedure  of  the  Senate  run  its 
normal  course;  and  we  shall  take  up  the 
amendments  as  we  come  to  them,  one  at 
a  time,  and  shall  devote  to  each  of  them 
whatever  time  is  required  for  debate. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  before 
yielding  to  the  Senator  from  Utah,  I 
merely  wish  to  observe  that,  upon  con¬ 
sidering  the  nature  of  the  amendments 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  proposed  unanimous-consent 
agreement,  I  think  it  is  still  fairly  well 
for  us  to  beware  of  the  gifts  the  Senator 
has  brought. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  hope 
the  majority  leader  will  not  propose  any 
unanimous-consent  agreements  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  measure,  at  least  not 
for  the  next  2  days,  for  the  reason  that — 
after  listening  to  the  very  persuasive 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
which  argument  has  been  concurred  in 
by  the  majority  leader — I  am  almost 
convinced  that  unanimous-consent 
agreements  produce  bad  legislation,  not 
good  legislation.  Of  course,  I  am  sent 
here  to  work  for  good  legislation.  There¬ 
fore,  I  am  inclined  to  object  to  any  unan¬ 
imous-consent  agreements,  unless  the 
Senator  can  produce  arguments  suffi¬ 
cient  to  convince  me  that  we  should 
enter  into  them. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Utah  is  wholly  within  his 
rights  in  proposing  to  object  to  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreements,  and  he  has 
served  notice  that  he  will  do  so. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to 
me  that  we  should  proceed  as  rapidly  as 
we  can  in  the  fashion  in  which  the  Sen¬ 
ate  has  operated  now  for  some  decades. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  takes  his  seat, 
I  wish  to  have  the  Record  show  clearly 
that  it  was  the  effective  eloquence  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  that  persuaded  me 
that  we  should  not  have  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  in  connection  with  a 
bill  of  this  kind,  in  view  of  its  impor¬ 
tance  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  by  en¬ 
tering  into  a  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment  in  connection  with  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill,  we  might  thus  obtain 
some  bad  legislation  on  the  subject. 
After  all,  the  bill  will  affect  many  of  the 
young  men  of  the  country,  and  we  should 
not  have  bad  legislation  on  such  a  sub¬ 
ject.  The  Senator  from  Georgia  did 
make  that  statement;  did  he  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  said  that  I  was  op¬ 
posed  to  unanimous-consent  agreements 
whereby  we  would  have  to  vote  upon  25 
or  30  amendments  without  having  any 
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explanation  made  of  them.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Utah  cannot  see  any  differ¬ 
ence  between  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  which  requires  us  to  vote 
upon  a  great  mass  of  amendments  which 
affect  every  feature  of  this  bill,  and  other 
unanimous-consent  agreements  which 
might  permit  of  orderly  procedure,  he 
can,  within  his  rights,  object. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  think  I  can  see  the 
difference,  all  right;  but  many  a  piece 
of  legislation  of  importance  has  many 
amendments  proposed  to  it,  and  the 
same  argument  can  be  made  against  al¬ 
most  any  unanimous-consent  agreement 
which  might  be  proposed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  And  time  and  again  I 
have  made  it.  I  have  said  that  it  is  bad 
practice  to  have  a  unanimous-consent 
agreement  which  requires  the  Senate  to 
vote  upon  many  amendments  at  one 
time,  without  having  arty  explanation 
made  of  them.  That  is  the  position  of 
the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia.  I  have 
made  that  statement  time  and  again. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  did  not  imply  that 
there  was  anything  wrong;  but  I  want  to 
have  my  position  made  clear,  and  I  want 
the  Record  to  show  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  have  the 
point  of  view  expressed  by  the  Senator 
from  Utah,  even  though  the  bill  is  one 
in  which  I  happen  to  have  unusual  in¬ 
terest. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  have  the  same  in¬ 
terest,  and  I  am  in  favor  of  legislation 
on  this  subject.  I  am  in  favor  of  doing 
everything  we  can  for  the  boys  in  Korea, 
but  they  are  not  the  only  boys  we  have 
now,  whose  lives  might  be  at  stake.  I 
want  this  measure  to  be  carefully  con¬ 
sidered.  If  we  can  vote  by  Monday,  or 
by  tomorrow  night,  I  shall  be  very  happy 
about  it.  Still,  I  think  it  is  one  of  the 
measures,  as  the  Senator  from  Georgia 


pointed  out,  which  should  be  considered 
very  carefully,  and  we  should  not  arrive 
at  any  point  on  Wednesday  or  at  any 
other  time,  when  we  shall  consider  25 
amendments  merely  by  reading  them, 
and  then  be  required  to  vote  without 
knowing  what  is  in  them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee 
substitute  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  „will  state  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Has  any  business 
been  transacted  since  the  previous  quo¬ 
rum  call? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  No  busi¬ 
ness  has  been  transacted. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Then,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  suggestion  of  the  absence  of  a 
quorum  is  out  of  order. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
point  of  order  is  sustained. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is.  Shall  the  decision  of  the 
Chair  stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  appeal  from  the  de¬ 
cision  of  the  Chair.  (Putting  the  ques¬ 
tion.) 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
“ayes”  seem  to  have  it.  The  “ayes”  have 
it,  and  the  decision  of  the  Chair  is  sus¬ 
tained. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  a  quorum  call  be  rescinded,  and  that 
further  proceedings  under  the  call  be 
suspended. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
•and  it  is  so  ordered. 

RECESS 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  it 
is  evident  that  we  shall  be  unable  to 
transact  any  business  this  evening  on 
the  pending  bill.  It  is  my  hope  that  we 
shall  proceed  tomorrow  in  an  orderly 
manner,  and  that  we  shall  be  able  to 
make  some  progress.  With  that  hope, 
I  move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess 
until  12  o’clock  noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
5  o’clock  and  50  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
Senate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow, 
Thursday,  March  1,  1951,  at  12  o’clock 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  "February  28  (legislative  day  of 
January  29),  1951:  / 

Civil  -Aeronautics  Board 
Chan  Gurney,  of  South,.  Dakota,  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Civil -Aeronautics  Board  for 
the  term  of  6  years,  expiring  December  31, 
1952,  vice  Harold  Armstrong  Jones,  resigned. 
Unitq/  States  Attorney 
Joseph  E.  ■'Brown,  of  Mississippi,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  southern  dis¬ 
trict  of  Mississippi.  He  is  now  serving  in 
this  office  under  an  appointment  which  ex¬ 
pired  February  7,  1951. 
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HIGHLIGHTS?  House  Rules  Committee  cleared  peanut— quota  "bill*  House  committee 
voted  to  report  aid—to—  India  "bill.  Senate  deleted  mil itary—t raining  "bill.  House 
received  various  appropriation  estimates  for  this  Deportment* 

HOUSE 


1.  SfcJlANUTS*  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  consideration  of  H. 
relating  to  acreage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas  on  peanuts  (p«jf#3f505)» 

V 

2.  APPROPRIATIONS.  Received  from  the  P  resident  requests  for  appropriations,  vhich 

wer*  r«ferfeed  to  the  Appropriations  Committee,  as  follows?  (p.  1J 

Suppleme^tals  for  1951  (H*  Doc*  67)*  It  is  understood  thpft  these  items 
include  $370»00fr'T£r  forest-nest  control,  $5»&00,000  for  fojrtfst  development 
ro n.ds  and  trails,  1)4^751 ,150  for  payment  to  15  States  repi'esenting  that  part  of 
collections  from  grazxfjg  permittees  not  heretofore  paid' 'to  these  States,  and 
authority  to  use  $1,750 of  the  acreage~allot!flen^’Jand  marketing- quota  appro¬ 
priation  (l95l)  for  assista'h^e  to  farmers  in  obtprfning  equipment  and  supplies 
for  food  production  in  co nnect*!^n  with  national  defense# 

Budget  amendments  for  1952  C&vPoc.  6Q'*  It  is  understood  that  these  items 
include  $3,150*000  for  forest-nest  cb^trpT’T  a  reduction  of  $10,750  for  the 
Office  of  Hearing  Examiners,  and  a' change  in.  the  name  of  the  acreage-allotment 
and  marketing- quota  appropriation  nAgribyQ.tural  production  programs’1  with 
authorization  for  use  of  part  of/^his  appropriation,  for  providing  production 
guides  and  assistance  in  o"b tariffing  equipment  ancN^upplies* 

Federal  Civil  Defens  e^ifcfoninist  rat  ion  (H.  Doc.'l&jQ,  $403 ,000 ,000,  for  1951< 

351,  $51,000,000  (H.  Doc* 


Defense  production, 


3*  AID  TO  INDIA*  The  IJtffeign  Affairs  Committee  voted  to  report 

actually  reroortl/ft.  R.  3017,  1°  authorize  a  grant  of  not  to  enc? 
for  food. grains  to  alleviate  famine  in  India  (p*  Dl4l). 


did  not 

$190,000,000 


4,  NEWSPRINT^  The  Rules  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H,  Res*  ll6,  th^direct 
the  Ij*fferstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  to  investigate  actual  and  cofitqm- 
action  affecting  production  or  consumption  of  newsprint  (H.  Rept'.  1S3)(^* 


9.  MILITARY  TRAINING-.*  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  n  il  it  ary-  training,  selective- 
service  hill  (pn.  17S3“5»  177S-95)* 


10.  RATIONAL  DEFENSE.  The  report 


-  -  — w  _ of  thig  Alaskan  Task  Force  of  the  Preparedness 

Subcommittee,  Committee  on  Armed  SeYvic.es,  was  ordered  to  he  mrinted  as  S.  Doc. 

10  (pp.  1761-2).  X 


11. 


PERSONNEL.  The  "Daily  Digest"  stata^f  tli^t  the  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
Committee  "referred  hack  to  subco:jpftittee\f or  further  study  S.  621,  to  amend 
section  6o4  (b)  of  the  Classification  Act  'of  19^9*  regarding  rates  ,of  compen¬ 
sation,  and  ordered  further  coiufideration  op.(  S.  198,  to  provide  matbrnity  leave 
for  Government  employees."  Tly£  Committee  alsto  "uost-ooned  indefinitely  five 
hills,  as  follows:  S.  Res.  2p,  S.  I89,  192,  4§)2,  and  ^03*  regarding  hospital¬ 
ization,  pay  increases,  li-^ng  standards,  and  e%*oneous  suspension."  (p.  Dl4o 


12.  INFLATION.  Sen.  O'Mahonej^  discussed  a  committee  p\Lnt  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  the  Economic  Report ,/"The  Economic  and  Political 'hazards  of  an  Inflationary 
Defense  Economy,"  andjurged  increased  taxes  to  curb  inflation  a.nd  pay  for  in¬ 
creased  defense  sperJring  on  a  current  basis  (pp.1762-3. 


13.  WATER  UTILIZATION. /  Received  a  S.  Dak.  Legislature  rosolrVLon  favoring  the 

sealing  of  existing  vrells  within  the  areas  to  be  flooded  b\,the  Missouri  River 
dams  in  S.  Dak.f  (u.  1759)* 


14.  POPE  I  ON  TRADER  Sen.  Malone  spoke  in  fa.vor  of  his  bill,  S.  981,  \o  create  a 

foreign  Trade  Authority  to  administer  the  trade- agreements  urogram  and  handle 


other  aspects  of  foreign  trade  (pp.  1772-3)* 


15-  FORELEU  AID.  E.  R.  3017,  by  Rep.  Morgan,  Pa.,  to  furnish  emergency  food«*relief 
assistance  to  India;  to  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  (p.  1S05)*  See  item  3.$ 


l6.  jjjlORlSSTS.  H.  J.  Res.  178,  by  Rep.  Stockman,  Oreg. ,  to  provide  for  a,  suitable\and 
adequate  system  of  timber  access  roads  to  and  in  the  forests  of  the  (J.  S.; 


$  *B  (SB 

5.  INFLATION.  Rep.  Abernethy,  Miss#*  deplored  the  "walk-out"  of  organized  laboi 
♦bn  the  anti- inflat  ion  nrogram"(’>.."1798,5 

v  .  . .  .. .  •  .  v  p  •  • .  v  •:  ;  i. 

6v  PSRStoNSL.  Chairman  Murray . o.f  the  Pest  Office  and  Civil  Service  Commit t< 
Majority  Leader  McCormack,  and  others  commended  Harry  3.  Mitchell,  the. 
Chairman  of  the  Civil-  Service  Commission,  and  Robert  Ramspeck,  the  n q/j  nominee 
as  a  Ci\j.l  Service  Commissioner  (pp.  1798,  1803). 


7,  . RANKING-  .ANl\OT3RElTCY.  Received  from  the  President  the  report  of 
Advisory  Council  on  International  Monetary  and  Financial  Problei 
(pp.  .1797-8)  Also  received. in  the  Senate  (p.  1759)* 


National 
(H.  Doc.  70) 


g.  ADJOURNED  until  l\n. ,  Mar 


Leg  is  lative  progr; 


nov  next  week,  as 

.announced,  by  Majoldty. Leader  McCormack:  Mon.,  consent  calendar;  Tues.,  private 
.calendar  and  -0 earn \ quo tas  bill;  probably  Wed.  or  Thurs../  defense-housing  bill 

ikin  asked  if  there  was 


and  aid-to-India  bil\.  Daring  this  announcement  Rep 
"any  chance  for  our  getting  an  amendment  on  the  bill 
growers  who  are  being  robbed  of  about  $135  a  bale 
attempt  to  fix  the  nrice\or  to  hold  it  down." 
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relief  of  cotton 
Eheir  cotton  now  by  this 
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Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Capeiiart  to  the  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  uni¬ 
versal  training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz: 

1  On  page  83,  beginning  with  line  3,  strike  out  all  through 

2  line  19  on  page  84. 

3  On  page  84,  line  20,  strike  out  “(2)”  and  insert  in 

4  lieu  thereof  “  (d)  (1)”. 

5  On  page  86,  line  10,  strike  out  “  (3)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

6  thereof  “  (2) 

7  On  page  86,  line  11,  strike  out  “  (2)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

8  thereof  “  ( 1 ) 

9  On  page  86,  line  18,  strike  out  “  (4)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

10  thereof  “  (3) 

11  On  page  87,  strike  out  lines  14  through  24,  inclusive, 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 


12 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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“(2)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing 
a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or 
similar  institution,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to 
the  local  board,  be  deferred  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to 
pursue  such  course  of  instruction;  if — 

“  (A)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  freshman; 

“  (B)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  sophomore  and  ranked  in 
the  upper  half  of  his  freshman  class ; 

“  (C)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  junior  and  ranked  in  the 
upper  two-thirds  of  his  sophomore  class; 

“  (D )  he  is  enrolled  as  a  senior  and  ranked  in  the 
upper  three-fourths  of  his  junior  class;  or 

“(E)  he  is  pursuing,  or  has  been  accepted  by  an 
established  graduate  school  to  pursue,  a  course  of  study 
leading  to  a  graduate  degree  and  ranked  in  the  upper 
half  of  his  senior  class. 

For  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  the  term  ‘full-time  course 
of  instruction’  shall  mean  a  course  of  instruction  which  re¬ 
quires  the  enrollment  of  a  student  for  a  period  equivalent 
to  eleven  and  one-half  months  out  of  each  calendar  year. 
Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the 
President  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under 
subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  train¬ 
ing  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for 
such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 
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One  page  91,  between  lines  13  and  14,  insert  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  subsections: 

“  (aa)  Such  Act  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  of  title  I  the  following  new  section: 

“  ‘Sec.  22.  (a)  The  Federal  Security  Agency  acting 
through  the  Office  of  Education  is  authorized  to  make  loans 
to  students  attending  universities,  colleges,  and  similar  in¬ 
stitutions,  and  deferred  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
6  (i)  (2)  of  this  title.  Such  loans  shall  not  exceed  the 

sum  of  $100  a  month  and  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate 
of  3  per  centum  per  annum.  Repayment  of  such  loans, 
together  with  interest  thereon,  shall  be  made  by  annual  pay¬ 
ments  equal  to  25  per  centum  of  the  borrower’s  annual 
Federal  tax  liability  computed  pursuant  to  chapter  1  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code,  with  the  privilege  of  making  larger 
repayments  if  the  borrower  so  desires. 

“‘(b)  The  Federal  Security  Agency  is  authorized  to 
obtain  money  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  for 
use  in  making  such  loans,  but  the  amount  so  obtained  shall 
not  exceed  a  total  of  $  at  any  one  time.  For  this 

purpose  appropriations  not  to  exceed  $  are  hereby 

authorized  to  be  made  to  a  revolving  fund  in  the  Treasury. 
Advances  shall  be  made  to  such  Agency  from  the  revolving 
fund  when  requested  by  such  Agency  and  any  repayments 
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11 
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of  such  advances  shall  he  credited  directly  to  such  revolving 
fund.’ 

“(bb)  Such  Act  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  of  title  I  the  following  new  section : 

“  'Sec.  23.  It  shall  he  the  duty  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committees  of  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  review  the  provisions  of  this  title  eveiy  two  years  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951  amendments  to  the  Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  with  a  view  of 
determining  whether  the  international  situation  necessitates 
a  review  of  the  provisions  of  this  title.’  ” 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  1  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  tlie  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page 
91,  beginning  with  line  25,  strike  out  all  through  line  4 
on  page  92  and  insert  the, following: 

1  Sec.  3.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat.  408),  is 

2  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

3  “That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restrictions  on  the  au- 

4  thorized  personnel  strength  of  any  component  of  the  Armed 

5  Forces,  including  sections  102,  202,  213,  and  302  of  the 

6  Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat. 

7  357,  363,  369,  and  371) ,  section  2  of  the  Act  of  April  18, 

8  1946  (60  Stat.  92),  and  sections  102  and  202  of  the  Act 

9  of  July  10,  1950  (64  Stat.  322  and  323) ,  are  hereby  sus- 

10  pended  until  July  31,  1954. 


3-1-51 - C 


2 


1  “Sec.  2.  The  active-duty  personnel  strength  of  the 

2  Armed  Forces,  exclusive  of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard, 

3  personnel  of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  for  train- 

4  ing  purposes  only,  and  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces 

5  employed  in  the  Selective  Service  System,  shall  not  exceed 

6  a  total  of  three  million  persons  at  any  time  during  the  period 

7  of  suspension  prescribed  in  the  first  section  of  this  Act.” 


P- 

CD 


CD 

a- 


> 

w 

o 

W 


CD 

ere 


£» 

P 


p- 

CD 


P 

P 

P< 


cr 

CD 

»d 

►i 


<1 

CD 

P- 

P 

3 

cj 

g 

to 

CD 


P 

ri- 

CD 

P- 


CD 


cr  2 

CD  p 

H  cr  ®  ^ 
£  <<!  o 


C3 

O 

crq 

*-3 

P 


p  CD 
5  CZ> 

^  p" 

H* 
O  S' 

'  P^ 

°  5 

?CTQ 
© 


cr 

© 


f£> 

S  “ 

©  H*  • 

T3  <i 
O  - 

8  g 

CO  P 


© 

o 

<1 

Cu 

© 

O 

I-S 


©  © 
© 


P 


C3 

CTQ 


&  £, 
©  s; 

i  © 


> 

§ 

z 

D 

Pi 

Z 

H 


CO 

to 

M  P 

H  Q 

g?i 

05  Q 
05  tt. 

s  to 
§  a 

^  TJl 
02 


CO 


n 

£L 

©" 


o 


1951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  1763 


The  evidence  submitted  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  analyzed  by  the  staff  shows 
that  already  spending  units  in  the  low- 
income  brackets,  particularly  below 
$3,000  per  year,  are  carrying  such  a  rel¬ 
atively  high  tax  burden,  including  all 
taxes — Federal,  State,  and  local — and 
their  consumption  is  so  low  that  addi¬ 
tional  tax  burdens  on  these  low-income 
groups  will  interfere  with  production  and 
harm  the  defense  effort.  The  evidence 
shows  that  the  additional  taxes  largely 
have  to  fall  on  those  with  incomes  above 
$3,000  per  year.  Evidence  submitted  ■to 
the  committee  shows  that  the  approxi¬ 
mately  2,500,000  spending  units  with 
incomes  in  excess  of  $7,500  spent  nearly 
3  times  as  much  on  durable  goods  as  did 
the  17,000,000  spending  units  ge’bting  less 
than  $2,000.  About  half  of  the  Nation’s 
_  spending  units  get  about  $3,000  or  less 
but  they  account  for  only  about  three- 
tenths  of  total  consumer  expenditures. 

The  staff  report  indicates  a  wide  area 
of  agreement  that  unless  present  direct 
controls  over  wages,  prices,  and  produc¬ 
tion  are  backed  up  early  enough  and 
vigorously  enough  with  tax  increases  our 
monetary  system  would  permit  an  in¬ 
crease  in  prices  to  a  level  easily  five  times 
higher  than  the  present.  This  could 
happen  even  if  the  United  States 
Treasury  did  not  borrow  a  single  addi¬ 
tional  nickel. 

The  report  presents  evidence  of  the 
well-known  fact  that  inflation  is  the 
enemy’s  sixth  column.  Examples  are 
shown  of  several  countries,  including 
Austria,  Eastern  Germany,  Hungary, 
Rumania,  France,  Italy,  and  China,  in 
which  inflation  has  served  the  purposes 
of  communism.  As  one  observer,  quoted 
in  the  report,  states:  / 

Lenin  is  said  to  have  declared  that  the  be6t 
way  to  destroy  the  capitalist  system  was/to 
debauch  the  currency.  *  *  *  Lenin ^as 

certainly  right.  There  is  no  subtler,  no  iurer 
means  of  overturning  the  existing  bgsis  of 
society  than  to  debauch  the  currency1.  The 
process  engages  all  the  hidden  forces  hi 
economic  law  on  the  side  of  destruction, 
and  does  it  in  a  manner  which  not'  one  man 
in  a  million  is  able  to  diagnose  (p/19). 

It  is  significant  that,  almost  without 
exception,  every  country  suffering  a  run¬ 
away  inflation  in  recent  years  has  not 
only  had  rigorous  laws  on  the  books  pro¬ 
viding  for  direct  controls  over  prices, 
wages,  and  materials,  but  virtually  as¬ 
tronomical  interest  rates  and  drastic 
penalties  for  noncompliance. 

This  staff  study  indicates  that  without 
prompt  tax  increases,  prices  could  con¬ 
tinue  to  rise  at  the  rate  experienced  from 
June  to  December  1950.  This  might 
bring  the  consumers  price  index  by  June 
1951  to  a  level/ 10  percent  above  June 
1950  while  wholesale  prices  might  reach 
a  level  almost  22  percent  above  June 
1950.  Spiraling  wage  and  price  pres¬ 
sures  could*' easily  carry  the  price  level 
far  beyond  this. 

All  theyflestructive  elements  which  his¬ 
tory  and"  economic  analysis  show  to  be 
necessary  to  disintegration  of  the  cur¬ 
rency Vand  destructive  run-away  infla¬ 
tion/re  as  prevalent  here  in  the  United 
States  as  in  almost  any  country  in  which 
hyperinflation  has  ever  occurred. 

itio,  Mr.  President,  the  task  must  be 
jnet;  and  I  am  sure  that  Members  of  the 


Senate  and  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  people  of  the 
country  will  find  interest  in  reading  this 
document,  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents  at  25 
cents  a  copy.  I  make  this  announcement 
and  have  made  the  arrangements  for  the 
sale  of  the  document,  because  I  feel  that 
those  who  are  interested  in  obtaining 
the  information  should  be  willing  to  help 
contribute  in  a  little  way  toward  pay¬ 
ing  the  cost  of  getting  it  out. 
THIRTY-THIRD  ANNIVERSARY  OP  THE 
INDEPENDENCE  OF  LITHUANIA 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1951,  marked^the  thirty-third 
anniversary  of  the  independence  of 
Lithuania.  This  republic  declared  its 
independence  on  February  16,  1913.  It 
was  free  and  independent  until  May  15, 
1940,  when,  by  force  of  arms,  it  was  bru¬ 
tally  occupied  by  the  Russian  Com¬ 
munists.  The  same  fate  fell  on  the  un¬ 
fortunate  people  of  Latvia  and  Estonia. 
The  Russian  Politburo  took  advantage 
o^pthe  war  to, snuff  out  the  independence 
of  these  braie  but  small  states. 

Since  that  time,  the  godless  Russian 
Communists  have  deported  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  unfortunate  Lithuanians, 
Latvians,  and  Estonians  to  the  forced 
labor  camps  in  Siberia,  where  their  only 
escape  is  a  slow  and  lingering  death. 

Th4  United  States  has  fortunately 
never  recognized  the  occupation  of  these 
countries  by  Russia.  But  I  believe  we 
should  do  more  than  simply  withhold 
yfecognition.  Mr.  President,  I  am  only 
fone  Senator,  but  I  want  to  raise  my  voice 
against  this  ruthless  exploitation  and 
enslavement  of  these  valiant  peoples. 
And  I  think  it  shows,  without  any  doubt, 
the  type  of  country  and  the  type  of  sys¬ 
tem  we  are  dealing  with.  We  must  stop 
this  evil  philosophy  which  clearly  seems 
bent  on  taking  over  and  enslaving  all 
the  peoples  of  the  world;  and  ultimately 
Lithuania,  like  the  other  Baltic  peoples, 
must  be  free  and  independent.  May  the 
Lord  speed  the  coming  of  that  day. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
lays  before  the  Senate  the  unfinished 
business,  which  is  Senate  bill  1. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  To  Senate 
bill  1  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
has  reported  an  amendment  in  the  na¬ 
ture  of  a  substitute.  To  the  substitute 
there  is  no  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Missouri 
;  [Mr.  KemI  would  like  to  be  recognized. 

•  However,  since,  under  the  present  plans 
]  of  the  distinguished  majority  leader,  his 
address  could  not  be  concluded  prior  to 
■  the  time  when  I  understand  a  certain 
:  ceremony  is  scheduled  to  take  place,  he 
would  rather  wait  until  later. 

CALL  OP  THE  ROLL 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
President  of  the  United  States  expects  to 
visit  the  Senate  at  12:30  o’clock.  Notice 
has  not  been  given  of  the  visit.  For  that 
reason  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
call  of  the  roll  be  announced  with  one 


ring  instead  of  the  usual  two  rings.  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered.  The  Secretary  will  call 
the  roll. 


The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


>  Aiken 

Hayden 

Maybank 

i  Anderson 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

i  Bennett 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Brewster 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

J  Bricker 

Hill 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Murray 

Butler,  Md. 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Byrd 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

!  Cain 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Chapman 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saitonstall 

Chavez 

Kem 

Schoeppel 

Connally 

Kerr 

Smathers 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Maine 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Eastland 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ecton 

Long 

Thye 

Ellender 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Prear 

McFarland 

Welker 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Wherry 

George 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Gillette 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Green 

Malone 

Young 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
Benton],  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Clements],  and  the  Senator  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  SmitIi]  are  neces¬ 
sarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  is  absent  on  official  commit¬ 
tee  business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  and  the  Senator  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Vandenber^  are  absent  by 
leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senators  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Martin  and  Mr.  Duff]  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum 
is  present.  ■ _ _ 

VISIT  TO  THE  SENATE  BY  THE  PRESI¬ 
DENT  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  as 
I  stated  before  the  quorum  call  a  few 
moments  ago,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  is  here  and  wishes  to  ad¬ 
dress  the  Senate.  I  ask  that  the  Vice 
President  appoint  a  committee  of  two 
Senators  to  escort  the  President  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Does  the  SenaW  from  Arizona  wish 
the  Senate  to  takfe  a  recess  while  the 
committee  prepares  to  escort  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  the  floor? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  No,  Mr.  President, 
but  I  ask  that  no  business  be  transacted 
in  the  meantime. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Very  well. 
The  Chair  appoints  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  [Mr.  McFarland]  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry]  to  es¬ 
cort  the  President  into  the  Chamber. 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 
escorted  by  the  committee  appointed  by 
the  flice  President,  consisting  of  Mr. 
McFarland  and  Mr.  Wherry,  entered 
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the  Senate  Chamber  and  was  greeted 
with  applause.  Senators  rising. 

The  President  having  taken  the  place 
assigned  him  on  the  rostrum  in  front 
of  the  Vice  President’s  desk, 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said:  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate,  it  has  long  been  a 
trite  saying  that  criminals  return  to  the 
scene  of  their  crimes  sooner  or  later. 
[Laughter.]  We  are  happy  to  have  with 
us  today,  not  a  criminal,  but  a  former 
Member  who  has  returned,  not  to  the 
scene  of  his  crimes,  but  to  the  scene  of 
his  triumphs  when  he  was  a  Member  of 
this  body.  It  is  an  unexpected  pleasure, 
I  am  sure,  to  most  of  you,  as  it  is  to  me, 
that  the  President  has  in  his  busy  days 
seen  fit  to  come  here  for  some  purpose 
which  I  am  sure  is  worthy.  [Laughter.] 

It  gives  me  great  pleasure  to  recognize, 
in  the  sense,  as  lawyers  would  say,  of 
“nunc  pro  tunc,”  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri,  Mr.  Truman.  [Applause,  Sena¬ 
tors  rising.] 

PRESENTATION  OF  GAVEL  TO  THE  VICE 
PRESIDENT  BY  THE  PRESIDENT 

The  PRESIDENT.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  it  were  a  fact  that  I  was  returning 
permanently  to  the  scene  of  my  former 
crimes  and  misdemeanors,  which  got 
me  into  more  trouble  than  perhaps 
any  other  man  in  the  world  has  ever 
experienced.  [Laughter.]  But  I  am 
here  for  a  specific  purpose  today. 

On  March  4,  which  will  be  Sunday, 
your  Presiding  Officer,  the  President  of 
the  Senate,  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  former  leader  of 
the  majority — leader  for  longer  than 
any  other  man  in  the  history  of  the 
Senate — will  have  served  38  years  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  To  com¬ 
memorate  that  event,  I  have  had  the 
White  House  carpenters  make  him  a 
gavel  out  of  wood  which  was  put  into  the 
White  House  in  1817,  after  the  fire,  and 
was  removed  in  1949,  during  the  recon¬ 
struction  of  the  building. 

I  have  had  this  inscription  placed  on 
the  outside  of  the  box: 

This  box  and  gavel  were  made  from  wood 
In  rebuilding  the  White  House  about  1817; 
removed  in  1949. 

Then  I  had  this  inscription  placed  on 
the  gavel,  which  I  am  sure  the  Members 
of  the  Senate  will  agree  is  justly  de¬ 
served  : 

To  the  Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
Alben  W.  Barkley,  to  commemorate  38  years 
of  continuous  service  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

I  have  signed  it  as  President,  and  dated 
it  “The  White  House,  March  4,  1951.” 

The  President  of  the  Senate,  the  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  has  a 
record,  when  it  comes  to  speechmaking, 
of  having  no  terminal  facilities:  but  in 
his  position  as  Presiding  Officer  of  the 
Senate  he  never  has  the  opportunity  or 
the  right  to  demonstrate  his  “no  ter¬ 
minal  facilities”  capacity.  Yet  I  am 
sure  that  today  the  Senate,  by  unani¬ 
mous  consent,  is  going  to  give  him  a 
chance  to  reply  to  me,  for  presenting 
him  with  this  gavel. 

Mr.  Vice  President,  I  hope  you  will 
use  it  for  the  welfare  of  the  Government. 

[Applause,  Senators  rising.] 


REPLY  BY  THE  VICE  PRESIDENT 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  am  glad  you  have  resumed  your 
seat,  because  I  am  going  to  make  a 
speech.  [Laughter.] 

I  appreciate  more  than  I  can  express 
your  thoughtfulness  in  presenting  to  me 
this  gavel,  approximately  on  the  thirty- 
eighth  anniversary  of  my  entrance  into 
service  in  the  Congress,  on  March  4, 
1913,  at  the  beginning  of  the  Woodrow 
Wilson  administration.  During  those  38 
years,  momentous  events  have  tran¬ 
spired,  that  have  changed  the  face  of 
the  earth — events  which  in  their  shadow 
may  stretch  across  the  centuries,  to  af¬ 
fect  the  welfare  of  mankind. 

It  is  one  of  the  human  -  weaknesses 
with  which  all  of  us  are  familiar, 
though  probably  “weaknesses”  is  not 
the  correct  word,  for  it  is  a  desirable 
quality,  to  collect  souvenirs — souvenirs 
of  events,  souvenirs  of  men,  souvenirs  of 
institutions. 

I  think  it  is  a  good  trait,  an  admirable 
trait,  that  actuates  all  men  and  worsen 
and  children  to  gather  together  meirfen- 
tos  of  various  kinds  commemorating 
events  of  importance  in  their  lives  or  in 
the  lives  of  others.  I  have  had  given  to 
me,  for  instance,  a  gavel  made  out  of  the 
elm  |ree  that  George  Washington 
planted  in  front  of  the  Capitol,  on  the 
Capitol  grounds.  Of  course  I  cherish  it. 

I  have  a  gavel  made  from  walnut  wood 
in  the  home  of  old  Judge  Bishop,  in 
whose  law  office  I  was  a  stenographer 
and  law  student.  He  was  the  original 
of  Irving  Cobb’s  Judge  Priest  stories, 
which  are  so  delightful.  Many  persons 
reading  those  stories  thought  Judge 
Priest  was  a  fictitious  character;  but  he 
was  a  great  judge,  and  served  on  the 
bench  for  17  years  in  the  district  in 
which  I  live  and  was  born. 

Over  the  38-year  period  which  rep¬ 
resents  my  service  in  the  Congress,  I 
have  collected  many  souvenirs  repre¬ 
senting  events  in  which  I  participated  or 
institutions  in  which  I  was  interested  or 
occasions  which  it  seemed  worth  while  to 
commemorate.  But  none  of  these,  Mr. 
President,  do  I  appreciate  more  than  or 
as  much  as  I  do  this  gavel,  which  you 
have  given  me,  made  from  timber  taken 
from  the  White  House  in  its  reconstruc¬ 
tion. 

I  cannot  promise  you  that  this  gavel 
will  enable  me  to  quiet  all  the  mental 
disorders  which  now  and  then  afflict  us 
here  as  a  body  [laughter],  but  I  shall 
try  at  least  to  keep  physical  order  in 
the  Senate  by  the  use  of  this  gavel.  I 
am  sure  the  sentiment  connected  with  it 
will  be  so  respected  by  the  Members  of 
the*Senate  and  our  visitors  in  the  gallery 
that  whenever  I  rap  for  order  with  it,  im¬ 
mediate  quiet  will  ensue.  [Laughter.] 

It  is  not  an  inappropriate  thing  that 
you  have  done,  Mr.  President.  When  I 
was  a  boy  in  school  my  teachers  told  me 
that  some  day  I  would  be  President  of 
the  United  States  [laughter] — that  I  had 
all  the  qualifications,  for  I  was  born  in 
a  log  cabin  and  worked  my  way  through 
college  as  a  janitor,  and  that  fitted  me 
in  an  additional  way  to  be  President  of 
the  United  States.  [Laughter.]  I  have 
disappointed  those  teachers;  I  have  not 
made  the  White  House;  I  have  not  been 


able  to  enter  it  in  the  capacity  in  which 
they  predicted  I  would.  So  it  is  very 
gracious  and  thoughtful  of  you  to  bring 
a  part  of  the  White  House  to  me. 
[Laughter.] 

I  greatly  appreciate  what  you  have 
done.  Not  only  shall  I  treasure  this 
beautiful  gavel  as  long  as  I  live  but  I 
shall  hand  it  down  to  my  children  and  to 
theirs  with  the  deep  appreciation  which 
I  feel  not  only  for  your  thoughtfulness 
as  President  of  the  United  States  in  pre¬ 
senting  it  to  me  but  in  token  of  the  warm, 
heartfelt  friendship  and  comradeship 
which  existed  between  you  and  me  when 
you  were  here  in  the  Senate  for  10  years, 
which  existed  between  you  and  me  when 
you  became  President  and  I  was  still 
majority  leader  of  the  Senate,  and  a  little 
later,  unfortunately,  minority  leader  of 
the  Senate  [laughter],  and  which  like¬ 
wise  has  existed  since  you  have  been  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  I  have 
been  the  Vice  President. 

The  President  frequently  says  that  no 
President  and  Vice  President  ever  got 
along  as  well  as  he  and  I  get  along.  I 
have  an  explanation  for  that:  The  rea¬ 
son  is  that  I  have  let  him  have  his  way 
about  everything.  [Laughter.]  But, 
regardless  of  that,  it  has  been  a  very 
happy  association,  which  I  greatly  cher¬ 
ish  and  appreciate. 

This  gavel  is  one  of  the  evidences  of 
the  human  quality  which  you,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  possess,  and  which  makes  so  many 
people  love  you  and  appreciate  you  and 
respect  you  because  you  are  human.  As 
Artemus  Ward,  the  great  American  hu¬ 
morist,  once  said: 

One  man  has  as  much  human  nature  in 
him  as  another,  if  not  more. 

Sometimes  you  may  appear  to  have 
more,  Mr.  President.  [Laughter.]  That 
is  a  quality  which  all  of  us  admire. 

Let  me  from  the  bottom  of  my  heart 
thank  you  for  this  gracious  act  on  your 
part  in  commemorating  a  period  that 
represents  almost  my  entire  adult  life  in 
Washington,  while  attempting  as  best  I 
could  to  serve  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  I  deeply  appreciate  your  kind¬ 
ness.  [Applause,  Senators  rising.] 

RECESS 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
stand  in  recess,  subject  to  the  call  of 
the  Chair 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Thereupon  at  12  o’clock  and  42  min¬ 
utes  p.  m.  the  Senate  took  a  recess,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT.  It  is  good  to  be 
here,  and  I  wish  I  were  back  with  you. 
[Laughter  and  applause.] 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  While  the 
Senate  is  in  recess,  the  President  will  be 
glad  to  have  any  Senators,  who  wish  to, 
greet  him  on  the  floor,  where  he  served 
with  such  distinction,  for  so  long. 

The  Senate  reassembled  at  12  o’clock 
and  53  minutes  p.  m.  when  it  was  called 
to  order  by  the  Presiding  Officer  (Mr. 
Hoey  in  the  chair).  > 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com- 
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mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
military  training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  KEM  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  an  amendment  and  ask  to 
have  it  printed  and  lie  on  the  table.  It 
is  an  amendment  which  proposes  to 
place  a  3,000,000  manpower  ceiling  on 
the  Military  Establishment  until  July  1, 
1954. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  received  and  printed, 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
permission  to  call  up  and  to  have  made 
the  pending  question  my  amendment 
marked  “D,”  which  provides  for  18  Vz 
years  as  the  age  for  compulsory  induc¬ 
tion,  but  leaves  to  the  individual  the 
privilege  of  presenting  himself  for  in¬ 
duction  at  18  years  of  age,  if  he  so  de¬ 
sires. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment  will  be  stated  by  the  clerk. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  72, 
line  5,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “word 
‘eighteen’  ”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“words  ‘eighteen  years  and  six  months’.’’ 

On  page  80,  line  9,  to  strike  out  “(1).” 

On  page  81,  beginning  with  line  10,  to 
strike  out  all  down  to  and  including  line 
4  on  page  82. 

On  page  82,  beginning  with  line  8,  to 
strike  out  all  down  to  and  including  line 
14  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

^(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  “six 
months”  the  following:  “and  prior  to  the 
determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  National  Guard  to  enable  it  to 
maintain  its  authorized  strength.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  ordered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  foryielding. 

-  AN  AMERICAN  FOREIGN  POLICY 


Mr 


ff>4£EM.  Mr.  President,  93  years 
ago,  Abraham  Lincoln,  in  a  speech  at 
Springfield,  Ill;,  declared,  “If  we  could 
first  know  where  we..are,  and  wither  we 
are  tending,  we  could  better  judge  what 
to  do,  and  how  to  do  it.  That  state¬ 
ment  by  the  immortal  Lincoln ‘is  just  as 
much  in  point  today  as  it  was  in  1858. 
We  must  find  out  just  where  we, stand  in 
the  world.  We  must  make  up  our  minds 
where  we  are  going.  Then  we  can  bet¬ 
ter  judge  what  to  do,  and  how  to  do  it. 

Shall  we  continue  our  present  policy 
of  furnishing  men,  arms,  and  dollars 
to  a  circle  of  countries  around  Russia 
and  her  satellites — the  Truman-Acheson 
doctrine?  Or  shall  we  adopt  a  new  kind 
of  foreign  policy— a  more  realistic  pol¬ 
icy — an  American  foreign  policy? 


WE  MUST 


SPEND  QURSELVES  TO  OUR 
DESTRUCTION 


Of  one  tiding  we  may  be  certain.  That 
is,  the  Rtds  mean  to  destroy  us.  We 
have  Lanin’s  word  for  it: 

Ong  as  capitalism  remains  we  cannot 
live  Jfi  peace.  In  the  end  one  or  the  other 
will’ triumph — a  funeral  requiem  will  be  sung 
oyer  the  Soviet  Republic  or  over  world  capi¬ 
talism. 


The  danger  faces  us  both  at  home  and 
abroad.  Our  Nation  can  be  destroyed 
just  as  thoroughly  by  bankruptcy  within 
as  by  conquest  from  without. 

There  is  every  reason  to  believe  the 
Reds  prefer  to  bring  about  our  down¬ 
fall  without  risking  war — that  is  by 
j  bleeding  us  white — by  destroying  our 
•  economy.  | 

We  must  never  allow  ourselves  to  for¬ 
get  the  Russian  slogan,  “We  will  cause 
the  Americans  to  spend  themselves  to 
their  destruction.” 

The  plans  we  adopt  must  be  geared  to 
our  capacity  to  perform.  They  must  be 
carefully  drawn  in  the  light  of  both  our 
assets  and  our  liabilities. 

THE  TRUMAN-ACHESON  DOCTRINE  HAS  BEEN 
GIVEN  A  COSTLY  TEST - IT  HAS  FAILED 

According  to  the  Truman-Acheson 
doctrine  the  United  States  will  strike 
down  aggression  whever  it  raises  its 
head.  The  latest  installment  is  the 
project  to  send  American  troops  to  West¬ 
ern  Europe  to  become  part  of  an  inte¬ 
grated  international  army  under  the 
control  of  the  Standing  Group  of  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  Organization. 
One  fact  is  becoming  more  apparent 
every  day:  We  do  not  have  the  resources 
to  continue  the  Truman-Acheson  doc¬ 
trine  in  all  its  phases.  It  has  been  given 
a  fair  test;  a  costly  test,  and  it  has  been 
I  found  wanting.  There  is  no  reason  to 
;  believe  it  would  be  any  more  successful 
j  in  the  future  than  it  has  been  in  the  past. 

Since  World  War  II,  more  than  $45,- 
000,000,000  of  money  taken  from  the 
j  American  people — more  than  $300  for 
every  man,  woman,?'and  child  in  the 
United  States — has  been  sent  by  the  ad¬ 
ministration  to  some  80  foreign  coun¬ 
tries.  Since  World  War  II  the  Federal 
Government  has  given  away  to  coun¬ 
tries  abroad  more  than  18  percent  of  all 
the  taxes  it  has  collected  from  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people.  I  am  from  Missouri.  Is  it 
not  about  time  we  were  shown  some  re¬ 
sults?  • 

The  most  lavish  of  all  the  administra¬ 
tion’s  foreign  spending  schemes  is  the 
ill-fated  Marshall  plan  for  Western  Eu¬ 
rope.  More  than  $10,000,000,000  has  al¬ 
ready  been  funneled  to  16  participating 
countries. 

Late  last  fall  I  visited  five  countries  in 
Central  America  as  a  member  of  a  Sen¬ 
ate  committee  making  an  investigation 
of  the  Inter- American  Highway. 

I  found  people  there  were  resentful  of 
th'o  fact  that  the  United  States  had  not 
seen  fit  to  include  them  in  the  Marshall 
plan.  The  Marshall  plan,  they  said,  is 
supposed  to  aid  people  to  resist  commu¬ 
nism  and  raise  the'standard  of  living. 

“We  have  those  problems,  too,”  they 
said.  “We  think  foreign  aid, like  char¬ 
ity,  should  begin  nearer  home.” 

“We  are  your  next-door  neighbors'. 
Why  don’t  you  do  more  for  us?” 

This  all  proves  that  we  cannot  solve  all 
the  problems  in  the  world.  It  proves 
that  we  lose  good  will  by  picking  out 
some  countries  and  showering  gifts  on 
them  and  overlooking  others. 

What  have  our  generous  gifts  from 
Bretton  Woods  to  the  Marshall  plan  ac¬ 
complished?.  The  facts  speak  for  them¬ 
selves. 


Our  foreign  gifts  have  not  proved  to 
be  insurance  against  war,  as  we  were  told 
they  would  be.  We  are  now  in  one  sfar 
and  preparing  for  another.  Our  for¬ 
eign  gifts  have  not  bought  us  any  friends. 
We  have  fewer  friends  than  we  had  at 
the  end  of  World  War  II.  Great  Britain 
has  received  more  than  $7,000,000,000 
from  us  since  the  end  of  World  War  II, 
yet  she  was  willing  to  shake  the  bloody 
hand  of  Mao  Tse-tung  as  soon  as  he 
had  finished  ravaging  China.  Great 
Britain  today  is  shipping  vast  quanti¬ 
ties  of  war  materials  through  Hong  Kong 
to  Communist  China. 

Have  we  not  had  enough  of  this  non¬ 
sense  of  trying  to  purchase  friendship 
abroad?  Have  we  not  had  enough  of 
this  silly  business  of  trying  to  ward  off 
war  with  hand-outs? 

There  is  an  old  Greek  saying,  “Whom 
the  gods  destroy,  they  first  make  mad.” 
It  is  madness  to  assume  that  the  United 
Strifes  can  undertake  to  solve  all  of  the 
world’s  political  and  economic  prob¬ 
lems — wherever  they  may  occur.  It  is 
madness  to  assume  that  this  country, 
with  6  percent  of  the  world’s  popula¬ 
tion,  can  effectively  garrison  a  multi¬ 
thousand-mile  perimeter  all  around  the 
Communist  bloc. 

Powerful  as  the  United  States  is,  there 
are  very  definite  limits  to  our  resources, 
both  human  and  material. 

At  our  peak  strength  in  World  War  II, 
we  had  95  divisions  under  arms,  89  Army 
and  6  Marine  Corps.  Russia  and  her 
satellites,  including  Red  China,  now  have 
some  275  divisions  in  their  active  ground 
forces,  and  probably  as  many  in  reserve. 
It  is  obvious,  on  a  cold-blooded  mathe¬ 
matical  basis,  we  have  no  troops  to  frit¬ 
ter  away  in  more  foolish  military  ad¬ 
ventures  on  the  mainland  of  Europe  or 
Asia.  Hitler  hurled  240  German  divi¬ 
sions,  with  powerful  air  and  tank  forces, 
against  Russia  and  yet  failed  to  reach 
Moscow. 

THE  BITTER  LESSON  OF  EXPERIENCE 

Before  1917,  when  our  foreign  policy 
was  changed  from  the  Monroe  Doctrine 
to  interventionism,  America  was  sound 
to  the  core.  Our  well-balanced  and 
smoothly  functioning  economy  was  a 
marvel  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  Our 
people  were  busily  engaged  in  spiritual 
and  material  development.  During  the 
last  33  years  we  have  involved  ourselves 
in  two  and  a  half  world  wars.  We  have 
spilled  a  tragic  amount  of  American 
blood. 

What  have  we  now  to  show  for  these 
foreign  adventures?  Some  of  the  best  of 
our  manhood — killed  or  wounded;  a  pub¬ 
lic  debt  of  astronomical  proportions;  the 
danger  of  uncontrolled  inflation;  the 
threatened  ruin  of  our  economic  sys¬ 
tem;  and  a  world  in  turmoil. 

Five  years  ago  we  emerged  victorious 
»,from  a  terrible  war  with  Germany  and 
Japan,  Russia’s  natural  enemies.  Now 
we  are  told  we  should  rearm  Germany 
and  Japarr  so.  we  can  use  them  against 
our  former  ally,.  Have  we  not  had 
enough  of  this  Alice  in  Wonderland 
fantasy? 

It  has  been  said  that  if  all  our  policy¬ 
makers  in  the  State  Department  were 
laid  end  to  end,  they  would  still  point'lu 
all  directions. 
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Many  years  ago  Prof.  William  Sumner, 
of  »@le,  pointed  out  the  marvelous  op¬ 
portunity  the  people  of  this  continent 
had  to \ void  the  mistakes  of  Europe. 

Protestor  Sumner  said  that  the  geo¬ 
graphic  separation  of  the  two  Americas 
made  it  possible  for  men  to  make  a  new 
start  here.  "It  was  a  marvelous  oppor¬ 
tunity,”  he  said.  "It  seems-incredible 
that  it  ever  coul&fiave  been  offered.  The 
men  who  foundeckthis  Republic  recog¬ 
nized  it  and  tried  tNuse  it.  It  is  we  who 
are  now  here  who  ha\e  thrown  it  away; 
we  have  decided  that  instead  of  working 
out  the  advantages  of  itk(y  peace,  indus¬ 
try,  and  thrift,  we  would  rather  do  it  in 
the  old  way  by  war  and  gldry,  alternate 
victory  and  calamity,  adventurous  enter¬ 
prises,  grand  finance,  and  power;  govern¬ 
ment.  Future  ages  will  look  babk  to  us 
with  amazement  and  reproach  that  we 
should  have  made  such  a  choice  in  the 
face  of  such  an  opportunity  and  should 
have  entailed  on  them  the  consequences, 
for  the  opportunity  will  never  come 
again.’’ 

Our  ancestors  came  to  this  country  to 
escape  from  the  cockpit  of  Europe.  In 
Western  Europe  wars  occurring  at  peri¬ 
odic  intervals  since  the  dawn  of  history 
not  only  killed  off  millions  of  people  but 
reduced  the  standard  of  the  majority  to 
a  mere  subsistence  level.  Our  ancestors 
dreamed  of  better  things  in  America  for 
themselves  and  their  descendants.  Now 
we  are  told  that  we  must  continue  to  buy 
stock  in  the  same  old  business  of  wars 
and  rumors  of  wars.  We  are  told  that 
our  frontier  has  new  been  fixed  at  the 
River  Elbe.  We  are  told  we  have  a  moral 
obligation  to  do  this.  How  about  our 
moral  obligation  to  save  the  young  men 
of  America  from  massacre  and  slaugh¬ 
ter? 

ARE  WE  GETTING  OURSELVES  INTO  ANOTHER 
KOREA? 

When  things  go  well,  our  friends  over¬ 
seas  are  all  for  us.  But  when  things  go 
badly,  they  drag  their  feet.  Our  fair- 
weather  friends  on  the  bench  talk  a  good 
game.  They  like  to  coach.  They  want 
us  to  provide  the  uniforms,  do  all  the 
blocking,  carry  the  ball,  and  collect  al¬ 
most  all  the  headaches  and  almost  all 
the  bloody  noses.  We  need  friends  wit£ 
cool  heads,  not  with  cold  feet.  We  ne^ 
friends  who  want  to  play  the  game./ 

General  Bradley  disclosed  a  fevyuays 
ago  that  some  250,000  Americans  qte  now 
fighting  in  Korea,  not  including  air  or 
naval  forces.  Recently,  Navy  officials 
said  that  90,000  officers  and'' men  were 
assigned  to  Korean  waters.  The  Air 
Force  has  not  disclosed  its  strength  in 
Korea,  but  it  is  substantial.  I  think  it 
is  safe  to  estimate  thjsre  at  least  400,000 
Americans  are  now  serving  in  Korea. 

And  how  about  the  other  58  United  Na¬ 
tions?  It  was  disclosed  yesterday  that 
they  have  senM  only  40,000  troops  to 
Korea — 1  for  .every  10  American  soldiers 
there.  / 

American  boys  have  borne  the  brunt  of 
the  fightiiig  in  Korea.  They  have  suf¬ 
fered  atleast  90  percent  of  the  casualties. 
Have, we  any  assurance  that  other  UN 
natidns  will  be  a,ny  more  ready  and  any 
more  willing  to  fight  in  Europe?  Are  we 
getting  ourselves  into  another  Korea? 


At  first  the  people  of  Europe  asked  for 
economic  aid  and  we  gave  them  the 
Marshall  plan.  Then  they  asked  for 
arms,  and  we  gave  them  the  military 
assistance  program — MAP.  Now  it  is 
apparent  that  they  expect  the  young 
men  of  America  to  fight  their  wars. 
Shall  we  send  our  sons? 

A  MISSOURI  SOLDIER  REPORTS  PROM  KOREA 

Recently  I  received  a  letter  from  a 
Missouri  boy  fighting  in  Korea.  This 
young  soldier  was  a  member  of  the  Army 
Enlisted  Reserves  and  was  called  to  ac¬ 
tive  duty  shortly  before  he  was  to  have 
graduated  from  the  Kirksville  State 
Teachers  College. 

He  wrote: 

This  so-called  police  action  we  are  en¬ 
gaged  in  has  me  puzzled.  *  *  *  The 

Army  has  stuffed  me  full  of  glory  talk  as  to 
why  we  are  fighting  here.  I  am  still  in  the 
dark  on  the  subject.  Never  have  I  seen  a 
filthier  or  more  stinking  place  for  which  to 
fight.  I  can’t  see  who  would  want  it.  We 
are  not  only  fighting  the  Chinese  and  North 
Koreans,  but  also  the  South  Koreans.  You 
\can  see  by  their  faces  that  they  don’t  want 
us  here. 

Today  I  saw  the  UN  flag  flying  above  the 
Stars  and  Stripes,  and  not  only  did  it  hua 
me,  it  made  me  mad.  Are  we  to  give  yur 
national  sovereignty  to  a  group  of  indi¬ 
viduals,  who  after  5  years  of  talk  are  still  un¬ 
able  to  carry  on  a  respectable  war,  lyt  alone 
prevent  one? 

This  so-called  police  actioivTias  many 
of  us  puzzled.  This  Missouri  soldier  has 
been  guilty  of  no  overstatement. 


AMERICA  WANTS  NO  MILITA 


dictatorship 


Last  June  27  a  mai0r  step  was  taken 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States  to¬ 
ward  the  establishment  of  a  military 
dictatorship.  On/that  day  Mr.  Truman 
ordered  our  Aimed  Forces  into  Korea. 
He  consulted  neither  branch  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  first  the  Senate  knew  of  it 
was  when  the  then  majority  leader,  Sen¬ 
ator  Lucas,  of  Illinois,  read  in  the  Senate 
a  copy  or  a  press  release  issued  from  the 
Whitq/House. 

ly  Senators  will  long  remember  the 
reading  of  the  President’s  release. 

The  President  had  written: 

I  have  ordered  United  States  air  and  sea 
forces  to  give  the  Korean  Government  troops 
cover  and  support. 

I  have  ordered  the  Seventh  Fleet  to  prevent 
any  attack  on  Formosa. 

"I,  I.”  It  is  always  “I.”  Not  once  in 
his  407-word  statement  did  the  President 
refer  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  the  elected  representatives  of  the 
people,  which  has  the  authority — the 
sole  authority — under  our  Constitution 
to  declare  war. 

As  soon  as  Senator  Lucas  finished 
reading  Mr.  Truman’s  press  release,  I 
raised  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
President  had  taken  over  the  power  to 
declare  war.  The  answer  was  the  pre¬ 
tense  that  our  participation  in  Korea 
was  only  a  police  action.  We  know  dif¬ 
ferently  now.  American  casualties  al¬ 
ready  number  50,000.  Some  50,000 
young  Americans  killed  or  wounded — 
and  the  Congress — 8  months  after  the 
President’s  order — has  not  recognized 
that  a  state  of  war  exists. 

This  is  government  by  a  man,  not  by 
law,  not  by  the  Constitution. 


A  bit  of  important  evidence  is  to  be 
found  in  the  Congressional  Record  fop 
December  11,  1950.  On  that  day  Uie 
Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins] /in¬ 
serted  in  the  Record  an  article  by  the 
well-known  columnist  HolmeyGklex- 
ander,  based  on  an  interview /^ith  an 
administration  Senator  who  is/described 
as  being  as  close  to  the  White  House,  the 
State  Department,'  and  thyLPentagon  as 
anybody  in  Washingtony 

This  Senator  is  staffed  as  believing 
among  other  things  that — 

It  was  a  mistake  tojfo  to  Korea  and  it  is  a 
mistake  to  stay  ther^ 

The  writer  then  continues: 

We  should  understand,  better  late  than 
never,  that  t fie  cheers  which  greeted  Mr. 
Truman’s  bqlci  act  of  last  June  drowned  out 
solemn  military  warnings.  The  Senator  of 
this  interview  presided  at  some  secret  hear¬ 
ings,  anti  sat  in  on  many  more,  where  the 
Joint /chiefs  of  Staff  plainly  stated  that 
Kor^A  was  useless  to  oceupy  and  impossible 
to  ^defend. 

rese  opinions  were  overruled  by  the 
President.  It  is  as  simple  as  that.  He  re- 
’  versed  both  his  Secretary  of  State  and  his 
military  advisers — all  of  whom  might  prop¬ 
erly  have  resigned  in  order  to  alert  the 
country.  We  went  into  Korea  on  the  gamble 
that  neither  Russia  nor  Red  China  would 
fight  us  there.  If  either  or  both  did  fight 
us,  the  A-bomb  was  known  to  be  our  last 
resort — and  still  is.  But  the  fate  of  the 
Korean  campaign  was  always  in  Communist 
hands,  not  ours.  Mr.  Truman  was  playing 
his  luck. 

Ernest  T.  Weir,  chairman,  National 
Steel  Corp.,  has  commented  on  this 
statement : 

If  this  is  true,  it  is  a  sad  commentary  on 
our  Government.  This  statement  should  be 
investigated  and  the  facts  determined.  If 
the  President  ignored  the  warnings  of  mili¬ 
tary  advisors  and  on  his  own  initiative  and 
authority  plunged  this  country  into  war, 
steps  should  be  taken  immediately  to  see 
that  neither  he  nor  any  other  man  shall 
have  such  power  in  the  future. 

The  President  has  now  decided  to  send 
American  troops  on  a  new  military  ven¬ 
ture.  This  time  Europe  is  to  be  the 
scene.  That  the  President  has  already 
committed  us  to  this  fateful  enterprise 
is  abundantly  clear.  In  the  issue  of  the 
Saturday  Evening  Post  for  February  10, 
there  appears  an  article  evidently  com¬ 
plied  from  authoritative  sources  en¬ 
titled  "The  Big  Step.”  The  subheading 
reads:  ' 

Our  Government  has  just  reached  the  most 
dramatic  decision  in  our  history.  It  means 
much  higher  taxes  for  you;  foreign  military 
service  for  your  sons  and  brothers;  shortages 
and  a  lower  standard  of  living  for  us  all. 
Here  is  the  full  story. 

When  and  where  did  our  Govern¬ 
ment  reach  this  epoch-making-decision? 
Certainly  the  Congress  had  no  part  in  it. 

Are  we  of  the  Congress  mice  or  men? 
Are  we  ready  to  abandon  wholly  our 
duties  and  responsibilities  as  the  legis¬ 
lative  branch  of  the  Government?  Is 
the  Eighty-second  Congress  willing  to 
be  bridled  and  saddled,  and  to  serve  as 
the  charger  for  an  American  Napoleon? 

This  brings  me  to  say  something  Xbout 
the  argument  that  the  judgment  ofSpur 
military  chiefs  should  not  be  questioned. 
It  is  said  they  know  best.  The  military 
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survival.  First,  let  us  see  why  it  is  im¬ 
possible  with  our  existing  machinery  to 
develop  a  mobilization  plan  which  does 
not  demand  far  more  money  and  man¬ 
power  than  is  available. 

Foreign  policy  commitments,  involv¬ 
ing  both  men  and  money,  are  proposed 
by  the  President  and  are,  or  should  be, 
cleared  through  the  Senate  Foreign  Re¬ 
lations  Comiftittee.  That  committee 
may  have  excellent  reasons  for  believing 
that  the  commitments  proposed  would 
enhance  our  security.  But  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Foreign  Relations  is  not  respon¬ 
sible  for  supplying  the  necessary  men 
and  money,  or  with  protecting  the  value 
of  the  dollar. 

The  Senate  Armed  Sendees  Commit¬ 
tee  acts  on  legislation  providing  man¬ 
power  for  the  Armed  Forces/  It  must 
try  to  satisfy  commitments  approved 
by  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  but 
the  raising  of  money  to  pay  fofc,  the 
Armed  Forces  is  beyond  its  jurisdiction. 

The  Appropriations  Committee  passes 
on  all  Federal  spending.  It  may  approve 
expenditures  which  would  be  justified 
only  if  the  Finance  Committee  approved 
the  necessary  taxes,  or  if  the  Banking 
and  Currency  Committee  adopted  more 
effective  measures  against  inflation. 
However,  action  taken  by  the  Senate  Fi¬ 
nance  and  Banking  and  Currency  Com¬ 
mittees  may  be  based  on  the  erroneous 
belief  that  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  will  not  approve  expenditures  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  a  certain  amount. 

The  greatest  handicap  which  the  Sen¬ 
ate  faces  in  preparing  a  national  mobili¬ 
zation  plan  is  its  specialized  committee 
system.  At  the  present  time,  there  is 
no  way  in  which  the  five  committees 
which  deal  primarily  with  manpower 
and  money  can  cordinate  their  planning 
and  their  work.  While  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  our  committees  may  be  modified 
or  rejected  by  the  Senate  as  a  whole, 
those  recommendations  carry  great 
weight.  In  addition,  since  those  recom¬ 
mendations  are  considered  piecemeal  by 
the  Senate,  it  is  now  impossible  to  act 
in  accordance  with  an  over-all  mobiliza¬ 
tion  plan.  I  offer  for  appropriate  ref¬ 
erence  at  this  time,  Mr.  President,  a  reso¬ 
lution  to  create  a  Special  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  National  Defense  Mobiliza¬ 
tion. 

V.  THE  SPECIAL  SENATE  COMMITTEE  ON  NA¬ 
TIONAL  DEFENSE  MOBILIZATION 

Mr.  President,  our  two  main  problems 
are  manpower  and  money.  Both  are 
limited.  Five  Senate  committees  are 
primarily  concerned  with  the  mobiliza¬ 
tion  of  manpower  and  money  in  the 
present  emergency.  They  are  the  For¬ 
eign  Relations;  Armed  Services,  Appro¬ 
priations,  Finance,  and  Banking  and 
Currency  Committees.  My  resolution 
provides  for  the  appointment  of  two  ma¬ 
jority  and  two  ininority  members  of 
these  committees  by  the  chairmen.  The 
chairman  of/this  bi-partisan  special 
committee  would  be  elected  by  the  20 
Senators  who  serve  on  it. 

The  Special  Senate  Committee  on  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  Mobilization  would  be 
tempofary.  Its  sole  purpose  would  be 
to  draft  an  over-all  plan  for  national 
survival  for  the  guidance  of  the  Senate. 
To  serve  any  useful  purpose  the  plan 


would  have  to  be  submitted  not  later 
than  June  30,  1951.  The  special  com¬ 
mittee  would  then  be  dissolved. 

The  special  Senate  committee  which  I 
have  proposed  would  work  entirely  in  ex¬ 
ecutive  session,  insulated  so  far  as  possi¬ 
ble  from  day  to  day  publicity.  It  would 
require  only  a  very  small  staff.  As  I  visu¬ 
alize  its  work,  this  committee  would  not 
hold  formal  hearings  or  listen  to  the 
reading  of  lengthy  statements.  The 
committee  members  would  be  expected 
to  roll  up  their  sleeves  and  get  down  to 
brass  tacks  with  heads  of  Government 
departments  and  agencies  which  have 
primary  jurisdiction  over  manpower  and 
money.  These  men  include  Secretary 
of  State  Acheson,  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  Director 
of  Defense  Mobilization,  the  Chairman 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board,  and  the 
Director  of  Economic  Stabilization. 

The  sole  function  of  the  special  com¬ 
mittee  would  be  to  devise  a  plan  which 
devotes  maximum  effort  to  the  job  of 
defense  against  Communist  aggression 
without  incurring  the  risk  of  disastrous 
inflation  at  home.  The  special  com¬ 
mittee  would  have  to  maintain  a  close 
liaison  both  with  the  five  standing  com¬ 
mittees  primarily  concerned  with  man¬ 
power  and  money  and  with  individual 
Senators.  In  no  other  way  could  the 
plan  reported  by  the  special  committee 
receive  general  acceptance  and  serve  as 
a  guide  for  future  action.  If  a  proposal 
similar  to  mirite  should  be  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Representatives,  the  work  of 
the  Senate  and  House.,  "special  commit¬ 
tees  should  be  coordinated. 

I  cannot  describe  the  operation  of  this 
special  Senate  committee  except  by  giv¬ 
ing  a  few  hypothetical'  examples.  The 
special  committee  might  begin  by  finding 
out  from  Secretaries  Acheson  and  Mar¬ 
shall  the  maximum  size  of'  the  Armed 
Forces  which  they  feel  is  required  for 
a  long-range  preparedness  pro^am.  It 
is  obviods  that  we  cannot  continue,  to  in¬ 
cur  ever-increasing  commitments  abroad 
or  drift  by  degrees  into  having  6,000,000 
or.  10,000,000  men  under  arms.  It  would 
have  to  be  clearly  understood  that  in  the, 
absence  of  all-out  war  no  more  than  X 
men  would  be  available.  With  this  fig¬ 
ure  definite,  it  would  be  possible  to  de¬ 
vise  a  tentative  annual  budget  for  years 
to  come,  a  semipermanent  tax  program, 
and  an  anti-inflationary  program  which 
would  not  have  to  be  changed  every 
month.  If  the  special  committee  should 
decide  that  appropriations  can  be  sharp¬ 
ly  reduced,  that  taxes  can  be  greatly  in¬ 
creased,  and  that  the  causes  of  inflation 
can  be  eliminated,  it  would  be  possible 
to  devote  X  plus  Y  men  to  our  defense. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  it  should  be  de¬ 
cided  that  proposed  spending  cannot  be 
materially  cut,  that  the  budget  cannot 
be  balanced  by  higher  taxes,  and  that 
the  resuting  inflation  cannot  be  checked, 
the  permanent  size  of  the  Armed  Forces 
would  have  to  be  set  at  X  minus  Y  men. 

The  President’s  hodge-podge  of  de¬ 
fense  plans  cannot  be  carired  out  with¬ 
out  destroying  the  productivity  and  the 
solvency  of  our  economy.  The  Nation 
cannot  survive  a  long  period  of  mobiliza¬ 
tion  which  calls  for  mushrooming  for¬ 
eign  policy  commitments,  unlimited 


growth  of  the  Armed  Forces,  unlimited 
spending,  confiscatory  taxation,  and  wild 
inflation.  Some  one  has  to  strike  a  bal¬ 
ance  between  competing  programs  which 
call  for  the  use  of  more  manpower  and 
the  spending  of  more  money  than  is 
available.  The  President  has  not  struck 
that  balance.  Congress  must  act. 

There  are  many  reasons  why  the  work 
of  the  special  committee  which  I  have 
proposed  might  prove,  disappointing. 
Any  plan  which  it  recommended  would 
be  meaningless  unless  a  majority  of  the 
Senate  acknowledged  it  as  a  blueprint 
for  future  action.  In  addition,  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  special  committee 
would  be  valueless  unless  accepted  in 
principle  by  a  majority  of  the  standing 
committees^most  vitally  concerned.  The 
special  committee  might  agree  on  a  plan, 
for  example,  which  required  a  reduction 
of  $5,000,000,000  in  proposed  Federal 
spending.  The  whole  plan  would  fall 
apart  unless  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  announced  its  intention  to  reduce 
the  budget  by  that  amount.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Senators  selected  for  the  special 
committee  would  have  to  keep  their  own 
committees  fully  advised  concerning  the 
deliberations  of  the  special  committee. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  my  resolu¬ 
tion  will  not  be  interpreted  as  in  any  way 
derogating  the  importance  of  the  work 
performed  by  other  committees  or  by 
other  Senators.  The  fact  remains,  how¬ 
ever,  that  five  Senate  committees  are 
primarily  responsible  for  the  emergency 
mobilization  of  men  and  money.  If  we 
have  a  plan  which  solves  these  two 
shortages,  the  work  of  all  committees 
and  all  Senators  can  be  performed  more 
easily  and  more  effectively. 

For  obvious  reasons,  a  plan  for  nation¬ 
al  survival  cannot  be  formulated  by 
either  of  the  party  policy  committees. 
Their  plans  would  inevitably  be  suspect 
on  partisan  grounds.  Moreover,  neither 
party  policy  committee  is  fairly  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  committees  primarily 
concerned  with  manpower  and  money. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  ex¬ 
plain  why  my  resolution  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  membership  on  the  special 
committee  of  the  able  majority  leader. 
The  majority  leader  must  work  closely 
with  the  White  House.  His  primary  job 
should  be  to  persuade  the  President  to 
draft  one  coherent  mobilization  plan 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Congress.  I 
hope  that  the  majority  leader  succeeds 
in  that  effort,  although  I  am  not  opti¬ 
mistic  about  his  chances.  Membership 
of  the  majority  leader  on  the  special 
committee  I  have  proposed  seems  incon¬ 
sistent  with  his  duty  to  advance  the  100 
or  more  administration  defense  plans. 

It  is  possible  to  suggest  many  reasons, 
Mr.  President,  why  the  creation  of  a 
Special  Senate  Committee  on  National 
Defense  Mobilization  would  prove  to  be 
a  waste  of  time.  However,  merely  be¬ 
cause  there  has  been  a  total  failure  of 
executive  leadership  is  no  reason  why  the 
ship  of  state  should  drift  withbut  a  rud¬ 
der  for  the  next  2  years.  The  American 
people  have  a  right  to  know  exactly  what 
sacrifices  they  must  make  for  an  indefi¬ 
nite  period.  Business,  labor,  farmers, 
our  young  people,  and  our  schools  must 
be  given  a  chance  to  plan  for  the  future. 
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Congress  must  supply  leadership  by 
drafting  a  long-range  plan  for  the 
Nation’s  survival.  The  job  is  supremely 
difficult,  but  our  freedoms  are  at  stake 
ancf  this  is  an  able  body  of  men. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  90)  submitted 
by  Mr.  Bricker,  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Banking  and  Currency;  as 
follows:  ] 

Resolved,  That  (a)  there  is  hereby /estab¬ 
lished  special  committee  to  be  knjbwn  as 
the  Special  Committee  on  Defense  /Mobili¬ 
zation  t&  be  composed  of  four  members, 
two  from)  the  majority  and  two  prom  the 
minority,  fof  each  of  the  following  commit¬ 
tees,  to  be'selected  by  the  respecfive  chair¬ 
men  thereof:  Banking  and  Currency,  Appro¬ 
priations,  Atoned  Services,  Finance,  and  For¬ 
eign  Relations. 

(b)  It  shat  be  the  duty  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  to  formulate  a  long-range ,  plan  for  na¬ 
tional  defense! mobilization  which  will  pro¬ 
vide  for  coordmating  the  military  and  in¬ 
dustrial  needs  «f  the  Nation  for  manpower 
and  materials  with  a  view  to  (1)  making 
the  most  effecti*  use  of  opr  limited  man¬ 
power,  material,  Vnd  financial  resources  in 
the  present  emek'ency,  and  (2)  insuring 
that  excessive  commitments  of  such  re¬ 
sources  at  home  a: 
in  disastrous  inflation,  confiscatory  taxa¬ 
tion,  curtailed  production,  undue  regimenta¬ 
tion,  or  any  other  consequences  which  would 
prejudice  the  ability  \of  the  Nation  to  sur-j 
vive  an  extended  period  of  defense  mobili* 
zation.  The  committap  shall  report  to  the 
Senate  on  or  before/  Jlne  30,  1951,  the  re¬ 
sults  of  its  study,  together  with  such  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  legislation  as  it  deems 
desirable. 

(c)  The  commiftee  shfell  elect  a  chair¬ 
man  from  among.'  its  members.  A  majority 
of  the  members/of  the  committee,  or  any 
subcommittee  thereof,  sh&ll  constitute  a 
quorum  for  the/transaction \of  business,  ex¬ 
cept  that  a  leiser  number,  ’-to  be  fixed  by 
the  committee/  shall  constitute  a  quorum 
for  the  purple  of  taking  sworn  testimony. 

(d)  The  committee,  or  any \ duly  author¬ 
ized  subcommittee  thereof,  is  |uthorized  to  ! 
hold  such  hearings,  to  sit  and!  act  at  such 
times  and  places  during  the  Sessions,  re¬ 
cesses,  and/adjourned  periods  of 'the  Senate, 
to  require/ by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  at-  i 
tendance,  of  such  witnesses  and',  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  such  books,  papers,  and  docu¬ 
ments,  to  administer  such  oathsY  to  take 
such  testimony,  to  procure  such  printing 
and  binding,  and  to  make  such  expenditures 
as  it  deems  advisable.  The  cost  ofi  steno¬ 
graphic  services  to  report  such  hearings  shall 
not  be  in  excess  of  25  cents  per  100  words. 

(e/  The  committee  is  authorized  to  em¬ 
ploy  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such;  offi¬ 
cer#,  experts,  and  employees  as  it  dftems 
necessary. 

#f)  The  expenses  of  the  committee,  which 
shall  not  exceed  $  ,  shall  be  paid  from 

Fle  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  upon 
vouchers  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the 

/committee.  f 

(g)  All  authority  conferred  by  this  resoA 
^..Jfition  shall  terminate  on  June  30,  1951. 
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The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 


March  i* 


their  names: 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  by  establishing  a  uni¬ 
versal  training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  perfecting 
amendment  lettered  “D,”  proposed  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse!. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


Aiken 

Hayden 

Martin 

Anderson 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

Bennett 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Brewster 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Bricker 

Hill 

Mundt 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Murray 

Butler,  Md. 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Byrd 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

Cain 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Fastore 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Chapman 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Chavez 

Kem 

Schoeppel 

Connally 

Kerr 

Smathers 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

Smith,  Maine 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Eastland 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ecton 

Long 

Thye 

Ellender 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Frear 

McFarland 

Welker 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Wherry 

George 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Gillette 

Magnuson  , 

Williams 

Green 

Malone 

Young 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Schoeppel  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  perfecting  amendment  lettered  “D” 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  my 
amendment,  identified  as  amendment 
D  which  is  now  before  the  Senate, 
proposes  to  change  the  bill  as  reported 
to  the  Senate  in  regard  to  the  age  for 
induction  by  changing  the  age  from  18 
years  to  18  y2  years,  with  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  present  provision  of  the  law 
that  any  18-year-old  boy  may  present 
himself  for  induction,  if,  at  18,  he  wishes 
so  to  do.  That  is  found  in  the  present 
Selective  Service  Act,  which  on  this  point 
reads  as  follows: 

Within  the  lipaits  of  the  quota  determined 
under  section  5  (b)  for  the  subdivision  in 
which  he  resides,  any  person,  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  26,  shall  be  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for 
the  training  and  service  prescribed  in  sub¬ 
section  (b) ,  but  no  person  who  so  volunteers 
shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  so  long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classi¬ 
fication. 

So  I  think  we  need  to  face  very  clearly 
the  simple  issue  which  is  now  before  us. 
What  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
proposes  is  that  the  compulsory  induc¬ 
tion  age  be  18  years  6  months,  but  that 
the  boy  shall  continue  to  have  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  presenting  himself  for  induction 
at  18  years  if  he  wishes.  This  privilege 
or  condition,  made  available  to  the  boy, 
in  my  opinion,  disposes  of  the  argument 
of  those  who  have  been  heard  to  say  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  to  increase 
the  compulsory  induction  age  to  18  years 
6  months  would  be  very  confusing  to  and 
disruptive  of  the  life  of  the  boy,  who, 
after  high  school,  would  have  to  wait  for 
induction  until  he  attained  the  age  of 
18  years  6  months.  It  is  said  that  many 
boys  want  to  be  inducted  at  18.  I  think 
that  is  true  and  I  believe  they  ought  to  be 
provided  the  opportunity  to  be  inducted, 
if  they  want  to  get  their  military  train¬ 
ing  out  of  the  way  at  that  time.  On  the 
other  hand,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  equally 
fair  to  the  young  men  of  the  age  of  18  to 


have  a  provision  placed  in  the  law  where¬ 
by  they  cannot  be  compulsorily  inducted 
until  they  are  lS^  years  of  age. 

I  do  not  desire  to  repeat  at  any  great 
length  the  points  I  made  the  other  after¬ 
noon  in  the  major  speech  which  I  made 
on  this  over-all  bill,  because  I  am  very 
desirous  of  coming  to  an  early  vote  on 
the  bill.  As  I  said  at  that  time,  so  far  as 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  is  con¬ 
cerned,  once  he  had  his  amendments 
perfected  to  his  satisfaction,  which  he 
was  sure  would  be  today,  and  such  is 
the  case,  he  would  be  perfectly  willing 
to  let  the  debate  of  the  Senate  proceed 
on  the  amendments  and  on  the  bill  to 
the  earliest  possible  vote  on  both  amend¬ 
ments  and  bill. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  tl^fe  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Is  it  not  true  that 
the  bill  as  reported  by  the  committee 
provides  that  if  an  18-year-old  boy  is  in 
high  school  he  may  continue  until  he 
graduates,  even  if  he  is  more  than  18 
when  he  finishes? 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  may  remain  until 
he  is  19. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  did  not  under¬ 
stand  from  the  Senator’s  original  ex¬ 
planation  of  his  18  V2 -age  amendment 
that  he  had  made  that  point  clear. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  sure  the  Senator 
did  not  understand  it,  because  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  had  not  even  covered 
the  point.  I  made  no  reference  to  the 
problem  of  the  high  school  boy  and  the 
privileges  under  the  bill.  I  am  merely 
in  the  very  beginning  stages  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  bill,  and  all  I  have  sought 
to  do  thus  far,  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Virginia,  is  to  point  out  that 
the  continuation  of  the  privilege  of  pre¬ 
senting  himself  for  induction  disposes, 
in  my  judgment,  of  the  argument  of 
those  who  seem  to  feel  that  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  an  18  years  6  months  compulsory 
induction  age  will  cause  a  boy  a  great 
deal  of  confusion  and  will  be  very  disrup¬ 
tive  of  his  life  if,  after  he  gets  out  of 
school,  he  must  wait  for  induction  until 
he  is  18  years  6  months.  That  is  all  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has  been 
able  to  cover  thus  far  in  his  explanation 
of  his  amendment.  - 

As  I  was  saying,  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  care  to  repeat  at  any  great  length 
the  points  I  made  in  my  major  speech 
on  this  bill  the  other  day,  but  as  I  pro¬ 
ceed  I  should  like  at  least  to  present  my 
summary  on  each  of  the  amendments. 
I  point  out  that  in  the  hearings  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  advised,  as  I  said  the  other 
day,  that  there  is  very  little  danger  that 
a  boy  will  be  inducted  compulsorily  under 
the  bill  proposed  by  the  committee,  be¬ 
fore  he  is  18  years  6  months  old;  and  I 
say,  if  that  be  true,  why  not  simply  write 
it  into  the  law?  If  that  representation, 
which  was  made  to  us  by  the  Pentagon, 
is  the  way  the  bill  is  going  to  operate, 
then  what  is  wrong  with  my  amend¬ 
ment?  The  military  cannot  have  it  both 
ways.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  the  bill 
will  either  mean  that  a  great  many  boys 
will  be  compulsorily  inducted  at  the  age 
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of  18,  or  that  they  will  not;  and  if  they 
are  going  to  be,  then  the  military  should 
not  be  representing  that  for  the  most 
part  they  will  not  be  inducted  until  they 
are  18  y2  years  of  age.  The  military 
points  out  that,  with  the  registration 
date  fixed  at  18,  it  is  going  to  take  at 
least  about  90  days  to  process  the  boys 
before  they  are  inducted ;  so,  even  on  the 
basis  of  the  argument  of  those  who  say 
they  do  not  like  the  18  years  6  months 
provision  of  my  amendment,  they  admit 
that  the  boys  will  not  be  processed  for 
at  least  3  months;  so  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  is  only  90  days  anyway. 

So  the  difference,  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  time  element,  is  not  as  great  as 
would  be  implied  from  some  of  the  fears 
expressed  as  to  the  effects  of  my  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  complete 
my  statement  on  the  amendment,  then 
I  shall  be  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  that  in  his 
statement  the  Senator  will  explain  why 
it  will  not  take  so  long  to  process  the 
boys  under  his  amendment  as  it  will  take 
under  the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  will  take  just  as  long. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  So  it  would  be  6 
months,  then. 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  under  my  amend¬ 
ment  boys  would  be  registered  at  18. 
The  registration  date  is  the  same  under 
my  amendment  as  under  the  bill  of  the 
committee,  and  if  the  Senator  does  not 
think  that  is  clear  in  the  amendment, 
We  will  make  it  clear.  I  said  in  the  com¬ 
mittee,  as  the  record  will  show,  that  I 
was  one  of  those  taking  the  strongest 
position  for  registration  at  18.  I  think 
that  would  help.  Under  my  amendment 
it  would  even  improve  the  work  of  proc¬ 
essing  under  the  Selective  Service  Act, 
because  if  it  were  made  plain  that  as  to 
those  registered  at  18  and  under,  compul¬ 
sory  induction  is  not  to  start  until  they 
are  18  years  and  6  months  old,  the  organ¬ 
ization  will  be  in  a  position  to  do  a  better 
job  than  it  is  at  present  doing.  I  wish 
to  make  it  plain  that  I  have  a  very  high 
regard  for  the  work  done  by  General 
Hershey  and  his  staff.  They  have  per¬ 
formed  and  are  performing  for  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  a  very  outstanding  public 
service. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  cover  again 
the  point  in  regard  to  processing  under 
my  amendment.  On  the  basis  of  the 
testimony  given  as  to  when  it  would  be 
possible  to  get  the  boys  into  the  service 
even  under  the  present  law,  the  impres¬ 
sion  which  was  left,  at  least  with  me,  by 
the  military — and  I  have  expressed  this 
view  to  individual  members  of  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  in  high  position,  and 
they  have  said  nothing  that  would  cause 
me  to  modify  what  I  now  say — was  that 
there  is  very  little  danger  that,  by  and 
large,  the  boys  will  not  be  inducted,  un¬ 
der  the  bill  presented  by  the  committee, 
until  they  are  18  years  6  months  old. 
If  that  is  so,  let  us  write  it  into  the  law, 
let  us  have  them  register  when  they  are 
18,  let  us  give  the  Selective  Service  or¬ 
ganization  plenty  of  time  to  do  the  best 
posisble  job  in  processing  the  boys.  I 
believe  the  6  months’  period  can  be  put 


to  very  profitable  use  in  providing  the 
most  efficient  distirbution  of  the  boys  in 
accordance  with  their  special  aptitudes. 

One  of  the  things  we  need  to  watch 
for  in  the  years  ahead  is  the  use  to  be 
made  of  American  military  manpower. 
In  my  opinion,  we  are  faced  with  a  long 
pull.  The  questions  asked  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  in  the  hearings,  as 
they  appear  in  the  printed  proceedings, 
leave  no  doubt  as  to  where  he  stood 
with  respect  to  how  long  the  pull  is  to  be. 
I  believe  we  are  in  for  a  25-year .  pull. 
I  believe  it  is  going  to  take  a  quarter  of  a 
century  for  freedom  to  prevail  in  the 
world  over  the  threat  of  totalitarianism. 

I  believe  we  need  to  lay  down  now,  in 
regard  to  every  major  legislative  prob¬ 
lem  which  comes  before  the  Seante,  some 
foundations  on  which  we  can  build  a 
structure  strong  enough  to  sustain  the 
military  defense  of  the  Nation  and  its 
economy  to  meet  the  emergency  for  a 
quarter  of  a  century. 

One  of  the  strongest  points  of  my 
amendment  is  that  the  longer  period  of 
time,  the  6  months’  period  from  regis¬ 
tration,  will  give  the  Selective  Service 
forces  a  better  opportunity  to  process  the 
boys  and  see  to  it  that  they  have  made 
a  very  reliable  check  upon  their  special 
aptitudes  so  that  they  can  be  directed 
into  those  branches  of  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  that  will  make  it  possible  for 
the  country  to  get  from  the  boys  the  best 
possible  service.  I  repeat,  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  we  are  so  far  apart,  really,  in  re- 
gard  to  the  time  element,  for  it  is  only  90 
days. 

I  was  about  to  say  that  I  have  read  the 
letter  from  General  Marshall  and  the 
letter  from  General  Bradley,  which  have 
been  inserted  in  the  Record  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Texas,  having 
to  do  with  what  the  military  meant  in 
the  testimony  given  before  the  House 
committee  a  few  days  ago.  Although  I 
think  the  letters  are  somewhat  clarify¬ 
ing,  I  do  not  believe  they  eliminated  the 
confusion  entirely. 

Mr.  President,  I  express  the  personal 
opinion  that  I  do  not  believe  the  mili¬ 
tary  is  in  fact  very  far  apart  from  the 
proponents  of  the  18  years,  6  months 
proposal.  There  is  no  question  about  the 
fact  that  their  testimony  has  been  con¬ 
sistent  to  the  effect  that  they  prefer  18 
years;  there  is  no  question  about  the  fact 
that  they  prefer  18  years  as  the  time  for 
induction,  and  17  years  as  the  time  for 
registration.  Yet  it  is  also  true,  as  the 
record  of  our  committee  will  show,  that 
when  the  committee  said  that  it  would 
hold  to  the  18-year  registration  pro¬ 
vision,  the  representatives  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  who  met  with  us  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion  said  that  would  be  acceptable,  al¬ 
though  they  made  it  clear  again  that 
they  preferred  the  17-year  registration 
provision. 

We  should  take  note  of  the  fact  that 
most  of  the  countries  on  the  freedom 
side  of  the  ledger  do  not  draft  their 
boys  at  18.  I  should  be  the  first  to  rec¬ 
ognize  that  it  would  be  a  nonsequitur 
for  me  to  argue  that  because  X  country 
does  not  take  its  boys  at  18,  the  United 
States  should  not  take  its  boys  at  18.  I 
am  not  advancing  the  observation  to 
support  a  conclusion  that  because  some 


other  country  does  not  take  boys  at  18, 
therefor  we  should  not.  I  am  advanc¬ 
ing  the  observation  because  I  think  the 
American  people  have  been  observing 
the  situation  in  other  countries,  and  I 
believe  there  is  considerable  feeling  on 
the  part  of  the  American  public  that  we 
should,  at  least  in  our  deliberations  in 
preparing  an  American  manpower  bill, 
take  note  of  the  fact  that  most  of  the 
other  countries  who  are  allies  do  not 
take  their  boys  at  18. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  point  out  that  I  have  been  left  in  some 
doubt,  or  at  least  in  some  confusion,  in 
regard  to  some  of  the  statistical  analyses 
of  the  Military  Establishment  through¬ 
out  the  hearings  in  regard  to  the  reser¬ 
voirs  of  manpower.  As  I  stated  the 
other  day,  I  believe  we  have  to  be  ac¬ 
curate  as  legislators,  and  check  very 
carefully  the  requests  made  by  the  mili¬ 
tary,  because  I  have  never  noticed  that 
they  understate  their  demands.  As  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  and  on  the  basis  of  my  experi¬ 
ence  as  a  member  of  that  committee,  I 
believe  it  is  proper  for  us  to  review  very 
carefully  all  the  major  requests  the  mili¬ 
tary  make,  both  as  to  matters  of  appro¬ 
priation  and  as  to  matters  of  manpower, 
because  they  have  left  me,  for  a  long 
time,  with  the  impression  that  they  are 
given  to  overstatement,  and  are  prone 
to  request  more  than  they  really  need 
for  efficient  operation.  That  is  why  I 
said  the  other  day,  and  now  repeat,  that 
I  believe  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Senate,  to 
put  some  definite  checks  into  the  bill 
which  will  force  the  military  to  make  a 
more  efficient  use  of  its  manpower,  and 
eliminate  some  of  the  great  manpower 
wastes,  which  I  think  presently  charac¬ 
terizes  the  operations  of  the  military. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes;  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  can  the 
Senator  tell  us  the  average  age  of  a 
young  man  when  he  graduates  from 
high  school? 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  seems  to  be  some 
little  dispute  even  about  that  question. 
My  conclusion  is  that  it  is  around  17 14 
or  18  years. 

Mr.  THYE.  Then  I  should  like  to  ask 
another  question,  if  the  Senator  will 
yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Assuming  that  the  aver¬ 
age  age  at  which  a  young  man  graduates 
from  high  school  is  18,  would  it  be  better 
for  the  young  man  to  make  his  choice  of 
military  service  at  that  time,  or  wait 
6  months  before  making  it?  I  am  very 
sincere  in  asking  the  question. 

Mr.  MORSE.  My  amendment  gives 
him  that  choice.  It  makes  it  possible  for 
him  to  present  himself  for  induction  at 
18.  It  also  makes  it  impossible  for  him 
to  be  inducted  until  he  is  18  Vz  years  of 
age. 

Mr.  THYE.  Let  us  assume  that  he 
graduates  at  18.  He  would  have  to  mark 
time  for  6  months  before  he  would  be 
called  to  the  service.  Of  course,  he  could 
choose  to  enlist  in  a  branch  of  the 
service. 
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Mr.  MORSE.  He  has  the  privilege  of 
presenting  himself  for  induction  and  to 
be  taken  into  the  service  as  soon  as  he 
can  be  processed.  He  stands  in  the  same 
position  as  any  other  18 -year-old.  He 
can  be  taken  into  service  only  as  fast 
as  he  can  be  processed  by  the  military. 
He  could  do  something  else  during,  the 
6  months  period,  of  course. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  a  young  man  waits  for 
6  months,  and  in  the  meantime  does  not 
enlist  and  is  not  processed,  but  enters 
the  service  at  the  end  of  the  6  months’ 
period,  he  will  be  discharged  in  the 
middle  of  a  school  year,  will  he  not? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  glad  that  the 
Senator  had  raised  that  point.  I  see 
what  he  is  driving  at.  He  believes  that 
when  such  a  boy  was  discharged  from 
the  service  he  would  have  some  more 
time  in  which  to  wait  before  he  could  go 
back  to  school. 

Mr.  THYE.  That  is  my  question. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
raised  the  point.  I  believe  many  people 
share  that  point  of  view.  However,  I 
wish  to  raise  very  serious  doubt  as  to 
whether  or  not  a  young  man  would  be 
confronted  with  the  predicament  which 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  suggests. 
In  the  first  place,  I  believe  we  will  find 
a  great  reorganization  taking  place  in 
the  term-scheduling  by  American  insti¬ 
tutions  of  higher  learning,  which  will 
start  almost  in  the  immediate  future. 
College  presidents  have  testified  before 
the  committee,  and  I  have  conferred 
with  college  presidents  and  teachers.  I 
find  a  uniformity  of  opinion  that  the 
scheduling  of  a  9-months’  term  for  train¬ 
ing  in  the  colleges  is  rapidly  becoming 
passe,  and  I  believe  the  present  crisis 
will  bring  the  practice  to  an  end  perma¬ 
nently.  We  will  see  American  colleges 
go  on  a  12-months’  schedule.  They 
should  do  so.  I  believe  there  is  a  tre¬ 
mendous  waste  of  time  in  the  present 
scheduling  of  terms  by  educational  in¬ 
stitutions. 

Under  educational  conditions  which 
will  prevail  from  now  on  I  do  not  believe 
any  boy  who  is  discharged  from  the 
Army  will  have  to  wait  more  than  a  few 
weeks  before  he  can  enter  a  new  term 
in  college.  I  cannot  prove  it  statisti¬ 
cally;  I  can  only  give  the  opinion  evi¬ 
dence  of  college  presidents,  professors, 
and  administrators  with  whom  I  have 
discussed  the  subject  since,  the  bill  has 
come  under  debate.  It  seems  to  be  the 
opinion  of  college  administrators  and 
presidents  that  any  boy  discharged  from 
the  service  in  November,  for  example, 
would  be  able  to  enter  a  new  college 
term  in  January.  No  matter  when  a  boy 
makes  his  exit  from  the  Army  he  would 
have  to  wait  no  more  than  6  months, 
on  the  average,  before  he  could  start 
his  studies. 

Mr.  President,  while  I  am  on  this  point, 
in  the  light  of  the  question  asked  by  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota,  I  think  it  is 
relevant  to  suggest  that  it  also  seems  to 
appear,  on  the  basis  of  such  objective 
data  as  are  available,  that  if  a  group  of 
boys  who  went  into  the  Army  at  18, 18  y2t 
or  19  is  broken  up  into  two  categories, 
one  consisting  of  those  who  had  spent 
some  time  in  college,  and  the  other  of 
those  who  had  spent  no  time  in  college, 


after  giving  consideration  to  the  so- 
called  statistical  weights  which  must  be 
applied  in  any  such  analysis,  a  larger 
percentage  of  the  young  men  who  spent 
some  time  in  college  will  go  to  college 
after  their  military  service  than  will  be 
the  case  \frith  those  who  never  spent  any 
time  in  college. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes. 

Mr.  THYE.  Is  it  the  Senator’s  opinion 
that  if  a  boy  were  inducted  at  181/2 
years  of  age  there  would  be  a  greater 
possibility  that  he  would  have  been  in 
college  for  one  semester  or  a  half  a  year 
before  entering  military  service,  and 
therefore  he  would  have  had  his  first 
little  break  away  from  home  during  that 
period  of  6  months?  It  is  that  first  break 
away  from  home  which  is  so  difficult  for 
many  young  men  to  undergo,  and  which 
usually  tears  the  heart  out  of  a  youth, 
whether  he  is  away  at  college  or  serving 
in  the  Army.  Does  the  Senator  feel  that 
a  boy  who  has  had  the  experience  of  be¬ 
ing  away  from  home  for  perhaps  a  week, 
2  weeks,  or  even  a  month,  would  find 
it  easier  to  adjust  himself  to  military 
service  and  to  being  away  from  his  com¬ 
munity  and  home  environment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  do  not  draw  that 
conclusion  at  all. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  Senator  does  not 
draw  that  conclusion? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No.  If  a  boy  is  going 
into  the  Army,  I  am  quite  as  willing  to 
have  him  go  directly  from  high  school  as 
from  college,  so  far  as  making  it  easier 
for  him  to  break  away  from  the  home 
ties  is  concerned.  What  I  am  saying  to 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  is  that  from 
such  testimony  as  we  have  had  and  from 
such  opinion  evidence  as  I  have  been  able 
to  gather  it  seemed  to  be  agreed  among 
educators,  based  upon  a  limited  analysis 
of  World  War  II  cases — because  we  took 
some  18-year-old.  boys  into  the  service 
in  World  War  II,  some  of  whom  had 
spent  some  time  in  college  and  some  of 
whom  had  not — when  subsequently  the 
two  groups  of  boys  to  whom  I  have  re¬ 
ferred  are  presented  with  the  oppor¬ 
tunity,  through  the  GI  bill  of  rights,  of 
going  to  college,  a  larger  percentage  of 
the  boys  who  have  spent  some  time  in 
college  will  go  to  college  than  will  be  the 
case  of  boys  in  the  other  group  who  have 
never  been  to  college.  I  am  not  pre¬ 
senting  what  I  say  in  that  respect  as  a 
strong  argument  in  behalf  of  my  amend¬ 
ment.  I  am  simply  making  the  observa¬ 
tion. 

I  would  add  to  the  observation  the 
statement  that,  in  my  opinion,  we  dare 
not  lose  sight  of  the  importance  during 
the  next  quarter  of  a  century,  if  the 
present  tension  persists,  as  I  think  it 
will,  of  maintaining  our  superiority  over 
Russia  in  the  field  of  scientific  skills  and 
education.  It  is  a  great  advantage,  and 
we  must  maintain  it.  We  must  continue 
the  education  of  talented  students  and 
see  to  it  that  we  increase,  rather  than 
decrease,  the  number  of  scientifically 
and  technically  trained  men. 

In  such  an  argument  as  this  there  Is 
danger  that  someone  may  get  the  im¬ 
pression  that  we  are  placing  an  undue 
weight  on  some  single  point.  I  am  offer¬ 


ing  this  point  for  what  it  is  worth.  I 
believe  it  is  worth  some  consideration, 
and  should  have  some  weight  in  the 
argument. 

If  we  follow  a  procedure  of  induction 
which  will  make  it  possible  for  boys  who 
have  a  desire  to  go  to  college  after  high 
school — and  I  would  prefer  a  9  months’ 
course  rather  than  a  6  months’  course — 
to  spend  some  time  in  college  before  they 
go  into  the  Army,  that  fact  will  exert  a 
pull  on  them  to  cause  them  to  return 
to  college  after  they  have  completed 
their  term  of  service  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Were  the  educators  and 
college  presidents  who  appeared  before 
the  committee  of  the  opinion  that  they 
would  rather  see  the  youth  go  directly 
from  high  school  into  the  military  serv¬ 
ice,  or  did  they  feel  that  they  would 
rather  have  the  youth  in  college  for  6 
months  or  a  year? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  testimony  of 
the  college  presidents,  with  some  modi¬ 
fication  here  and  there,  was  practically 
uniform  to  the  effect  that  they  thought 
the  best  break  was  between  high  school 
and  college.  However,  I  believe  one  of 
the  confusions  about  the  bill  also  per¬ 
meated  some  of  the  thinking  of  the  col¬ 
lege  presidents,  because  the  college  presi¬ 
dents  were  talking  and  thinking  in  terms 
of  the  dual  nature  of  the  bill,  which  is  a 
selective  service  bill  in  praesenti  and  a 
universal  military  training  bill  in  future. 
If  we  were  to  separate  the  bill  into  a 
selective  service  bill  independent  of  a 
universal  military  training  bill,  I  do  not 
know  whether  or  not  there  would  be  a 
considerable  modification  of  views,  at 
least  on  the  part  of  teachers. 

In  my  discussion  of  the  bill  with  edu¬ 
cators  one  of  the  interesting  things  was 
that  the  point  of  view  was  somewhat  dif¬ 
ferent  at  the  level  of  the  college  teacher, 
who  deals  every  day  with  the  student, 
and  who  becomes  much  more  his  adviser 
and  father  confessor  than  does  either 
the  dean  or  the  college  president.  The 
teaching  staff  has  a  somewhat  different 
point  of  view  from  that  of  the  college 
presidents  in  regard  to  this  matter.  But 
here  again  we  must  watch  out  for  special 
pleading  and  selfish  interest.  We  must 
weigh  such  testimony  pretty  carefully, 
because  I  do  not  know  to  what  extent 
some  teachers  might  be  slightly  in¬ 
fluenced  by  the  fact  that  enrollments 
mean  teaching  jobs.  I  do  not  want  to  do 
them  an  injustice,  but  we  must  always 
be  careful  in  weighing  any  testimony  ob¬ 
tained  from  those  who  have  an  interest. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  recognized  that  when 
the  ROTC  was  being  allocated  or  as¬ 
signed  to  various  educational  institu¬ 
tions.  I  made  a  very  definite  complaint, 
and  suggested  to  the  administrators  of 
that  program  that  military  students  be 
allocated  to  the  colleges  somewhat  geo¬ 
graphically,  so  as  not  to  dry  up  one  edu¬ 
cational  institution  in  a  certain  area  of 
the  Nation  and  expand  another  beyond 
the  possibility  of  adequately  caring  for 
the  students. 

I  think  the  Senator  has  placed  his 
finger  on  one  important  question.  Every¬ 
one  is  concerned  about  his  job.  We  in 
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Congress  must  be  concerned  with  mak¬ 
ing  certain  that  the  students  are  reallo¬ 
cated  somewhat  on  a  geographical  basis 
so  as  not  to  dry  up  one  educational  insti¬ 
tution  and  expand  another  unduly. 

I  should  like  to  ask  another  question. 
This  question  deals  with  the  adminis¬ 
trative  function.  Are  recruitments  in 
all  the  military  branches  to  continue 
after  this  bill  is  enacted  and  we  have 
what  may  be  termed  universal  military 
training?  If  the  bill  goes  through  in  its 
present  form  we  shall  have  universal 
military  training.  We  now  have  selec¬ 
tive  service.  Will  we  still  continue  to 
recruit  in  the  same  manner  in  which  we 
are  now  recruiting? 

Last  night  I  asked  military  officials  to 
give  me  a  breakdown  of  all  the  military 
personnel  engaged  in  recruiting  men  for 
the  various  branches  of  the  service.  I 
had  heard  that  40,000  men  were  so  en¬ 
gaged.  I  have  also  heard  the  figure  60,- 
000  mentioned  as  the-  number  of  mili¬ 
tary  personnel  engaged' in  recruiting.  I 
asked  for  information  as  to  the  total 
number,  and  a  breakdown  thereof.  I 
have  not  yet  received  the  information. 
I  do  not  know  how  many  thousand  mili¬ 
tary  personnel  will  be  shown  to  be  en¬ 
gaged  in  recruiting;  but  it  is  a  certainty 
that  if  one  group  of  military  personnel 
are  engaged  in  administering  the  selec¬ 
tive  service,  and  another  group  continue 
to  engage  in  recruiting,  a  great  deal  of 
the  taxpayers’  funds  can  be  wasted,  and 
certainly  a  great  deal  of  the  time  of  mili¬ 
tary  personnel  can  also  be  wasted. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  the 
question  can  be  answered.  I  cannot  an¬ 
swer  it. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  trying  to  obtain  an 
answer  to  the  question  how  many  men 
are  now  engaged  in  recruiting. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  Senator  is 
entitled  to  that  information.  The  an¬ 
swer  certainly  can  be  supplied  by  the 
military. 

As  to  the  substance  of  the  question  put 
to  me,  as  to  what  the  procedure  is  to  be 
after  we  get  into  the  era  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training,  I  do  not  believe  anyone 
can  give  an  answer  to  that  question  now, 
because  it  will  require  review  by  Con¬ 
gress  as  of  that  time.  I  take  it  for 
granted  that  necessarily  we  shall  re¬ 
quire  a  certain  professional  standing 
army,  even  after  universal  military 
training  goes  into  operation.  But  under 
this  bill  the  plan  is  to  set  off,  pretty 
much  by  itself,  the  universal  military 
training  program  and  treat  it  as  an  en¬ 
tity  unto  itself,  leaving  the  military  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  professional  army  to 
other  legislation. 

I  assume  that  when  we  reach  the 
point  where  we  think  we  can  handle 
universal  military  training,  then  we 
shall  rely  upon  enlistments  for  the  three 
branches  of  the  service,  and  will  be  able 
to  dispense  with  the  Selective  Service 
System  entirely.  But  that,  again,  may 
be  a  gradual  accomplishment  so  far  as 
time  is  concerned,  and  may  not  come 
automatically  when  we  start  the  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  program. 

I  am  glad  the  Senator  raised  that 
question,  because  it  gives  me  another  op¬ 
portunity  to  emphasize  the  fact  that  this 


is  not  a  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram  as  of  now.  It  only  contains  the 
promise  of  one,  and  also  a  commitment 
on  the  part  of  the  Congress,  that  when 
the  discretion  provided  for  in  the  bill 
is  exercised  by  cutting  down  the  length 
of  service,  at  a  time  when  we  can  have 
a  period  of  service  of  from  4  to  6  months 
for  18-year-old  boys,  a  universal  military 
training  program  will  be  set  up. 

I  always  try  to  present  on  the  floor  the 
positions  which  I  have  taken  in  com¬ 
mittee.  If  I  do  not,  it  is  only  a  matter 
of  oversight,  and  not  intent.  It  will 
probably  be  pointed  out  in  debate,  if  I 
do^not  say  it  now,  that  I  happen  to  be 
one  who  believes  that  a  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  program  should  start  at 
the  age  of  18  for  the  boy.  I  think  that 
is  the  time  to  put  the  boy  into  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  first  to 
explain  fully  the  observation  just  made 
by  me.  That  contemplates  a  training 
program  of  from  4  to  6  months.  It  con¬ 
templates  a  program  which  puts  one 
18-year-old  boy  with  other  18-year-old 
boys.  It  contemplates  a  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  program  for  the  18-year- 
old  which  will  give  him  the  basic  train- 
ing#he  needs  properly  to  assume  his  ob¬ 
ligations  in  the  Reserves  and  for  some 
years  thereafter.  That  is  quite  a  differ¬ 
ent  thing  from  the  immediate  applica¬ 
tion  of  this  bill,  because  its  immediate 
application  takes  a  boy  and  puts  him 
into  one  of  the  three  branches  of  the 
service  and  trains  him  for  combat.  It 
seeks  to  get  him  into  a  position  where 
he  will  be  adequately  prepared  to  defend 
the  Nation  the  moment  an  all-out  war 
with  Russia  or  any  other  country  breaks 
out,  if  that  dark  hour  should  ever  come. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hen¬ 
drickson  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  pending  legislation 
specifically  provides  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  The  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  was  in  the  field  of  education,  train¬ 
ing  youth,  prior  to  coming  to  Congress, 
and  therefore  can  think  not  only  as  a 
legislator  but  as  an  educator,  and  that  is 
why  I  ask  the  question  I  am  about  to 
ask.  In  the  Senator’s  opinion,  as  an 
educator,  is  it  better  to  take  a  youth  im¬ 
mediately  from  high  school  into  the 
service,  and  thereby  enable  him  to  com¬ 
plete  his  military  service  at  an  earlier 
time,  and  then  enter  college,  or  to  have 
a  6  months’  lapse,  during  which  period 
the  youth  would  be  marking  time  be¬ 
tween  graduation  from  high  school  and 
entrance  upon  military  service? 

We  fervently  pray  that  he  will  not  be 
called  for  combat  duty,  and  all  of  us 
propose  to  do  what  we  can  so  to  shape 
the  affairs  of  the  world  that  it  will  not 
be  necessary  for  him  to  engage  in  actual 
combat;  but  should  it  become  necessary 
for  him  to  serve  as  a  combat  soldier, 
would  the  Senator  want  to  have  enacted 
legislation  which  would  take  him  into 
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military  service  directly  from  high  school 
and  place  him  in  the  line  of  combat,  so 
to  speak,  before  he  is  19? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  glad  the  Senator 
raised  the  question.  I  repeat  what  I 
have  said  in  the  committee,  that  so  far  as 
a  universal  military  training  program  is 
concerned,  which  contemplates  a  4  to  6 
months  basic  training  course,  I  prefer  to 
take  the  boy  out  of  high  school  at  18  and 
put  him  into  that  training  program.  I 
think  that  is  the  time  to  take  him.  As 
for  the  kind  of  service  he  will  immedi¬ 
ately  be  put  into  under  this  bill,  for  26 
months  in  round  figures,  if  the  bill  in  its 
present  form  is  passed,  I  think  that  it  is 
better  to  register  him  at  18  and  give  him 
the  privilege  of  presenting  himself  for 
induction  at  18,  if  he  wants  to  do  that, 
but  not  compulsorily  to  take  him  into  the 
service  until  he  is  18%,  because  for  the 
type  of  service  for  which  he  would  be 
drafted  under  this  bill  it  would  be  better 
in  many  cases,  though  not  in  all,  to  give 
him  the  opportunity  for  6  months  more 
maturity  before  he  is  inducted. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  at  all  a  senti¬ 
mentalist  about  this  question.  As  I  have 
said  in  committee,  and  repeat  here,  be¬ 
cause  sooner  or  later  the  question  will 
arise  in  the  debate,  I  have  not  been  im¬ 
pressed  by  the  emotional  argument  about 
the  18-year-olds.  I  have  not  been  greatly 
impressed  by  the  representations  which 
have  been  made  to  me  that  it  is  going  to 
be  hard  on  the  morals  and  character  of 
these  boys  to  take  them  at  18.  Although 
I  do  not  happen  to  be  the  parent  of  a  boy, 
I  am  the  parent  of  3  teen-age  girls,  and 
consequently,  I  may  say  I  am  brought  in 
very  close  contact  with  many  teen-age 
boys. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  know  the  Senator’s 
daughters,  and  I  can  vouch  for  their 
charm. 

Mr.  MORSE.  So  I  can  observe  teen¬ 
age  boys.  As  one  who  has  taught  teen¬ 
age  boys  for  some  21  years,  I  think  I  have 
some  understanding  of  their  attitudes 
and  emotional  problems  and  character. 
I  say  that  if  parents  have  not  done  a  job 
in  character  training  on  a  boy  by  the 
time  he  is  18  so  that  he  is  not  capable 
of  resisting  the  temptations  either  of  a 
college  campus  or  of  an  army  camp,  it 
is  very  important  for  the  benefit  of  such 
a  boy  that  he  get  into  a  new  environment 
away  from  the  parents,  because  they  will 
not  do  him  any  good  after  he  is  18.  If 
the  parents  have  done  a  proper  job,  boys 
have  pretty  much  got  their  principles  and 
characters  set  by  the  time  they  are  18; 
and  if  they  have  not,  I  think  it  will  be 
rather  helpful  to  them  to  have  the  disci¬ 
pline  of  the  Army  at  18. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  still  confused  on  the 
subject  of  the  18-year-olds,  because  it 
would  seem  it  is  not  a  question  of  a  boy 
of  that  age  being  too  young  for  military 
service.  So,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for  what 
purpose  does  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
specifically  want  the  6  months’  period  of 
deferral?  Is  it  for  6  months  of  college, 
or  is  it  to  let  the  boy  mature  for  6 
months? 
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Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  for  a  variety  of 
reasons.  That  is  one  of  the  things  we 
must  be  very  careful  about. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  trying  to  obtain  in¬ 
formation. 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  are  many  reasons 
for  deferment  until  a  boy' is  18%,  and 
they  differ  in  their  application  with  the 
difference  in  the  character  of  boys. 
There  can  be  set  apart  from  any  mass 
of  100,000  18-year-old  boys  a  group 
whose  welfare  would  be  much  better 
served  if  they  were  not  taken  until  they 
are  18%,  because  they  sorely  need  6 
months  more  of  maturity.  I  have  seen 
many  18-year-old  boys  who,  emotion¬ 
ally,  are  really  only  15  or  16  years  old. 
I  have  seen  many  18-year-old  boys  who, 
physically,  are  really  only  16  or  17  years 
old.  After  all,  there  is  only  3  months’ 
difference  between  me  and  the  Pentagon, 
so  far  as  actual  induction  is  concerned, 
because  the  military  authorities  testified 
before  the  Senate  committee — and  they 
have  just  got  through  testifying  before 
the  House  committee — that  it  takes  them 
90  days  anyway  to  get  all  the  boys  proc¬ 
essed  before  they  can  induct  them. 
Eighteen  and  one-half,  as  an  average, 
will  produce  the  best  results  when  we 
take  into  account  the  variables  among 
groups  of  boys.  That  is  all  I  am  saying. 

That  takes  care  of  the  boy  who  needs 
more  maturity.  That  takes  care  of  the 
boy  who  would  like  to  spend  more  time 
in  college  before  he  goes  into  the  armed 
services.  I  think  it  takes  care  of  the 
Selective  Service,  because  it  gives  the 
Service  additional  time — and  I  happen  to 
be  one  who  believes  they  should  have 
more  time — to  process  the  boys  so  that 
more  efficient  use  may  be  made  of  their 
abilities  and  aptitudes  when  they  are 
assigned  to  duty.  That  is  about  the  es¬ 
sence  of  my  argument  as  to  the  reasons 
why  I  think  18  years  and  6  months  is  to 
be  preferred  to  18  years. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  But¬ 
ler  of  Maryland  in  the  chair) .  Does  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  the  position  is  sus¬ 
tained  that  Congress  should  not  provide 
that  a  youth  may  be  taken  before  he  is 
18%,  then  we  must  go  at  the  other  end 
of  the  age  bracket  and  commence  to  call 
on  some  who  are  in  business  and  some 
who  have  family  responsibilities,  who 
should,  for  various  reasons,  be  permitted 
to  follow  whatever  vocation  they  have 
chosen? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  argument. 
I  shall  reach  that  point,  if  the  Senator 
will  hear  me  through.  He  has  raised  a 
point  which  I  desire  to  go  into  in  some 
detail.  I  should  like  to  speak  of  it  in  the 
order  of  my  preparation  for  this  speech, 
rather  than  to  take  it  out  of  position 
now. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  shall  wait  to  hear  the 
Senator  explain  it  later. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  simply  want  to  say 
that  I  challenge  the  argument  on  the 
part  of  the  military  as  stated  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota.  That  argument 
will  fall  to  the  ground  if  the  military 
will  make  a  more  efficient  use  of  the 
manpower  that  is  available  to  it  within 


the  age  brackets,  and  stop  wasting  as 
much  manpower  as  presently  character¬ 
izes  its  operations.  I  think  the  Senator 
has  raised  a  honey  of  a  point  when  he 
raises  that  one.  What  we  have  to  say 
to  the  Pentagon  now  is,  “You  are  not 
going  to  select  the  figure  and  tell  us  that 
is  what  we  must  supply  you,  until  you 
first  improve  your  present  use  of  man¬ 
power,  and  stop  your  unconscionable 
waste  of  it.”  I  think  we  have  an  excel¬ 
lent  chance  in  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  to  perform  a  great  service  to  the 
American  people  by  bringing  about  some 
economy  in  the  Military  Establishment, 
because  wasting  manpower  also  costs 
money.  We  have  an  opportunity  of  im¬ 
proving  the  efficiency  of  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  in  the  use  of  its  manpower. 
I  think  we  must  say,  “Gentlemen,  we  are 
going  to  give  an  order  to  halt  so  far  as 
this  matter  is  concerned.  We  are  going 
to  have  you  conduct  a  re/iew  to  see  what 
you  have  in  the  way  of  manpower  that 
you  are  wasting,  and  then  call  upon  you 
to  begin  to  make  an  efficient  use  of  the 
manpower  you  have.” 

When  we  do  that,  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  I 
think  we  shall  arrive  at  a  ceiling  of 
3,000,000  men,  subject  always,  of  course, 
to  the  power  of  the  Congress  to  change 
it  as  conditions  change.  I  am  going  to 
discuss  this  matter  in  detail  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  another  amendment  which 
provides  the  period  of  the  life  of  the 
measure.  I  should  like  to  see  the  Penta¬ 
gon  required  to  organize  itself  on  the 
basis  of  a  ceiling  of  3,000,000  men  for 
the  Military  Establishment  for  a  couple 
of  years.  In  other  words,  we  would  sim¬ 
ply  say  to  the  Pentagon,  “Boys,  this  is 
all  you  are  going  to  get,  unless  conditions 
become  a  great  deal  worse.”  Of  course, 
we  know  that  if  conditions  become  much 
worse.  Congress  can  be  in  session  for 
24  hours  continuously,  if  necessary,  in 
order  to  meet  any  situation  which  may 
arise. 

However,  what  we  really  need  to  do  is 
bring  about  efficiency  in  the  Military 
Establishment  by  means  of  eliminating 
some  of  its  present  wasteful  practices. 
In  my  opinion  we  shall  succeed  in  doing 
that  if  we  simply  say  to  the  Pentagon, 
“No,  the  ceiling  is  not  going  to  be  3,462,- 
000,  but  it  is  going  to  be  3,000,000.  Now 
go  ahead  and  bring  about  the  needed  re¬ 
forms  in  your  use  of  manpower,  the  re¬ 
forms  which  you  can  very  well  bring 
about.” 

Mark  you,  Mr.  President,  I  think  we 
then  would  be  doing  a  very  great  service 
not  only  in  the  interest  of  economy  but 
also  in  the  interest  of  the  defenses  of 
this  country,  because  with  more  efficient 
use  of  the  manpower  in  the  military 
there  will  be  better  morale  and  fewer 
of  the  “gripes”  and  “beefs”  which  now 
characterize  the  comments  of  so  many 
of  those  who  serve  in  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment,  as  we  find  when  we  talk  to 
them — particularly  the  men  in  the  lower 
echelons — and  get  their  observations 
about  the  armed  services.  If  we  talk  to 
those  groups,  Mr.  President,  man  after 
man  will  state  just  what  I  am  saying 
here  today,  namely,  that  the  waste  of 
manpower  in  the  Military  Establishment 
is  unconscionable. 


So  I  believe  we  have  a  great  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  do  something  about  that  mat¬ 
ter  in  connection  with  this  bill.  I  am 
offering  an  amendment  which  I  think 
will  do  it,  and  I  hope  the  Senate  will 
adopt  the  amendment. 

Of  course,  those  in  charge  of  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  will  wiggle  and 
“crab”  about  that  amendment;  but  in 
the  future,  9,  10,  or  12  months  from  now, 
I  believe  they  will  be  heard  to  say,  “We 
thought  you  were  awfully  tough  when 
you  did  it,  and  we  thought  you  were 
rather  unreasonable  about  it;  but  you 
forced  us  to  do  some  things  which  other¬ 
wise  would  not  have  been  done.”  I 
think  that  will  be  the  practical  result. 

Mi'.  President,  I  know  how  dangerous 
this  argument  is,  because  I  am  aware 
how  easy  it  is  to  misrepresent  someone 
in  American  politics.  It  is  very  easy  to 
say  that  I  am  proposing  something 
which  will  weaken  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment,  whereas  what  I  wish  to  do  is 
strengthen  it  and  increase  its  efficiency. 
In  my  judgment  the  way  to  do  that  is 
for  us  to  stop  assuming  that  all  that  it 
is  necessary  to  do  is  to  pour  sufficient 
money  and  discretionary  power  into  the 
Pentagon  Building  and  it  will  come  out 
in  the  form  of  efficiency.  That  is  not  so, 
Mr.  President;  and  I  think  I  can  offer 
the  following  as  my  exhibit  A  to  prove 
that  it  is  not  so:  To  anyone  who  has  a 
pair  of  eyes  I  say,  “Go  and  look  for  your¬ 
self,  and  you  can  see  the  need  for  great 
efficiency  in  the  military,  both  in  respect 
to  the  use  of  manpower  and  in  respect  to 
the  use  of  money.” 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  yield  to  any 
other  Member  of  this  body  in  my  desire 
to  strengthen  the  defenses  of  my  country. 
I  will  go  as  far  as  anyone  else  in  doing 
all  the  things  that  it  is  demonstrated  to 
me  are  necessary  to  be  done  in  order  to 
strengthen  my  country’s  defenses.  How¬ 
ever,  as  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  I  have  become  convinced, 
not  only  in  connection  with  this  bill,  but 
in  connection  with  a  great  deal  of  the 
business  which  has  come  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  the  years  I  have  been  a  member 
of  it,  that  we  have  a  responsibility  to  do 
a  better  job  than  we  have  been  doing  in 
the  way  of  eliminating  inefficiencies  and 
wastes  from  the  American  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment.  That  is  why  I  am  making 
the  fight  I  am  making  on  the  so-called 
over-all  3,000,000-man-ceiling  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  such  an  over-all  ceiling 
is  provided  in  the  bill  as  enacted,  will  it 
jeopardize  and  place  in  danger  the  men 
who  now  are  in  the  service,  in  that  they 
will  be  compelled  to  continue  in  the  serv¬ 
ice?  For  instance,  I  have  in  mind  the 
men  in  the  National  Guard.  Under  such 
circumstances,  will  they  be  required  to 
continue  in  the  active  service  beyond  the 
number  of  months  which  it  is  now  antici¬ 
pated  they  will  be  required  to  serve?  It 
seems  to  me  that  may  be  the  result,  be¬ 
cause  under  such  an  over-all  ceiling  it 
will  be  impossible  for  the  military  au¬ 
thorities  to  draw  into  the  active  service 
the  number  of  men  it  would  be  necessary 
to  have  in  order  to  make  it  possible  for 
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the  men  now  in  the  active  service  to 
obtain  a  discharge,  a  release,  or  an 
opportunity  to  take  leave  long  enough  to 
be  able  to  visit  their  homes.  If  we  place 
in  this  bill  a  statutory  ceiling  which  will 
be  mandatory,  do  not  we  then  tie  the 
hands  of  the  recruiters  or  the  Selective 
Service  or  the  Administrator  of  Selective 
Service,  and  thereby  compel  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  to  continue  to  hold  in 
the  service  the  men  in  the  National 
Guard  who  have  earned  either  a  release 
or  retirement  from  active  duty? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  think  just  the 
opposite  will  be  true,  because  my  figure 
is  a  lesser  figure  than  the  one  to  which 
the  military  wish  to  recruit. 

Mr.  THYE.  But  if  the  defense  estab¬ 
lishment  must  have  that  number  of  men, 
what  is  the  answer? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  misunder¬ 
stands  me.-  I  am  saying  that  we  can  do 
this  job  with  3,000,000  men;  we  do  not 
need  the  3,462,000  men  on  which  this 
bill  ife  bottomed.  I  think  we  can  save 
almost  all  of  those  462,000  men  by  hav¬ 
ing  greater  efficiency  in  the  use  of  mili¬ 
tary  manpower,  by  means  of  having 
greate*  use  of  civilians  in  paper-pushing 
jobs,  which  now  are  all  to  prevelant  in 
the  Military  Establishment,  by  avoiding 
the  duplication  of  work  which  character¬ 
izes  a  good  many  military  offices,  and  by 
the  elimination  of  a  great  deal  of  mili¬ 
tary  red  tape  which  ties  up  manpower. 
Certainly  there  is  a  need  for  great  sim¬ 
plification  of  the  procedures  in  the  Mil¬ 
itary  Establishment.  When  that  is 
done,  we  shall  save  a  great  deal  of  man¬ 
power,  and  then  it  can  be  used  in  uni¬ 
form,  for  combat,  or  for  training  service. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  for  having  yielded  so  much  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  for  his  inter¬ 
ruptions,  because  they  have  been  very 
helpful  in  drawing  from  me  statements 
of  my  points  of  view  which  I  might  not 
otherwise  have  expressed  in  connection 
with  the  presentation  of  my  explanation 
of  my  amendments.  So  I  appreciate 
that  very  much. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUNT.  In  discussing  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment,  it  occurs  to  me  that 
the  average  age  of  high-school  graduates 
is  slightly  over  18.  The  bill  provides 
that  a  boy  shall  not  be  drafted  while  he 
is  still  in  high  school,  until  he  has 
reached  the  age  of  19. 

Mr.  MORSE.  My  amendment  does 
not  change  that.  >•.  - 

Mr.  HUNT.  So,  as  I  understand  the 
Senator’s  amendment,  it  would  not  make 
very  much  difference  in  the  case  of  a 
boy  in  that  category,  one  way  or  the 
other. 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  no  difference  at  all. 

Mi’.  HUNT.  However,  the  average 
freshman  in  college  graduates  from  high 
school  at  the  age  of  17y2  years.  There 
is  a  difference  between  the  average  age 
of  high-school  graduates  and  the  aver¬ 
age  age  of  college  freshmen. 

Thus  it  would  seem  to  me  that  a  boy 
graduating  from  high  school  at  the  age 


of  17  V2,  and  then  having  3  months  va¬ 
cation,  and  then  an  average  of  9  months 
before  he  would  reach  the  age  of  18  y2, 
would  hardly  have  sufficient  time  to  get  a 
good  start  in  his  college  studies;  neither 
would  he  have  an  opportunity  to  become 
well  started  in  industry  in  that  time. 

My  point  is  that  only  about  one-half 
of  those  who  are  17  or  18  years  of  age 
as  they  graduate  from  high  school,  enter 
college;  and  of  the  group  who  are  over 
18  years  of  age  when  they  graduate  from 
high  school,  only  about  one-fourth  enter 
college. 

So  it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  over¬ 
looking  those  who  are  in  the  fourth  row, 
so  to  speak;  in  other  words,  we  are  speak¬ 
ing  of  the  brighter  half  of  those  who 
graduate  from  high  school — the  ones  who 
then  enter  college — rather  than  of  those 
who  graduate  from  high  school  but  do 
not  enter  college. 

What  does  the  Senator  think  about 
that? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  us  take  the  statis¬ 
tics  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
given;  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept 
them.  The  fact  is  that  I  do  not  know 
for  a  certainty  what  the  average  ages 
are;  but  I  think  there  is  in  the  commit¬ 
tee’s  record,  as  I  recall,  testimony  which 
bears  out  what  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  h°~  said.  So  let  us  take  those 
figures. 

Here  are  boys  in  a  group,  let  us  say, 
who  meet  the  average  of  17  y2  years  on 
graduation  from  high  school.  Under  my 
amendment,  when  they  are  out  of  school, 
they  will  have  a  chance  to  spend  the 
greater  part  of  a  year  in  college.  As  I 
said  a  few  moments  ago,  such  a  reor¬ 
ganization  of  college  terms  and  college 
curricula  will  take  place,  that  a  boy  will 
find  himself  in  such  a  position  that,  if  he 
really  wants  to  attend  college,  he  may 
start  college  within  a  few  weeks  of  any 
given  time. 

The  Senator  made  comment  about 
summer  vacations.  It  has  been  my  ob¬ 
servation  that  an  increasing  number  of 
high  school  graduates  are  seeking  some 
training  during  the  first  summer  they 
are  out  of  high  school.  With  the  passage 
of  a  military  manpower  bill  providing 
for  induction  at  18 years,  many  of  the 
17 ^-year-old  high  school  graduates  who, 
as  the  Senator  has  intimated,  are  really 
in  the  upper  bracket  so  far  as  ability  is 
concerned,  will  begin  college  during  the 
summer,  and  under  my  amendment  they 
will  at  least  get  9  months,  and  most  of 
them  12  months,  of  college  training,  be¬ 
fore  being  inducted  into  the  Army.  So  I 
should  say  to  the  Senator  that,  for  the 
group  of  so-called  superior  students,  my 
amendment  is  much  to  be  desired,  be¬ 
cause  it  will  assure  them  all  at  least  an 
opportunity  to  spend  some  time  in  col¬ 
lege  before  being  drafted. 

As  I  said,  the  evidence  as  presented 
to  us  seems  clear,  although  I  am  sure 
it  must  have  certain  qualifications  to 
it  that  if  we  take  the  boys  who  have 
spent  a  year  in  college  there  is  a  much 
greater  likelihood  that  a  larger  percent¬ 
age  of  them  will  return  to  college  after 
their  Army  service  than  if  they  had  not 
had  that  initial  experience.  So,  as  to 
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those,  I  think  my  amendment  is  of 
benefit. 

Mr:  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  first  finish  my 
analysis,  and  then  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  question  me  further. 

Let  me  say,  as  my  answer  to  the  sec¬ 
ond  point  made  by  the  Senator,  that 
we  must  be  careful  when  we  talk  in 
terms  of  averages.  There  is  no  aver¬ 
age  person.  In  statistical  discussions  I 
think  there  is  always  a  danger  of  mis¬ 
using  the  word  “average.”  We  seem  to 
think  it  relates  to  a  specific  group  or 
person.  Mention  was  made,  I  believe, 
of  the  average  age  at  graduation  from 
high  school  as  being  18. 

Mr.  PIUNT.  I  think  it  is  slightly 
over  18. 

Mr.  MORSE.  When  we  talk  about 
that,  we  need  to  keep  in  mind  that  in 
making  up  that  average  a  great  many 
boys  are  considerably  over  18  and  a 
great  many  boys  are  considerably  un¬ 
der  18. 

Mr.  President,  I  find  myself  in  a  very 
difficult  situation,  because  of  a  memo¬ 
randum  which  has  been  handed  to  me. 
I  wonder  whether  the  Senator  from 
Washington  is  ready  to  proceed. 

Mr.  L ANGER.  I  am  ready. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  am  ready. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  yield 
the  floor  at  this  time,  and  continue  my 
speech  later  in  the  afternoon. 

(At  this  point  Mr.  Lancer  addressed 
the  Senate.  At  the  request  of  Mr. 
Morse,  and  by  unanimous  consent,  Mr. 
Langer’s  remarks  were  ordered  to  be 
printed  in  the  Record  following  Mr. 
Morse’s  speech.) 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Langer]  most  sincerely  for  being  so  co¬ 
operative  and  courteous  as  to  take  the 
floor  and  deliver  his  speech  when  in  the 
course  of  my  remarks  this  afternoon  I 
received  an  emergency  call  which  made 
it  absolutely  necessary  for  me  to  leave 
the  floor  immediately  and  postpone  for 
the  time  being,  at  least,  the  completion 
of  my  speech. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  remarks  I  now  make  be  in¬ 
serted  in  the  Record  in  continuity  with 
the  remarks  I  previously  made,  and  that 
the  speech  of  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  appear  in  the  Record  following 
my  completed  sneech. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Knowland  in  the  chair).  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  it  is  that 
kind  of  courteous  cooperation  and 
friendly  spirit  which  characterizes  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  and  I  want 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  to  know 
that  I  appreciate  it  very  much. 

I  also  want  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  [Mr.  Cain]  to  know  that  I  realize 
and  appreciate  the  fact  that  if  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota  had  not  been  in  a 
position  to  deliver  his  speech  immedi¬ 
ately,  the  Senator  from  Washington 
would  have  accommodated  me. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  this  point? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  THYE.  Earlier  in  the  afternoon, 
in  my  colloquy  with  the  very  able  and 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon,  I 
referred  to  rumors  which  I  had  heard 
pertaining  to  the  number  of  military 
personnel  engaged  in  recruitment.  At 
that  time  I  stated  that  I  had  heard  nu¬ 
merous  rumors  in  that  connection,  some 
to  the  effect  that  as  many  as  40,000  mil¬ 
tary  personnel  were  engaged  in  recruit¬ 
ment. 

Shortly  after  the  able  Senator  from 
Oregon  left  the  floor,  the  figures  pertain¬ 
ing  to  that  matter  were  brought  to  me. 
I  shall  appreciate  it  very  much  if  those 
figures  may  be  inserted  at  this  point  in 
the  Record,  so  that  there  will  be  a  con¬ 
tinuity  in  the  presentation  of  the  matter 
in  connection  with  the  Senator’s  speech. 
In  that  way,  we  shall  not  cast  an  unjust 
reflection  upon  the  military,  because  the 
figures  I  now  have  are  much  smaller  than 
those  indicated  by  the  rumors  I  heard  as 
to  the  number  of  military  personnel  en¬ 
gaged  in  recruitment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
have  tire  figures  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  shall  not  read  the  fig¬ 
ures  as  they  have  been  broken  down  in 
the  compilation;  but  the  total  is  10,433; 
and  that  total  number  is  broken  down  on 
the  basis  of  the  number  for  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps;  and  the 
Air  Force.  Then  there  is  a  statement  of 
the  number  of  military  personnel  as¬ 
signed  to  duty  with  the  Selective  Service. 

I  ask  that  the  figures  be  printed  at  this 
point  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Schoeppel  in  the  chair).  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  figures 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

Memorandum 

Coloiiel  Collins,  from  the  office  of  Mrs. 
Anna  Rosenberg,  caUed  and  furnished  the 
following  information: 

1.  The  number  of  military  personnel,  en¬ 
listed  and  officers  assigned  to  recruiting 
services  for  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps, 
and  Air  Force  is  10,433.  This  number  is 
broken  down  as  follows: 

,  Officers  Enlisted 

Army -  392  3,  482 

Navy - 168  2,  175 

Marine  Corps _ _ _  9§  '  1,  516 

Air  Force _  295  2, 312 


Total -  948  9,  485 

2.  The  number  of  military  personnel  as¬ 
signed  to  duty  with  selective  service  is  299. 
All  of  them  are  officers  and  are  assigned  as 
follows: 

Army -  239 

Navy - 1  is 

Marine  Corps _  8 

Air  Force _ _ _  34 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 

Senator  yield,  so  that  I  may  ask  a  ques¬ 

tion  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Are  the  figures  for  the 
Coast  Guard  included  in  the  compilation 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  sub¬ 
mitted? 

Mr.  THYE.  No;  the  figures  for  the 
Coast  Guard  are  not  included.  I  re¬ 
quested  the  information  relative  to  the 
four  branches:  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the 
Marine  Corps,  and  the  Air  Force ;  and  in 


this  compilation  the  total  figure  is 
broken  down  on  the  basis  of  that  divi¬ 
sion.  I  have  asked  to  have  the  figures 
appear  at  this  point  in  the  Record  in 
order  that  we  may  not  unjustly  criti¬ 
cize,  or  refer  to  military  personnel  as 
being  excessively  used  or  misused  for 
recruitment  purposes. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
express  regret  or  really  an  apology  to 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hurt],  because  of  the  fact  that  the 
emergency  call  which  I  received,  and 
which  caused  me  to  leave  the  floor,  came 
in  the  middle  of  a  colloquy  which  at  that 
moment  I  was  having  with  him.  I  am 
sure  the  Record  will  appear  quite  incom¬ 
plete,  tomorrow,  when  it  shows  that  I 
was  broken  off  in  the  middle  of  an  an¬ 
swer  to  a  question  addressed  to  me  by 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming.  However, 
at  this  time  I  shall  try,  according  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  to  review  the 
questions  he  asked  me,  as  I  recall  them, 
and  I  shall  try  to  pull  together  the  ends 
of  the  colloquy,  so  that  when  this  speech 
is  read  tomorrow,  it  will  contain  at  least 
a  statement  -of  my  viewpoint  in  regard 
to  the  ponts  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
raised  in  his  questions,  as  I  understood 
them.  If  upon  reading  the  Record  to¬ 
morrow,  I  discover  that  it  needs  clarifi¬ 
cation,  I  shall  at  that  time  make  a  brief 
statement  clarifying  it. 

As  I  recall,  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
had  pointed  out  to  me  statistics  which 
showed  that  the  average  age  of  fresh¬ 
men  in  college  was  17%  years  at  the  time 
of  graduation  from  high  school,  but  that 
the  average  age  of  all  studdents  graduat¬ 
ing  from  high  school,  including  those 
who  went  to  college  and  those  who  did 
not  go  to  college,  was  a  little  over  18 
years.  He  raised  the  question,  as  I  un¬ 
derstood  his  remarks,  whether  my 
amendment,  providing  for  induction  at 
18  years  6  months,  would  prove  to  be 
wasteful  to  the  boy  who  graduated  from 
high  school  at  the  age  of  17y2  years,  and 
who’  then  went  to  college.  As  I  recall 
our  colloquy,  I  had  said  before  I  left  the 
floor  that  in  my  opinion  my  amendment 
clearly  would  be  beneficial  to  the  boy 
who  graduated  from  high  school  at  the 
age  of  171/2  years  and  who  was  the  type 
of  boy  that  went  to  college,  because  it 
would  clearly  give  him  9  months  to  spend 
in  college  before  being  actually  inducted. 
In  view  of  the  great  change  which  is 
presently  going  on  in  American  Educa¬ 
tion,  insofar  as  altering  college  term 
timetables  is  concerned,  I  think  many  of 
those  boys  would  probably  finish  almost 
a  year  of  schooling,  because  an  increas¬ 
ing  number  of  boys  during  the  critical 
period  of  the  next  few  years,  will  be 
using  their  summer  periods  to  attend 
school,  as  well  as  using  the  so-called 
regular-term  periods.  The  trend  very 
definitely  in  American -education  is  to¬ 
ward  the  four-quarter  system  rather 
than  -  the  semester  system,  with  the 
fourth  quarter  being  given  during  the 
summer  months,  and  with  the  curricula 
so  arranged  that  boys  may  begin  their 
college  course  at  the  opening  of  any  term 
during  the  year.  That  is  particularly 
true,  of  course,  of  the  larger  institutions, 
though  not  so  true,  as  yet,  I  admit,  of  the 
smaller  colleges.  What  I  am  pointing 


out  is  that  my  amendment  with  its  18 
years  6  months  induction  figure  will  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  education  of  a  boy  who  will 
have  a  period  of  from  6  months  to  a  year 
following  high-school  graduation  before 
being  inducted  into  service. 

I  again  want  to  tie  down  at  this  point 
the  observation  I  made  earlier  in  the 
afternoon,  that  the  objective  data  which 
have  been  made  available  to  us  to  date 
indicate  that,  if  what  we  want  to  do  is 
to  encourage  the  boys  who  go  into  serv¬ 
ice  to  complete  a  college  education,  we 
should  see  that  they  are  enabled  to  go 
to  college  for  at  least  some  period  of  time 
before  they  enter  the  service.  The  data 
show  that  a  large  percentage  of  the  boys 
who  have  first  spent  some  time  in  col¬ 
lege,  even  though  it  be  but  two  terms, 
will  return  to  college  after  their  training 
in  the  armed  services,  whereas  in  the 
case  of  boys  who  went  into  the  armed 
services  without  any  previous  college 
training  at  all  the  percentage  who  will 
go  to  college  will  be  small.  I  think  that 
is  understandable  and  we  should  be  sur¬ 
prised  at  that  statistic.  It  is  only  nat¬ 
ural  that  if  a  young  man  has  started  his 
college  training,  has  then  gone  into  the 
Army,  and  has  the  benefit  of  the  GI  edu¬ 
cation  bill,  he  will  want  to  finish  his 
education,  because  he  at  least  will  have 
got  his  roots  in  the  ground,  and  will  have 
made  the  orientation,  the  adjustment  to 
college  life.  So,  from  the  standpoint  of 
those  boys,  I  would  say  to  my  good  friend 
from  Wyoming  that  I  think  my  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  very  beneficial  to  them. 

As  I  recall;  when  I  left  the  floor  we 
were  discussing  the  point  which  I  wanted 
to  make,  that  in  all  such  statistics  as  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  mentioned  in  his 
question,  when  one  uses  averages,  he 
needs  to  analyze  very  carefully  the  word 
“average.”  Very  fallacious  reasoning 
often  develops  from  Jhe  use  of  the  so- 
called  average  statistics  or  statistics 
based  on  averages.  Every  average  figure 
involved  in  the  statistics  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Wyoming  mentioned  involves 
a  great  many  boys  whose  age  is  in  excess 
of  18  years,  as  well  as  a  great  many  boys 
whose  age  is  under  18.  Of  course,  it  is 
impossible  to  deal  with  the  average  boy, 
for  there  simply  is  no  such  person;  it  is 
merely  a  statistical  label.  Under  this  bill 
we  must  deal  with  boys  of  all  the  age 
groups  within  the  bracket.  We  must  deal 
with  mature  boys  and  with  immature 
boys,  when  we  are  considering  boys 
around  the  age  of  18.  As  I  said  earlier 
this  afternoon,  there  are  many  boys  who 
physically  are  only  16  years  of  age, 
though  chronologically  they  are  18. 
There  are  boys  who  are  only  15  or  16 
years  of  age  emotionally  and  psychologi¬ 
cally,  when  they  are  18  years  old  as 
far  as  birthdays  are  concerned. 

In  preparing  legislation  of  this  kind 
we  have  a  great  responsibility  in  regard 
to  American  boys  to  see  to  it  that  we 
reduce  to  a  minimum  the  injustices  to 
individuals.  We  need  to  have  a  law 
which  will  permit  of  most  intelligent  ad¬ 
ministration  and  application  in  its  ef¬ 
fect  upon  individual  boys — not  upon 
averages,  but  upon  individuals.  It  hap¬ 
pens  to  be  my  sincere  feeling  that  my 
amendment,  which  provides  that  com¬ 
pulsory  induction  shall  not  start  until 
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the  boy  is  18  years  6  months  of  age,  but 
that  he  shall  have  the  same  privilege 
which  he  has  under  the  present  law  of 
presenting  himself  for  induction  at  18, 
and  that  registration  under  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  shall  start  at  18,  per¬ 
mits  of  a  more  intelligent  application  of 
the  effects  of  the  law  to  individual  boys 
than  does  the  18-year  blanket  provision 
of  the  committee  bill.  I  am  satisfied 
that  if  my  amendment  is  adopted,  that  is 
the  way  it  will  work  out. 

I  wish  to  repeat,  even  at  the  risk  of 
creating  boredom  in  the  printed  Record, 
that  it  needs  to  be  stressed  that  the 
military  and  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  are  only  3  months  apart  on  the 
matter  of  time,  anyway.  I  shall  not  let 
anyone  lose  sight  of  that  very  important 
fact  in  this  debate.  The  military  says 
a  period  of  3  months  is  required  in  order 
to  process  the  boys,  anyway,  when  they 
are  registered  at  18,  and  that  is  what 
this  bill  calls  for;  so  they  could  not  be 
inducted  before  reaching  the  age  of  18 
years  3  months.  I  believe  the  additional 
3  months  provided  in  my  amendment 
can  produce  a  great  increase  of  effi¬ 
ciency  in  the  handling  of  boys.  It  will 
take  a  certain  amount  of  administrative 
pressure  from  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem,  so  that  a  more  careful  analysis  of 
the  aptitudes  and  characteristics  and 
abilities  of  the  boys  may  be  made,  with 
the  result  that  the  efficiency  of  the  man¬ 
power  of  a  particular  branch  of  the 
service  will  be  greatly  improved,  the  in¬ 
ductees  will  be  more  appropriately 
placed,  or  at  least  it  will  make  possible 
the  avoidance  of  a  maximum  number 
and  reducing  to  a  minimum  number  the 
mistakes  which  might  otherwise  be  made 
in  placing  boys  within  the  military  serv¬ 
ice. 

I  have  already  mentioned  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  the  fact  that  there  is  reserved 
to  the  boy  the  right  to  enter  the  service 
early  if  he  desires  to  do  so.  It  seems  that 
does  not  leave  much  to  the  argument 
that  the  time  of  the  boys  between  their 
courses  in  high  school  and  college  is  be¬ 
ing  wasted.  I  believe  it  was  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming  who  helped  me  empha¬ 
size  the  point  that  under  my  amendment 
the  boy  who  has  not  graduated  from 
high  school  at  the  time  he  is  18  can  re¬ 
main  in  high  school  until  he  is  19.  I 
have  no  change  at  all  to  suggest  as  to 
that.  So  all  the  fuss  and  fretting  so  far 
as  the  induction  period  is  concerned 
comes  down  to  3  months. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion,  the 
Pentagon  should  clarify  further  the  po¬ 
sition  taken  by  General  Marshall  and 
General  Bradley  before  the  House  com¬ 
mittee  the  other  day,  advise  us  of  the 
clarification,  and  accept  the  suggestion 
as  to  18  years  and  6  months,  because  just 
as  surely  as  that  you  and  I  are  in  this 
Chamber  this  afternoon,  if  the  Senate 
adopts  the  amendment,  and  the  bill  goes 
all  through  in  that  form  and  the  Presi¬ 
dent  signs  it,  the  announcement  that 
will  come  from  the  Pentagon  regarding 
the  amendment  will'  be,  “It  is  not  so 
bad.”  Take  judicial  notice  of  that. 
They  will  say,  “After  all,  we  can  make 
pretty  good  use  of  the  3  months’  time 
in  improving  our  processing  in  selective 
service.”  I  know  how  those  men  work. 


I  have  been  through  the  mill  with  mili¬ 
tary  legislation  before.  Of  course,  I  can¬ 
not  say  what  is  in  another  man’s  mind, 
but  I  can  say  that  in  my  own  mind  I  am 
satisfied  that  will  be  their  attiude  with 
regard  to  this  kind  of  an  amendment. 

I  desire  to  tell  the  military  something 
else  by  way  of  the  advisability  of  recog¬ 
nizing  the  fact  that  they  should  go  along 
with  this  amendment.  The  military 
can  well  afford  to  have  the  maximum 
support  of  public  opinion  for  its  pro¬ 
gram.  The  military  can  well  afford  to 
do  what  it  can  to  minimize  the  impres¬ 
sion  that  it  is  constantly  bucking  large 
numbers  of  the  American  people  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  handling  of  human  beings  in 
the  Military  Establishment.  Therefore, 
I  make  the  friendly  suggestion  to 
the  military — gratuitously,  they  may 
think — that  good  public  relations  should 
cause  their  leaders  to  say,  “Although  we 
would  have  preferred  the  18-year  pro¬ 
vision,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  it  has 
been  clearly  demonstrated  in  both 
branches  of  the  Congress  that  that  is 
not  desired,  we  will  go  along.” 

It  is  a  fact  it  is  not  desired  in  Con¬ 
gress.  The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
does  not  speak  alone  in  this  regard.  The 
position  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  is  not  singular,  as  subsequent  events, 
I  believe,  will  show.  There  are  other 
Senators  in  this  body  who  feel  as  I  do 
in  regard  to  the  amendment.  Discus¬ 
sions  which  have  already  taken  place 
on  the  House  side,  at  least  as  I  have  read 
of  them  in  the  press,  show  that  there  is 
strong  psychological  support  in  the 
country  for  the  amendment,  and  that  the 
Pentagon  should  pay  a  little  more  atten¬ 
tion  to  good  public  relations.  After  all, 
it  is  well  to  talk  about  the  morale  of  the 
people  of  Europe,  and  the  need  for  build¬ 
ing  up  their  morale,  but  let  us  not  over¬ 
look  the  importance  of  unity  among  our 
own  people  and  of  the  high  morale 
among  our  own  people  in  support  of  the 
military  program  we  adopt.  I  merely 
make  that  friendly  suggestion  to  the 
military. 

Earlier  in  my  remarks  this  afternoon 
I  talked  about  the  ages  at  which  men  are 
drafted  into  the  military  in  some  other 
countries.  I  shall  not  read  it  all,  but 
I  ask  to  have  incorporated  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  at  this  point 
in  my  speech  a  very  brief  one-page 
article  which  appeared  in  the  January 
26,  1951,  issue  of  United  States  News  and 
World  Report,  entitled  “Draft  Laws 
Abroad  Are  Milder.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Draft  Laws  Abroad  are  Milder 

(United  States  conscription  plan  goes  fur¬ 
ther  than  most  systems  abroad,  including 
that  of  Russia.  A  look  around  the  world 
shows:  Where  conscription  operates,  defer¬ 
ments  often  are  liberal.  There  is  a  lag  be¬ 
tween  registration  and  call-ups,  time  for  re¬ 
cruits  to  get  their  affairs  in  order.  Youths 
are  not  called  up  as  young  as  United  States 
Defense  Department  planners  propose.  They 
aren’t  kept  as  long,  either.) 

Here  is  the  way  other  countries  are  meet¬ 
ing  their  military  needs  as  United  States 
opens  debate  on  universal  military  service  for 
all  18-year-olds: 


Britain,  principal  ally  of  United  States, 
calls  up  draftees  at  the  age  of  18  years  and 

3  months.  United  States  plan  is  to  take 
them  at  18.  British  youths  serve  24  months. 
United  States  youths  would  serve  27  months 
under  the  suggested  plan.  Britain  defers 
young  merchant  seamen,  coal  miners,  and 
farmers.  United  States  idea  is  to  defer  no¬ 
body. 

Britain  turns  down  the  disabled  youth,  15 
out  of  100,  and  makes  no  further  claim  on 
them.  United  States  plan  is  to  put  them  to 
work  under  some  Government  agency  for 
27  months,  in  hospitals,  public-health  ac¬ 
tivities,  or  home-guard  duty.  Britain’s  draf¬ 
tees  start  at  $16  a  month.  United  States 
draftees  get  $75  a  month  now,  but  the  UMS 
plan  calls  for  a  cut  to  $30  during  the  first 

4  months  of  training. 

Russia  is  a  little  easier  on  youths  than 
either  United  States  or  Britain,  as  far  as 
direct  military  service  goes.  Russian  draft 
does  not  start  until  19. 

Russia  defers  youths,  too,  rather  liberally. 
If  they  are  in  essential  civilian  pursuits. 
According  to  the  United  States  Army  Infor¬ 
mation  Diget,  Russia  follows  “a  generous 
and  enlightened  policy  of  deferment  for 
scientists,  teachers,  technicians,  such  artists 
as  movie  actors,  since  these  specialists  are 
in  chronic  short  supply  in  the  Soviet  Union.” 

The  average  Russian  recruit  spends  24  to 
36  months  in  active  service,  then  he  goes 
into  the  Reserves  with  annual  refresher 
training.  He  remains  subject  to  recall  any 
time  until  he  is  50.  Graduates  of  the  United 
States  program  would  serve  27  months  at 
most,  then  enter  the  active  Reserves  for 
3  years,  or  the  inactive  Reserves  for  6  years. 

In  France,  youths  register  at  19,  enter  serv¬ 
ice  at  20.  Service  is  for  18  months,  two- 
thirds  as  long  as  the  prospective  United 
States  service  stint.  Only  10  percent  are 
rejected  for  military  duty.  Men  with  rather 
serious  physical  defects  are  drafted,  ear¬ 
marked  for  limited  duty.  But  rejected  men 
are  not  utilized  in  any  way. 

United  States  plan,  by  contrast,  is  to  take 
only  fairly  good  physical  specimens  into  uni¬ 
form,  yet  rehabilitate  and  use  the  rejectees 
in  semimilitary  jobs.  French  students  can 
be  deferred  until  they  finish  college.  The 
United  States  system  would  allow  n6  college 
deferments  after  1954. 

Elsewhere  in  Europe,  this  is  the  picture  on 
manpower  drafts: 

Italy:  Training  starts  at  21.  Service  is  for 
18  months.  Italy’s  armed  forces  are  limited 
by  treaty  to  275,000  men.  United  States  will 
draft  more  than  that  in  the  first  3  months 
of  1951,  regardless  of  what  happens  to  the 
universal  service  plan. 

West  Germany.  Youths  in  this  former 
enemy  country  are  not  drafted  at  all.  Hitler 
built  his  war  machine  with  a  military-service 
system  that  took  youths  at  20,  for  24  months 
of  service. 

Belgium.  Men  are  called  up  at  20  for  14 
months  of  duty. 

Netherlands.  Citizens  of  the  Netherlands 
enter  service  at  20,  for  12  months.  Only  a 
fraction  of  each  available  class  is  called;  de¬ 
ferments  are  available  on  many  grounds. 

Portugal  calls  men  at  20,  for  18  months 
of  service. 

Spain  takes  conscripts  at  20,  for  24  months 
of  service.  Miners  and  some  factory  workers 
are  deferred.  Farmers  are  furloughed  at 
harvest  time,  and  harvest  leave  counts  as 
military  service. 

Norway  drafts  20-year-olds,  keeps  them  9  to 
12  months. 

In  the  Western  Hemisphere  no  other  coun¬ 
try  appears  to  have  adopted  a  system  that 
will  match  the  proposed  United  States  youth 
draft. 

Mexico  drafts  only  one-third  of  its  18-year- 
olds  every  year.  They  serve  12  months. 

Canada  relies  entirely  cn  volunteers,  has 
no  compulsory-service  law. 
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Most  nations,  in  short,  defer  youths  until 
they  are  19  or  20.  Liberal  deferment  oppor¬ 
tunities  are  provided  for  college  students, 
trade  apprentices,  other  youth,  groups. 

These  facts  are  being  cited  by  opponents 
of  UMS  in  the  United  States.  They  say  that, 
if  other  countries  do  not  take  men  at  18,  the 
United  States  does  not  need  to.  This  review 
gives  you  the  background  of  that  argument. 
You  will  be  hearing  much  more  of  it  in 
months  ahead  as  Congress  debates  a  long¬ 
term  conscription  system  for  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  believe 
this  very  condensed  and  concise  article 
is  worth  the  attention  of  Members  of 
the  Senate  for  the  very  reasons  I  brought 
out  earlier  in  my  remarks  this  after¬ 
noon.  Let  me  read  a  paragraph  or  two : 

Here  is  the  way  other  countries  are  meet¬ 
ing  their  military  needs  as  United  States 
opens  debate  on  universal  military  service 
for  all  18-year-olds. 

Britain,  principal  ally  of  United  States, 
calls  up  draftees  at  the  age  of  18  years  and 
3  months.  United  States  plan  is  to  take 
them  at  18.  British  youths  serve  24  months. 

I  shall  have  something  to  say  about 
that  in  the  days  ahead,  when  I  come  to 
my  amendment  regarding  length  of  serv¬ 
ice,  which  I  think  should  be  21  months. 
I  digress  from  the  discussion  of  the 
amendment  now  under  consideration 
long  enough  to  point  out  that  24  months 
is  the  length  of  service  in  Great  Britain, 
and,  although  I  shall  make  a  strenuous 
fight  for  a  21-month  provision,  I  serve 
notice  now  that  if  I  lose  in  that,  I  shall 
offer  an  amendment  providing  for  24 
months  as  the  period,  at  least  as  a  com¬ 
promise  between  my  position  and  the 
position  of  the  majority  of  the  commit¬ 
tee.  But  I  return  to  the  article : 

United  States  youths  would  serve  27 
months  under  the  suggested  plan.  Britain 
defers  young  merchant  seamen,  coal  miners, 
and  farmers.  United  States  idea  is  to  defer 
nobody? 

Britain  turns  down  the  disabled  youth — 15 
out  of  100 — and  makes  no  further  claim  on 
them. 

Then  it  discusses  what  the  United 
States  plan  is.  It  contains  a  paragraph 
on  Russia. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  does  not  agree  that  that 
article  is  accurate  when  it  says  the 
United  States  would  defer  no  one,  does 
he? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  did  not  say  anything 
about  the  accuracy  of  the  article;  but 
the  article  is  accurate  in  regard  to  the 
figure  of  18  years  and  3  months  for  the 
drafting  of  British  boys. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  was  not 
referring  to  that  part  of  the  article,  al¬ 
though  it  was  my  impression  that  Brit¬ 
ish  boys  were  drafted  at  13  years.  But 


whatever  the  age  at  which  the  British 
may  draft  their  boys,  that  is  not  what 
the  Senator  from  Texas  referred  to.  He 
did  refer  to  what  is  in  the  bill,  and  the 
bill  does  not  propose  to  make  no  defer¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  did  not  mean  so  to 
imply. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  article 
does  imply  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  article,  as  I  have 
already  pointed  out,  was  dated  January 
26,  1951,  and  it  was  based  on  proposals 
then  under  discussion.  The  bill  had  not 
been  completed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  yield  further,  he  is  asking  the 
attention  of  all  his  colleagues  to  an  ar¬ 
ticle  he  is  putting  into  the  Record,  and 
he  certainly  would  want  to  point  out 
that  the  subcommittee  did  not  consider 
any  such  bill,  and,  so  far  as  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  knows,  no  one 
made  any  proposal  at  any  time  that  any 
legislation  would  be  considered  that 
that  would  allow  no  deferments. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  identified  the  ar¬ 
ticle  very  carefully,  and  the  date  of  the 
article.  The  article  will  speak  for  itself. 
I  have  been  taking  things  out  of  con¬ 
text.  The  article  refers  to  what  was 
under  discussion  on  January  26,  1951. 

The  figures  which  I  particularly  wish 
to  stress  are  the  figures  set  forth  in  the 
article  as  to  the  ages  at  which  the  men 
are  drafted  into  the  service  in  foreign 
countries.  The  article  discusses  the  sys¬ 
tem  in  Russia.  Before  I  mention  Rus¬ 
sia  I  wish  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that 
I  am  not  interested  in  Russia  as  a  prece¬ 
dent  for  anything.  I  merely  state  what 
the  article  says  about  the  drafting  poli¬ 
cies  of  Russia. 

The  article  says: 

Russia  is  a  little  easier  on  youths  than 
either  the  United  States  or  Britain,  as  far  as 
direct  military  service  goes.  Russian  draft 
does  not  start  until  19. 

Russia  defers  youths,  too,  rather  liberally, 
if  they  are  in  essential  civilian  pursuits.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  the  United  States  Army  Informa¬ 
tion  Digest — 

I  chuckled  when  I  read  that  reference 
to  the  United  States  Army  Information 
Digest,  because  apparently  the  writer  of 
the  article  thought  it  rather  important 
that  he  quote  from  reliable  authority  for 
any  comment  upon  the  evaluation  of  the 
Russian  drafting  policies.  He  used  as  his 
authority  the  United  States  Army  In¬ 
formation  Digest. 

According  to  the  United  States  Army  In¬ 
formation  Digest,  Russia  follows  “a  generous 
and  enlightened  policy  of  deferment  for 
scientists,  teachers,  technicians,  such  artists 
as  movie  actors,  since  these  specialists  are 
in  chronic  short  supply  In  the  Soviet  Union.” 

The  average  Russian  recruit  spends  24  to 
36  months  in  active  service,  then  he  goes  into 
the  reserves  with  annual  refresher  training. 
He  remains  subject  to  recall  any  time  until 
he  is  50.  Graduates  of  the  United  States  pro¬ 
gram  which  serves  27  months  at  most,  then 
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into  the  active  Reserves  for  3  years,  or  the 
inactive  Reserves  for  6  years. 

In  France  youths  register  at  19  and  enter 
service  at  20. 

I  will  nbt  read  all  of  the  article. 

In  Italy  training  starts  at  21. 

West  Germany.  Youths  in  this  former 
enemy  country  are  not  drafted  at  all.  Hitler 
built  his  war  machine  with  a  military-service 
system  that  took  youths  at  20,  for  24  months 
of  service. 

The  Netherlands.  Citizens  of  the  Nether¬ 
lands  enter  service  at  20,  for  12  months.  Only 
a  fraction  of  each  available  class  is  called; 
deferments  are  available  on  many  grounds. 

Portugal  takes  conscripts  at  20,  for  18 
months  of  service. 

Spain  takes  conscripts  at  20,  for  24  months 
of  service. 

Norway  drafts  20-year-olds,  keeps  them  9 
to  12  months. 

Mexico  drafts  only  one-third  of  its  18-year- 
olds  every  year.  They  serve  12  months. 

Canada  relies  entirely  on  volunteers,  has  no 
compulsory-service  law. 

Mr.  President,  I  shall  not  read  any 
further  from  the  article.  I  repeat  what 
I  said  earlier  this  afternoon,  that  I  would 
consider  it  non  sequitur  for  me  to  argue, 
because  these  countries  have  different 
draft  ages  than  the  age  proposed  in  the 
pending  bill,  that  the  age  in  the  pending 
bill  should  be  changed.  That  is  not  my 
argument  at  all.  I  merely  make  the  ob¬ 
servation  that  in  the  other  countries  the 
draft  age  is  not  so  low  as  the  age  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  pending  bill,  save  and  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  specific  instances  set  forth 
in  the  article. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  not 
been  able  to  follow  the  Senator  in  his 
reading  of  the  information  with  respect 
to  every  country.  I  think  the  Senator 
would  be  better  advised  if  he  were  to  fol¬ 
low  the  information  shown  at  page  11  of 
the  record  of  the  committee  hearings. 
The  information  on  page  11  was  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff, 
G-2,  Intelligence.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit  me  to  do  so,  I  should  like  to.  in¬ 
clude  in  the  Record  jn  connection  with 
the  magazine  article  which  he  has  sub¬ 
mitted  for  the  Record,  the  tabulation 
which  appears  at  page  11  of  the  record 
of  hearings  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  join 
with  the  Senator  in  that  request. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  infor¬ 
mation  shown  in  the  table  at  page  11  is 
at  wide  variance  with  the  information 
given  in  the  artiele  from  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  has  read. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  join  with  the  Senator 
in  making  the  request. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  table  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows : 
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Type  and  period  of  military  service  in  foreign  countries 


[Prepared  Jan.  11, 1951,  by  Department  of  the  Army,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  0-2,  Intelligence. 

Washington,  D.  C.j 


Country 

Type  of  service 
(conscription  or 
volunteer) 

Minimum 
age  of 
service 

O 

Length  of 
service 
(years) 

Length  of 
reenlist¬ 
ment 
period 
(years) 

Length  in 
months 
service  has 
been  ex¬ 
tended,  1950 

Australia . 

Volunteer . 

17 
20 
19 

18 

16 

16 

18 

18 

21 

19 
18 
18 

20 
19 
18 
18 
18 
19 

17 

<«) 

18 
21 
18 
18 
18 

19 

17 

20 

18 

19 

20 
18 

19 
18 

20 
18 
20- 

19 

20 
18 
20 
18 
17 

•  19 
20 

6 
>  1 

2 

3 

h 

h 

<2) 

2 

% 

3 

12 

X 

m 

3-5 

2 

3 

2 

7 

(•) 

2 

1 H 
2 

H 

6 

1 

7 

X 

3 

2 

1H 

2 

2 

X 

2 

3 

X 

X 

2 

4 

2 

2 

6-12 

7  3 

2 

6- 

Belgium . . 

Conscript.... 

Bulgaria . . 

Canada . _ 

Volunteer 

3 

(8) 

(J) 

(8) 

(’) 

Chinese: 

Communists . 

Conscript . 

Nationalists . 

Volunteer. . 

Conscript.... 

Czechoslovakia . 

Volunteer . . 

Conscript . .  . 

Denmark . 

Egypt . . . . . 

Finland . . 

Volunteer . 

12 

0) 

2 

6 

France... . . . . . . . 

Greece . . . 

Volunteer _ 

H-3H 

Conscript . 

Hungary . . . 

Volunteer . . 

3 

Conscript. ._ 

India . . . . . . 

(4) 

Republic  of  Indonesia . . 

Iran.  . 

Conscript _ 

Italy . . . . 

. do . 

3 

The  Netherlands . . . 

. do . 

6 

New  Zealand . 

...  .do _ _ 

Norway... . . . . 

Volunteer _ 

5 

Conscript . . 

Pakistan... . . . . . 

Volunteer . 

12 

Philippine  Republic _ 

Poland . . . . 

Volunteer . . 

3 

Portugal _ _ _ _ _ 

Rumania.  _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Volunteer . 

1 

Conscript . . 

Saudi  Arabia . . . 

Volunteer... 

3 

1-2 

2 

Spain . . . . . . 

Conscript . 

Sweden . . . 

Volunteer . 

Switzerland . 

Thailand . . 

3 

3 

Turkey . . . . 

Volunteer . . 

United  Kingdom . 

_ do . . 

6 

U.  S.  S.  R . . . . . 

Volunteer... 

1-10 

Conscript.  _. 

Yugoslavia _ _ _ _ 

. do . . 

3 

1  Extension  to  2  years  under  consideration. 

2  Indefinite. 

8  Unknown. 

4  Variable. 

8  Not  established. 

6  Secondary  school  graduates  are  liable  to  induction  1  year  earlier. 

2  Not  yet  definitely  established  after  postwar  adjustments. 

Note.— Above  data  refer  to  the  bulk  of  ordinary  Army  conscripts;  personnel  for  Navy,  Air  Force,  security  troop 
organizations,  and  officer,  NCO,  and  specialist  careers  are  often  inducted  earlier,  sometimes  as  volunteers  rather  than 
conscripts,  and  serve  longer. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  According 
to  the  information  shown  in  the  table  a 
young  man  in  the  United  Kingdom  is 
conscripted  at  age  18. 

Mr.  MORSE.  When  are  the  young 
men  inducted? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  This  table 
contains  the  must  recent  information 
which  was  available  to  us,  as  of  January 
11,  1951. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Are  the  young  men  in 
England  actually  inducted  at  18? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  mini¬ 
mum  age  of  service  is  18.  They  serve 
2  years.  In  1950  the  2-year  service  was 
extended  by  6  months.  I  did  not  fol¬ 
low  the  Senator’s  recital  with  respect 
to  all  countries.  As  I  remember,  he 
mentioned  the  Netherlands,  and  said 
that  the  men  are  taken  into  the  service 
at  age  19. 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  do  not  think  I 
read  anything  about  the  Netherlands. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under¬ 
stood  the  Senator  to  refer  to  the  Nether¬ 
lands. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Citizens  of  the  Nether¬ 
lands  enter  military  service  at  age  20. 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under¬ 
stood  the  Senator  to  say  19.  Accord¬ 
ing  to  the  information  of  the  Assistant 
Chief  of  Staff,  G-2,  Intelligence,  they 
enter  military  service  at  18.  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  there  are  other  discrepan¬ 
cies  between  the  information  on  page 
11  of  the  report  and  the  article  from 
which  the  Senator  has  read. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  of¬ 
fering  the  article  for  what  it  may  prove 
to  be  worth  on  checking.  I  have  offered 
the  table  prepared  by  G-2  for  whatever 
it  may  be  worth  on  checking.  I  sug¬ 
gest  it  be  checked.  I  believed  it  should 
be  checked  as  to  its  accuracy. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record,  at 
this  point,  the  chart  which  appears  at 
page  20  of  the  January  26,  1951,  issue 
of  United  States  News  and  World  Re¬ 
port.  It  is  entitled  “Why  Congress  Is 
To  Go  Slow  on  Drafting  18-Year-Olds: 
19-Year-Olds  Can  Meet  Manpower 
Needs.”  I  ask  that  there  be  incorporated 
in  the  Record  only  the  printed  material, 
including  the  statistics  shown  in  the 
chart. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  chart 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Why  Congress  Is  To  Go  Slow  on  Drafting 

18-Year-Olds;  19-Year-Olds  Can  Meet 

Manpower  Needs — for  the  Period  January 

1951  Through  June  1952 

Men  needed,  1,382,000;  Includes  800,000  to 
bring  Armed  Forces,  with  recalled  National 
Guard  units  and  Reservists,  up  to  strength  of 
3,462,000  by  autumn,  1951;  plus  allowance  for 
50,000  casualties  in  Korea;  plus  allowance  for 
loss  of  men  due  to  expiration  of  enlistments 
and  draft  service. 

Men  available  in  19-through-25-age 
bracket,  1,851,000:  includes  800,000  able- 
bodied  men  in  1-A  at  beginning  of  1951, 
plus  200,000  college  students  to  be  drafted 
next  summer,  plus  851,000  able-bodied  men 
reaching  age  19  in  this  18-month  period. 

Four  hundred  and  sixty-nine  thousand 
margin  of  reserve.  Defense  Department  con¬ 
siders  a  margin  of  400,000  in  the  draft  pipe¬ 
line  essential. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
very  anxious  to  emphasize  the  point  that 
this  amendment  should  be  considered 
along  with  the  amendment  which  I  dis¬ 
cussed  earlier  this  afternoon,  relating 
to  saving  manpower  in  the  military  es¬ 
tablishment,  by  making  greater  use  of 
civilians,  including  women,  by  means  of 
the  reduction  of  the  percentage  of  the 
present  rejects,  and  by  seeing  to  it  that 
we  eliminate  as  much  as  possible  mili¬ 
tary  personnel  from  nonessential  and 
routine,  red-tape  jobs,  and  having  those 
jobs  performed  by  men  beyond  the  age 
brackets  in  civilian  life  or  by  rejects. 

I  wish  to  spend  a  few  moments  in  a 
discussion  of  some  of  the  statistics 
which  were  presented  to  us  by  the  mili¬ 
tary  authorities.  A  statistical  analysis 
bears  directly  on  one  of  the  vital  issues 
involved  in  the  debate.  The  question 
is  whether  or  not  we  need  to  go  so  far  as 
the  military  want  us  to  go  in  meeting 
the  manpower  needs  of  the  country.  The 
hearings  show  that  the  Department  of 
Defense  has  on  several  occasions  shifted 
its  position  with  regard  to  the  over-all 
goa’l  of  the  Armed  Forces.  It  would 
seem  that  such  shifting  of  position  in¬ 
dicates  indecision  and  uncertainty  as 
to  the  manpower  goal,  and  it  under¬ 
mines  the  validity  of  the  present  pro¬ 
posal  that  there  be  provided  a  total  force 
of  3,462,000  men.  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  the  shifting  of  position  from  time 
to  time  in  the  hearings  indicates  that 
the  military  authorities  in  the  Pentagon 
were  not  quite  certain  as  to  exactly  what 
figure  they  ought  to  aim  at.  I  am  in¬ 
clined  to  think  that  it  indicates  that 
after  they  discussed  the  question  back 
and  forth  they  thought  they  might  get 
by  with  a  higher  figure,  and  so  they 
finally  came  out  with  a  higher  figure. 
I  am  for  cutting  it  down.  As  I  said 
earlier  this  afternoon,  I  am  for  cutting 
it  down  because  I  think  it  will  give  us 
a  more  efficient  military  establishment 
and  will  result  in  greater  economy. 

Of  course,  it  is  obvious  that  until  we 
have  a  definite  figure  established  as  our 
ultimate  goal,  it  is  most  important  to 
decide  whether  men  should  be  drafted 
at  the  age  of  18,  I8V2,  or  19  years.  Early 
in  the  hearings  Assistant  Secretary 
Rosenberg  stated  that  the  goal  of  the 
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Department  of  Defense  was  3,200,000,  to 
be  reached  by  June  30,  1951.  In  the 
course  of  the  hearings,  on  January  10, 
Mrs.  Rosenberg  stated  that  the  first  mili¬ 
tary  manpower  problem  is  "to  build  up 
from  our  present  strength,  which  is 
2,500,000  as  of  November  of  last  year,  to 
an  estimated  strength  of  about  3,200,000 
by  June  30.” 

On  the  following  day  the  Department 
of  Defense  stated  that  the  build-up  now 
projected  for  the  fiscal  year  1951  was 
based  upon  a  figure  of  3,200,000,  which 
was  hoped  to  be  reached  as  of  June  30, 
1951. 

I  should  like  to  digress  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  on 
the  floor,  as  I  have  stated  previously  in 
his  absence,  that  I  find  it  a  matter  of 
deep  personal  regret  that  he  and  I  differ 
on  certain  phases  of  the  bill,  because  I 
do  not  know  how  one  could  have  served 
under  a  more  fair  and  conscientious 
chairman  of  a  subcommitee  than  was 
the  Senator  from  Texas  throughout 
the  proceedings.  Although  it  probably 
seems  to  our  colleagues  in  the  Senate, 
and  perhaps  to  many  persons  in  the 
country,  that  he  and  I  are  at  opposite 
ends  of  the  pole  in  connection  with  the 
bill,  I  do  not  believe  that  we  are.  He 
may  think  that  he  is  further  from  me 
than  I  think  he  is,  or  vice  versa.  But 
of  one  thing  I  am  certain,  and  that  is 
that  we  have  the  common  desire  to  do 
everything  we  can  to  adopt  at  the  earli¬ 
est  date  possible  a  manpower  bill  which 
will  strengthen  the  security  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  I  completely  agree  that  that  is 
what  we  want,  and  I  know  that  he  shares 
that  opinion.  Such  differences  as  have 
developed  between  us  over  certain  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  bill  are  entirely  impersonal 
and  professional.  Two  men  have  sin¬ 
cerely  reached  contrary  opinions  as  to 
how  some  particular  section  should  be 
worded. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  no  room  for 
doubt,  let  the  record  be  perfectly  clear, 
as  I  have  previously  stated,  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  and  I  have  fought 
shoulder  to  shoulder  in  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  for  the  early  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  universal  military  training 
system,  for  an  adequate  reserve  system, 
and  for  an  adequate,  well-supported  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  system,  because  our  objec¬ 
tives  are  identical. 

So  far  as  universal  military  training 
Is  concerned,  although  I  do  not  like  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  in  regard  to  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  because  I  do  not 
think  they  go  far  enough,  and  because 
I  believe  that,  in  the  main,  all  they 
represent  is  a  promise  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  in  the  future,  I  am  glad 
that  at  least  we  got  that  much  in  the 
bill.  I  believe  that  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  could  have  done  a  much  bet¬ 
ter  job  in  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  sections  of  the  bill  by  making  the 
blueprint  a  little  more  specific  and  con¬ 
crete.  But  at  least  we  have  a  commit¬ 
ment.  It  runs  the  danger,  of  course,  of 
unforeseen  conditions  in  the  future, 
about  which  we  must  always  be  on  guard. 
I  forewarn  the  Senate  to  that  effect. 
But  at  least  we  have  the  military  on 
record  now  as  approving  in  a  bill  a  title 


for  universal  military  training.  I  shall 
continue  to  fight  for  universal  military 
training.  I  am  rather  proud  of  the  fact, 
as  I  have  previously  stated,  that  I  was 
one  who  last  summer  voted  against  even 
any  postponement  of  action  on  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon,  in  his  usual  gra¬ 
cious  and  generous  manner,  has  been 
kinder  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  than 
he  deserves.  I  wish  to  join  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  in  saying  that  our 
differences  are  professional  differences, 
differences  of  viewpoint,  largely  on  in¬ 
duction  age  and  term  of  service.  I  am 
sure  that  whichever  viewpoint  prevails, 
the  country  will  not  be  too  greatly  en¬ 
dangered.  However,  I  find  strength  in 
the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  that  he  expects  to  support  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program,  and 
although  this  bill  does  not  go  so  far  as  he 
would  like,  I  hope  that  whenever  efforts 
are  made  by  those  who  are  opposed  to 
any  kind  of  universal  military  program 
to  strike  it  from  the  bill,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  join  with  me  in  the 
effort  to  save  that  part  of  it,  anyway. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  not  only  join 
with  the  Senator  on  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  issue,  but  I  shall  join  with 
him  in  supporting  the  bill  in  whatever 
form  it  may  finally  be  written.  I  simply 
hope  that  the  Senate,  in  the  exercise  of 
its  good  judgment,  and  as  a  result  of  the 
debate,  will  at  least  agree  with  me  on 
some  points. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
that  I  think  it  would  be  a  terrible  mis¬ 
take  to  give  the  military  this  bill  with¬ 
out  change.  In  my  view,  we  must  make 
more  changes  in  the  bill  than  were  made 
in  it  in  committee,  because  although 
there  was  some  resistance  from  the  mil¬ 
itary  in  committee  on  the  changes  which 
we  did  make,  they  do  not  feel  too  bad 
about  any  of  those  changes.  I  do  not 
believe  they  felt  that  any  of  them  were 
of  any  great  consequence. 

I  believe,  Mr.  President,  that  some 
significant  changes  need  to  be  made  in 
the  bill.  I  am  very  frank  about  it.  In 
my  opinion,  we  must  check  the  military 
and  let  them  know  very  clearly  that  they 
simply  cannot  write  the  ticket.  I  do  not 
mean  by  that  that  the  bill  has  not  been 
subjected  to  the  most  careful  analysis 
by  my  majority  colleagues  on  the  com¬ 
mittee.  By  what  I  say  I  do  not  mean 
any  negative  implication  as  to  what  my 
colleagues  did.  I  am  speaking  only  for 
myself.  We  are  now  going  into  a  period 
representing  a  long  pull,  a  period  in 
which  the  military  will  be  coming  to 
Congress  asking  for  this,  that,  and  the 
other.  They  are  not  going  to  be  small 
items.  We  need  to  make  it  very  clear  to 
them  at  the  very  beginning  that  they 
are  going  to  get  only  what  we  are  clearly 
satisfied  is  justifiable  and  consonant 
with  economy  and  adequate  defense.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  not  to 
adopt  some  of  these  amendments. 

Now  let  me  return  to  my  comment  on 
some  of  Mrs.  Rosenberg’s  testimony.  I 


have  said  that  on  page  42  she  stated  that 
our  chief  military  manpower  problem 
now  "is  to  build  up  from  our  present 
strength,  which  is  2,500,000  as  of  Novem¬ 
ber  of  last  year,  to  an  estimated  strength 
of  about  3,200,000  by  June  30.” 

On  the.  following  day,  as  I  previously 
stated,  the  Department  of  Defense 
stated  that  the  build-up  now  projected 
for  the  fiscal  year  1951  was  based  upon 
a  figure  of  3,200,000,  which  was  hoped 
to  be  reached  as  of  June  30,  1951. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  expressed 
confusion  about  the  figure,  adverting 
to  the  fact  that  the  President  had  re¬ 
cently  stated  that  the  total  force  was 
to  be  approximately  3,500,000,  and  not 
3,200,000.  Mrs.  Rosenberg  again  stated 
that  the  latest  figure  approved  by  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  and  subsequently  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  was  3,200,000. 

Let  us  put  a  stop  sign  there,  Mr. 
President,  and  take  a  look  at  the  traffic 
for  a  moment.  That  was  January  10, 
1951.  Let  us  peg  that  date.  On  Jan¬ 
uary  10,  1951,  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense,  Mrs.  Rosenberg,  purportedly 
speaking  the  views  of  the  Pentagon,  tes¬ 
tifying  that  she  presented  the  opinion 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  talked  in 
terms  of  3,200,000.  That  is  what  they 
wanted.  That  is  not  so  far  away  from 
my  3,000,000  ceiling,  is  it?  Oh  yes,  they 
raised  it  by  something  more  than  200,- 
000  later.  But  I  point  out  that  there 
was  a  time  in  the  hearings  when  at  least 
they  were  halfway  near  me,  as  shown 
by  their  own  figures,  because  they  testi¬ 
fied  that  3,200,000  men  would  be  suf¬ 
ficient. 

I  wonder  why  they  changed  their 
minds?  I  will  tell  the  Senate  what  I 
think  is  the  reason.  I  believe  that  as 
the  hearings  progressed  they  got  the 
idea  that  they  could  secure  3,462,000  just 
as  easily  as  they  could  secure  3,200,000. 
That  is  what  I  think.  I  do  not  want  to 
seem  to  overdwell  on  a  point,  but  this 
is  an  important  point.  It  supports  the 
contention  I  make  that  there  is  nothing 
sacrosanct  about  the  figures  on  which 
the  bill  is  based.  I  am  perfectly  satis¬ 
fied  that  if  we  said  to  the  military,  "It  is 
3,000,000,  not  3,462,000,”  they  would  be 
forced  to  bring  about  reforms  in  pro¬ 
cedures  for  handling  manpower,  long 
overdue,  which  would  accomplish  some 
much  needed  efficiencies  within  the 
military. 

We  can  expect  to  hear  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  the  argument  made  that 
3,500,000  men  must  be  had  by  the  mili¬ 
tary.  I  am  sure  it  will  be  made,  because 
I  heard  it  in  committee,  and  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
StennisI  now  presiding  over  the  Senate, 
was  one  of  my  colleagues  whose  ears  and 
eyes  were  as  good  as  mine  in  committee. 
He  knows  as  well  as  I  know  that  we  heard 
stated  in  committee  finally,  "The  figure 
3,500,000  is  the  figure  we  must  have. 
Any  number  less  than  that  will  endanger 
the  security  of  our  country.”  I  wonder 
why  it  was  not  in  danger  on  January  10 
when  Mrs.  Rosenberg  testified  that 
3,200,000  men  would  be  adequate. 
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Why  fool  ourselves?  Why  let  the  mili¬ 
tary  kid  us?  Why  be  kidded  into  the  be¬ 
lief  that  there  is  anything  sacrosanct 
about  the  3,462,000  figure  of  the  military? 
No,  it  can  be  modified  downward.  Sen¬ 
ators  can  be  sure  of  that.  It  can  be 
modified  downward,  in  my  opinion,  on 
the  basis  of  Mrs.  Rosenberg’s  testimony 
itself.  We  can  be  pretty  sure,  if  it  was 
3,200,000  bn  January  10,  they  had,  as  we 
say  in  trading  practices,  a  little  cushion 
here  and  little  cushion  there  to  absorb 
a  little  loss  on  that  figure.  So  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  that  figure  of  3,000,000  which  I  pro¬ 
pose  is  just  about  the  right  figure  to  use 
in  saying  to  the  military,  “For  the  time 
being  let  us  see  what  we  can  do  with 
3,000,000  men?” 

Especially  do  I  think  it  is  about  the 
right  figure  now,  Mr.  President,  when  we 
keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  the  military 
is  in  no  position  today,  and  it  will  not  be 
for  many  months  to  come,  to  absorb  the 
manpower  it  is  asking  for.  Let  us  never 
let  that  point  pass  beyond  our  view 
throughout  this  debate.  The  Military 
Establishment  of  the  United  States  to¬ 
day  is  in  no  position,  either  from  the 
standpoint  of  facilities,  equipment,  or 
materiel,  to  absorb  the  manpower  it  is 
asking  for.  As  I  said  the  other  day,  I 
do  not  know  how  greater  harm  can  be 
done  to  the  morale  of  a  military  force 
than  to  have  it  oversupplied  with  man¬ 
power  and  undersupplied  with  facilities 
and  materiel.  That  is  what  brings  forth 
the  gripes.  That  is  what  brings  forth 
discouragement.  That  is  what  lowers 
morale  in  a  Military  Establishment.  So 
if  the  military  is  granted  everything  they 
are  asking  for  in  the  bill  they  could  not 
for  many  many  months  to  come  possibly 
begin  to  use  what  would  be  given  them. 
I  think  I  am  within  the  realm  of  accura¬ 
cy  if  I  say  there  will  be  at  least  a  2 -year 
period  before  the  military  can  begin 
even  to  approach  making  effective  an  ef¬ 
ficient  use  of  the  manpower  in  the  full 
amount  they  are  asking  for  in  the  bill. 

Congress  is  not  going  to  pass  out  of 
existence,  Mr.  President.  It  is  going  to 
be  in  session.  I  emphasize  the  point  that 
I  think  it  is  very  important  that  we  keep 
a  check  on  the  military,  and  that  they  be 
required,  as  conditions  change,  to  come 
before  us  for  additional  grants  of  power 
or  additional  facilities,  manpower,  and 
equipment.  I  do  not  want  now  to  pass 
a  law  containing  too  much  blanket  au¬ 
thority.  I  do  not  want  now  to  give  the 
military  authority  to  undertake  too 
broad  a  program,  so  it  will  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  Congress  to  review  and 
check  the  program  by  acting  upon  spe¬ 
cific  requests  in  the  immediate  years 
ahead.  That  is  very  important  under  our 
system  of  checks  and  balances.  If  we 
really  want  to  keep  representative  gov¬ 
ernment  and  the  various  departments  of 
Government,  including  the  military, - 
functioning  in  the  interest  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  then  let  us  not  pass  a  piece  of  legis¬ 
lation  that  gives  the  military  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  get  away  from  the  Congress  for 
too  long  a  period  of  time,  because  that  is 
how  abuses  develop.  I  believe  that  fre¬ 
quent  reviews  and  checks  upon  the  re¬ 
quests  made  by  the  departments  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  afford  the  best  safeguard  and 
insurance  against  abuses.  If  it  develops 


that  the  military  can  make  use  of  a 
larger  amount  of  manpower  in  a  couple 
of  years,  or  if  conditions  change  so  that 
the  tensions  become  worse  and  the  emer¬ 
gency  requires  modification  of  the  law, 
who  in  this  body  would  not  vote  it  to 
them?  I  do  not  know  of  any  one  of  us 
who  would  not.  What  Member  of  this 
body  would  not  vote  it  to  them  very 
quickly?  We  would  remain  here  for  24- 
hour  sessions,  if  necessary. 

So  I  am  not  at  all  impressed  with  the 
argument  of  the  military  or  the  argu¬ 
ment  of  some  of  my  colleagues  that  con¬ 
ditions  at  the  present  time  are  such  that 
we  must  v/rite  such  blanket  authority  as 
this  bill  contains  and  give  the  military 
a  chance  to  go  ahead  with  the  kind  of 
program  that  is  called  for  in  this  meas¬ 
ure,  free  of  the  kind  of  checks  for  which 
I  am  pleading.  It  is  most  important  that 
we  retain  those  checks. 

So  I  would  say  to  them,  “Gentlemen, 
we  are  going  to  give  you  3,000,000  men, 
and  you  are  to  go  ahead  now  and  work 
out  an  efficient  program  with  those 
3,000,000  men.  In  the  future  we  shall 
take  another  look  at  it,  after  you  have 
shown  us  what  you  have  done  with  the 
3,000,000  men.” 

Believe  me,  Mr.  President,  we  would 
have  a  very  powerful  military  force  de¬ 
veloped  as  the  result  of  such  a  bill. 
That  is  why  I  am  making  the  present 
fight  for  my  3, 000, 000-man  ceiling,  which 
is  only  200,000  less  than  Mrs.  Rosenberg 
herself  testified  for  on  January  10,  and 
which  she  said  in  her  testimony  repre¬ 
sented  the  points  of  view  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff. 

On  Friday,  January  12,  Mrs.  Rosen¬ 
berg  gave  us  for  the  first  time  the  figure 

3.462.205.  In  that  connection,  I  refer 
to  page  104  of  the  committee’s  record. 

On  the  following  Monday,  January  15, 
the  charts  and  planning  data  presented 
by  Mrs.  Rosenberg  and  Mr.  Adams,  as¬ 
sistant  general  counsel  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense,  were  brought  before 
the  committee.  They  were  most  im¬ 
pressive.  I  do  not  know  of  any  other 
agency  of  the  Government  which  can 
prepare  charts  as  impressive  as  those 
which  are  prepared  by  the  Pentagon. 
However,  we  must  analyze  them  very 
carefully.  When  we  analyze  the  charts 
which  were  presented  on  January  15, 
what  do  we  find?  We  find  that  they 
are  based  on  a  figure  of  3,200,000,  not 

3.462.205,  as  proposed  on  January  12. 

Mr.  President,  the  gentlemen  in  the 

Pentagon  had  gone  so  far  with  the 
3,205,000  figure  that  they  had  all  their 
art  work  done  before  they  changed  the 
figure.  All  the  pictures  were  drawn.  I 
do  not  know  what  happened  at  that 
point,  but  something  happened,  so  that 
they  added  almost  250,000  more  men  to 
their  figure.  However,  at  that  time  they 
did  not  change  their  charts.  That  is 
why  I  say  that  when  I  look  at  the  art 
work  of  the  military,  as  it  is  presented 
to  the  Armed  Services  Committee,  while 
I  am  impressed  with  the  technique,  I 
always  have  the  feeling  that  I  had  better 
analyze  the  substance  rather  carefully, 
because  in  round  numbers  250,000  men 
are  a  great  many  men  to  lose  on  a  chart; 
but  they  lost  them. 


So  I  say  that  apparently  the  expecta¬ 
tion  was  that  despite  the  increased  goal 
of  3,462,205  men,  the  Department  of 
Defense  would  not  be  able  to  absorb  more 
than  3,325,000  by  June  30,  1951.  In  sup¬ 
port  of  that,  I  refer  my  colleagues  to  the 
testimony  appearing  on  page  172  of  the 
committee’s  record. 

In  speaking  on  this  particular  subject 
let  me  make  the  point  again,  because  it 
needs  to  be  in  the  Record  several  times, 
that  there  is  no  question  about  what  is 
happening  in  the  military  establishment 
to  date  in  regard  to  the  enlistment  poli¬ 
cies  of  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy. 
They  are  not  absorbing  their  manpower ; 
they  are  enlisting  men  so  fast  that,  in 
the  Air  Force,  in  particular,  they  are 
cutting  down  their  indoctrination  course 
from  some  14  weeks  to  a  relatively  very 
short  time.  Mr.  President,  do  yo,u  think 
that  has  been  good  for  morale?  It  is 
another  example  of  what  I  mean  when 
I  say  that  when  we  permit  them  to  fol¬ 
low  an  inefficient  procedure,  we  hurt 
morale  and  we  do  a  great  injustice  to  the 
men  we  are  putting  in  uniform. 

Recurring  now  to  the  statistical  analy¬ 
sis  the  military  presented  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  finally  on  January  22,  Mrs. 
Rosenberg  returned  to  the  committee 
with  a  series  of  charts  and  estimates 
which  were  based  on  maintaining  a  force 
of  3,500,000  men,  but  at  the  same  time 
raising  to  600,000  the  margin  of  safety 
required  by  Selective  Service  in  the 
group  of  available  inductees.  They  got 
the  art  department  to  work  in  the  mean¬ 
time,  and,  in  effect,  discarded  the 
old  charts,  and  gave  us  a  new  batch. 
However,  they  did  not  fool  me  by  doing 
that.  I  thought  it  was  perfectly  obvious 
what  they  were  up  to.  They  saw  a 
chance  to  get  a  larger  number.  How¬ 
ever,  I  prefer  to  take  them  at  their  first 
word.  As  a  lawyer  I  have  had  to  be — 
or  at  least  I  have  had  to  try  to  be — a 
student  of  witnesses  and  of  testimony. 
It  is  the  testimony  of  first  impression 
that  has  a  great  deal  more  weight  with 
me  than  the  testimony  which  comes  af¬ 
ter  consultation  over  the  corpse.  I  like 
to  hear  what  the  witnesses  say  by  way  of 
first  impression.  We  got  the  first  im¬ 
pression  on  January  10.  They  told  us 
then  what  their  first  plan  was;  and  I  am 
in  favor  of  holding  them  to  that  as  their 
top  figure,  and  then  taking  the  cushion 
out  of  it.  That  is  where  I  obtain  my 
figure  of  3,000,000  men. 

It  is  not  at  all  clear  to  me,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  why  the  Department  of  Defense 
changed  its  position  almost  from  day 
to  day  with  regard  to  the  size  of  the 
total  force.  Were  those  changes  dictated 
by  military  necessity,  by  reappraisal  of 
the  actual  needs;  or  was  the  final  figure 
of  3,462,205  arrived  at  in  order  to  reach 
as  nearly  as  possible  the  estimate  of 
3,500,000  which  had  been  projected  by 
the  President?  Where  did  the  President 
get  his  figure?  I  simply  have  a  hunch, 
that  during  those  days  those  in  the 
Pentagon  building  simply  were  not 
clicking  through  all  echelons.  They 
fiinally  drew  their  lines  together  and 
came  out  with  the  figure  3,500,000.  But 
in  my  opinion  they  confessed  themselves 
out  of  court,  so  to  speak,  before  they  ever 
reached  the  new  figure.  I  think  their 
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testimony  of  first  impression  is  the  testi¬ 
mony  which  ought  to  be  given  the  great¬ 
est  weight.  That  is  the  testimony  to 
which  I  am  going  to  give  the  greatest 
weight,  because  I  believe,  as  a  lawyer, 
as  we  analyze  this  case  now  in  toto,  that 
is  the  testimony  which  is  the  most  re¬ 
liable  of  all — the  3,200,000  figrure. 

Moreover,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand 
the  shifting  estimates  of  the  so-called 
safety  margin  required  by  the  Selective 
Service.  The  original  chart  submitted 
by-  the  military  to  the  committee, 
chart  G,  which  appears  on  page  1232  of 
the  hearings,  provides  a  safety  margin 
of  250,000.  Assistant  Secretary  Rosen¬ 
berg  stated  at  page  90  of  the  hearings, 
that  General  Hershey  considered  that  an 
adequate  safety  margin  required  for  the 
maintenance  of  a  pool  of  eligibles  avail¬ 
able  for  call,  as  it  was  approximately 
four  times  the  monthly  calls  for  induc¬ 
tion.  Inasmuch  as  the  calls  of  Selective 
Service  at  that  time  were  60,000  a  month, 
a  safety  margin  of  250,000  was  estab¬ 
lished,  and  they  built  the  charts  on  that 
basis.  A  subsequent  chart,  however, 
chart  J,  found  at  page  1233  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  provides  a  safety  margin,  not  of 
250,000,  but  of  400,000,  which  apparently 
was  established  on  the  basis  of  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  monthly  calls  to  80,000, 
and  the  statement  of  General  Hershey 
that  the  minimum  lead  time  he  needed 
was  from  4  to  5  months.  Assistant  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel  Adams,  speaking  for  the 
Defense  Establishment,  stated  that 
General  Hershey  “feels  that  400,000  was 
the  very  best  minimum  which  he  would 
like  to  have,  and  he  would  be  happier 
with  more.”  I  refer  to  page  102  of  the 
hearings. 

Thus,  overnight,  we  find  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  changing  its  position  as 
to  the  size  of  the  safety  margin,  increas¬ 
ing  it  from  250,000  to  400,000,  thereby 
cutting  the  number  of  I-A  availables  by 
150,000  men.  That  is  a  large  number  of 
men.  We  should  not  juggle  them  around 
that  way  on  inconsistent  charts.  They 
should  have  got  together  in  the  first 
instance.  But,  after  they  became  a  little 
confused,  apparently,  and  divided  as  to 
just  what  they  were  after,  they  then,  at 
least,  should  have  used  their  figures  ac¬ 
curately  and  consistently.  I  question 
whether  they  did. 

A  later  series  of  charts,  based  upon 
General  Hershey’s  testimony  of  January 
18,  provides  a  safety  margin  of  600,000. 
I  call  attention  to  exhibit  C,  which  ap¬ 
pears  on  page  689  of  the  hearings.  Ap¬ 
parently  this  600,000  figure,  a  new  one, 
was  arrived  at  as  a  result  of  General 
Hershey’s  testimony  that  he  desired  a 
safety  margin  of  six  times  a  possible 
anticipated  call  of  100,000  a  month.  I 
refer  to  the  testimony  beginning  at  the 
bottom  of  page  523. 

The  net  result  of  all  this  discussion 
about  the  size  of  the  safety  margin  is 
that  between  the  first  day  of  the  hearing 
and  the  last,  the  Department  of  Defense 
witnesses  in  effect  used  up  some  350,000 
men,  the  difference  between  a  safety 
margin  of  250,000  and  a  safety  margin 
of  600,000,  or  the  equivalent  of  10  percent 
of  our  entire  armed  force  goal.  I  say  it 
is  quite  a  casualty,  statistically  speaking. 
It  is  such  statistical  gyrations  that  the 


Defense  Establishment  has  gone  through 
in  what  I  consider  to  be  its  rationaliza¬ 
tion  process  for  justifying  3,462,000  men, 
which  cause  me  to  say,  “Play  it  safe, 
put  a  3,000,000  ceiling  on  them,  and  you 
will  be  doing  the  people  of  the  country 
a  great  service,  both  economically  and 
from  the  standpoint  of  forcing  an  im¬ 
provement  in  the  efficiency  of  operation 
of  the  Military  Establishment.” 

Let  us  now  take  a  look  at  another  sta¬ 
tistical  anomaly.  Let  us  go  to  the 
question  of  taking  a  larger  number  of 
rejects.  I  do  not  intend  to  speak  at  any 
great  length  again  upon  this  amendment, 
so  I  shall  take  the  time  tonight  to  dis¬ 
cus  briefly  the  subject  of  taking  rejects. 

It  is  one  thing  to  get  a  determination 
from  the  Military  Establishment  that 
something  ought  to  be  done  about  it,  but 
we  got  it,  from  witness  after  witness. 

I  think  probably  the  strongest  and  most 
emphatic  testimony  on  this  point  was 
given  by  Mrs.  Rosenberg,  herself.  I  do 
not  want  anyone  to  get  the  idea  that  I 
do  not  have  a  very  high  regard  for  Mrs. 
Rosenberg.  She  is  one  of  the  most  able 
persons  in  the  field  of  manpower  prob¬ 
lems  in  the  entire  United  States.  I  have 
great  respect  for  her  professional  ability. 

I  think  I  have 'already  demonstrated,  in 
my  work  on  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  at  the  time  of  the  confirmation 
of  her  nomination  that  I  have  complete 
confidence  in  the  great  patriotic  moti¬ 
vations  of  Mrs.  Rosenberg. 

I  simply  do  not  concur  in  certain  of 
the  recommendations  which  she  has 
made  to  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
Yet  I  do  not  know  where  the  Pentagon 
could  have  obtained  a  more  able  pro¬ 
fessional  representative  of  the  point  of 
view  of  the  military  than  Mrs.  Rosen¬ 
berg.  If  anyone  could  make  a  good  case 
for  them,  she  could,  and  I  think  she  did 
a  fine  professional  job.  But  it  was  not 
good  enough  for  me.  I  have  differences 
with  her  in  regard  to  the  total  number 
of  men  to  which  she  thinks  we  should 
commit  ourselves  at  this  time  rather 
than  2  years  hence.  I  repeat,  however, 
that  if  the  conditions  change  within  the 
next  2  years,  I  think  the  Pentagon  au¬ 
thorities  have  no  need  to  fear  that  they 
will  not  get  early  and  effective  action 
from  the  Congress.  But  I  want  to  see 
them  move  along,  with  frequent  reviews 
by  the  Congress. 

I  may  also  say  again  in  connection 
with  the  statistical  analysis  which  I  have 
related,  that  the  figure  of  3,209,000  at 
the  beginning  of  the  hearing  included 
troops  for  Europe.  I  understand  now 
that  only  an  additional  100,000  men 
are  to  be  sent  to  Europe  in  the  imme¬ 
diate  future.  I  do  not  know  what  their 
time,  period  is. 

We  know  what  General  Bradley’s 
testimony  was.  I  recall  it  now  from 
recollection,  and  I  think  I  am  accurate 
about  it,  because  I  cross-examined  him. 
He  spoke  of  3,  4,  or  5  years — perhaps  he 
said  2,  3,  4,  or  5 — stating  that  it  was'" 
planned  to  use  six  divisions  for  that 
period  of  time. 

That  disturbed  me  very  much,  as  I 
was  also  disturbed  when  General  Mar¬ 
shall  was  on  the  stand,  and,  I  thought, 


was  also  giving  the  American  people  the 
impression  that  there  was  some  commit¬ 
ment  for  the  additional  four  divisions 
for  somejconsiderable  period  of  time.  I 
was  against  any  notification  to  the  world 
of  what  the  figure  was  going  to  be,  any¬ 
way.  I  though  it  was  a  great  mistake, 
and  I  still  think  it  was.  I  have  been 
advised  in  recent  days  that  my  fears 
were  pretty  well  founded  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  statement  in  Europe.  It  certainly 
was  not  received,  apparently,  with  the 
same  enthusiasm  with  which  an  X  fig¬ 
ure  would  have  been  received,  cr  with 
the  same  enthusiasm  that  a  statement 
by  General  Marshall,  would  have  been 
received,  had  he  said,  as  I  think  he  should 
have  said,  that  under  the  North  Atlan¬ 
tic  Pact  we  propose  to  do  what  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  protect  America’s  defenses  in 
Europe,  in  cooperation  with  our  allies 
in  the  North  Atlantic  Pact  who  we  con¬ 
sider  have  a  duty  to  do  their  proportion¬ 
ate  share. 

I  think  that  is  where  we  should  have 
stopped.  I  do  not  believe  we  should 
have  served  notice  on  the  world  that 
for  any  period  of  time  there  were  going 
to  be  four  additional  divisions.  But,  as 
I  recall  General  Bradley’s  testimony, 
when  he  took  the  stand,  he  talked  in 
terms  of  2,  3,  4,  or  5  years.  The  pres¬ 
ent  Presiding  Officer  of  the  Senate  [Mr. 
S tennis]  will  recall,  because  he  was 
there,  that  when  I  cross-examined  Gen¬ 
eral  Bradley,  I  asked  a  series  of  ques¬ 
tions  aimed  at  making  it  clear  to  the 
American  people  that  the  four-addition¬ 
al-division  commitment  was  in  no  way  a 
limitation  upon  the  troops  we  would  send 
to  Europe  if  conditions  changed  within  a 
few  months.  I  elicited  from  him,  as 
I  think  the  record  of  the  hearings  will 
show,  an  admission  that  the  four-divi¬ 
sion  proposal  was  based  upon  the  present 
conditions  of  tension,  and  not  on  any 
conditions  of  tension  which  may  develop 
in  the  future.  But,  Mr.  President,  it 
would  appear  from  the  testimony  of 
General  Marshall  and  General  Bradley — 
at  least  that  is  the  interpretation  I 
made — that  they  are  not  presently  con¬ 
templating  the  need  of  sending  to  Eu¬ 
rope  more  than  100,000  men  in  addition 
to  those  we  already  have  there. 

\  Mr.  President,  if  that  is  a  fair  inter¬ 
pretation  of  their  testimony,  and  I  think 
it  is,  then  I  believe  I  can  make  them  my 
witnesses  on  my  major  amendment,  be¬ 
cause  if  that  statement  is  true,  then  I  do 
not  think  they  need  the  3,462,090  they 
are  talking  about.  I  think  they  can  get 
along  with  fewer  men,  and,  of  course,  I 
think  they  can  get  along  with  a  shorter 
period  of  service,  because  it  will  not  take 
long  to  keep  the  pipeline  flowing  into 
Europe  for  the  next  2,  3,  4,  or  5  years, 
which  is  the  period  of  time  General 
Bradley  testified  about.  So  I  think  they 
helped  me  materially  in  support  of  my 
amendments,  and  particularly  the 
amendment  we  are  discussing  today,  my 
amendment  providing  for  21  months’ 
service,  and  my  amendment  for  a  ceiling 
limitation  of  3,000,000  men. 

I  know  the  argument  is  being  used 
against  me,  “What  about  Korea?”  Well 
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what  about  it?  I  am  fully  cognizant  of 
the  help  we  are  receiving  from  our  allies, 
and  duly  appreciative  of  it,  as  I  am  sure 
every  other  American  is,  but  I  am  able 
to  count,  and  in  adding-  up  the  figures 
we  have  to  face  the  fact  that  up  to  the 
present  time  it  has,  for  the  most  part, 
been  our  war.  It  would  appear  that  for 
some  time  in  the  future  that  is  to  be  the 
case. 

Then  we  do  have  to  face  the  question, 
“What  about  Korea?”  We  have  to  make 
up  our  minds  as  to  whether  or  not  we  are 
going  to  make  the  war  in  Korea  an  all- 
out  war.  If  we  are,  then  let  that  pro¬ 
posal  come  before  us.  But  do  not  think 
for  a  moment,  Mrr  President,  there  is 
anything  in  the  Record  with  respect  to 
the  pending  bill  in  which  the  military 
asks  for  this  bill  on  the  basis  of  substan¬ 
tial  replacements  in  Korea,  because  that 
is  not  the  case.  To  the  contrary,  as  the 
present  Presiding  Officer  knows,  as  well 
as  does  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon, 
the  testimony,  both  in  public  and  execu¬ 
tive  hearings  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  has  been  to  the  effect  that 
up  to  now  at  least  tlnre  has  been  no 
contemplation  of  making  Korea  a  major 
military  operation.  If  it  is  not  going  to 
be  made  a  major  military  operation,  then 
the  induction  age  of  18  V2  years,  on  the 
basis  of  the  explanation  I  have  been 
making  this  afternoon,  will  be  no  handi¬ 
cap,  and  if  it  is  to  be  made  a  major  war, 
then  this  bill  is  a  drop  in  the  bucket. 

One  of  the  things  I  do  not  like  about 
the  pending  bill  is  that  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  has  been  considered  to  be  pretty 
much  of  a  hybrid  throughout  the  dis¬ 
cussion.  It  is  not  a  universal  military 
training  bill,  because  that  feature  is 
postponed  to  sometime  in  the  future. 
It  is  not  a  bill  which  seeks  to  build  up 
an  adequate  force  now  to  bring  to  a  con¬ 
clusive  end  the  war  in  Korea,  because 
apparently  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the 
military  to  send  any  large  number  of 
men  to  Korea,  but  only  to  hold  there  a 
line  of  defense  which  we  can  maintain 
until  international  diplomatic  negotia¬ 
tions  can  proceed. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  changed  my 
position  since  December  21  so  far  as  Ko¬ 
rea  is  concerned.  It  is  exactly  the  same 
today  as  it  was  then.  It  is  that  unless 
we  make  up  our  minds  what  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  do  in  Korea  about  giving  the 
American  soldiers  there  the  adequate 
support  they  need  in  order  to  prevent 
the  kind  of  casualties  they  have  been 
suffering,  we  had  better  withdraw  to  a 
line  in  the  Pacific  which  we  can  defend 
without  such  great  losses,  and  then  pro¬ 
ceed  to  use  our  bombing  power  on  the 
bases  of  supplies  of  the  Communists  who 
have  been  waging  war  against  us  in  Ko¬ 
rea,  and  use  the  Navy  and  the  bombing 
power  and  the  blockade  and  the  emargo 
to  check  the  advance  of  communism 
over  the  rest  of  Asia.  That  was  my  posi¬ 
tion  then,  and  it  is  my  position  now. 

I  believe  that  the  policy  of  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  Korea  is  very  much  like  the 
fable  of  the  donkey  between  the  two 
straw  stacks.  I  believe  that  is  excep¬ 
tionally  appropriate  under  the  circum¬ 
stances.  I  believe  we  had  better  make 
up  our  minds  what  our  program  in  Ko¬ 


rea  is  going  to  be. .  If  the  military  want 
to  come  before  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  and  say  they  are  going  to  under¬ 
take  a  program  of  all-out  war  in  Korea 
after  we  get  through  the  discussion  of 
the  matter  of  policy  involved,  and  as¬ 
suming  that  we  agree  that  that  is  what 
we  ought  to  do,  then  we  would  have  to 
have  a  manpower  bill  entirely  different 
from  that  now  pending. 

While  I  am  on  the  subject  of  Korea, 
I  wish  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  I 
am  still  of  the  opinion  I  entertained  on 
December  24,  that  we  should  not  become 
involved  in  a  land  war  in  China.  I  am 
always  a  little  bit  nervous  as  to  whether 
or  not  the  Korean  War  is  going  to  lead 
to  a  land  war  in  China.  I  do  not  know 
of  any  greater  victory  Stalin  could 
achieve  over  us  than  to  get  us  involved 
in  a  land  war  in  China,  because  I  do 
not  believe  we  would  have  a  chance  of 
wanning  it.  Certainly  we  would  never 
win  it  economically,  because,  as  I  have 
said  so  many  times,  we  would  have  to 
occupy  China,  and  to  do  so  would  mean 
bankruptcy. 

I  repeat  that  on  the  basis  of  the  for¬ 
eign  military  plans  of  the  Pentagon, 
made  known  at  least  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  to  date,  either  in  ex¬ 
ecutive  or  public  session,  there  is  no 
basis,  in  my  judgment,  for  the  argument 
that  the  3,000,000  ceiling  would  not  give 
them  the  men  they  are  planning  to  use, 
both  in  Europe  and  in  Korea,  and  give 
them  the  opportunity  of  affording  the 
men  in  basic  training  and  putting  their 
training  into  effect  for  from  8  to  15 
months  under  the  amendments  which  I 
am  offering  to  the  bill. 

I  should  like  to  say  one  other  word  in 
regard  to  the  opportunity  of  the  military 
to  save  some  waste  in  military  man¬ 
power.  I  was  discussing  the  point  when 
I  digressed  on  the  Korean  matter.  I 
was  pointing  out  that  I  think  we  got 
from  Mrs.  Rosenberg  the  best  testimony 
in  support  of  the  observation  of  various 
members  of  the  committee  that  the  rate 
of  rejection  is  too  high.  I  certainly  think 
it  is  too  high.  Of  course,  Mrs.  Rosen¬ 
berg  pointed  out,  as  did  other  witnesses 
for  the  Pentagon — and,  in  my  opinion, 
very  fairly  and  accurately — that  we 
must  be  careful  about  lowering  the 
standards,  particularly  mental  stand¬ 
ards,  because  the  experience  has  been 
that  an  all-out-of -proportion  percent¬ 
age  of  the  discipline  problem  in  the 
Army,  Air  Force,  and  Navy  arises  from 
men  who  have  the  lowest  I.  Q.  That  is 
true  of  our  population  generally.  Re¬ 
search  on  any  crime  survey  will  show 
the  same  facts.  However,  the  jump  in 
the  logic  that  I  could  not  quite  follow 
was  that  if  we  lowered  to  some  degree 
the  standards  now  required  under  the 
mental  tests  there  would  be  created  a 
serious  problem  for  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment. 

I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  possible  to 
lower  to  some  extent  the  score  now  re¬ 
quired  under  mental  tests  and  save  a 
great  deal  of  manpower.  There  again, 
however,  it  calls  for  the  placing  of  men 
in  the  Military  Establishment  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  their  abilities.  There  are  a 
great  many  jobs  in  the  Military  Estab¬ 


lishment  to  perform  which  an  excep¬ 
tionally  high  I.  Q.  is  not  required. 
There  are  a  great  many  jobs,  generally 
classified  as  menial,  which  can  be  per¬ 
formed  behind  the  lines.  The  argument 
cannot  be  used  against  me  that  I  am  pro¬ 
posing  to  place  men  of  medicore  mental 
ability  in  situations  in  which  they  could 
endanger  the  lives  of  a  great  many  boys. 

I  am  as  much  oposed  to  that  as  anyone 
in  the  Military  Establishment  can  be. 
However,  their  argument  does  not  fright¬ 
en  me  or  impress  me.  If  the  procedure 
for  placement  were  improved  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  abilities  and  aptitudes  of 
the  men,  thousands  of  jobs  could  be  per¬ 
formed  by  men  who  are  now  being  re¬ 
jected  on  so-called  mental  grounds. 
Thus  some  relief  would  be  afforded,  and 
many  men  who  are  now  performing 
minor  jobs  would  be  able  to  perform  the 
more  difficult  combat  jobs. 

Let  us  take  a  little  look  at  some  of  the 
statistical  analyses  submitted  by  the  mil¬ 
itary  in  regard  to  the  problem.  Testify¬ 
ing  concerning  18-year-olds,  Mrs.  Rosen¬ 
berg  said: 

Tlie  statisticians  tell  me  that  the  best  we 
can  pick  up  is  100,000. 

She  was  referring  to  a  lowering  of  the 
mental  standard.  I  do  not  think  I  am 
misinterpreting  her  testimony  when  I 
say  that  I  interpret  it  to  mean  that  the 
advice  she  obtained  was  that  the  most 
that  could  be  picked  up  with  safety  was 
100,000  men.  I  take  judicial  notice  of 
the  fact  that  she  would  not  be  suggest¬ 
ing  that  they  would  pick  up  a  single  man 
with  such  a  low  I.  Q.  that  it  would  not 
be  safe  to  assign  him  to  a  military  job. 
I  make  that  comment  because  I  desire 
to  be  absolutely  certain  that  I  am  being 
exceedingly  fair  to  her. 

This  pool  of  100,000  men  was  never 
mentioned  later  in  any  of  the  testimony 
of  the  military  witnesses,  including  Mrs. 
Rosenberg.  They  had  testified  that  they 
could  make  savings  by  some  lowering  of 
the  test  standards.  I  assume  that  if 
they  could,  they  should.  I  do  not  know 
how  anyone  could  fairly  dispute  that 
statement.  If  they  can  safely  pick  up 
100,000  by  some  lowering  of  test  stand¬ 
ards,  I  say  they  should.  If  they  would, 
they  would  reduce  again  somewhat  the 
statistical  problem  which  confronts  us 
in  the  consideration  of  this  bill.  I  am 
afraid  it  is  another  example  of  the 
tendency  on  the  part  of  the  military 
witnesses  to  agree  in  the  general  but  to 
fail  to  apply  in  the  specific. 

I  suppose  they  may  think  it  makes  a 
Senator  feel  good  to  reply  to  a  question 
as  to  whether  or  not  some  savings  could 
be  made  by  agreeing  with  the  Senator 
that  it  could  be  done,  and  not  quarreling 
with  him.  I  am  sure  that  my  colleagues 
on  the  committee  had  the  same  attitude 
that  I  had  when  I  asked  a  question.  I 
do  not  ask  questions  merely  for  the  sake 
of  asking  them.  I  ask  questions  to  find 
out  whether  or  not  savings  can  be  made 
by  following  a  certain  course  of  action 
suggested  in  the  question.  When  I  am 
told  the  savings  can  be  made,  and  no 
good  reason  is  given  by  the  witness  why 
they  should  not  be  made,  I  think  it  fol¬ 
lows  that  we  have  a  right  to  expect  tnat 
the  savings  would  be  made. 
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We  had  testimony  that  100,000  men 
could  be  obtained  by  a  lowering  of  the 
standards.  However,  thereafter,  they 
never  again  included  that  admission  in 
any  of  their  figures.  So  we  have  a 
cushion  of  100,000  men.  They  continued 
to  say  that  300,000  of  the  1,050,000  18- 
year-olds  would  be  unqualified  mentally 
or  physically  for  induction  into  the 
Army.  This  100,000  would  increase  the 
number  of  “availables”  from  this  age 
group  by  nearly  20  percent,  or  from 
545,000  to  645,000.  That  is  a  great  num¬ 
ber  of  men,  and  we  ought  to  use  them. 
I  think  we  ought  to  use  them  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  effect  it  would  have 
upon  the  attitude  and  thinking  of  the 
people  of  the  country.  If  we  do  not  use 
them,  we  have  another  problem  of 
national  morale. 

I  believe  that  public  opinion  across 
the  country  is  pretty  much  the  same  in 
regard  to  the  attitude  of  communities 
toward  what  they  think  is  an  injustice 
or  an  unfairness  in  the  operation  of  the 
selective  service,  when  they  see  a  per¬ 
fectly  fine  physical  specimen  of  a  boy 
rejected  in  the  draft  because  it  is  said 
that  he  did  not  do  so  well  on  some  of  the 
mental  tests,  although  he  is  perfectly 
able  to  support  himself  in  the  com¬ 
munity  and  hold  a  job  and  get  along 
pretty  well.  The  failure  to  take  those 
boys  is  raising  morale  problems  in  the 
communities  of  America.  So  again  I 
offer  gratuitous  advice  to  the  military, 
that  from  the  standpoint  of  public  sup¬ 
port  and  the  important  defense  job 
whicH  is  ahead  of  us,  we  must  make 
selective  service  work  just  as  democrati¬ 
cally  as  we  can  make  it  work.  Many 
persons  do  not  believe  that  it  works  very 
democratically,  when  we  take  the  cream 
of  manhood  from  a  community  and  leave 
at  home,  deferred  or  rejected  and  freed 
from  military  service,  some  men  who  are 
physically  perfectly  able  to  do  many  jobs 
which  need  to  be  done  in  the  Army. 

So  I  say  in  all  kindness  that  I  think 
the  military  have  made  a  great  mistake 
in  not  speeding  up  the  program  of  tak¬ 
ing  a  greater  number  of  rejectees. 
Again  I  mean  no  reflection  either  on 
Mrs.  Rosenberg  or  on  General  Hershey. 
They  were  both  very  helpful  witnesses 
to  us  on  this  problem. 

I  do  not  quote  General  Hershey  ver¬ 
batim,  but  I  remember  a  story  he  told, 
because  we  all  chuckled  with  him  about 
it  and  agreed  with  him  at  the  time.  He 
appeared  before  the  committee  one  day 
and  told  a  story  about  a  little  check 
which  he  had  made,  and  what  had  hap¬ 
pened  to  some  boys  who  lived  in  a  cer¬ 
tain  section  of  the  country  which  caused 
them  to  be  classified  as  mountaineer 
boys.  He  stated  that  they  were  given  a 
mental  test,  including  an  exercise  in 
comparative  analysis,  pointing  out  likes 
and  unlikes.  The  test  showed  a  tele¬ 
phone,  a  telegrapher’s  key,  and  a  radio 
transmitter.  The  boys  were  asked  to 
check  them  for  likes  and  unlikes.  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey  stated  that  a  large  percent¬ 
age  of  those  boys  flunked  that  part  of 
the  test.  I  do  not  suppose  that  very 
many  of  them  had  ever  seen  a  teleg¬ 
rapher’s  key  or  had  ever  used  a  tele¬ 
phone.  However,  they  were  excellent 


riflemen.  General  Hershey  said,  “I 
would  like  to  have  a  company  of  them  in 
Korea  now,  because  with  their  back¬ 
ground  those  boys  could  shoot.” 

That  is  an  extreme  case,  but  it  illus¬ 
trates  my  point.  I  have  checked  into 
this  subject  enough,  by  way  of  personal 
investigation,  to  satisfy  myself  that  the 
witnesses  were  right  when  they  pointed 
out  to  us  that  there  could  be  a  saving 
of  manpower  at  this  point.  However, 
the  fact  remains  that  the  military  have 
not  made  the  savings  which  they  could 
make. 

One  further  point  in  this  connection. 
Mr.  Lehrer,  of  the  Defense  Establish¬ 
ment,  stated  that  about  6  percent  of 
those  becoming  18  will  fail  to  meet  lit¬ 
eracy  tests,  and  7  percent  will  fail  to 
make  a  score  of  70  in  the  so-called  GCT. 
I  refer  to  pages  193  and  194  of  the  hear¬ 
ings  for  that  testimony.  The  fact  is, 
as  I  understand,  that  even  up  to  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  the  military  are  rejecting  about 
15  percent  on  the  basis  of  physical  re¬ 
quirements.  In  other  words,  they  are 
still  applying  a  pretty  strict  physical 
standard.  I  think  that  ought  to  be  low¬ 
ered,  probably  down  to  a  figure  such  that 
the  15  percent  could  be  reduced  to  about 
7  percent,  which  would  give  us,  roughly 
estimated,  another  50,000.  If  we  cut 
down  on  the  mental  tests  we  would  prob¬ 
ably  get  another  100,000.  That  makes  a 
total  of  another  150,000.  That  is  a  great 
many  men.  I  think  this  is  the  place, 
and  the  next  few  days  will  be  the  time,  to 
adopt  amendments  to  the  bill  which  will 
have  the  effect  of  forcing  the  military 
to  do  some  of  those  things. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  a  great  many 
other  facets  to  this  amendment  which  I 
have  not  discussed.  I  may  make  some 
brief  comments  on  it  tomorrow  in  col¬ 
loquy  with  other  Senators  or  in  answer 
to  questions,  but  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  have  made  my  case  on  the 
amendment. 

I  summarize  it  very  briefly  by  saying 
that  I  think  the  age  of  18  years  and  6 
months,  with  the  privilege  of  the  boy  to 
present  himself  for  induction  at  18  if 
he  wishes  to  do  so,  and  with  a  registra¬ 
tion  at  18  so  that  the  Selective  Service 
will  have  adequate-  time  to  process  him, 
is  much  to  be  preferred  to  the  provision 
in  the  bill  fixing  the  age  at  18  years. 

I  emphasize  that,  statistically  speak¬ 
ing,  in  my  view,  the  majority  are  wrong 
in  their  position  that  the  adoption  of 
my  amendment  would  make  it  necessary 
to  bring  in  a  large  number  of  veterans 
to  fill  up  the  quota.  I  never  was  con¬ 
vinced  of  that  during  the  hearings  in 
committee.  I  mean  no  reflection  on 
anyone  when  I  say  that,  while  it  is  a 
powerful  political  argument,  it  is  not 
sound  statistically.  I  believe  this  bill 
is  so  important  to  the  welfare  of  the 
United  States  that  we  should  not  use 
even  very  persuasive  arguments  unless 
they  can  be  substantiated  in  fact.  I  am 
satisfied  that  that  argument  cannot  be 
substantiated  in  fact.  If  the  savings 
in  manpower  for  which  I  have  been  ar¬ 
guing  this  afternoon  are  put  into  effect 
by  the  military,  and  if  we  establish  a 
ceiling  of  three  million  for  the  next  cou¬ 
ple  of  years,  that  will  be  only  two  hun¬ 


dred  thousand  less  than  the  Military 
Establishment  asked  for  in  the  first  in¬ 
stance,  at  the  beginning  of  the  hearings. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  at  a  very 
early  date  we  can  reach  a  vote  on  this 
amendment.  I  am  perfectly  willing  to 
submit  it  to  the  Senate  on  the  basis  of 
the  record  I  have  made  in  support  of  it. 

(On  request  of  Mr.  Morse,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  following  re¬ 
marks  by  Mr.  Langer,  delivered  during 
the  course  of  Mr.  Morse’s  speech,  were 
ordered  to  be  printed  at  this  point  in 
the  Record : ) 

Mr.  LANGER,  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  regret  that  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  finds  it 
necessary  to  leave.  Several  times  I  have 
said  I  do  not  believe  that  the  average 
Senator  is  earning  his  pay.  I  voted 
against  the  increase  in  salaries  of  Sena¬ 
tors.  I  voted  against  the  $2,500  expense 
account,  and  against  allowing  exemp¬ 
tions.  I  believe  that  if  Senators  were 
directors  of  a  corporation  which,  when 
they  assumed  office,  had  an  indebtedness 
of  $25,000,000,000  or  $30,000,000,000,  and 
which,  at  the  end  of  10  years,  owed 
$300,000,000,000,  the  stockholders  cer¬ 
tainly  would  manage  to  get  rid  of  such  a 
board  of  directors. 

In  all  fairness  and  frankness,  I  do  not 
blame  the  ordinary  Senator.  Perhaps 
it  was  because  when  I  was  in  college  I 
took  certain  courses  which  some  of  the 
other  Senators  did  not  take.  I  made  a 
study  of  European  law,  medieval  law, 
medieval  history,  European  history,  and 
Roman  law,  and  I  learned  that,  without 
exception,  whenever  a  government  be¬ 
came  strong,  it  placed  in  effect  universal 
military  training.  Only  a  few  years  ago, 
on  the  Senate  floor,  all  we  heard  was  “6 
months — give  us  6  months.”  The  de¬ 
mand  was  then  increased  to  a  year,  then 
they  talked  about  a  year  and  a  half,  and 
2  years.  They  are  now  talking  about 
taking  27  months  from  the  life  of  every 
young  man  in  America.  • 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  says  he  is  not  worried  about  a  boy 
18  years  of  age  being  taken  away  from 
his  father  and  mother.  He  is  not  wor¬ 
ried  about  the  temptations  which  might 
beset  a  boy  18  or  I8Y2  years  old.  He  is 
not  worried,  he  says,  about  the  emotional 
appeal.  I  do  not  know  how  much  ex¬ 
perience  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  had,  but  let  me  say  that 
while  he  may  not  worry,  the  average 
father  and  mother  in  America  will  do  a 
great  deal  of  worrying.  They  will  worry 
if  their  boy  is  taken  from  the  farm,  a 
boy  who  has  never  been  away  from  home 
before,  except  possibly  to  attend  a 
Fourth  of  July  celebration  or  some  other 
celebration  50  or  100  miles  from  home. 
To  take  him  away  for  a  long  period  of 
time  is  a  very  serious  matter. 

I  picked  up  a  newspaper  last  night,  and 
what  did  I  find?  I  found  that  the  head 
of  the  Washington  baseball  club,  Mr. 
Griffith,  and  his  manager,  “Bucky” 
Harris,  are  not  worrying  about  their 
baseball  team.  Why?  Because  they 
signed  a  number  of  Cuban  boys.  In 
Cuba,  the  draft  is  not  in  effect.  So  our 
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boys  are  taken — boys  whose  forefathers 
fought  to  free  Cuba,  whose  forefathers 
went  into  the  Spanish-American  War  to 
save  Cuba  and  who  died  to  save  Cuba; 
but  Cuba  is  not  interested  in  Korea. 
Cuba’s  boys  are  going  to  play  baseball 
here  in  the  United  States,  even  here  in 
our  National  Capital.  They  are  not 
drafted,  though  our  boys  are  sent  forth 
to  die. 

It  seems  to  me  that  Senators  are  ap¬ 
proaching  this  matter  from  an  entirely 
improper  angle.  They  are  not  debating 
and  they  have  not  since  the  so-called 
“great  debate”  started,  whether  universal 
military  training  is  needed.  They  take 
that  for  granted.  The  question  appar¬ 
ently  is,  how  old  or  how  young  are  these 
boys  to  be?  I  want  every  Senator  to 
know  that  I  am  against  any  universal 
military  training  of  'any  kind.  I  am 
against-it  whether  it  is  for  6  months,  or 
a  year,  or  a  year  and  a  half,  21  months  or 
27  months. 

What  a  sordid  record  the  Democratic 
Party  has  made  since  1932.  In  almost 
any  other  country  on  this  globe  that 
party  would  have  been  voted  out  of 
power  long  ago.  The  Republican  ad¬ 
ministration  did  not  recognize  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Russia.  Year  after  year 
after  year  went  by  and  the  Republican 
Party  said,  “No,  we  are  not  recognizing 
the  Soviet  Government.”  But  overnight 
it  all  changed.  Our  Government  not 
only  recognized  them,  but  v/e  let  Russia 
hire  our  best  engineers  and  our  best 
scientists.  Not  only  that,  we  loaned 
them  money. 

Let  me  refer  for  a  moment  to  World 
War  I.  During  that  war  I  was  attor¬ 
ney  general  of  my  State.  How  well  I 
remember  the  press  talking  about  the 
“Huns,”  the  “barbarians,”  and  saying 
that  we  had  to  fight  them  to  make  the 
world  safe  for  democracy. 

A  few  days  ago  I  picked  up  the  manual 
of  the  Daughters  of  the  American  Revo¬ 
lution,  and  I  hold  it  in  my  hand  now. 
It  is  the  manual  they  give  to  every  alien 
when  he  becomes  a  citizen  under  the 
naturalization  laws. 

Mr-.  President,  let  me  read  the  first 
paragraph  of  a  book  issued  by  the 
Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution. 
It  is  entitled  “The  Growth  of  Freedom.” 
I  read  from  it  as  follows: 

The  idea  of  freedom  is  very  old.  Hun¬ 
dreds  of  years  ago  there  lived  in  the  forests 
of  northern  Europe  a  people  called  Teutons. 

They  were  Germans  of  Teutonic  ori¬ 
gin,  and  hundreds  of  years  ago  they 
lived  in  the  forests  of  northern  Europe, 
say  the  Daughters  of  the  American  Rev¬ 
olution. 

I  read  further: 

They  were  free  and  independent.  They 
elected  their  chiefs  by  voting  by  voice.  They 
respected  women  and  believed  in  homes. 

Ah,  these  were  the  Huns,  these  were 
the  barbarians.  This  shows  the  power 
of  the  press  to  make  black  look  white 
and  white  look  black. 

After  V/orld  War  I  was  over,  as  one 
can  find  by  merely  reading  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record,  Senator  after  Sen¬ 
ator  rose  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and 
said,  “We  made  a  mistake  in  becoming 
involved  in  this  war  at  all.”  William 


Jennings  Bryan,  three  times  the  can¬ 
didate  of  the  Democratic  Party  for 
President,  then  Secretary  of  State  un¬ 
der  a  Democratic  administration,  re¬ 
signed  as  Secretary  of  State  rather  than 
give  his  approval  to  our  getting  into 
World  War  I.  Oh,  we  were  going  to 
help  Europe. 

When  World  War  I  was  over,  Mr. 
Woodrow  Wilson  went  to  Europe — and  I 
say  it  with  regret — and  tore  down  the 
empire  of  Austria-Hungary,  which  con¬ 
tained  19  nations,  an  older  empire  than 
England’s  royal  house  is  today.  With 
one  stroke  of  the  pen  he  tore  down  those 
countries  which  for  ovqr  a  thousand' 
years  had  comprised  a  great  empire. 

What  do  we  find  next?  We  find  an 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
saying  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  had  authority  to  give  away  50 
ships,  50  destroyers,  when  every  good 
lawyer  in  the  country  knew  he  had  no 
such  authority.  Then  one  Secretary  of 
State  after  another,  among  them  Stet- 
tinius,  of  the  House  of  Morgan,  went  to 
Europe.  When  former  Secretary  Hull 
returned  he  received  a  great  ovation. 
They  all  said,  “We  are  for  peace.”  Then 
came  the  Connally  resolution,  which,  it 
was  said,  was  for  peace,  too.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  adopted  it,  but  I  voted  against  it, 
thank  God.  American  boys  were  not 
going  to  be  involved,  oh,  no.  Mr. 
Churchill  said  over  the  radio,  “We  do 
not  want  men.  Give  us  the  guns,  give 
us  the  tools.  We  do  not  need  men.” 
But  when  the  invasion  took  place,  out 
of  116,000  casualties  86,000  were  Ameri¬ 
can  boys. 

At  Bretton  Woods  various  countries 
were  going  to  stabilize  their  currencies, 
too.  When  the  president  of  the  First 
National  Bank  of  New  York,  Mr.  Leon 
Fraser,  who  for  3  years  had  been  the 
president  of  the  International  Bank  in 
Switzerland,  called  the  Republican  Sen¬ 
ators  together,  he  said,  “For  heaven 
sake,  don’t  do  it.  You  are  ruining 
America.”  But  he  was  outvoted,  and 
what  followed?  He  was  so  discouraged 
he.returned  to  New  York  and  on  a  fine 
Sunday  afternoon  took  a  revolver  and 
blew  out  his  brains.  Before  he  left  us 
the  night  he  was  here  he  told  a  few  of 
us  that  the  arrangement  would  never 
work,  that  it  could  not  be  successful. 

Then  came  the  United  Nations.  Mind 
you,  Mr.  President,  Senators  actually 
rose  on  this  floor  and  in  all  seriousness 
said,  “It  is  only  a  repetition  of  what  the 
Thirteen  Colonies  did  when  they  joined 
together  to  make  the  United  States  of 
America.  We  are  going  to  have  all  these 
countries  join  together  in  a  United  States 
of  the  World — one  world.”  How  beauti¬ 
ful  they  made  it  sound.  The  newspapers, 
including  those  of  Washington,  said  that 
any  Senator  who  votes  against  the 
United  Nations  is  voting  for  war,  and 
any  Senator  who  votes  in  favor  of  it  is 
voting  for  peace.  I  shall  read  two  para¬ 
graphs  of  what  I  said  at  the  time  I  voted 
against  it.  I  read  from  page  8188  of  the 
Congressional  Record  for  July  28,  1945: 

Practically  all  Members  of  this  body  have 
indicated  that  they  will  vote  for  the  Charter. 
Under  my  oath,  Mr.  President,  and  under  my 
conscience,  I  cannot  so  vote.  If  I  did  I  would 
feel  thht  I  was  betraying  the  hundreds  of 


thousands  who  have  died  in  this  war  for  the 
United  States,  and  the  hundreds  of  thou¬ 
sands  who  have  sacrificed  their  loved  ones 
and  their  treasure.  I  would  be  willing  to  vote 
for  the  appropriation  of  the  last  dollar  in  the 
United  States  Treasury,  and  the  last  dollar 
that  we  could  borrow  if,  by  spending  that 
money,  we  could  eliminate  war,  which  we  all 
abhor  and  hate.  I  would  unhesitatingly  vote 
for  the  Charter  if  I  felt  tbat  it  offered  even 
the  tiniest  hope  of  a  permanent  peace.  But, 
in  spite  of  that,  Mr.  President,  I  feel  from 
the  bottom  of  my  heart  that  the  adoption  of 
the  Charter — and,  make  sure,  we  are  going 
to  implement  it — will  mean  perpetuating 
war.  I  feel  that  it  will  mean  the  enslave¬ 
ment  of  millions  of  people  from  Poland  to 
India,  from  Korea  to  Java,  as  well  as  people 
in  many  other  places  on  this  earth. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  the  adoption  of 
the  Charter  will  be  one  step  more  toward 
compulsory  and  military  conscription,  and 
all  that  which  goes  with  war. 

What  have  we  today,  Mr.  President? 
Congress  asked  for  it.  So  did  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  administration. 

Mr.  President,  I  realize  that  whatever 
I  say  here  will  not  change  very  many 
votes,  if  any.  But  may  I  not  suggest  that 
if  our  leadership  has  been  wrong  for  a 
long,  long  time,  as  it  has  been,  it  is  still 
wrong  today?  All  they  haye  to  do  is  to 
read  the  history  of  the  last  2,000  years. 

I  take  it  that  under  the  oath  which  all 
of  us  take  on  becoming  United  States 
Senators,  our  first  duty  is  to  take  care  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  regard¬ 
less  of  race,  color,  or  creed.  The  Demo¬ 
cratic  Party  said  they  were  going  to  take 
care  of  the  poor  people.  They  said  they 
would  take  care  of  the  poor  people  and 
the  underprivileged  people.  They  said, 
“We  will  take  care  of  them,  if  you  put 
us  into  office.” 

Mr.  President,  today,  only  3,  blocks 
from  the  Capitol,  after  20  years  of  Demo¬ 
cratic  rulS,  there  are  slums.  Some  of 
the  people  living  there  cannot  even  af¬ 
ford  to  have  electric  lights.  They  have 
unsanitary  plumbing  or  none  at  all. 
They  are  packed  into  tiny  quarters.  All 
that  goes  on  within  3  blocks  of  the  Na¬ 
tion’s  Capitol. 

Mr.  President,  I  could  conceive  of  a 
situation  which  would  make  some  sense. 
If  we  give  another  country  billions  of 
dollars,  there  should  be  some  sense 
manifested  in  using  it.  We  have  not 
used  any  sense  about  it  at  all.  Coun¬ 
try  after  country,  in  which  only  a  few 
men  own  the  land,  have  been  given  bil¬ 
lions  of  dollars.  In  some  countries  a 
poor  man  cannot  even  earn  enough 
money  to  own  his  own  home.  Before 
we  give  billions  of  dollars  to  another 
country  we  should  say  to  it,  “Before  we 
give  you  these  billions  of  dollars  your 
parliament  or  your  governing  body  must 
pass  a  law  distributing  the  big  estates 
in  your  country.” 

Oh,  Mr.  President,  communism  is  to 
be  wiped  out.  The  best  way  to  wipe  out 
communism  is  to  see  to  it  that  every 
poor  man  everywhere  on  earth  owns  his 
own  home  and  his  own  property.  I 
suggest  to  every  Senator,  as  compulsory 
reading,  what  was  said  by  Mr.  Justice 
Douglas  of  the  Supreme  Court  when  he 
returned  from  a  trip  all  over  the  world 
this  summer.  We  voted  something  like 
$80,000,000  for  Spain.  There  are  not 
any  people  in  the  world  who  are  poorer 
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than  the  people  of  Spain.  Some  of  the 
people  there  must  live  in  caves.  They 
are  too  poor  to  live  anywhere  else.  We 
have  not  attached  any  conditions  to  the 
billions  of  dollars  we  have  given  away. 
We  take  a  scoop  shovel  and  shovel  out 
the  money.  The  Democrats  and  Re¬ 
publicans  who  voted  to  give  away  all  this 
money  should  not  have  an  elephant  or  a 
donkey  for  an  emblem;  they  should  have 
as  an  emblem  a  scoop  shovel,  showing 
money  being  shoveled  out  all  over  the 
u'orld,  without  trying  to  control  it  at 
all. 

Today,  with  our  boys  dying  in  Korea, 
the  newspapers  tell  about  thousands  of 
tons  of  steel  and  other  war  material  be¬ 
ing  shipped  to  Hong  Kong,  so  that  it 
can  be  sent  to  the  Communists  in  China. 
What  a  wonderful  administration  we 
have.  That  kind  of  thing  is  permitted 
to  go  on.  Steel  is  being  sent  there  so 
that  great  profits  can  be  made.  That 
steel,  Mr.  President,  will  return  in  the 
bodies  of  our  boys.  All  that  anyone 
need  do  is  to  pick  up  last  night’s  news¬ 
paper,  and  he  can  read  it  for  himself. 

We  come  to  the  United  Nations,  the 
blue  print  for  which  was  drawn  up  by 
Alger  Hiss. 

Then  we  come  to  India.  It  is  said  now, 
“It  is  necessary  to  bribe  India.  Give  her 
2,000,000  tons  of  grain.”  A  bill  is  intro¬ 
duced  to  give  India  2,000,000  tons  of 
grain.  We  are  told  that  if  we  give  the 
grain  to  India,  perhaps  Nehru  will  vote 
for  us  in  the  United  Nations.  Why  do 
we  not  say  to  India,  “Go  and  buy  the 
wheat  in  Pakistan?  At  the  hearings 
before  the  committee  some  witnesses 
said  that  India  could  not  get  the  wheat 
in  Pakistan.  Mr.  President,  I  suggest 
that  if  a  search  were  made  every  bushel 
of  wheat  that  is  needed  would  be  found 
to  be  available  in  Pakistan. 

I  spent  Sunday  in  New  York  with  the 
Pakistanians.  They  would  not  furnish 
the  grain  because  India  did  not  have  a 
trade  agreement  with  Pakistan,  whom 
India  did  not  like.  Last  Sunday  morn¬ 
ing  India  signed  some  kind  of  trade 
agreement,  after  being  assured  that  she 
would  get  2,000,000  tons  of  wheat  at  the 
expense  of  the  American  taxpayers. 

I  have  the  statistics.  I  did  not  know 
that  I  was  to  speak  today,  or  I  would 
have  had  them  with  me.  They  are  in 
my  office.  The  statistics  show  how  India 
has  been  diverting  land  to  the  raising 
of  jute  and  cotton,  so  that  she  would  not 
have  to  raise  so  much  food.  I  have  sta¬ 
tistics  by  the  acre,  Mr.  President. 

So  now  we  try  to  bribe  the  members 
of  the  United  Nations  with  gold.  Give 
them  billions  of  dollars,  and  give  them 
food.  What  are  we  going  to  do  when  the 
gold  and  the  food  give  out? 

Mr.  President,  we  -have  existed  as  a 
nation  ever  since  we  gained  our  inde¬ 
pendence;  and  as  we  have  gone  along 
new  forms  of  armament  have  been  in¬ 
troduced.  The  day  of  the  bow  and  ar¬ 
row  is  gone.  I  need  not  mention  all  the 
various  steps.  All  of  a  sudden  the  ocean 
is  wiped  out,  we  are  told,  and  we  must 
change  our  system  entirely.  During 
World  War  II  we  were  told  that  Hitler 
was  going  to  attack  us  through  Mexico. 
Senator  after  Senator  made  that  state¬ 
ment  on  this  floor  in  all  seriousness. 


Read  the  Nuremberg  trials  and  find  out 
how  foolish  those  arguments  were. 

My  distinguished  friend  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse]  criticized  the  Pentagon.  In 
my  opinion,  he  criticized  them  only  1 
percent  as  much  as  he  should  have  done. 
He  should  have  criticized  them  100  times 
more  severely  than  he  did.  At  every 
single  conference  which  President  Roose¬ 
velt  or  President  Truman  attended,  they 
had  at  their  right  hand  the  military  of 
the  United  States.  They  had  them  at 
Potsdam,  at  Yalta,  and  at  Tehran;  at 
all  of  which  places  serious  mistakes  were 
made.  Today,  if  the  testimony  is  cor¬ 
rect,  the  military  is  apparently  running 
the  show.  The  hearings  constitute  such 
a  big  book  that  I  have  not  read  them  all 
yet,  but  I  have  read  a  good  portion  of 
them.  Anyone  who  thinks  the  military 
is  not  running  this  Government  is  crazy. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  says  that  he  would  like  to  see  the 
Pentagon  be  compelled  to  get  along  with 
3,000,000  men.  I  certainly  agree  with 
him  though  I  would  not  give  them  even 
three  million. 

We  have  had  a  good  selective-service 
law  on  the  statute  books.  We  can  make 
it  attractive,  as  we  have  in  the  past,  for 
men  voluntarily  to  enlist  in  time  of  peace. 
We  do  not  have  to  draft  them  or  pass  a 
universal  military  training  law  in  time 
of  peace. 

Perhaps  my  views  are  somewhat  col¬ 
ored  by  what  I  have  seen  in  Europe.  I 
went  there  on  my  own.  I  did  not  go 
with  any  military  men  or  any  State  De¬ 
partment  men.  I  wandered  ai’ound  by 
myself.  I  spoke  the  language.  I  visited 
with  the  people.  They  did  not  know 
who  I  was.  I  say  to  you  today,  Mr. 
President,  on  my  honor  as  a  Senator, 
that  I  do  not  know  of  a  single  mistake 
which  our  Department  of  State  could 
have  made  in  Germany  and  Austria  that 
it  did  not  make.  It  made  every  single 
one  of  them.  Is  it  any  wonder  that  in 
the  Wall  Street  Journal  for  January  19 
last,  on  the  front  page,  it  is  said  that 
Mr.  McCloy’s  poll  showed  that  only 
5  percent  of  the  German  people  would 
voluntarily  enlist  and  only  10  percent 
would  serve  if  drafted?  Is  it  any  wonder 
that  when  General  Eisenhower  returned 
to  the  United  States  he  very  carefully 
omitted  any  reference  to  rearmament  in 
Germany? 

This  is  the  same  Germany  with  respect 
to  which  General  Bradley  stated  only  a 
few  months  ago  that  it  was  absolutely 
essential  that  it  be  included  among  the 
western  democracies,  with  an  army,  if 
we  were  going  to  keep  possession  of 
Europe. 

We  are  sending  2,000,000  tons  of  food 
to  India,  free,  although  10,000,000  fam¬ 
ilies  in  the  United  States  are  trying  to 
live  on  less  than  $2,000  a  year,  and  vet¬ 
erans’  hospitals  are  being  closed  because 
it  is  too  expensive  to  maintain  them. 
The  one  at  Ellis  Island  was  closed  the 
other  day  because  it  costs  too  much  to 
maintain  it. 

Mr.  President,  our  allies  had  a  won¬ 
derful  opportunity  when  we  went  into 
Korea  to  say,  “The  United  States  liber¬ 
ated  us  a  few  short  years  ago.  We  are 
going  to  help  them.”  How  many  of 
them  came  to  our  aid? 


But  great  progress  is  being  made  in 
the  United  Nations,  believe  it  or  not. 
The  United  Nations  have  a  stamp  which 
they  are  going  to  use  in  this  country  on 
letters.  They  are  making  progress. 
They  are  to  have  a  flag  to  fly  alongside 
the  flag  of  the  United  States.  It  has  all 
been  done  very  cleverly,  by  skillful  prop¬ 
aganda.  Men  and  women  in  the  various 
States  have  been  persuaded  to  sew  on 
the  flag.  Great  progress  is  being  made. 

All  that  it  would  have  been  necessary 
to  do,  if  Alger  Hiss  had  not  been  at  San 
Francisco,  would  be  to  carry  out  the 
Atlantic  Charter.  In  spite  of  all  that 
Evatt,  the  great  statesman  from  Aus¬ 
tralia,  could  do,  and  in  spite  of  all  his 
pleading,  the  delegations  from  the 
United  States  and  from  England  led  the 
fight  for  the  veto.  How  many  of  the 
original  Thirteen  Colonies  would  have 
joined  the  United  States  of  America  if 
there  had  been  a  veto?  Would  South 
Carolina  have  joined  if  New  York  had 
the  veto?  Would  proud  Virginia  have 
joined  if  Massachusetts  had  the  veto? 
We  have  had  such  examples  before  us. 
If  a  world  war  should  come  about,  the 
Senate  could  be  blamed  for  approving 
the  United  Nations  Charter  in  the  form 
in  which  it  was  approved. 

One  thing  which  is  as  certain  as  2  and 

2  are  4  is  that  if  there  should  be  a  third 
world  war,  after  that  war  the  next 
United  Nations  Charter  will  not  con¬ 
tain  a  veto  provision.  It  will  contain 
the  right  of  every  small  country  to  have 
self-determination  on  the  part  of  its 
people  just  as  the  Thirteen  American 
Colonies  provided  when  they  joined  in  a 
Federal  Union. 

To  me,  Mr.  President,  it  is  a  tragedy 
when  I  think  that  we  are  debating  today 
whether  a  boy  must  be  18  or  18  years  and 

3  months,  or  18  years  and  6  months, 
before  he  can  be  taken  into  military 
service,  when  the  real  question  we  ought 
to  be  debating  is  whether  we  are  going 
to  have  universal  military  training  at 
all.  As  one  Senator,  I  can  say  that  I 
see  no  need  for  it.  The  best  evidence 
of  that  is  the  very  bill  we  are  debating. 
The  distinguished  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson]  hit  the  nail  on  the 
head  when  he  submitted  his  amendment 
day  before  yesterday.  One  of  the  best 
amendments  I  have  ever  heard  presented 
on  the  floor  is  the  amendment  presented 
by  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado,  and  -I  sincerely  hope  it  will  be 
adopted. 

I  do  not  know  how  it  impresses  the 
average  Senator,  but  I  wonder  how  it 
impresses  a  man  on  a  lonely  farm  in 
Missouri  or  Montana  when  he  picks  up 
a  newspaper  and  reads  that  some  ma¬ 
haraja  in  India,  as  a  birthday  present, 
has  received  diamonds  in  such  a  great 
amount  that  they  equal,  on  the  other 
side  of  the  scale,  his  own  weight.  I  do 
not  know  how  Senators  may  feel  about 
it,  but  I  know  how  farmers  in  Montana 
or  in  the  State  of  Washington  or  in  other 
States  feel  when  they  read  that  some 
great  landowner  has  died  leaving  an 
estate  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres 
of  land,  and  that  families  of  peasants 
have  served  him  for  400  years. 
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Mr.  President,  I  agree  with  the  distin¬ 
guished  Associate  Justice  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  Mr.  Douglas,  who  so  well  said  in 
his  article  discussing  the  billions  we  are 
giving  to  other  countries  that  in  doing 
so  we  must  say  to  them,  “You  have  got 
to  inaugurate  some  reform  in  your  own 
country.  You  have  got  to  see  that  the 
people  of  your  country  have  a  chance  to 
buy  little  homes  for  themselves.” 

Mr.  President,  it  did  my  heart  good  to 
hear  the  Senator  from  Oregon  today  pay 
his  respects  to  the  military.  I  think  a 
speech  of  that  nature  has  been  too  long 
delayed.  I  honor  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  for  his  frankness,  courage,  and 
honesty  in  rising  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  throwing  down  the  gauntlet  to 
the  military.  I  only  wish  he  had  done 
it  a  hundred  times  more  strongly  than 
he  did.  As  a  member  of  one  of  the  very 
powerful  committees  of  the  Senate,  he 
has  the  opportunity  to  bring  before  the 
committee  officers  serving  at  the  Penta¬ 
gon,  to  make  investigations,  and  get  at 
the  truth.  I  envy  him  the  opportunity 
he  has.  I  should  like  to  sit  alongside  of 
him  in  the  committee  to  help  him  in  the- 
great  work  he  is  doing. 

Mr.  President,  George  Marshall  could 
not  remember  where  he  was  at  the  time 
the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor  took  place. 
That  is  what  he  stated.  Do  Senators 
suppose  he  could  have  got  by  with  such 
a  statement  if  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon  had  been  sitting  in  com¬ 
mittee  when  the  statement  was  made? 
Somehow  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
would  have  refreshed  George  Marshall’s 
memory  of  where  he  was  at  least  at  the 
time  the  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor  took 
place. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  I  have  made  my 
position  clear.  If  there  is  any  doubt  in 
any  Senator’s  mind  about  my  position, 
I  want  to  say  once  more  that  I  certainly 
am  not  going  to  vote  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that 
there  has  been  a  well-organized  cam¬ 
paign  in  its  behalf  and  my  office  has 
been  flooded  with  telegrams  from  every 
section  of  my  State.  It  is  a  peculiar 
thing  that  of  the  hundreds  and  hundreds 
of  telegrams  which  have  come  to  my 
office,  dozens  and  dozens  of  them  are 
exactly  alike.  Whether  they  come  from 
the  southeast  corner  of  North  Dakota  or 
the  northwest  corner,  by  some  peculiar 
coincidence  many  of  the  telegrams  are 
worded  exactly  alike. 

Mr.  President,  a  Senator  has  a  great 
privilege  to  be  able  to  sit  in  this  Cham¬ 
ber  and  listen  to  the  debate  which  takes 
place  on  the  floor  and  then  make  up  his 
mind  regarding  questions  that  are  de¬ 
bated.  If  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  instead  of  merely  listening  to 
radio  commentators  who  are  paid,  they 
do  not  know  by  whom,  or  reading  some 
of  the  stuff  printed  in  some  newspapers, 
could  sit  in  the  galleries  and  listen  to 
the  debate  now  taking  place,  I  am  con¬ 
fident  they  would  be  proud  we  have  rep¬ 
resentative  government  in  this  country, 
proud  of  the  fact  that  a  Senator  can  sit 
here,  and  after  listening  to  the  debate, 
make  up  his  own  mind. 

Mr.  President,  whether  I  was  right  or 
wrong  in  my  United  Nations  vote,  the 
people  of  North  Dakota  must  have  ap¬ 
proved  it,  because  when  an  issue  was 


made  of  it  in  North  Dakota  I  carried 
every  county  in  the  State.  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  willing  in  the  campaign  which 
starts  a  few  months  from  now  to  go  upon 
the  hustings  in  my  State  and  tell  the 
people  of  North  Dakota  that  I  stood  on 
the  Senate  floor  backing  up  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  the  State  of  Colo¬ 
rado,  fighting  against  universal  military 
training,  or  at  least  to  get  the  provision 
of  the  bill  dealing  with  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  separated  from  the  remain¬ 
der  of  the  bill.  Frankly  I  do  not  know 
how  the  Senator  from  Colorado  will  vote, 
if  he  succeeds  in  obtaining  such  sepa¬ 
ration.  He  may  still  favor  universal 
military  training.  He  has  a  right  to  be 
for  it  just  as  I  have  a  right  to  be  against 
it.  I,  at  least,  want  it  to  be  known  that 
there  is  one  voice  in  the  Senate,  my 
own,  even  though  I  may  be  alone,  tHat 
will  be  raised  against  permitting  a  unan¬ 
imous  vote  for  the  bill,  and  in  opposition 
to  the  kind  of  legislation  now  pending. 
EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Ir.  MORSE.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate’  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  exec- 
utive^business. 

The\motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  There 
being  no  reports  of  committees,  the  clerk 
will  state  the  nomination  on  the  cal¬ 
endar. 

DEPARTMENT  OP  COMMERCE 

The  LegislativeNcierk  read  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  C.  Dicker Aian  Williams,  of  New 
York,  to  be  Solicitor,  Department  of 
Commerce.  \ 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
that  the  President  be  notified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER^  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  b^, notified. 

RECESS 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  l\have 
the  distinct  honor  of  moving  thatvthe 
Senate  stand  in  recess  until  12  o’clock 
noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreedfto;  and  (at 
o’clock  and  20  minutes  pirn.)  the 
took  a  recess  until  toihorrow,  Friday, 
March  2,  1951,  at  12  o’clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  by  the 
Senate  March  1  (legislative  day  of  Janu¬ 
ary  29),  1951: 

In  the  Air  Force 

The  following-named  officers  for  promo¬ 
tion  in  the  United  States  Air  Force  under  the 
provisions  of  sections  502,  508  and  509  of  the 
Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947.  Those  officers 
Hhose  names  are  preceded  by  the  symbol 
( X )  are  subject  to  physical  examination 
required  by  law.  All  others  have  been  ex¬ 
amined  and  found  physically  qualified  for 
promotion., - 

To  be  majors 

CHAPLAINS 

Sullivan,  Jeremiah  Edward,  18775A. 

Williams,  Alfred  Alexander,  18774A. 

To  be  captains 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE 

Arnold,  Gene  Gervase,  155S9A. 

Bailey,  Robert  Allen,  15574A. 

Barrett,  Burton  Stewart,  15589A. 


Barry,  Learned  Walter,  15627A. 

Bassett,  Charles  Arthur,  15J49A. 
Berggren,  John  Sydney,  15675A. 
Borodkin,  Marvin,  15826 A'. 

Boyd,  Clifton  Linwood,  15835A. 

Breslin,  Francis  James,  15538A. 

Broe,  Thomas  Phillip,  15613A. 

Brothers,  Herbert  Henry,  15628A. 
Burleson,  Aaron  Crowe,  15581A. 
Carrington,  Louis  Higgins,  Jr.,  15662A. 
Caton,  Edward  Harper,  15681A. 

Chell,  Paul  Laurance,  15597A. 

Cicarelli,  James  Richard,  15656A. 
Clifford,  Paul  Vincent,  15678A. 

Cole,  Ray  Martin,  15568A. 

X  Collins,  Alvin  James,  15539A. 

Cormier,  Joseph  Roderic  Alyre,  15679A. 
Cotterill,  Wray1  Pierson,  15602A. 

Covey,  FrankJstuart,  15606A. 

Cox,  Hannihi’l  Maceo,  15621A. 

Dean,  Cecil  .Oree,  15548A. 

DeLonga,  Pfeter  Raymond,  15567A. 
DeMont,  J^ihn  Vernon,  15636A. 

Denning, jKemp  Hoy,  Jr.,  15541A. 

X  Dennis,  David  Stanley,  15649A. 

DeWitt/ Charles  Walter,  15680A. 

X  Dickevf  Earl  Roger,  15682A. 

Donnafly,  George  Charles,  15599 A. 
Duffiefld,  Albert  Vernon,  15535A. 

X  Echeverria,  James  Vidal,  15632A. 

Elite,  Dale  Eldon,  15579A. 

Ensrning,  Lawrence  Joseph,  15652A. 
Englerth,  Joseph  Raymond,  15601A. 
jjlebig,  Julius  Walter,  15630A. 

/f' iske,  William  Eldon,  15544A. 

Flanders,  Charles  Wesley,  15610A. 

Fluhr,  Julius  Cleveland,  Jr.,  15575A. 
Fodermaier,  Fredric  Christian,  15622A. 
Franklin,  Truman  Lee,  15631  A. 

Frazee,  Malcolm  Cleverdon,  15564A. 

«  Gareri,  Dan  James,  15651A. 

Geyer,  William  Edward,  15607A. 

X  Grimm,  Alfred  Ray,  Jr.,  15638A. 

Grisham,  Leon  Magill,  15595A. 

Gross,  Fred  Alfred,  Jr.,  15545A. 

Gross,  Robert  Anthony,  15559A. 

Gstrein,  Francis  Joseph,  15558A. 

Hall,  Charles  Robinson,  15583A. 

Hansen,  Harley  Linnet,  15666A. 

Harse,  William  Howard,  15620A. 

Hasek,  Francis  Joseph,  15555A. 

Haughey,  William  Ray,  15671A. 

X  Heard,  Edward  Clark,  Jr.,  15582A. 
Heimstead,  Douglas  Aloysious,  15667A. 
Heran,  Donald  Frederick,  15637A. 
Hewlett,  Cecil  James,  15654A. 

Hicks,  John  Ellison,  15565A. 

Higgins,  Jack  LaVern,  15615A. 

Hill,  James  Howard,  15650A. 

Holliday,  Ben  Lamb,  15655A. 

X  Hopkins,  Hubert  Vincent,  Jr.,  15672A. 
Hornbarger,  William  Henry,  Jr.,  15643A. 
^  X  Houghten,  Richard  Allen,  I5553A. 

\  Hunnicutt,  Samuel  Zayne,  15639A. 
\JIynes,  Jqhn  Alden,  15623A. 

Srvin,  David  William,  Jr.,  15551A. 

I^wan,  Edwin  John,  15653A. 

Jackson,  Charles  Worrell,  15647A. 

JeffriSy,  Rayford  Warren,  15550A. 
Jenkirigon,  Frank  Frederick,  15536A. 
XJohn,  Frank  Evan,  15593A. 

X  Johnson.-George  Ware,  15552A. 

Johnson,  K,arl  Robert,  15563A. 

Johnson,  L&wis  Tasker,  15614A. 

Kaiser,  Donald  Leo,  15677A. 

Kalvelage,  George  Raymond,  15683A. 
Keeney,  John  Gaerard,  15557A. 

King,  William  Benjamin,  15645A. 

Kotter,  Marvin  Arijerson,  15537A. 

Laird,  Robert  Waldhj  15646A. 

Lamb,  Forrest  York,‘15576A. 

Lane,  Roland  Eugene,  'Jr.,  15617A. 

LeRoy,  Malden  Junior,  15608A. 

Mannen,  Daniel  Joseph,  15596A. 

Maret,  Paul  Lemuel,  15661A. 

Marsh,  Robert  Edward,  15570A. 

Martin,  Clarence  Riggs,  15629A. 
McFadden,  Kirk  Laverne,  15658A- 
McHargue,  Manson  William,  Jr.,  15616A. 
McKay,  William  Linton,  15604A. 

McKee,  George  Henry,  15663A. 

Messerli,  Louis  Gottlieb,  Jr.,  15605A, 
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Meyer,  Edwin  Frederick,  Jr.,  15588A. 
Mimler,  Arthur  Mathew,  15644A. 
Moody,  Reuben  Benjamin,  15543A. 
Moore,  Max  Leonidas,  15554A. 

Neel,  Edwin  Elmer,  15659A. 

Nelson,  James  Arthur,  15668A. 
Nickels,  Albert  Benno,  15625A. 
Nolton,  Lee  Blackstone,  15573A. 
O’Barr,  William  Connie,  15664A. 
O’Reagan,  Jack,  15641A. 

Parker,  John  Bennie,  15648A. 
Patchen,  Clifton  Alfred,  15580A. 
Perry,  Donald  Harvey,  15578A. 
Peters,  Donald  Frank,  15676A. 
Povalski,  James  Albert,  15660A. 

Pyle,  Lowell  Dale,  15619A. 

Rafferty,  Charles  Donald,  15634A. 
Ragsdale,  Herbert  Lee,  15665A. 
Reilly,  Maurice  Robert,  15624A. 
Richards,  Hilburn  Frazer,  15585A. 
Romans,  Basil  Webster,  15561A. 
Russell,  Claude  Evans,  Jr.,  15618A. 
Saubers,  Jerome  Ivan,  15600A. 
Savage,  Gene  Thomas,  15598A. 
Schifferer,  John  Samuel,  15633A. 
Schultes,  William  Albert,  15673A. 
XSeSdler,  Walter  Scott,  15603A. 
Smiley,  Frederick  Franklin,  15562A. 


Smith,  James  Spencer,  Jr.,  15584A. 
Smith,  Landgrave  Thomas,  Jr.,  15594A. 
Spencer,  Paul  Newman,  15542A. 

Steffes,  Sylvester  Philip,  15547A. 

Stone,  Addison  William,  15586A. 
Struble,  Rex  Daniel,  15571A. 

Stumpe,  Albert  Frederick,  15609A. 
Sutton,  James  George,  15540A. 

Taylor,  Samuel  Gatewood,  Jr.,  15546A, 
Thomas,  John  Leonard,  15590A. 
Thornton,  Lee  Roy,  15674A. 

Trammell,  William  Howard,  15566A. 
Wagoner,  Robert  Charles,  JL5670A. 
Weathermon,  Gerald  .Err  15560A. 

Webb,  Hardie  Glenn,  15572A. 

Weber,  John  Anthony,  15587A. 

Wells,  JaCk  Ames,  15577A. 

V£iekes,  Edward  George,  Jr.,  15534A. 

ilson,  Robert  Benjamin,  15556A. 
Windsor,  David  Warren,  15657A. 
Wright,  Charles  Francis,  15612A. 

To  be  first  lieutenants 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE 

Hubbard,  George  Maurice,  21457A. 
Jacobson,  Richard  Kalman,  20689A. 
Lange,  Roy  Allert,  20690A. 

Perdew,  Denning  Miles,  20688A. 


The  following-named  officers  for  promotion 
In  the  United  States  Air  Force  under  the 
provisions  of  section  107  of  the  Army-Navy 
Nurses  Act  of  1947,  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  514,  Eighty-first  Congress. 

To  be  captains 

AIR  FORCE  NURSES 

Pfeiffer,  Rita  M„  21175W. 

Russell,  Georgeann  Eileen,  21132W. 

Walters,  Alice  Marie,  21084W. 

Women’s  medical  specialist 

Thompson,  Lois  Ruth,  21193W. 

Note. — All  officers  nominated  for  promo¬ 
tion  to  major,  captain,  and  first  lieutenant 
are  eligible  for  permanent  promotion  during 
the  month  of  April  1951.  Dates  of  rank  will 
be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
.  Force. 


CONFIRMATION 

Executive  nomination  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  1  (legislative  day  of 
January  29),  1951: 

Department  of  Commerce 
C.  Dickerman  Williams,  New  York,  to  be 
Solicitor,  Department  of  Commerce. 


•  1  .  *  . 


@  0  ®  1  S  ? 


OF 


CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 

. jOF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

IFF ICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE  Issued  Mar.  5,  1951 

Division  of  Legislative  Reports  For  actions  of  Mar.  2,  1951 

(For  Department  3taff  only)  S2nd-lst,  17o.  3^ 

CONTENTS 

Adjournment .  . . 5  Foreign'  affairs,  aid. .7.11  Personnel . •'•.••♦•7»S 

/fcrjrjf opr ia t i o  ns . 7  Forests -and  .forestry ....  .7  Prices,  support . 2 

Budget . 12  ‘Lands,  rcclana.tion . 3  Research . 7 

Census . l4  Lobbying . 4  Selective  service . 15 

Electrification . 3.7.13  Military  training . 1,15  Territories  and 
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EIGHLIGHT:  Senate  debated  military-training  bill. 

_____  _ _  SE1TATS  _ 

1.  MILITARY  TRAIUI1TG-.  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military-training  selective- 

service  bill  (pn*  IS 20-49).  Agreed  to  vote  today  on  the  Morse  amendment  author¬ 
izing  induction  at  124  with  provision  for  voluntary  induction  at  IS  (pp.lgl4-15) . 


PRICE  SUPPORTS.  Sen.  Aiken  inserted  a  Vermont  Poultry  and  Egg  Producers  Assocj 
•ion  resolution  favoring  removal  of  support  prices  from  all  farm  products 

ms$). 

3.  ELECTRIF5CA.TI01T.  Received  from  thp  S.  Dale.  Legislature  a  request  tlutff  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamsfrdon  be  more  careful  of  the  rights  of  farmers  in  constructing  an  elec¬ 
tric  line  iiN^g  Laic.  (pp.  1SC7— S )  • 

4.  LOBBYHTGr.  ■  ReceiveSsregistrations,  pursuant  to  the  Lobbyin^Act ,  for  the  fourth 

calendar;  quarter  195^s^PP»  IS 51—19 53 )• 

[3.  RECESSED  until  Mon.,  Mar.  >SU.  1S49). 

HOUSE 

F2RTILIZIR.  The  Special  Subconnitto^Nch^ertilizer  and  Farm  Machinery,  of  the 

Committee  on  Agriculture,  recommcndci  — 

nl.  That  those  in  charge  of  tee  defense  program  recognize  and  act  upon  the 
elementary  fact  that  agriculture's  an  esserH^al  defense  industry  and- should  bo 
given  that  st-tus  in  any  allocation  of  criticuJs^naterials. 

>'2.  That  advisers  and>bn  suit  ants  under  the N^jpervision  and  direction  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agricul^are  qualified  and  authoriz^ to  present  the^  require¬ 
ments  of  agriculture appointed  to  participate  with^he  policy-making  offi¬ 
cials  at  the,  higheaTlevels  of  defense-program  administrd%^ons ,  agencies,  and 

authorities.  jr  "  \  .  „ 

t»3.  ThatVfhe  'export  program  be  critically  reviewed  with  t^eobjective  oi 

finding  out /nov  much  American  sulfur,  the  industries  of  other  countries  can  do 

without-^ot  how  mutch  they  would  like  to  have.  _ 

That  the  present  users  of  sulfur  and  sulfuric  acid  bo .  carefur^rsurvcy- 
ed Jjo  discover  hdw  much  of  this  material  now  being  wasted  or  discarded  caX  ce 
^captured  or  roused  and  that  positive  s£eps  be  taken  to  sec  to  it  that  tn. 
material  is  saved  and  utilized. 
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’5.  That  all  possible  long-range  sources  of  sulfur  and  sulfuric  acid  be 


examined  and  analyzed  by  competent;  'and  appropriate  governmental  agencies,  yh d 


that-  sulfur  recovery,  production,  ' or  'reconstitution  facilities  bo  required!, 
v;he^>e  appropriate,  as  a  condition\of  -the;  approval  of  any  facility  for  acy cler- 
,ated\nortizat.ion  or  any  other  such  governmental  assistance,. 

Moi,  That  research  be  intensified  to  discover  -whether  there  is  a  Practical 
and  economic  method  of  producing  phosphate  fertilizer  without  sulfuric  acid  or 
with  proportionately  reduced  q_-oa.lt it ies  of  that  material* n 


7.  APPROPRIATION.  In  .addition  to  the  items  listed  in  Digest  37  >  H«/Doc.  66  con¬ 
tains  the  following  Budget  ancn&nonte  ‘for  fiscal  year  1952: 

$500,000  for  FT£,  for  enforcement  of  anerxlment  to  the  Clayt oyaint it ros t  -  Act  to 
prohibit  the  acquisition  of  assets  of  corporations  in  restraint  of  trade; 
$100,000,  FSA,  fo\  research  on  residual  toxicology  of  insecticides  used  on 
foods;  $690,000  forVYirgin  IsjLands  Corporation  to  purchase' and  rehabilitate 
power  and.  transmission  facilities;  $120,000  for  State  Department,  International 
Commission  -  U,  S,  a n\  Canada,  to  determine  the  natur  0/ incl  design  of 'remedial 
works  in  the  Niagara  River  in  connection  with  power  development  plans* 

Tlie  following  are  additional  items  in  H.  Doc* 


fiscal  year  195b* 

$12,500,000  for  International  Children* s  Welfare  Wfrk;  $12,000,000  for  G-SA,  for 
reactivation  of  industrial  slants;  $3 , 5^0 , 000  f oy  Bureau  of  Public  Roads,  Com¬ 
merce  Department,  for  highi/ayfe  in  or  adjacent  tjt  the  Tongass  llational  Forest , 
Alaska;  $5,000,000  for  the  Bureau  of  Public  Rgiads,  to  eurvojr,  construct,  e.nd 


maintain  highways  through  publ id  lands  and  Federal  reservations;  authorization 
for  Army  Engineers  to  use  $450,008  of  f  loo  (decontrol  funds  for  investigations  of 
power  projects  on  the  ITiagara  RivcV;  $3,000,000  for  Labor  Department,  employees' 
compensation  fund;  and  authority  foi\StaJfe  Department  to  use  $36,500  for  the 
LT*  S.-Cana.da  Joint  International  Comm&acion  to  make  investigations  for  remedial 
w-orks  on  the  ITiagara  River  for  -lower  development . 


ROnJC 


8.  TRA1TSP0RTATI017.  S.  1018,  by  Sen. /Case,  to  am^nd  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  for 

the  purpose  of  alleviating  shortages  in  railroad  equipment;  to  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee  (p/  1  8  08).  Remarks^of.  Sen.  Ca.se  and  text  of  the 
bill  (p.  .1809).  Jr 

9.  PERS011ITEL.  S.  1019,  by  Seri.  Ecton,  to  amend  the  Civ^l  Service  Retirement  Act  of 

May  '29,  1930,  to  providyfor  the  inclusion  in  tile  commutation  of  accredited 
service  rendered  Statejs  of  instrumentalities  of  States^  to  Post  Office  and  Civ¬ 
il  Service  Committee  ,(p.  1808), 


10.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  S.  1620,  by  Sen.  Mr.lone,  to  authorize  a  preliminary,  examination 
and  survey  for  f Mod  control  and  allied  purposes  of  Las  V cg^e  Wash  and  its  tri¬ 
butaries,  Las  Yogas,  Dev.,  and  vicinity;  to  Public  Works  Committee. (pp.  1308— 
9).  Rem.- rks  0/  Sen.  Malone  (p.  1809)* 


11.  F0REIC1!  AID. / H.  R.  3017  (sec  Digest  37)  authorizes  an  appropriation  of  $1^0,— 


000,000  to^provide  two  million  long  tons  of  food  grains,  or  couivar^uc ,  as 


emergency  food  relief  to  meet  famine  conditions  in  India.  In  addition  to  the 
appropriation  authorization,*  authorizes  the  use  of  $50,000,000  of  ECA\funds,  . 
with  <ufte-half  of  the  total  authorization  ($190,000,000)  to  be  available\dur- 
ing  fascal  year  1951  and  the  balance  in  fiscal  year  1952.  Requires  USDA\to  cer¬ 
tify  that  the  procurement  of  any  agricultural  products  for  this  purpose  ^11 
impair  the  fulfillment  of  vital  needs  of  the  U.  S.  Provides  also  for  a\ 


agreement  between  the  W.  S,  and  India  for  use  and  distribution  of  the  grain. 
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■  But  the  North  Korean  Communist  aggres¬ 
sors  were  destroyed.  And  when.  In  replace¬ 
ment,  the  Chinese  Communist  hordes  came 
in,  they  have  been  checked  with  losses  which, 
in  terms  of  dead,  wounded,  prisoners,  and 
disabled,  may  now  mount  to  several  hundred 
thousand  men. 

United  Nations  forces  in  Korea  have 
forged  a  fiery  furnace  into  which  nearly 
1,000,000  Communist  troops  have  now  been 
fed  by  their  ambitious  and  despotic  rulers. 
That  operation  represents  in  a  real  sense  a 
defense  of  our  own  homeland  and  it  pro¬ 
vides  the  opportunity  to  win  peace  in  the 
Pacific.  For  that  we  must  be  eternally 
grateful  not  only  to  General  MacArthur, 
General  Ridgway,  and  the  high  command, 
but  particularly  to  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
troops  of  the  United  States  and  the  other 
United  Nations  who  sacrificially  responded 
to  the  call  of  duty,  often  at  the  price  of 
life  itself. 

Finally,  as  another  foundation  stone,  we 
have  the  present  effort  of  the  American 
people  to  create  a  great  force-in-being,  so 
as  to  make  it  apparent  that  Russia  could 
not  quickly,  or  at  all,  win  a  general  war. 

I  have  often  said  that  there  would  never 
be  lasting  peace  until  nations  were  prepared, 
in  time  of  peace,  to  make  sacrifices  for  peace 
such  as  they  make,  in  time  of  war,  for  victory. 
For  the  first  time  in  all  history  there  is  such 
an  effort.  The  United  States  is  making  sac¬ 
rifices  such  as  no  free  nation  has  ever  made 
except  in  a  war  for  survival.  We  can  hope 
we  are  not  making  that  effort  too  late.  We 
can  know,  on  the  basis  of  our  mission’s  con¬ 
tact  with  peoples  of  other  lands,  that  these 
others  are  moved  to  respond  in  kind,  and 
that  they  feel  a  new  confidence  in  the 
capacity  of  the  United  States  to  lead  the  free 
world  out  of  the  present  morass  of  peril  and 
confusion. 

All  in  all,  General  MacArthur  in  Japan,  our 
fighting- men  in  Korea  and  the  American 
people  here  at  home  have  laid  a  good  foun¬ 
dation  upon  which  to  build  a  lasting  peace 
in  the  Pacific.  Our  recent  mission  has  put 
up  the  scaffolding  for  that  building.  The 
work  of  filling  in  with  bricks  and  mortar  is 
now  to  be  done.  If  that  is  well  done  there 
will  be  in  Japan  and  related  areas  a  new 
sense  of  security  and  well-being.  That  will 
help  to  thwart  the  Stalin  strategy  of  con¬ 
quering  the  West  via  the  East,  and  indeed 
it  can  so  spectacularly  demonstrate  the 
worth  and  capacity  of  freedom  that  the 
example  will  loosen  the  present  hold  of  Com¬ 
munist  despotism  upon  its  captive  world. 

Liberation  is  a  goal  we  must  never  re¬ 
linquish.  This  Nation  of  oihs  was  founded 
by  men  who  believed  that  their  conduct  and 
example  could  be  a  great  force  for  political 
liberty  throughout  the  world.  They  looked 
outward,  not  inward.  As  President  Lincoln 
said,  their  Declaration  of  Independence  of¬ 
fered  “liberty  not  alone  to  the  people  of 
this  country,  but  hope  for  the  world  for  all 
future  time.”  In  their  time  much  of  Europe 
and  of  this  American  hemisphere  was  held 
by  despotic  power  supported  By  the  Russian 
empire  and  its  Holy  Alliance.  That  grip 
was  pried  loose.  In  that  process,  our  Nation 
played  a  powerful,  yet  peaceful,  part.  That 
can  be  done  again.  It  Will  be  done  again  if 
in  the  free  world  men  use  freedom  so  well 
that  they  set  up  anr  influence  that  is  con¬ 
tagious.  That  is'fcne  great  goal  to  have  in 
mind  as  we  and  hur  friends  build  peace  in 
the  Pacific,  iyis  the  goal  which,  if  we  are 
resolute,  we  shall  attain. 

THE  STRikE  IN  THE  WOOL  TEXTILE 
/  INDUSTRY 

Mr.  Hendrickson.  Mr.  President, 
I  ha  ye  before  me  a  statement  made  by 
Maj.  Gen.  Irving  J.  Phillipson,  director 
of  Industrial  Relations  of  Botany  Mills, 
Inc.,  in  which  the  general  presents  the 


position  of  Botany  Mills  in  respect  to  the 
present  unfortunate,  and  I  feel  entirely 
useless,  strike  which  is  being  conducted 
by  the  Textile  Workers  Union  of 
America,  CIO,  against  a  very  large  seg¬ 
ment  of  American  wool  textile  mills. 

Because  the  statement  so  forcefully 
discloses  that  the  labor  leaders  in  this 
instance  are  not  striking  against  the 
employers,  but  rather  are  striking  to 
compel  the  Government  to  accept  dicta¬ 
tion  from  them,  I  feel  the  communication 
is  one  which  should  be  of  interest  to  all 
American  citizens. 

For  that  reason,  I  think  the  statement 
should  be  a  matter  of  permanent  record, 
and  therefore  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Present  Strike  in  Wool  Textile  Industry 
Totally  Unnecessary:  Means  Loss  of 
Essential  Production  for  Armed  Forces 
and  Needless  Losses  of  Employees' 
Wages — Statement  by  Maj.  Gen.  Irving  J. 
Phillipson  (U.  S.  A.  Retired),  Director  of 
Industrial  Relations,  Botany  Mills,  Inc.', 
Passaic,  N.  J.,  February  20,  1951 
The  present  strike  that  has  been  called 
against  Botany  Mills,  Inc.,  and  other  wdrsted 
and  wqolen  companies  is  entirely  unneces¬ 
sary  and  can  accomplish  nothing  except  the 
loss  to  employees  of  the  wages  they  and  their 
families  need  to  live  on,  and-ohe  loss  of 
essential  production  for  the  Armed  Forces 
and  .civilian  population  at  this  time  when 
their  country  is  jn  dire  need  of  the  coopera¬ 
tion  and  100  percent  effort  of  everyone  of  its 
citizens.  \  J 

The  labor  leaders  whp  called  this  strike  are 
not  striking  against  She  employers:  they  are 
striking  to  compel  their  Government  to  ac¬ 
cept  dictation  frqrii  them. 

Last  November,’ we  were  served  with  notice 
by  the  Textile  porkers  Union  that  they  were 
terminating  their  contract  with  us  on  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  but  were  anxious  to  Aart  negotia¬ 
tions  for  a  new  contract.  Despite  this  great 
“anxiety,  to  start  negotiations,”  we  were  un¬ 
able  to  meet  with  the  union  until  January 
10,  only  3  weeks  before  the  expiration  of  the 
contract. 

demand  would  cost  five  millions  annually 
At  that  time,  we  were  presented  with  de¬ 
mands  that,  if  they  were  granted,  it  would 
ultimately  cost  Botany  in  the  neighborhood 
of  $5,000,000  per  year,  or  about  five  times  its 
current  earnings. 

Obviously,  such  demands  were  preposter¬ 
ous,  and  were  even  characterized  by  the  head 
of  the  union  negotiating  committee  as  fan¬ 
tastic. 

Nevertheless,  we  met  with  the  union  nego¬ 
tiating  committee  as  often  as  they  could  find 
time  to  sit  down  with  us  and  were  making 
usual  progress  toward  a  settlement  when 
we  were  served  on  January  30  with  an  ulti¬ 
matum  that  unless  we  signed  a  contract  with 
them  by  the  31st  they  would  strike  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  1. 

This  was  obviously  impossible,  and  we  so 
informed  the  union.  At  the  union’s  request, 
we  then  extended  the  existing  contract  until 
February  15  and  continued  to  negotiate. 
botany  offered  higher  wages;  pensions 
As  a  result  of  these  negotiations,  Botany 
advised  the  union  that  they  were  willing  to 
consider  the  granting  of  a  pension  plan 
whereby  employees  at  age  65,  with  25  years 
of  service,  would  receive  a  pension  of  $100 
a  month,  Including  primary  social-security 
benefits,  and  also  a  quarterly  wage  adjust¬ 
ment  based  on  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
cost-of-living  index,  so  that  the  standard 


of  living  of  no  Botany  employee  would  be 
Impaired  during  these  critical  times  because 
of  rapid  increases  in  the  cost  of  lining. 
These  offers  were  made  in  addition  to  a.wage 
Increase  of  12  cents  per  hour  that  had  been 
voluntarily  granted  on  October  9,  I§50,  al¬ 
though  we  were  not  required  by  ow  contract 
to  do  so.  This  was  an  increase, Of  8%  per¬ 
cent,  and  will  cost  Bontany  approximately 
$1,250,000  per  year. 

BOTANY  AGREED  TO  CONTINUE  NEGOTIATIONS 

We  explained  to  the  union’s  negotiating 
committee  that  our  eqxhings,  which  have 
made  it  impossible  to  declare  a  common- 
stock  dividend  for  pVe r  a  year,  would  not 
possibly  permit  anyAdditional  wage  adjust¬ 
ment  at  this  timey'particularly,  as  one  reason 
our  earnings  are,  depressed  is  that  our  aver- 
a;-->  wage  structure  is  already  8  cents  per 
hour  in  exces’s  of  the  average  wage  paid 
under  contracts  with  other  companies  in  the 
industry.  / 

Despite  this,  we  advised  them  we  would 
be  willing  to  sit  down  at  any  future  time 
and  c^iscuss  a  wage  increase  when  conditions 
might  make  it  more  possible,  either  because 
the  company’s  profits  had  improved,  or  the 
industry  generally  had  given  a  wage  increase, 
or  the  Wage  Stabilization  Board  had  an¬ 
nounced  some  general  formula  permitting 
an  increase,  or  some  other  condition  might 
make  it  possible  to  consider  an  increase. 
Our  last  meeting  with  the  union  was  held 
on  February  13  and  ended  with  the  union 
announcing  that  unless  the  company  would 
immediately  grant  them,  in  addition,  their 
requested  wage  increase,  negotiations  were 
concluded  and  they  would  strike  on  Friday. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Rieve’s  letter  of  February 
7,  1951,  advising  us  that  the  union  would  not 
extend  their  contract  beyond  February  15 
under  any  circumstances,  we  advised  Mr. 
Rieve:  “We  are  currently  meeting  with  your 
committee  to  try  to  arrive  at  a  mutual  set¬ 
tlement.  We  will  continue  to  meet,  as  we 
believe  strike  action  is  entirely  unnecessary 
and  will  neither  speed  up  negotiations  nor 
enhance  prospects  of  a  satisfactory  settle¬ 
ment.”  This  still  remains  true. 

SEVENTY-FIVE  PERCENT  OF  EMPLOYEES  OPPOSE 
STRIKE 

At  least  75  percent  of  Botany  employees 
are  opposed  to  this  strike.  Approximately 
300  members,  or  less  than  10  percent  of  the 
4,500  employees  in  Botany,  authorized  the 
strike.  Botany’s  average  wage  rate  of  $1.50 
per  hour  is  above  the  national  average  for 
manufacture  of  nondurable  goods.  The  • 
average  Botany  employee  today  receives  a 
weekly  pay  check  of  $66.98,  as  compared  with 
$50.28  last  June  before  Korea,  an  increase 
Bf  33  percent  in  8  months. 

Those  facts  speak  for  themselves.  All  of 
our  employees  could  have  been  happily  at 
work ,  earning  good  wages  and  doing  their 
part  to  support  their  country’s  defense  in 
this  time  of  crisis,  while  negotiations  con¬ 
tinued  underway.  The  final  settlement  of 
contract  negotiations  would  not  have  been 
delayed  one  day,  nor  would  the  employees 
have  lost  one,  cent  of  benefits  they  might 
otherwise  acquire. 

This  did  not,  however,  suit  the  purposes 
of  labor  leaders,  apparently  more  concerned 
with  imposing  their  will  on  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  than  they  were  in  pro¬ 
tecting  the  welfare  of  their  membership.  As 
a  result,  we  have  this  needless  strike. 

EMPLOYEES  SHOULD  WORK  WHILE  NEGOTIATING 

We,  in  Botany,  sincerely  hope  that  our  em¬ 
ployees  will  reconsider  the  rash  action  taken 
by  such  a  small  minority,  and  will  continue 
to  work  while  contract  negotiations  are  con¬ 
cluded  as  the  employees  of  other  mills  are 
doing.  In  its  turn.  Botany  pledges  its  em¬ 
ployees  that  it  will  continue  its  best ‘efforts 
to  arrive  at  a  mutually  satisfactory  settle¬ 
ment  of  all  disputes  over  wages  and  working 
conditions  with  their  negotiation  committee. 
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CALL  OF  THE  ROLL 

,Mr.  MCFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  if 
consideration  of  routine  business  has 
been  concluded,  I  wish  to  propound  a 
unanimous-consent  request.  Before  do¬ 
ing  so,  I  suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll.  / 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 


/ 


Senators  answered  to  their  names*. 

Aiken  \ 

Bennett 
Benton  \ 

Hayden 

Minikin 

Hendrickson 

Monroney 

Hennings 

Morse' 

Brewster  ; 

Hickenlooper 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hill 

Neely 

Bridges 

\  Hoey 

Nixon 

Butler,  Md. 

Holland 

O’Conor 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hunt 

O’Mahoney 

Byrd 

Ives 

Pastore 

Cain 

jenner 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Jphnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Saltonstall 

Case 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Schoeppel 

Chapman 

Kem 

Smathers 

Chavez 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cordon 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Dirksen 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Duff 

Lodge 

Taft 

Dworshak 

Long 

Thye 

Eastland 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Ecton 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Ellender 

McFarland 

Welker 

Ferguson 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Frear 

McMabfbn 

Wiley 

Fulbrlght 

Magnuson 

Williams 

George 

Malone 

Young 

Gillette 

Marian 

Green 

Mayhank 

from  Oregon  be  equally  divided  between 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  fi’om  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell];  that 
at  2  o’clock  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote 
upon  the  amendment,  provided  no 
amendment  or  amendments  to  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  have,  in  the  meanwhile, 
been  offered  and  are  pending;  that  if 
an  amendment  or  amendments  to  the 
pending  amendment  have  been  offered, 
the  time  for  debate  on  such  amendment 
or  amendments  be  limited  to  20  minutes, 
the  time  to  be  equally  divided  and  con¬ 
trolled,  respectively,  by  the  mover  of  any 
such  amendment  and  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  and  that  no 
amendment  or  substitute  may  be  offered 
to  the  pending  amendment  which  is  not 
germane. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  and  I  shall  not  ob- 
pect,  I  want  it  to  be  very  clear  in  the 
Record  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  is  ready  to  vote  on  his  first 
amendment  at  any  time  today  or  Mon¬ 
day  or  any  other  time,  but,  in  order  to 
cooperate  in  expediting  what  appears  to 
be  the  earliest  possible  vote  on  the 
amendment,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  join 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson],  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey],  and  the  Senator  from 
Montana  [Mf.  Murray]  are  absent  on 
public  busir 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements] /is  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Ke- 
fauver]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
on  official  committee  business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders]  and  the  Senator  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Vandenberg]  are  absent  by  leave  of 
the  Senate. 

TJie  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  necessarily  absent. 

the  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gil¬ 
lette  in  the  chair) .  A  quorum  is  pres- 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT  AGREEMENT 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  in¬ 
quiry  has  been  made  of  me  by  Senators 
from  both  sides  of  the  aisle  as  to  whether 
there  would  be  a  vote  upon  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  today.  I  understand 
from  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  that  he  is  willing 
that  a  vote  be  had  at  any  time  upon 
his  amendment.  However,  several 
speeches  are  to  be  made.  In  order  to 
try  to  accommodate  Senators,  I  wish  to 
propound  a  unanimous-consent  request. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  between  12  o’clock  noon  and 
2  o’clock  on  Monday  next  the  time  on 
the  pending  amendment  of  the  Senator 


mous-consent  request.  For  future  refer¬ 
ence,  however,  because  my  colleagues 
:  know  my  general  position  respecting 
unanimous-consent  agreements  fixing  a 
time  to  vote  which,  as  a  general  matter 
of  policy,  I  think  are  not  advisable, 
wish  to  make  a  statement. 

I  should  much  prefer  that  the  Senate 
proceed  in  the  regular  course  and  vote 
when  debate  ends  on  a  particular  issue, 
and  not  fix  the  time  to  vote  by  a  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement.  But  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  my  amendments  are  in¬ 
volved,  I  conceive  it  would  be  very  unco¬ 
operative  and  unfair  of  me  to  let  my 
general  attitude  toward  unanimous-con- 
.  sent  agreements  prevail  as  against  my 
own  amendments.  Therefore,  I  will  go 
along  with  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest,  although  I  had  hoped  the  Senate 
could  vote  on  my  first  amendment  this 
afternoon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  so  there 
will  be  no  misunderstanding  with  respect 
to  which  amendment  is  involved,  I  won¬ 
der  if  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
will  specify  for  the  Record  that  the  re¬ 
quest  relates  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  offered  on  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1951,  designated  by  the  letter 
“D.”  I  make  that  suggestion  so  there 
will  be  no  question  respecting  which 
amendment  is  involved.  I  wonder  if  the 
majority  leader  will  accept  that  modifi¬ 
cation. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes;  I  accept  that 
modification. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  make  that  sugges¬ 
tion,  because  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  offered  other  amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  say  the  Record  shows  that 
the  pending  question  is  on  agreeing  to 


the  amendment  lettered  “D,”  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Very  well.  If  that  is 
so,  my  point  is  taken  care  of.  I  simply 
wanted  to  make  absolutely  certain  that 
every  Senator  was  aware  of  what  amend¬ 
ment  was  to  be  voted  upon. 

Mr.  President,  a  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  is  entered  into,  as  I 
hope  it  will  be,  rule  XVIII  of  the  Senate 
will  not  be  affected;  that  is,  it  will  still 
continue  in  effect,  will  it  not?  Under 
the  rule  any  Senator  who  desires  to  move 
to  separate  the  various  parts  of  amend¬ 
ment  designated  “D”  may  do  so,  in  order 
that  a  vote  may  be  taken  on  the  various 
parts  individually?  Is  that  not  correct? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  adoption  of  the 
request  will  not  affect  that  rule. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  amendment  des¬ 
ignated  “D”  is  really  a  bloc  of  amend¬ 
ments,  and  if  any  Senator  desires  to 
move  to  have  a  vote  on  individual  parts 
of  the  amendment  he  can  do  so. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes. 

The  rule  will  be  preserved. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  can  be  done  un¬ 
der  rule  XVHI,  in  spite  of  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Yes.  Is 
there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  that  the  Senate 
enter  into  the  proposed  agreement? 
iy-  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the  request 
is  agreed  to. 

The  unanimous-consent  agreement,  as 
reduced  to  writing,  is  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  on  the  calender  day  of  Mon¬ 
day,  March  5,  1951,  between  the  hours  of 
12  o’clock  noon  and  2  p.  m.,  debate  on  the 
pending  amendments  (lettered  “D”)  pro¬ 
posed  by  Mr.  Morse  on  March  1  to  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  defense 
by  establishing  a  universal  training  program, 
and  for  other  purposes,  shall  be  divided 
equally  and  controlled,  respectively,  by  Mr. 
Morse  and  Mr.  Russell;  that  at  the  hour  of 
2  p.  m.  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote  without 
further  debate  upon  the  said  amendments, 
provided  that  no  amendment  or  amendments 
thereto  have  been  proposed  in  the*  mean¬ 
time;  that  in  the  event  an  amendment  or 
amendments  have  been  proposed  thereto,  de¬ 
bate  on  any  such  amendment  or  amendments 
shall  be  limited  to  20  minutes,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the 
mover  of  any  such  amendment  and  Mr.  Rus¬ 
sel;  Provided,  That  no  amendment  shall  be 
received  that  is  not  germane  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  said  amendment. 


Mr.  CAIN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAIN.  As  I  understand,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Wat¬ 
kins]  desires  to  make  a  statement.  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  yield  to  him  for  a  period 
of  approximately  20  minutes,  without 
losing  my  right  to  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  Senator  from  Utah  is  recognized  for 
15  or  20  minutes. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  as  I 
understood,  the  request  was  that  I  be  rec- 
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ognized  for  approximately  20  minutes. 
I  hope  I  shall  not  be  cut  off  simply  be¬ 
cause  the  Chair  misunderstood  the  re¬ 
quest. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  was  in  error,  and  the  correction 
will  be  made. 

PROPOSED  RENUNCIATION  BY  THE 

UNITED  STATES  OF  THE  1947  ITALIAN 

PEACE  TREATY 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  the 
1947  Treaty  of  Peace  with  Italy  is  a  trap. 
It  should  be  scrapped. 

The  Italian  Peace  Treaty  of  1947 
stripped  Italy  of  the  means  of  self- 
defense.  It  prevents  effective  Italian 
participation  in  the  program  for  defense 
against  aggression. 

We  were  told  in  1947  that  prompt  rati¬ 
fication  of  the  Italian  Peace  Treaty 
would  open  the  door  for  the  quick  admis¬ 
sion  of  Italy  to  the  United  Nations. 
Those  who  held  out  that  hope  for  the 
future  had  their  eyes  closed  to  reality. 
The  door  for  Italy’s  admission  to  the 
United  Nations  has  been  blocked  by  a 
Russian  veto.  Four  times  Italy  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  UN  membership;  four  times 
Russia  has  vetoed  that  application. 

The  proponents  of  the  Italian  Peace 
Treaty  admitted  when  the  treaty  was 
under  debate  in  this  body  that  it  was  not 
a  good  treaty.  They  insisted,  however, 
that  it  was  the  best  we  could  hope  to  get. 
The  President  himself  announced  that 
it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  and  a 
heavy  blow  to  our  country’s  leadership 
in  world  affairs  if  the  Senate  were  to 
withhold  approval  of  the  treaty. 

The  developments  of  recent  years  are 
such  that  it  is  now  detrimental  to  our 
country’s  leadership  in  world  affairs  not 
to  denounce  the  Italian  Peace  Treaty. 

Three  years  ago,  when  the  Italian 
Peace  Treaty  was  brought  before  the 
Senate  for  ratification,  I  was  one  of  a 
little  group  of  Senators  who  opposed  the 
administration  and  its  bipartisan  for¬ 
eign  policy  friends  in  their  drive  for 
quick  approval  of  the  Italian  treaty  and 
also  the  treaties  with  Hungary,  Bulgaria, 
and  Rumania.  When  the  matter  was 
brought  to  a  vote,  I  was  one  of  ten  who 
voted  against  ratification. 

In  a  speech  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
on  June  5, 1947, 1  spoke  out  against  rati¬ 
fication.  The  reasons  I  urged  then 
against  ratification  of  the  treaty  apply 
with  equal  force  today  in  a  move  to 
vacate  and  denounce  the  treaty. 

With  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  I 
shall  read  a  part  of  that  argument,  as 
recorded  on  page  6398  of  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  for  June  5,  1947,  volume 
93,  part  5:  * 

REASONS  FOR  VOTE 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  I  summarize 
some  of  the  reasons,  among  many  others 
which  might  be  urged,  why  I  shall  vote 
against  ratification: 

First.  The  treaties  are  premature.  The 
European  situation  is  so  complex  and  con¬ 
fused  that  it  is  practically  impossible  to  do 
justice  and  adhere  to  reason  in  a  piecemeal 
fashion.  What  will  be  done  in  the  German 
and  Austrian  Peace  Treaties  will  have  a  pro¬ 
found  effect  on  all  the  Axis  satellites  as  well 
as  tie  Allied  countries.  The  significance  of 
the  deliberations  and  negotiations  respecting 


treaties  with  Germany  and  Austria  will  over¬ 
shadow  all  that  is  done  now.  Postponement 
of  action  on  the  treaties  now  being  con¬ 
sidered  will  strengthen  our  hand  in  these 
later  negotiations.  The  events  in  Hungary 
are  strong  and  urgent  reasons  why  the  peace 
with  Italy  and  the  satellite  countries  should 
not  be  ratified  at  this  time. 

VIOLATES  ATLANTIC  CHARTER 

Second.  The  Italian  treaty  violates  every 
principle  of  the  Atlantic  Charter.  The  fact 
that  all  the  representatives  of  the  Allied  Na¬ 
tions  had  a  hand  in  drafting  the  treaty  does 
not  give  it  any  special  virtue.  The  action 
only  reveals  how  far  the  Allied  Nations  have 
departed  from  the  high  ideals  with  which 
they  are  supposed  to  have  fought  the  war. 

INCONSISTENT  WITH  AID  PROGRAM 

Third.  The  Italian  treaty  is  totally  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  announced  purpose  of  the 
United  States  in  extending  aid  to  Greece  and 
Turkey  when  in  furtherance  thereof  we  send 
$400,000,000  to  aid  those  countries  in 
strengthening  their  economic  and  military 
forces  to  prevent  Communist  aggression  from 
within  and  without.  In  the  Italian  treaty 
we  render  Italy  helpless  to  repel  outside  ag¬ 
gression,  and  saddle  her  with  economic  servi¬ 
tude.  It  is  doubtful  that  the  military  forces 
we  have  allowed  her  are  sufficient  even  t gi' 
maintain  order  in  case  of  a  Communist  up¬ 
rising.  The  very  terms  of  the  treaty  requir¬ 
ing  the  leveling  of  fortifications,  the  limit  on 
modern  weapons,  and  the  size  of  thiy’forces 
allowed,  are  ample  proof  that  this- ’is  true. 

Figuratively  speaking,  we  expect  Italy  to 
defend  herself  with  bows  and  arrows  against 
rockets  and  atomic  bombs  andAveapons  un¬ 
dreamed  of  which  the  cunning  of  man  will 
yet  invent.  / 

DENIES  SELF-PRESERVATION 

Mr.  President,  the  ilrst  right  of  every 
human  being  born  into  this  world  Is  the 
right  of  self-preservation.  Who  gave  the 
prerogative  to  the  Allies  to  deprive  the  Italian 
people  of  this  God-given  right? 

ITALIANS.  IN  DESPERATE  SITUATION 

That  liberty-loving  Italians  face  a  des¬ 
perate  situation,  with  Tito  and  Stalin  glaring 
at  them  Across  an  undefended  border  only 
a  few  short  miles  away,  should  be  apparent 
to  Americans,  but  it  seems  to  make  very 
little  impression  here.  We  say,  “Let  them 
rely  on  the  United  Nations,”  an  organiza¬ 
tion  we  know,  to  our  regret,  is  now  totally 
Impotent. 

It  might  help  us '  to  recall  that  in  order 
to  defend  ourselves  against  the  only  poten¬ 
tial  enemy  in  sight — an  enemy  separated 
from  us  by  two  oceans  and  some  3,000  miles 
away  from  the  heart  of  our  homeland — we 
are  asked  to  appropriate  over  $11,000,000,000, 
and  a  commission  of  able  men  are  urging 
us  to  adopt  a  universal  military  training 
program  to  cost  $1,750,000,000  annually. 
Who  is  that  potential  enemy,  may  I  ask? 
It  is  the  same  one  that  faces  undefended 
Italy. 

I  have  been  quoting  from  the  speech 
I  made  in  June  1947.  Of  course,  we  are 
all  aware  of  the  fact  that  there  has  been 
a  vast  change  for  the  worse  since  that 
time,  and  that  the  appropriations  are 
immensely  greater  than  they  were  then. 
I  continue  the  quotation: 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  impelled  to  say  that 
we  shall  live  to  regret  a  ratification  of  these 
treaties. 

It  appears  from  recent  press  reports 
that  at  least  one  of  the  79  Senators  who 
voted  in  favor  of  ratification  of  the 
Italian  Peace  Treaty  in  1947  now  thinks 
the  Italian  treaty  should  be  denounced. 


According  to  press  reports  he  has  writ¬ 
ten  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  sug¬ 
gesting  that  the  United  States  either 
withdraw  from  or  denounce  the  treaty. 

It  gives  me  great  pleasure  to  welcome 
my  friend  and  colleague,  the'  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  the  Honorable 
Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  to  the  ranks  of 
the  ten  who  originally  hdd  misgivings 
about  the  1947  Treaty  of  Peace  with 
Italy. 

At  this  point  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  letter  addressed  by  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  be  printed'  at  the  conclusion  of 
my  remarks.  / 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is-"so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  1.) 

Mr.  VjfATKINS.  In  connection  with 
the  letter  addressed  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
I  alsb  ask  to  have  printed  at  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  my  remarks  an  article  regarding 
the  Senator’s  letter,  taken  from  the 
•  Philadelphia  Inquirer  of  February  19, 
1951. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  2.) 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  the  list  of  those 
who  opposed  the  treaty  also  included  in 
the  insertion? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  not  included 
in  the  insertion,  but  I  could  give  the 
Senator  the  names. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  have 
them. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senators  who 
voted  “nay,”  according  to  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record,  were  Bridges,  Dworshak, 
Eastland,  Langer,  McCarran,  Malone, 
O’Daniel,  Watkins,  Wherry,  and  Brooks. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

THE  ITALIAN  PEACE  TREATY  HAS  MADE  IT  IMPOS¬ 
SIBLE  FOR  ITALY  TO  TAKE  STEPS  TO  EFFECTIVELY 

DEFEND  HERSELF - IT  NOW  PREVENTS  ITALY 

FROM  CONTRIBUTING  TO  THE  DEFENSE  OF 

WESTERN  EUROPE 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  may  interpolate 
here  in  my  prepared  statement  that  is 
the  very  thing  we  are  now  discussing — 
the  number  of  troops  we  should  have,  the 
size  of  the  Army  we  should  authorize. 
Incidental  to  that  we  would  have  to 
know  what  help  we  are  going  to  receive 
from  our  allies.  So  the  question  of  the 
Italian  treaty  and  of  whether  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  allow  it  to  stand  is  important  in 
the  very  discussion  now  taking  place  in 
the  Senate  on  the  pending  measure. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  In  order  to  make  the 
argument  indelibly  clear  will  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  say  now  for  the  Record 
what  Italy  can  do  to  make  a  contribu¬ 
tion,  and  what  she  is  restricted  from  do¬ 
ing  because  of  the  treaty? 
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Mr.  WATKINS.  I  can  answer  only  in 
round  figures.  If  the  Senator  will  wait, 

I  think  I  shall  bring  that  out  in  my 
statement. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Very  well.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Section  4  of  the 
treaty  of  peace  with  Italy  demilitarized 
her  borders  and  placed  a  severe  limita¬ 
tion  on  the  size  of  her  armed  forces. 
Italy’s  Army  and  frontier  guard  together 
were  limited  to  185,000.  In  the  case  of  a 
country  needing  so  much  defense  as  Italy 
needs,  and  being  in  the  position  she  is 
in,  on  the  borders  of  a  Communist  state 
with  other  Communist  states  close  by,  it 
seems  to  me  that  that  was  a  limitation 
which  now  places  Italy  in  a  practically 
helpless  position  before  a  Russian  Com¬ 
munist  onslaught.  There  were  also  other 
limitations.  \ 

Article  63  of  the  treaty,  together  with 
annex  XIII-B,  provides  that  military 
training  shall  not  be  given  to  more  than 
the  250,000  Italians  in  the  army,  frontier 
guard,  and  constabulary. 

Section  5  of  the  treaty  with  Italy  places 
severe  limitations  on  the  Italian  Air 
Force.  It  limits  the  number  of  planes  to 
350  and  air  force  personnel  to  25,000 
effectives. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr,  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Utah  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  One  of  the  arguments 
to  which  I  have  listened  for  the  past  2 
weeks  is  that,  if  we  are  to  have  a  de¬ 
fense  in  Western  Europe,  we  must  build 
the  morale  of  the  Western  European 
countries.  In  view  of  the  restrictions 
contained  in  the  treaty,  does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  feel  that  we  are  building  the  morale 
of  the  Italian  people  to  any  great  ex¬ 
tent,  so  that  they  would  come  to  the 
defense  of  the  North  Atlantic  Pact  coun¬ 
tries,  or  even  to  their  own  defense,  in 
the  event  an  invasion  were  made  by  a 
powerful  enemy? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  would  say  the  mo¬ 
rale  would  be  at  the  lowest  possible 
point,  because,  by  reason  of  the  treaty, 
to  which  many  of  them  objected  but 
which  they  were  practically  forced  to 
sign,  they  would  know  that  they  could/ 
never  make  any  effective  defense  them¬ 
selves,  so  long  as  the  treaty  stands.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  is — I  have  this  infor¬ 
mation  on  very  good  authority,  although 
I  cannot  absolutely  vouch  for  its’' accu¬ 
racy — that  they  have  not  even  /rmed  to 
the  extent  to  which  the  treaty  permits 
them,  because  their  moral/ is  so  low; 
and  because  today  conditions  are  such 
that  they  are  not  in  a  position  to  do  very 
much.  There  is  no  dqfibt  in  my  mind 
that  the  United  States  of  America  will 
have  to  carry  Italy’s  share  of  the  defense 
burden,  unless  thq  treaty  is  abrogated 
and  set  aside.  Even  now  we  cannot  even 
put  men  in  Italy,  we  can  do  nothing,  at 
least  within  the  mainland  of  Italy,  un¬ 
less  the  treaty  is  set  aside.  We  had  our 
troops  there  at  the  time  the  treaty 
was  ratified,  and  within  90  days  we 
withdrew  them,  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  the  treaty.  So  the 
Italians  themselves  have  not  very 
much  incentive  to  become  active  in 
their  own  defense,  although  they 


have  a  million  men  of  combat  age  who 
could  constitute  a  large  military  force. 
If  they  could  thus  utilize  their  own  men, 
there  could  be  a  corresponding  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  number  of  men  from  the 
United  States  who  would  have  to  be 
sent  there  to  take  their  place,  provided 
the  present  policy  of  the  administration 
were  carried  out.  I  hope  it  will  not  be. 

I  hope  we  shall  face  this  matter  realis¬ 
tically,  and  that  we  will  succeed  in  get¬ 
ting  the  Europeans,  including  the  Ital¬ 
ians,  to  do  everything  they  can  to 
defend  themselves.  It  should  be  re¬ 
membered  that  Italy  had  more  than  a 
million  men  under  arms  in  World  War 

II  and  can  probably  do  as  well  or  better 
in  the  future. 

I  have  always  felt  that  the  treaty  was 
never  fair  to  Italy.  Neither  is  it  fair 
to  us;  and  the  same  reasons  we  are  urg¬ 
ing  now  against  it  were  valid  at  the 
time  it  was  made.  The  arguments  made 
then  have  the  same  validity  now. 

Section  3  of  the  peace  treaty  severely 
limits  the  Italian  Navy.  Total  personnel 
is  fixed  at  25,000  officers  and  men.  The 
training  of  additional  Navy  personnel  is 
prohibited.  Italy  is  prohibited  from  con¬ 
structing,  acquiring,  or  replacing  battle¬ 
ships,  aircraft  carriers,  submarines,  and 
various  other  types  of  naval  craft  tq-re- 
place  those  of  which  she  was  stripped  by 
the  terms  'of  the  treaty.  / 

As  will  be  recalled,  Russia  go/most  of 
the  Italian  battleships,  the  fighting  force 
which  Italy  had  on  the  seas. /They  went 
to  Russia,  with  many  oth/  things,  in¬ 
cluding  reparations,  as  I  shall  point  out. 

Article  46  of  the  treaty  of  peace  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  treaty^  naval,  military, 
and  air  clauses  are/o  remain  in  effect 
until  modified  by  agreement  between  the 
Allied  and  associated  powers  and  Italy 
or  by  agreement  between  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  Security/  ttouncil  and  Italy,  after 
Italy  become?  a  member  of  the  United 
Nations.  / 

Article/51,  52,  and  53  place  severe 
limitatipfis  on  the  kinds  of  arms  Italy 
may  a,cduire,  manufacture,  and  possess. 
Article  54  limits  Italy  to  200  heavy  and 
medium  tanks. 

should  like  to  ask  those  who  are  eon- 
idering  the  terms  of  the  pending  bill, 
’and  are  familiar  with  the  appropriations 
we  have  already  made  and  the  addi¬ 
tional  ones  which  are  to  be  made,  how 
far  200  heavy  and  medium  tanks  would 
go  in  the  defense,  under  modern  condi¬ 
tions. 

Soviet  Russia  was  one  of  the  allied  and 
associated  powers.  Is  there  anyone  so 
foolish  as  to  believe  that  Russia  will 
agree  to  any  modification  which  will  al¬ 
low  Italy  to  increase  her  military 
strength? 

Soviet  Russia  sits  on  the  Security 
Council  of  the  UN.  In  that  capacity  she 
enjoys  the  so-called  veto  power.  Even 
if  Italy  were  to  be  admitted  to  the 
United  Nations,  is  there  anyone  so  fool¬ 
ish  as  to  believe  Russia  would  not  block 
any  move  to  increase  the  size  of  the 
armed  forces  of  Italy? 

THE  ITALIAN  PEACE  TREATY  HAS  WEAKENED  THE 

ECONOMY  OF  ITALY  AND  HAS  STRENGTHENED 

THE  ECONOMY  OF  THE  FORCES  OF  COMMUNISM 

Part  VI  of  the  treaty  forced  Italy  to 
pay  $365,000,000  in  reparations.  Of  this 
$100,000,000  went  to  the  Soviet  Union  in 


the  form  of  industrial  production  and 
raw  materials. 

I  am  quite  sure  Russia  is  collecting 
those  reparations,  and  they  are  all  being 
used  to  build  up  her  war  potential.  The 
Italians  have  some  wonderful  industries, 
great  industries.  They  know  how  to 
build  planes,  tanks,  guns,  ships,  and 
other  munitions  of  war,  and  we  may  be 
sure  that  Russia  is  collecting  in  full  un¬ 
der  the  clauses  of  the  treaty  to  which 
I  have  referred.  / 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  / 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska.  / 

Mr.  WHERRY,  I  do  not  care  to  inter¬ 
rupt  the  distinguished  Senator’s  address, 
since  he  is  making  a  very  forceful  state¬ 
ment,  but  I/Should  like  to  ask  one  ques¬ 
tion.  Th/ Senator  suggested  that  the 
Italian  ..people  have  many  industries 
and  are  doing  a  great  work  in  promot¬ 
ing  others.  Have  not  the  United  States 
taxpayers  helped  those  industries  to  do 
the  kind  of  things  the  Senator  has  been 
Referring  to,  and  are  not  the  products  of 
.  ffhe  different  plants  in  many  instances 
/  going  to  Russia  to  build  up  Russia’s  po¬ 
tential,  and  will  they  not  at  some  time  in 
the  future  be  used  against  the  United 
States  of  America? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  response  to  the 
Senator’s  question  I  may  say  that  not 
only  is  Italy  paying  the  reparations  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  terms  of  the  treaty,  but 
apparently  she  entered  into  a  trade  pact 
with  Russia  in  1949  under  which  she  has 
been  sending  Russia  numerous  manu¬ 
factured  articles,  commodities,  and  what 
not,  which  could  be  used  and  probably 
would  be  used  as  war  potentials. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  KEM.  Were  not  some  of  the  fac¬ 
tories  which  are  producing  war  materials 
going  to  Russia  financed  by  the  ECA 
under  the  Marshall  plan? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  informed  that 
they  were.  In  fact,  in  the  Washington 
Evening  Star  of  February  28,  1951,  there 
appeared  a  news  story  from  Rome  giv¬ 
ing  an  account  of  what  is  being  done. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  this  ar¬ 
ticle  from  the  Star  be  printed  in  the 
Record  at  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks, 
with  a  brief  introductory  statement  by 
me. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

(See  exhibit  3.) 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  in 
connection  with  this  matter  I  took  the 
precaution  to  contact  the  State  De¬ 
partment,  and  to  have  the  ECA  called, 
and  while  I  do  not  have  the  reply  in 
writing,  the  answer  from  the  State  De¬ 
partment  was  that  the  story  contained 
in  the  Star  relates  to  an  ECA  matter. 
They  simply  brushed  it  off. 

The  reply  from  the  ECA  desk  was,  “Of 
course  Italians  are  sending  these  things 
over  under  the  Russian-Italian  trade 
agreement,  and  it  is  a  good  thing  for 
Italy.  Italy  gets  back  metals  which  they 
need  in  their  economy.’’ 

Anyone  who  took  the  time  to  read  the 
article  I  am  having  printed  in  the  Rec- 
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H,uild  up  its  domestic  security  and  carry 
its.  fair  share  of  the  load  in  defense  of 
Western  Europe  and  the  free  nations  of 
the  world. 

I  join  with  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  [Mr.  Pasture]  in  saying  that  the 
Italian  people  are  ready  and  willing, 
and  no  dotiht  will  come  forward  with 
additional  divisions  if  the  restrictions 
upon  them  are  removed  and  they  can 
honorably  do  so.  The  Italian-Ameri- 
cans  in  this  country  have  shown  what 
they  can  do  by  theii1  progress  in  the  arts 
and  sciences,  in  education  and  in  indus¬ 
try,  and  by  fighting  with  us  as  Americans 
when  we  have  had  to  fight.  I  have  great 
respect  for  them  and  their  loyalty  to  the 
cause  for  which  we  are  all  working. 

THE  ITALIAN  PEACE  TREATY  WAS  A  CONTRADIC¬ 
TION  OF  OUR  SOLEMN  PROMISES  TO  THE 

ITALIAN  PEOPLE - IT  VIOLATED  THE  PRINCIPLES 

OF  THE  ATLANTIC  CHARTER 

Time  and  again  our  leaders  appealed 
to  the  Italian  people  to  overthrow  their 
Fascist  leaders  and  join  the  fight  against 
the  Axis  Powers.  We  all  remember  with 
what  high  hopes  those  appeals  were 
made,  and  how  eleated  we  and  the  other 
free  peoples  of  the  world  were  when  the 
Italians  responded.  In  return  we  prom¬ 
ised  them  a  just  and  fair  peace. 

The  Italian  people  responded  by  over¬ 
throwing  Mussolini  and  his  pro-Nazi 
Fascists,  and  on  October  13,  1943,  Italy 
declared  war  on  Germany. 

On  July  14,  1945,  Italy  announced 
that  she  was  at  war  with  Japan.  That 
was  1  month  before  our  so-called  ally, 
Soviet  Russia,  declared  herself  at  war 
with  Japan. 

The  treaty  of  peace  with  Italy  ordered 
territoi’ial  concessions  and  changed 
Italy’s  boundaries  without  consulting 
the  people  concerned.  This  was  a  direct 
contradiction  of  the  principles  of  the 
Atlantic  Charter. 

The  provisions  of  the  Italian  Peace 
Treaty  are  characterized  by  an  attitude 
of  harshness  which  we  were  led  into 
by  those  who  were  overwhelmed  by  a  de¬ 
sire  to  “cooperate”  with  Soviet  Russia. 
The  treaty  was  negotiated  in  the  balmy 
days  when  our  leadership  was  under  the 
impression  that  Soviet  Russia  was  a 
peace-loving  democracy.  With  that 
policy  I  never  could  bring  myself  into 
agreement. 

I  suggest  that  the  United  States'  to¬ 
gether  with  the  other  nations  of  the 
free  world  immediately  withdraw  from 
and  denounce  the  Italian  Peape  Treaty 
of  1947.  This  should  be  accompanied 
by  a  call  for  a  new  conference  to  draft  a 
new  treaty  more  nearly  ill  accord  with 
the  realties  of  the  wcrljf"  situation. 

The  Italian  treaty  w£s  premature.  It 
was  a  serious  mistake  in  the  beginning 
and  now  is  the  proper  time  to  have  it 
set  aside  / 

Mr.  DWORSH^k.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yigld? 

Mr.  WATKfNS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DWCRSHAK.  In  his  remarks 
the  Senator  from  Utah  referred  to  the 
fact  that  several  naval  craft  were  given 
to  Russia  under  the  terms  of  the  treaty. 
I  invite  the  Senator’s  attention  to  the 
fact’ that  20  naval  craft,  including  the 
largest  warship  which  Italy  had,  were 
transferred  to  the  Russians  at  that  time. 


That  was  in  June  of  1947,  when  there 
should  have  been  a  proper  recognition  of 
the  international  situation  which  exist- 

pH  of  fliQ  t’lTTiP 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  observation. 

Mr.  President,  I  yield  the  floor. 

Exhibit  1 

Hon.  Dean  Acheson, 

Secretary  of  State,  Department  of  State, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  Under  the  terms  of 
the  Italian  Peace  Treaty  the  Italian  Army 
is  limited  to  185,000,  and  stringent  limita¬ 
tions  are  put  on  military  training  and  on  the 
development  of  the  Italian  Navy  and  Air 
Force. 

These  limitations  will  certainly  hamper 
Italy’s  capacity  to  contribute  to  the  armed 
forces  being  set  up  under  the  Atlantic  Pact. 
This  is  bad  for  Italy  and  bad  for  the  other 
nations  who  are  members  of  the  Atlantic 
Pact,  including  the  United  States.  Surely, 
it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  United  States 
for  American  manpower  not  to  have  to  carry 
an  undue  load  of  combat,  and  in  the  narrow¬ 
est  sense,  therefore,  we  have  an  interest  in 
enabling  Italy  to  participate  as  completely 
as  possible. 

\  Obviously,  the  conditions  which  existed  at 
the  time  the  Italian  Peace  Treaty  was  con¬ 
cluded  no  longer  apply.  The  idea  that  Italy 
could  possibly  be  a  threat  to  the  peaifce — 
which  is  implicit  in  the  treaty — is  /today 
clearly  absurd.  On  the  contrary,  Italy  would 
be  a  great  help  toward  the  maintenance  of 
peace.  The  provision  in  article  48  envisag¬ 
ing  Italian  membership  in  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  has  been  completely  nullified  by  the 
abuse  of  the  veto  power  by  the  Soviet  Union. 

Thus,  the  question  of  withdrawing  from  or 
denouncing  the  Italian  Peace  Treaty  be¬ 
comes  extremely  pressing.  Will  you  please 
advise  me,  therefore,  what  steps  can  be  taken 
in  order  to  end  the  firesent  highly  unfor¬ 
tunate  and  unjust  situation  caused  by  the 
existence  of  the/  so-called  Italian  Peace 
Treaty? 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

.•Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr., 

1 4  United  States  Senator. 


/ 


Exhibit  2 


[From  the  Philadelphia  (Pa.)  Inquirer  of 
February  19,  1951] 

Lodge  Asks  Scrapping  of  Italian  Peace 
Treaty 

Washington,  February  18. — Senator  Henry 
Cabot  Lodge,  Jr.,  Republican,  of  Massachu¬ 
setts,  urged  today  that  the  United  States 
take  steps  to  scrap  the  Italian  peace  treaty 
and  permit  Italy  to  build  up  her  armed  forces 
against  the  threat  of  Red  aggression. 
question  studied 

In  a  letter  to  Secretary  of  State  Dean 
Acheson,  Lodge  said  it  had  become  extremely 
pressing  for  this  country  to  consider  with¬ 
drawing  from  or  denouncing  -the  treaty,  co¬ 
signed  with  Russia,  which  limits  Italy’s  army 
to  185,000  men. 

There  were  some  indications  diplomatic 
officials  already  were  studying  the  question 
and  that  his  letter  had  been  written  with 
their  knowledge  and  encouragement. 

Acheson  charged  last  week  that  the  Com¬ 
munist  satellites  of  Rumania,  Hungary,  and 
Bulgaria  had  violated  peace-treaty  limita¬ 
tions  on  the  size  of  their  armed  forces. 

This  charge  is  closely  linked  with  the  Ital¬ 
ian  treaty  question  because  all  four  of  the 
countries  were  former  Axis  Nations  and  their 
treaties  were  drafted  simultaneously  in  1946 
by  the  United  States,  Russia,  Britain,  and 
France. 

called  nullified 

Lodge  said  Russia  had  already  completely 
nullified  the  Italian  treaty  by  refusing  to  go 


through  with  a  promise  to  admit  Italy  to 
the  United  Nations.  Moreover,  he  said,  the 
conditions  which  existed  when  the  treaty 
was  signed  no  longer  apply. 

“The  idea  that  Italy  could  possibly  be  a 
threat  to  the  peace — which  is  implicit  in 
the  treaty — is  today  clearly  absurd.”  he  said. 

Lodge  said  the  stringent  limitations  on 
Italian  armed  forces  “will  certainly  hamper 
Italy’s  capacity  to  contribute’*  to  the  uni¬ 
fied  Atlantic  Pact  defense  force  being  created 
under  Gen.  Dwight  D.  Eisffihqwer. 

united  states  interest  cited 

“This  is  bad  for  Itqly  and  bad  for  other 
nations  who  are  members  of  the  Atlantic 
Pact,  including  the  United  States,”  he  said. 
“Surely  it  is  in  the  interests  of  the  United 
States  for  American  manpower  not  to  have 
to  carry  an  undue  load  of  combat  and  in 
the  narrowest'  sense,  therefore,  we  have  an 
interest  in  enabling  Italy  to  participate  as 
completely-  as  possible.” 

The  Italian  treaty  provides  for  an  army  of 
185,000,  a  navy  of  25,000  men,  and  an  air 
force  .of  200  fighter  planes,  but  no  bombers. 

These  limitations  have  been  observed,  de¬ 
spite  Italy’s  entry  into  the  Atlantic  Pact. 

On  the  other  hand.  United  States  officials 
estimate  that  Rumania  has  275,000  men 
under  arms  instead  of  the  138,000  authorized 
in  her  treaty,  and  Bulgaria  190,000  instead 
of  the  authorized  65,500. 

The  United  States  is  particularly  concerned 
about  military  build-up  in  the  Russian  satel¬ 
lites  because  of  the  fear  that  it  may  fore¬ 
shadow  an  attack  on  neighboring  Yugoslavia. 

Exhibit  3 

ECA  Aid  to  Italy  Going  Directly  to  Russia 

I  am  advised  informally  that  the  recent 
stories  in  the  press  regarding  the  delivery 
of  electric  cranes,  electric  kilowatt  stations, 
and  tugboats  to  Russia  by  Italian  factories 
are  true. 

These  deliveries  are  being  made  pursuant 
to  an  Italian-Russian  trade  agreement  of 
1949  which  was  made  with  the  knowledge  of 
the  United  States  Government. 

Under  this  agreement  Italy  will  receive 
in  exchange  for  the  manufactured  items  re¬ 
ferred  to,  certain  supplies  of  minerals  and 
ores,  badly  needed  in  Italy.  Among  these 
are  manganese  and  copper. 

The  facts  of  the  story  pointing  out  that 
ECA-aided  factories  are  sending  manufac¬ 
tured  products  to  Russia  therefore  are  true. 
The  question  in  this  exchange  of  material 
with  Russia  is:  Was  Russia  the  only  prac¬ 
ticable  source  of  supply  for  the  materials 
needed  by  Italy? 

[From  the  Washington  (D.  C.)  Evening  Star 
of  February  28,  1951] 

ECA-Aided  Factories  in  Italy  Speeding  Prod¬ 
ucts', for  Russia — Soviet  Party  Arrives  To 

Press  for  Cranes  and  Power  Stations 
(By  George  Weller) 

Rome,  February  23. — Russia  wants  its  new 
tools,  subsidized  by  the  American  taxpayer, 
delivered  right-now. 

A  Soviet  economic  party  has  arrived  in 
Genoa  to  speed  up  deliveries  from  Ansaldo 
and  Ansaldo  Fossati,  two  factories  that  the 
Marshall  plan  has  helped  to  the  tune  of 
$1,625,000.  The  former  got  economic  co¬ 
operation  administration  dollar  aid  of  $750,- 
000,  the  latter  $875,000. 

The  Russian  orders — on  24-month  con¬ 
tracts  signed  in  1949 — would  ordinarily  not 
be  delivered  until  August  or  September  of 
this  year.  But  the  Russians  -want  them 
faster — in  case  of  war  or  blockade  this 
summer. 

The  Russian  orders  to  be  delivered  by 
Ansaldo  are  for  electric  cranes  and  thermal 
power  stations.  One  electric  crane^  deliv¬ 
ered  as  a  sample,  apparently  was  satisfactory. 
The  ECA-aided  plants  are  supposed  to  de¬ 
liver  $1,275,000  worth  of  5-tOfi  electric  cranes, 
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a  total  of  25  at  $51,000  each.  They  are  also 
supposed  to  produce  for  Russia  a  still  unset¬ 
tled  number  of  larger  7.5-ton  cranes  at 
$78,800  each.  e 

The  largest  order  is  for  thermal  power 
statlpns  to  ease  Russia’s  fuel  position.  This 
is  a  field  in  which  Italy,  with  ECA  aid(  has 
made ;  great  strides  and  the  Russians  are 
ready  to  capitalize  on  it. 

The  Soviets  have  ordered  $6,500,000  worth 
of  these  500-kilowatt  stations — 50  stations 
at  $130,000  each.  The  first  is  to  be  shipped 
off  in  a  few  days. 

Another  rushed  Italian  order  for.  the  II.  S. 
S.  R.  is  10?  deep-sea  tugboats  constructed  at 
the  Viareggio  shipyards  of  the  Dante  Itoryz 
plant.  The  tugs  whose  keels  we're  laid  last 
June  will  be  loaded  aboard  Soviet  freighters 
and  shipped  east  this  month,  i 

The  Chicago  Daily  News  revealed  exclu¬ 
sively  last  July  ,  that  Italy  was?  building  nine 
locomotives  for  Russia  at  the.  Marshall  plan- 
aided  Savigliano  plant  near.' Turin. 

This  plant  having  received  $980,000  from 
the  ECA,  was  building  60  electric  locomotives 
weighing  35  tons  each.  f 

American  dollar  aid  to  ECA-outfitted 
plants  working  on  Russian  orders  is  repaid 
by  them  to  the  Italian  Government  in  long¬ 
term  payments.  Italy.'  then  expends  the 
American  aid  in  its  final  lira  form  on  public 
works,  easing  the  burden  of  the  Italian  tax¬ 
payers. 

In  a  letter  dated  July  20,  1950,  comment¬ 
ing  on  this  locomotive  story  Frank  Gervasi, 
chief  of  ECA  public  relations  in  Italy,  wrote 
the  Chicago  Daily  flews  Bureau  in  Rome  as 
follows :  / 

“The  locomotives  were  not  ‘partially  sub¬ 
sidized  by  ERP’  although  I  suppose  this  im¬ 
plication  could /be  drawn  from  our  aid  to 
the  Savigliano / plant,  but  it  seems  to  be 
stretching  the /point  a  bit. 

“The  locomotives  were  built  under  a  trade 
agreement  with  Russia  with  raw  materials 
furnished  by*  Russia,  and  are  similar  to  loco¬ 
motives  sold  by  the  United  States  to  a  Soviet 
satellite  cquntry. 

“All  my  inquiries  lead  me  to  the  conclusion 
that  they?  could  not  possibly  have  any  im¬ 
portant  hearing  on  the  east-west  struggle. 
The  master  in  any  case  falls  within  the 
province  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  not  ECA.” 

A  Washington  dispatch  dated  February  18, 
asserted  that  Italy  had  asked  the  United 
States  to  speed  up  delivery  of  thermo- electric 
plants  for  Rome,  Milan,  and  Turin.  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  State  Willard  Thorp  was 
said  to  have  promised  fast  delivery. 

Thus  Russia  is  asking  quick  delivery  of 
thermo-electric  plants  from  Italy  at  the  same 
time  Italy  is  asking  similar  delivery  from' 
the  United  States. 
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The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  CAIN  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  the  purpose  of  sug¬ 
gesting  the  absence  of  a  quorum? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  am  pleased  to  yield  for 
that  purpose. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  suggest  the  absence  of 
a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sec¬ 
retary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  unan¬ 
imous  consent  that  the  order  for  a  quo¬ 
rum  call  be  rescinded  and  that  further 
proceedings  under  the  call  be  suspended. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mon- 
roney  in  the  chair) .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
address  a  few  remarks  to  the  series  of 
amendments  which  were  discussed  Tues¬ 
day  afternoon  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
by  my  good  friend  and  distinguished 
colleague  on  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse]. 

I  am  availing  myself  of  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  because  I  feel  that  I  have  an 
unbiased  point  of  view  in  this  matter. 

I  was  unavoidably  absent  from  the 
committee  session  during  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  presented 
and  discussed  a  similar  series  of  amend¬ 
ments.  Therefore,  I  can  say  frankly 
that  I  have  no  preconceived  views  in  this 
matter,  nor  do  I  have  a  position  which 
I  previously  have  taken,  and  which  I 
might  feel  obligated  to  maintain. 

In  view  of  my  very  great  respect  for 
the  views  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon,  it  is  with  the  greatest  reluctance 
that  I  say  I  find  myself  in  complete  dis¬ 
agreement  with  practically  everything 
he  had  to  say  during  the  course  of  his 
remarks  Tuesday  afternoon. 

I  might  say  that  the  Senator’s  remarks 
on  Tuesday  afternoon  carried  me  back 
to  about  this  time  of  the  year  in  1948 
when  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
was  debating  the  provisions  of  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  Act  of  1948. 

Actually,  Mr.  President,  it  might  be 
fruitful  if  we  were  to  take  a  few  mo¬ 
ments  to  leaf  back  through  the  pages 
of  the  Congressional  Record  and  per¬ 
haps  refresh  our  memories,  or  perhaps 
be  sure  that  we  are  all  being  reasonably 
consistent. 

Time  and  events  have  moved  rapidly 
in  recent  years.  Since  June  1948,  when 
the  Selective  Service  Act  was  before  the 
Senate,  time  has  passed  with  the  speed 
of  light  and  events  of  tragic  and  disturb¬ 
ing  proportions,  which  we  did  not  fully 
anticipate  two  short  years  ago,  now  press 
upon  us  from  every  side. 

To  establish  this  observation  as  being 
true,  at  least  in  part,  and  because  I  seek 
to  destroy,  if  I  can,  the  validity  of  some 
of  the  amendments  now  pending,  I  wish 
to  refer  to  some  contemporary  history, 
as  authored  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  This  will  be  done  without  any 
personal  prejudice  to  a  very  warm  friend. 
I  do  it  because  an  intelligent  and  con¬ 
structive  solution  of  America’s  man¬ 
power  question  is  of  exceeding  impor¬ 
tance  to  every  citizen  and  to  the  future 
welfare,  strength,  and  security  of  the 
United  States  of  America.  My  desire 
is  to  provide  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
other  Senators,  and  citizens  generally 
with  some  realities  to  think  about.  My 
greatest  hope  is  that  we  soon  shall  come 
to  terms  on  a  manpower  plan  of  action 
which  will  give  positive  consideration 
to  and  relief  for  the  requirements  of 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur,  his  field  com¬ 
mander,  Lt.  Gen.  Matthew  Bunker  Ridg- 
way,  and  every  one  of  their  magnificent 
fighting  men. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  now  has  offered  an  amendment, 
among  his  other  amendments,  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  limit  the  period  of  inductee 


service  to  21  months,  which  was  approved 
by  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948. 
This  amendment  would  deny  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  to  extend  the  period  of  training 
and  service  from  21  to  26  months. 

In  1948  the  same  question  was  before 
the  Senate.  Then,  as  now,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  was  in  opposition  to  the 
position  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee.  He  was  then,  as  now,  a  member  of 
that  committee. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  going  to  read 
rather  briefly  from  the  Congressional 
Record  of  Monday,  June  7,  1948.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  this  reading,  I  ask  all 
serious  persons  only  to  bear  in  mind  that 
the  amendment  we  are  discussing  at  this 
moment  relates  to  the  advisability  of  re¬ 
stricting  the  term  of  service  to  21 
months. 

From  page  7541  of  the  Congressional 
Record  of  June  7, 1948, 1  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Morse.  The  next  amendment  I  offer, 
Mr.  President,  refers  to  page  6,  line  23,  where 
I  propose  to  strike  the  number  “twenty- 
four” — 

Parenthetically,  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  was  the  number  of  months  rec¬ 
ommended  by  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee — 

and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  number 
“twelve.”  In  other  words,  I  propose  that  the 
draft  shall  take  men  into  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  for  a  period  of  12  months  instead  of  24. 

I  am  satisfied  that  if  the  amendment  is 
thoroughly  studied  and  all  its  implications 
are  considered,  it,  too,  when  we  come  to  a 
vote  on  it,  will  be  adopted. 

***** 

In  support  of  this  amendment  I  desire  the 
Record  to  show  these  brief  remarks  tonight. 
I  think  it  is  a  very  serious  thing  to  take 
young  men  in  peacetime,  and,  I  repeat 
we  still  are  at  peace,  and  I  think  the 
chances  are  very  good  that  we  can  remain 
at  peace  if  we  use  our  heads  and  demonstrate 
a  willingness  as  one  of  the  United  Nations 
to  make  the  necessary  sacrifices  for  peace — 
I  say,  being  at  peace,  it  is  a  very  serious 
thing  to  take  young  men  from  civilian  life 
and  disrupt  their  lives  for  a  2-year  period  by 
placing  them  in  the  Army  under  a  peacetime 
draft. 

But  I  want  the  Record  to  emphasize  to¬ 
night  that  I  believe  12  months’  training  will 
provide  the  basic  training  necessary  for  a 
future  Army  in  case  of  an  international 
incident — 

Parenthetically,  Mr.  President,  I  point 
out  that  that  debate  occurred  about  2 
years  before  Korea — 

which  might  cause  us  to  mobilize  all  of  our 
manpower  at  a  very  rapid  rate. 

Mr.  President,  those  were  views  which, 
as  of  that  time,  certainly  could  be  de¬ 
fended  by  any  man  who  wished  to  sup¬ 
port  them.  It  was  a  matter  of  opinion. 
To  my  mind,  it  was  a  good  thing  that  the 
recommendation  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  on  the  7th  day  of  June  1943 
was  not  accepted.  However — and  I  do 
not  say  this  facetiously — the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  gave  a  considerable 
amount  of  study  to  the  question  of  train¬ 
ing  and  service  immediately  after  he 
spoke  with  such  conviction  in  favor  of  a 
12-month  limitation.  I  have  before  me 
now  the  Congressional  Record  of  June 
9,  1948,  two  short  days  after  June  7.  As 
I  recall,  June  7  was  on  Monday,  and  June 
9  was  on  Wednesday. 
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Earlier  this  afternoon  I  said,  and  I 
meant  it,  that  within  the  limit  of  my  own 
capacity — I  seek,  with  everything  I  have, 
to  support  this  bill  because  of  its  mod¬ 
eration,  because  of  its  soundness,  because 
of  what  I  think  it  will  do  for  our  men  now 
struggling  in  a  difficult  situation  in 
Korea. 

My  reading  from  the  Congressional 
Record  of  June  9  will  consume  only  a  few 
minutes  of  additional  time,  and  I  read 
it  because  I  think  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  in  his  presentation  on  that 
day  offered  some  philosophy  to  think 
about;  and  by  no  means  am  I  in  disagree¬ 
ment  with  everything  he  said. 

From  page  7815  of  the  Congressional 
Record  for  June  9,  1948,  I  read  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

Mr.  Morse.  Mr.  President,  I  call  up  for  con¬ 
sideration  at  this  time  my  amendment  let¬ 
tered  “I,”  and  ask  to  have  the  clerk  read  it. 

The  Presiding  Officer.  The  clerk  will  read 
the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  6,  line  23,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  “twenty-four”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “twelve.” 

Mr.  Morse.  Mr.  President,  I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  clerk  to  the  fact  that  I  have 
perfected  that  amendment,  and  the  word  is 
“eighteen”  not  “twelve.” 

The  Presiding  Officer.  The  correction  will 
be  noted. 

Mr.  Morse.  Mr.  President,  let  me  state  the 
amendment  so  that  there  will  be  no  doubt 
as  to  what  it  is  about.  The  amendment 
proposes,  on  page  6,  line  23,  to  strike  out 
“twenty-four”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“eighteen.”  ' 

Mr.  President,  I  think  this  amendment  is 
of  exceeding  importance,  and  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  hear  me  through  on  it,  because 
it  is  my  opinion  that  if  individual  Senators 
will  carefully  weigh  the  merits  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  a  majority  of  the  Senate  will  share  my 
point  of  view  as  to  its  preference  over  the 
present  24-month  provision  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  no  lawyer.  If  I 
were  a  lawyer  and  if  I  were  therefore 
qualified  to  try  a  case  before  a  jury  or  a 
judge,  I  think  I  would  immediately  be 
struck  with  a  contradiction  concerning 
the  importance  of  a  considered  view  in 
support  of  12  months  on  Monday,  and 
an  equally  firm  and  considered  view  in 
support  of  18  months  on  Wednesday. 
However,  not  being  an  attorney,  sir,  I 
shall  not  labor  that  point. 

I  should  like  to  read,  as  follows,  for  a 
moment,  if  I  may: 

I  desire  to  say  at  the  outset,  Mr.  President, 
that  I  hope  I  have  made  clear  that  I  think 
a  draft  is  necessary  in  order  to  meet  an  emer¬ 
gency  in  international  affairs  which  I  believe 
exists  at  the  present  time.  Unless  I  were 
convinced  that  a  serious  emergency  exists,  I 
know  of  nothing  that  could  possibly  persuade 
me  to  vote  for  a  draft  in  peacetime. 

In  1948  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  [Mr.  Morse],  the  junior  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Cain],  and  most 
other  Senators  were  distressed  to  do  it, 
but  we  voted  with  conviction  in  support 
of  a  peacetime  draft  law.  We  thought 
it  was  imperative  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  future  which  was  just  a 
few  months  away.  I  wonder  where  we 
would  be  now,  in  terms  of  Korea,  had 
we  neglected  to  support  and  pass  that 
measure  in  1948. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse] 
continued  by  way  of  saying,  as  shown  on 


page  7816  of  the  Congressional  Record 
for  June  9,  1948: 

If  I  did  not  think  there  was  a  great  danger 
of  war  at  the  present  time  I  would  not  vote 
for  any  draft  bill.  I  am  inclined  to  think  a 
great  many  millions  of  American  people  are 
“enjoying”  a  false  sense  of  security  in  Amer¬ 
ica  tonight,  because  I  am  one  who  honestly 
believes  that  our  defenses  are  so  weak  today 
that  our  national  security  demands  their 
strengthening  as  rapidly  as  we  can  possibly 
strengthen  them. 

Why  do  I  say  that,  Mr.  President?  I  say 
that  because  in  my  judgment  the  record  of 
Soviet  Russia  since  VJ-day  is  clearly  a  record 
of  noncooperation  with  the  United  Nations 
in  the  interests  of  promoting  world  peace. 

From  page  7817  of  the  same  Record 
I  wish  to  quote  these  passages: 

Mi-.  President,  as  we  sit  here  tonight— 

Parenthetically,  I  may  say  I  can  re¬ 
member  that  night,  when  we  sat  and 
worried,  all  of  us  together,  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  as  seriously  and  sincerely 
and  patriotically  as  the  rest  of  us,  were 
trying  to  determine  the  very  best  an¬ 
swer  to  the  needs  of  tomorrow.  Though 
a  majority  of  the  Senate  two  short  years 
ago  went  further  than  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  willing  to  go,  none  of  us  col¬ 
lectively  went  far  enough.  That  is  the 
only  reason  this  bill  is  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  today,  and  it  is  the  basis  of  my  justi¬ 
fication,  as  I  see  it,  for  saying  that,  if 
I  can  help  prevent  it,  we  are  not  going  to 
incur  the  risk  of  making  more  mistakes 
than  are  necessary  in  this  fateful  year 
of  1951.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  continued: 

Mr.  President,  as  we  sit  here  tonight,  called 
upon  to  vote  my  amendment  up  or  down,  one 
of  the  facts,  or  shall  I  say  one  of  the  fac¬ 
tors,  which  we  should  consider  and  weigh 
before  we  vote,  is  the  question,  What  is  the 
will  of  the  American  people  in  regard  to  the 
length  of  service  for  which  a  boy  should  be 
drafted  and  placed  in  the  Army? 

Reasonable  men  can  differ  as  to  the  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  will  of  the  American  people 
on  that  question.  My  vote,  so  far  as  the 
weight  of  that  factor  is  concerned,  is  going 
to  be  resolved  in  favor  of  the  judgment  on 
my  part  that  the  American  people  generally 
will  that  the  service  should  not  be  in  excess 
of  18  months. 

I  have  some  evidence  in  support  of  that 
judgment  on  my  part,  and  that  evidence 
takes  a  variety  of  forms.  It  is  based  upon 
many  conversations  as  I  have  gone  about  this 
land.  It  is  based  upon  audience  reactions  in 
open-forum  discussions  on  military  man¬ 
power  legislation;  it  is  based  on  a  great  mass 
of  correspondence  ?md  telegrams  I  have  re¬ 
ceived  on  the  subject. 

I  do  not  wish  to  belabor  this  point  too 
much,  Mr.  President,  but  again,  if  I  can 
help  it,  we  are  not  going  backward  in 
terms  of  training  and  service  to  permit 
a  man  to  have  a  chance  to  live,  who  other¬ 
wise,  because  of  carelessness  at  home, 
might  be  called  upon  to  die.  I  am,  I 
suppose,  indignant,  but  not  at  my  friend. 
I  am  indignant  at  a  presentation  which 
to  my  mind,  in  1948,  was  not  valid,  and 
which  is  no  more  valid  today.  I  say 
without  prejudice  of  any  kind,  intended, 
remote,  direct,  or  otherwise,  that  there 
is  a  contradiction  included  between  these 
two  days,  a  contradiction  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  necessarily  will  answer 
when  he  wishes  so  to  do.  But  I  am 
asserting,  Mr.  President,  to  you  and  to 


the  people  of  this  great  country,  that  in 
terms  of  logic  one  cannot  possibly  have 
many  conversations  as  he  travels  about 
the  land,  he  cannot  receive  audience  re¬ 
actions  throughout  the  country  regard¬ 
ing  military  manpower  legislation,  and 
he  cannot  get  too  large  a  mass  of  corre¬ 
spondence  and  too  large  a  number  of 
telegrams  between  Monday  and  Wednes¬ 
day.  It  simply  cannot  be  done.  I  re¬ 
member  occupying  the  chair  which  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  Okla¬ 
homa  now  occupies  on  the  day  2  years 
ago  in  June,  the  7th,  I  think,  when  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  rose  and  offered 
this  12  months’  amendment.  He  spoke 
with  a  depth  of  conviction,  obviously 
comparable  to  mine.  It  is  beside  the 
point  that,  sitting  in  the  chair  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  now  occupies, 

1  snorted  and  said,  “That  just  won’t 
work.”  But  I  was  impressed  by  the  fact 
that  he  said  it  would  work,  and  “if  this 
country  knows  what  is  good  for  it,  it 
will  adopt  12  months.” 

For  the  last  moment  or  two  I  have 
been  talking  about  a  comparable  view, 
presented  on  Wednesday,  48  hours  later. 
At  page  7817  of  the  Record  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  said: 

Mr.  President,  I  would  ask  my  colleagues 
to  think  ahead  to  2  years  from  now. 

Parenthetically,  that,  I  think,  is  the 
glory  of  this  debate.  We  are  able  to  go 
back  2  years  and  see  how  unwisely  we 
acted  upon  things  for  the  then  ensuing 

2  years.  But  time  has  given  us  another 
chance.  We  are  standing  here  this  after¬ 
noon  trying  to  anticipate  conditions  for 
a  period  of  2  years  in  the  future.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  geared  his  remarks 
to  the  most  pregnant  item  of  all — “Let 
us  look  ahead” — and  this  is  what  he  said 
about  it: 

A  few  minutes  ago,  before  he  went  out  to 
dinner,  one  of  my  colleagues  came  to  me 
and  said,  “Wayne,  this  is  the  first  one  of 
the  issues,  so  far  as  your  stand  on  this  legis¬ 
lation  is  concerned,  with  which  I  cannot  go 
along  with  you.”  I  said,  “I  respect  your 
point  of  view.  I  do  not  think  the  merits 
support  that  point  of  view,  but  I  venture 
a  little  bet  with  you  that,  2  years  from  now, 
when  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  comes 
to  consider  whether  or  not  to  continue  the 
draft,  you  will  then  say  to  me,  ‘Wayne,  it 
would  be  easier  for  us  to  continue  the  draft 
if  we  had  voted  for  18  months  of  service 
2  years  ago.’  ” 

From  the  third  and  last  column  on 
page  7817,  I  quote  my  friend  and  col¬ 
league  from  Oregon  as  follows: 

I  believe  we  have  to  be  political  realists 
about  this  problem,  too.  We  should  rec¬ 
ognize  that  we  have  a  responsibility  of  lead¬ 
ing  the  people  to  a  better  understanding  of 
the  importance  of  strengthening  our  na¬ 
tional  security,  and  taking  them  out  of  the 
dream  world  in  which  they  are  now  living. 

Perhaps  the  views  I  have  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  and  the  views  held  by  a  large 
majority  of  the  entire  membership  of 
that  committee  will  not  take  America  out 
of  its  dream  world.  I  am  not  qualified 
to  say  whether  the  ideas  and  recommen¬ 
dations  and  amendments  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  a  member  of  that  com¬ 
mittee,  will  or  will  not  take  us  out  of  the 
dream  world  to  which  he  made  refer- 
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ence,  but  certainly  I  think  it  is  good  to 
have  both  sides  represented,  in  order 
that  Americans  generally  may  support 
the  views  which  they  think  are  the  most 
likely  to  take  us  out  of  a  dream  world 
and  to  put  this  great  universe  in  which 
we  live  again  in  proper  order. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  now  to 
comment  briefly  on  some  of  the  special 
points  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  this  afternoon.  To  begin  with,  he 
stressed  most  emphatically  his  conten¬ 
tion  that  the  pending  bill,  S.  1,  is  the 
Marshall-Rosenberg  bill,  that  it  is  the 
Pentagon  bill.  I  do  not  know  what  I 
ought  to  say,  other  than  that,  so  far  as 
he  knows,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Washington  wears  no  man’s  hat  other 
than  his  own.  The  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  had  something  to  do  with  this 
bill,  in  a  minor  sort  of  way.  He  does  not 
consider  that  he  is  a  part  of  any  Mar¬ 
shall-Rosenberg  clique.  Pie  is  reminded 
that  he  voted,  for  what  he  considered 
good  cause,  against  the  appointment  of 
Gen.  George  C.  Marshall  to  be  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense.  I  did  that,  not  because 
I  did  not  wholly  respect  General  Mar¬ 
shall’s  ability,  capacity,  and  integrity  as 
a  soldier — which  I  do — but  because  it 
was  my  feeling  then,  and  it  continues  to 
be  so,  that  the  needs  of  the  Nation  will 
best  be  met  by  having  at  the  head  of  the 
Defense  Establishment  a  civilian. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  further 
hints  that  perhaps  the  statistics  which 
were  presented  to  the  committee  were 
slanted,  or  perhaps  interpreted  in  their 
preparation,  by  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense.  I  do  not  believe  this  to  be  so,  Mr. 
President.  If  it  is  so,  I  hope  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon,  and  others  working 
with  him,  will  provide  the  Senate  with 
the  facts.  For  my  own  part,  I  wish  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that,  as  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  clearly 
pointed  out,  the  bill  before  the  Senate 
is  not  the  Pentagon’s  bill;  it  is  not  the 
administration’s  bill;  the  bill  which  the 
Senate  is  now  taking  cognizance  of  and 
thinking  about  represents  the  combined 
efforts  of  a  great  number  of  persons  from 
practically  every  responsible  segment  of 
our  Government  and  of  our  public  life. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent — 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Smathers  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas  that  I  would  rather  not,  for 
the  reason - 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  very 
agreeable. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  declines  to 
yield. 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  is  attempting  to  build  a  defense 
line  from  which  he  and  other  like- 
minded  Senators  can  sally  forth  and 
attack,  and  behind  which  they  can  repel 
any  assault  and  outlive  any  siege.  One 
reason  why  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  wishes  to  move  rapidly  in  conclud¬ 
ing — and  it  will  take  about  20  minutes, 
I  believe — is  that  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon,  of  whose  presentation  on  Tuesday 
I  have  taken  such  critical  notice,  ought 
to  have  in  one  package  every  word  which 


has  been  said  by  someone  who  dissents 
as  forcibly  and  out  of  such  deep  convic¬ 
tion  as  does  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  this  afternoon. 

As  was  clearly  pointed  out  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas,  the  statistics  were  com¬ 
piled  by  the  Selective  Service  System, 
the  Department  of  Labor  through  its 
Census  Bureau  and  its  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics,  and  the  United  States  Office 
of  Education,  and  were  concurred  in  by 
the  Department  of  Agriculture,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  and  all  other  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Federal  Government,  includ¬ 
ing  the  National  Security  Resources 
Board. 

The  Department  of  Defense  was 
charged  by  the  administration  with  the 
responsibility  of  organizing  the  presen¬ 
tation  of  the  administration’s  case  to  the 
Senate.  It  did  not  create  the  arithmetic. 

The  statistics  which  were  presented 
represent  the  best  information,  based  on 
information,  available  to  the  Congress. 
The  men  who  made  these  tabulations 
have  had  highly  specialized  experience 
in  their  fields,  and  in  many  cases  have 
had  the  experience  of  two  wars  behind 
them. 

Let  me  suggest,  therefore,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  it  is  not  realistic  to  fasten 
upon  the  statistical  data  which  appears 
in  these  hearings  the  label  of  “Pentagon 
propaganda.” 

I  feel  certain  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  perfectly  aware  of  the 
fact  that  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  a  repre¬ 
sentative  from  the  Federal  Security 
Agency,  appeared  before  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  of  the  Senate  and 
testified  in  support  of  the  bill  now  before 
the  Senate,  and  in  validation  of  the  data 
upon  which  it  is  based.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  any  other  Senator  will 
do  a  great  favor,  will  help  this  country 
immeasurably,  if  they  can  take  these 
statistics - 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
have  order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senate  will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  CAIN.  They  will  do  a  great  favor 
if  they  can  take  these  statistics  and 
prove  that  they  are  wrong. 

Next,  Mr.  President,  let  us  take  a  pass¬ 
ing  glance  at  the  proposal  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  that  the  3,500,000 
figure — 3,462,000  to  be  exact — is  too 
high ;  that  it  is  based  upon  a  tremendous 
program  of  wastefulness  in  all  three  of 
the  armed  services;  that  by  simply  put¬ 
ting  on  the  screws  and  arbitrarily  forc¬ 
ing  the  armed  services  to  settle  for 
3,000,000  or  3,100,000,  we  will  cut  out 
the  fat — we  will  get  women  doing  the 
jobs  in  the  Army — we  will  have  civilians 
where  we  now  have  uniformed  men. 

By  some  vague  system  of  rationaliza¬ 
tion,  it  is  suggested  that  the  step  pro¬ 
posed  would  result  in  the  creation  of 
additional  men  and  women;  by  some  feat 
of  magic  the  men  or  women  in  civilian 
clothes  would  not  be  charged  against  our 
net  manpower  pool;  they  would  be  some¬ 
thing  additional  gained  from  the  out¬ 
side. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  recommends 
in  effect  that  we  require  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  to  settle  for  a  flat  15  or  20  percent 
cut,  and  make  them  get  along  as  best 
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they  can  with  that  figure,  so  that  the 
Congress  can  take  another  look  at  the 
situation  in  a  few  months,  a  new  look, 
perhaps,  and  see  how  the  armed  services 
are  getting  along. 

Mr.  President,  the  impossibility  of  at¬ 
tempting  to  raise,  and  organize  and  oper¬ 
ate,  anything  as  complicated  as  a  navy, 
an  air  force,  a  marine  corps,  or  an  army, 
on  such  a  hit-or-miss,  day-to-day  basis 
is  so  obvious  that  I  do  not  feel  that  any¬ 
one  could  take  this  suggestion  seriously. 

The  threat  held  over  the  Armed  Forces 
that  the  Congress  would  reexamine  our 
strategy,  reexamine  our  deployment  of 
troops,  reexamine  the  question  of  the 
number  of  men  authorized,  our  combat 
strength,  every  6  months,  or  once  a  year, 
would  make  it  impossible  for  our  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  to  function. 

As  I  understand,  there  is  only  one 
reason  why  we  have  a  Military  Establish¬ 
ment,  namely,  to  get  ready  to  fight  if 
fight  we  must.  Nothing  else  makes  any 
difference.  We  must  find  a  way  in  which 
to  make  that  organization  effective,  or, 
in  the  future,  Americans  will  needlessly 
go  on  dying  too  rapidly,  and  without  too 
much  cause,  in  many  instances. 

An  armed  force  cannot  be  built  up 
overnight,  nor  can  its  strength  be  re¬ 
duced  overnight.  A  very  considerable 
amount  of  planning,  a  very  considerable 
amount  of  procurement,  and  a  vast 
amount  of  personnel  management,  comes 
into  the  picture  of  the  mobilizing  or  de¬ 
mobilizing  of  a  military  force. 

Mr.  President,  I,  for  one,  have  recent¬ 
ly  completed  a  very  extensive  tour  in 
which  I  visited  numerous  military  in¬ 
stallations,  and  I  agree  that  we  utilize 
manpower  too  wastefully  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  although 
I  do  not  agree  with  my  friend  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington,  I  do  insist  that 
he  be  given  a  hearing  in  the  Senate,  and 
that  we  may  be  permitted  to  hear  him; 
and  I  can  hardly  hear  him,  although  I 
am  sitting  next  to  him. 
r  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  suspend.  The  Chair  will  ask  the 
Senators  to  cease  conversation. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  in  passing, 
I  shall  address  myself  to  the  very  cour¬ 
teous  suggestion  made  by  my  friend  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  am  the  last  to 
complain.  I  believe  Senators  are  not 
only  listening,  but  they  are  sitting  next 
to  each  other  talking  about  what  I  am 
discussing,  and  I  would  not  for  a  single 
second  suggest  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  trying  to  leave  the  impres¬ 
sion  in  the  Congressional  Record  that 
what  makes  a  great  deal  of  sense  when 
said  by  somebody — and  it  is  going  to 
be  said  by  more — was  not  being  listened 
to  by  every  Senator.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  but  I  wish  to  suggest  that  after 
this  the  Senator  from  Washington  will 
take  care  of  himself  at  any  and  all  times. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  will  per¬ 
mit — and  then  we  will  strike  it  out — I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  by  the  most  elas¬ 
tic  stretch  of  his  imagination  can  give 
such  an  interpretation  to  my  attempt  to 
get  order  as  he  has  just  uttered.  I  mere¬ 
ly  sought  to  get  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  so  that  we  would  not  be  inter¬ 
rupted  by  the  conferences  going  on.  I 
was  only  performing  an  act  of  courtesy 
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for  my  friend,  and  I  ask  unanimous  con- 
set  that  my  interruption  and  the  com¬ 
ments  thereo  be  stricken  from  the 
Record. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  I  object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  may  proceed. 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
said  that  conferences  on  the  bill  were 
taking  place  on  the  floor.  Certainly  I 
object. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Washington  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  should  like  to  remind 
my  friend  from  Nebraska  that  I  had 
previously  suggested  I  would  prefer  to 
proceed  with  my  remarks  without  in¬ 
terruption.  Were  I  to  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska,  as  I  would  very 
much  wish  to  do,  I  would  be  duty-bound 
to  yield  to  other  Senators.  I  would  pre¬ 
fer  to  proceed  without  interruption. 

Mr.  President,  I  agree  that  in  the 
Armed  Forces  manpower  is  utilized 
wastefully.  Manpower  it  utilized  waste- 
fully  throughout  the  Government. 
Manpower  is  utilized  wastefully  in  our 
shipyards.  Manpower  is  utilized  waste¬ 
fully  in  our  great  industrial  establish¬ 
ments,  which  mushroom  so  quickly  dur¬ 
ing  a  mobilization  phase.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  although  the  military  are  great 
wasters  of  manpower — and  I  wish  they 
were  not — they  are  amateurs  in  the  field 
when  compared  with  our  over-all  na¬ 
tional  wastefulness  wherever  manpower 
is  concerned.  However,  if  I  must  vote  in 
favor  of  manpower  somewhere,  I  shall 
vote  in  favor  of  it  for  the  Armed  Forces, 
because  they  are  the  only  ones  who  are 
going  to  give  me  and  my  family  a  chance 
to  live  in  the  future. 

Let  us  not  generalize  in  this  matter. 
We  are  talking  about  men  who  are  be¬ 
ing  drafted.  If  it  is  permitted,  I  should 
like  to  have  those  words  underscored 
in  the  Record.  We  are  talking  about 
men  who  are  being  drafted.  The  great 
bulk  of  the  men  who  are  being  drafted 
go  into  the  infantry.  From  there  they 
go  to  Korea.  The  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  hopes  that  that  is  where  the  bulk 
of  the  men  are  going  to  go.  I  can  assure 
you,  Mr.  President,  that  we  are  not  wast¬ 
ing  any  manpower  in  Korea.  In  that 
area  we  need  every  man  we  can  get. 
Unfortunately  and  pitifully,  we  do  not 
have  a  sufficient  number  of  men  in  Ko¬ 
rea.  I  think  it  is  completely  beside  the 
point  to  sit  here  in  the  Senate  and  specu¬ 
late  on  the  generalities  of  manpower 
waste  when  the  need  for  the  moment  is 
to  induct  men  to  help  carry  on  the  cam¬ 
paign  in  Korea. 

It  should  be  said  in  passing  that  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
Senate  has  a  subcommittee  on  prepared¬ 
ness,  which  is  headed  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  If  I  am  not  mistaken,  one 
of  its  members  is  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse].  Certainly 
it  was  only  yesterday  that  I  compli¬ 
mented  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
on  what  he  and  two  of  his  colleagues 
had  done  in  reporting  on  the  deficiencies 


of  our  military  establishment  and  de¬ 
fense  in  Alaska.  Although  it  is  not  a 
part  of  my  statement  at  this  time,  I 
should  certainly  like  to  encourage  the 
Senator  from  Texas  and  his  most  valu¬ 
able  coworker,  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
as  well  as  other  Senators  on  the  com¬ 
mittee,  to  keep  on  with  their  continuous 
efforts  to  check  and  minimize  waste  in 
the  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  stick  to  the  point. 
Today  in  Korea  there  are  men  who  have 
been  fighting  continuously  for  8  months. 
I  wonder  whether  it  shocks  other'  Mem¬ 
bers  as  it  shocks  me  every  day  to  become 
more  and  more  conscious  that  the  war  in 
Korea,  which  never  was  and  never  could 
be  called  a  police  action,  has  practically 
gone  to  page  10.  The  fact  seems  to  be 
entirely  overlooked  that  men  younger  by 
far  than  I  and  younger  than  the  Senator 
who  sits  now  in  distinguished  fashion 
in  the  Vice  President’s  chair,  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Smathers]  are  continuing  to  fight 

7  days  a  weelj  in  Korea  without  due 
notice  from  America.  Mr.  President,  we 
are  trying  to  find  the  answer.  We  are 
trying  to  help  them.  We  think  the 
answer  lies  in  the  pending  bill. 

Are  the  men  who  have  been  fighting 
for  8  months  being  wastefully  used?  Are 
we  going  to  keep  them  there  for  another 

8  months,  or  perhaps  another  year,  or 
even  another  2  years?  Will  they  have  to 
be  kept  there  in  what  has  been  charac¬ 
terized  as  a  police  action,  but  which  is 
really  a  bloody,  rotten  war?  Will  they 
look  to  us,  who  sit  in  political  positions, 
for  the  answer  to  the  cessation  of  the 
war?  The  answer  lies  somewhere  in  the 
proceedings  at  Lake  Success,  with  or 
without  the  assistance  of  some  of  our 
own  political  leaders.  Are  we  going  to 
fill  up  all  the  billets  here  in  the  continen¬ 
tal  United  States  with  women  and  IV-F’s 
so  as  to  virtually  freeze  our  combat  men 
overseas  in  combat  assignments? 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  we  are 
talking  about  only  one  thing  in  this  bill 
at  the  moment.  We  are  talking  about 
drafting  men  for  the  .Army.  Men 
drafted  for  the  Army  go  to  Korea,  or 
to  other  overseas  assignments.  I  take  it 
to  be  a  difficult  thing  for  us,  sitting  here 
in  comparative  comfort  and  luxury,  to 
know  what  it  means  to  be  drafted  and 
to  be  sent  to  a  battlefield.  I  know  most 
of  my  colleagues  very  well,  and  I  would 
say  that  if  they  had  the  opportunity,  if 
some  of  them  were  younger  than  they 
are,  and  if  all  of  them  were  stronger 
than  they  are,  they  would  like  to  have  a 
chance  to  volunteer  and  find  out,  among 
other  things,  what  this  rotten,  bloody 
mess  called  war  is  all  about. 

We  are  not  wasting  men  in  Korea,  so 
let  us  get  on  with  the  job  of  making  it 
possible  to  rotate — this  is  the  first  time 
we  have  used  the  word — so  that  assign¬ 
ments  back  in  continental  United  States 
may  be  found  for  the  gallant  troopers 
who  have  for  8  months  been  fighting  one 
of  the  bitterest  campaigns  in  the  history 
of  our  country. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  also 
made  much  of  the  point  that  21  months 
is  a  long  enough  period  for  induction. 
Perhaps  he  is  right.  I  think  he  is  wrong. 


In  no  uncertain  terms  I  wish  to  tell  him 
why.  He  states  that  not  all  men  go  over¬ 
seas.  Such  a  statement  completely  over¬ 
simplifies  the  problem,  as  I  have  pointed 
out.  The  Senator  nevertheless  states 
that  the  overseas  time  and  the  time 
spent  in  travel  overseas  is  not  really  an 
issue.  He  says  that  a  few  specialists — 
let  us  remember  the  use  of  that  word — 
may  require  more  than  21  months,  but 
generally  speaking  21  months  is  more 
than  a  sufficient  term  of  service  for  an 
individual  inducted  into  the  Army.  Per¬ 
haps  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  is 
right.  The  junior  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  believes  him  to  be  wrong.  If  the 
junior  Senator  from  Washington  should 
be  called  back  into  the  armed  services, 
which  is  by  no  means  unlikely,  he  will, 
in  support  of  the  men  under  his  com¬ 
mand  and  those  men  whom  he  will  so 
willingly  serve,  hope  that  he  is  working 
under  an  instrument  of  law  that  pro¬ 
vides  a  length  of  training  and  service  in 
excess  of  21  months. 

Mr.  President,  I  notice  that  some  of 
our  young  pages  are  curious  about  my 
recitation  and  about  the  debate  on  this 
question.  I  congratulate  them  on  their 
curiosity.  We  are  actually  going  to 
make  it  possible  for  them  to  get  along  a 
little  better  in  the  years  which  lie  ahead. 
If  any  of  them  find  an  answer  which 
they  think  we  have  overlooked,  I  suggest 
that  they  talk  to  us  at  their  convenience 
in  the  cloak  room.  They  will  find  that 
we  are  ready  to  listen.  No  one  among  us 
is  certain  that  he  is  right. 

Let  us  keep  strictly  on  the  track.  We 
are  not  talking  about  Air  Force  men,  and 
we  are  not  talking  about  Navy  men.  The 
Air  Force  and  the  Navy  get  all  their  men 
through  voluntary  enlistment.  I  sup¬ 
pose  every  Senator  knows  that  to  be  the 
fact.  However,  since  I  am  not  certain 
of  it,  I  believe  it  should  be  stated.  The 
Navy  men  and  the  Air  Force  men  aver¬ 
age  a  term  of  service  of  more  than  5 
yeai's,  counting  reenlistment — I  doubt 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Nebraska 
knows  it — so  that  the  21  months-26 
months  controversy  is  purely  academic 
insofar  as  they  are  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  talking  about  the 
men  who  serve  on  the  ground.  We  are 
talking  about  the  draftees.  What  we  are 
talking  about  in  the  bill  is  drafting  men 
for  the  United  States  Army.  The  Army 
is  bearing  the  brunt  of  the  bitter  cam¬ 
paign  in  Korea,  thousands  of  miles  from 
the  comforts  of  the  homeland.  That 
statement  includes  plenty  of  compli¬ 
ments  for  the  indispensible  men  who  fly 
in  the  air  and  who  man  and  navigate  the 
ships  of  the  Navy.  It  takes  a  balanced 
team  of  fighting  men  of  all  branches  to 
fight  the  war  in  Korea.  However,  the 
brunt  of  the  .battle  must  be  borne  by  the 
doughfoot. 

Mr.  President,  I  served  during  the  last 
war.  I  have  served  on  active  duty  since 
the  last  war.  I  speak  out  of  that  experi¬ 
ence,  and  believe  that  my  conviction  is 
based  upon  sound  reason  and  fact. 

I  agree  with  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  21  months  is  long  enough 
for  training.  In  fact,  under  many  cir¬ 
cumstances,  that  period  can  be  shortened. 
But  what  we  are  talking  about  today 
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is  not  training.  We  are  inducting  these 
men  into  the  Army  for  service — the  bit¬ 
ter  service  of  the  Korean  campaign. 

To  say  that  not  all  men  go  overseas 
is  to  oversimplify  the  problem  to  an 
astonishing  degree.  The  great  majority 
of  the  men  drafted  into  the  Army — and 
for  my  own  benefit  I  always  underline 
the  word  “drafted” — do  go  overseas  un¬ 
der  present  conditions.  The  require¬ 
ments  of  the  overseas  combat  divisions, 
combat  engineer  battalions,  artillery  bat¬ 
talions,  tank  battalions,  and  the  other 
units  so  vital  to  the  Korean  operation, 
will  be  met  primarily  by  men  drafted  in¬ 
to  the  Army  through  Selective  Service. 
We  cannot  indefinitely  hold  the  present 
volunteer  personnel  in  Korea. 

Men  who  voluntarily  enlist  in  the 
Army  have  their  choice  of  the  branch 
in  which  to  serve.  We  should  not  for¬ 
get  that.  To  put  it  the  other  way  around, 
men  who  enlist  in  the  Army  do  not  have 
to  g6  into  the  infantry.  Volunteers  may 
choose  the  Ordnance  Corps,  the  Signal 
Corps,  the  Quartermaster  Corps,  or  some 
other  branch  of  the  service.  Therefore, 
the  burden  on  our  front  line  combat  units 
is  being  shouldered  today  by  men  who 
are  being  inducted — and  I  underline  the 
word  “inducted” — into  the  Army  at  the 
rate,  I  am  told,  of  80,000  a  month. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  said 
that  in  the  case  of  a  few  specialists  per¬ 
haps  more  than  21  months  of  training 
might  be  needed.  Who  are  those  spe¬ 
cialists?  Where  do  they  work?  What 
is  their  assignment?  Where  does  the 
average  inductee — we  are  voting  for  him 
or  against  him — go  for  assignment?  He 
goes  into  the  Infantry  which  has  suffered 
the  great  and  overwhelming  burden  of 
the  casualties  in  Korea. 

Is  this  man  not  a  specialist?  Is  a  man 
who  has  fought  for  the  past  8  months 
in  Korea  on  the  ground  not  a  specialist? 
Is  this  the  man  who  does  not  require  the 
so-called  specialist  training  to  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  made  refer¬ 
ence  last  Tuesday?  Is  this  the  man  for 
whom  21  months  is  an  adequate  induc¬ 
tion  period?  Is  this  doughfoot,  without 
whose  services  we  would  be  as  nothing, 
the  man  who  is  not  a  specialist? 

Aside  from  trying  to  be  constructive  in 
this  speech,  I  get  a  tremendous  thrill  out 
of  the  opportunity  of  standing  here  and 
talking  about  the  doughfoot,  the  Ameri¬ 
can  GI.  I  should  like  to  focus  some  at¬ 
tention  on  him.  He  has  not  been  get¬ 
ting  as  much  attention  as  he  has  de¬ 
served  in  the  press,  because  I  am  afraid 
that  we  have  our  minds  on  many  other 
things,  and  have  a  tendency  to  forget 
the  war  in  Korea.  We  do  that  partly,  I 
think,  because  we  do  not  know  how  the 
war  is  ever  going  to  end.  So,  being  hu¬ 
man  beings,  we  try  to  hide  from  pain 
and  misery  and  uncertainty.  I  wish 
those  much  better  qualified  than  I  would 
take  the  floor  of  the  Senate  and  explore 
the  question,  How  shall  we  conclude  the 
war  in  Korea  without  permitting  attri¬ 
tion  to  force  us  to  come  here  a  year  from 
now  and  further  broaden  the  groups 
from  whom  we  take  Americans  into  the 
armed  services? 

I  say  to  the  Members  of  this  body  that 
in  my  humble  judgment  the  one  man 
who  requires  all  that  this  great  Nation 


can  give  in  the  way  of  physical  stamina, 
mental  alertness,  intelligence,  training, 
and  equipment,  is  the  young  GI  who 
fights  on  the  ground  as  an  infantry  sol¬ 
dier.  This  is  not  a  young  man  whom  we 
can  hastily  and  haphazardly  train,  and 
whom  we  can  hope  to  utilize  humanely 
through  a  hurried,  short-term  program. 
Of  course  we  cannot.  We  have  done  it 
in  the  wars  of  our  past.  Let  us  decide 
if  we  wish  to  vote  to  continue  to  do  so 
in  the  future. 

I  speak  so  strongly  today  because  I 
think  we  should  have  learned  from  our 
mistakes  of  the  past,  and  should  give 
our  young  men  an  adequate  preparation 
through  which  they  will  have  a  better 
percentage  chance  of  being  among  those 
who  come  home  alive  and  unwounded. 

I  And  myself  in  complete  disagreement 
with  any  proposal  that  would  cut  down 
the  amount  of  training  these  young  men 
get,  on  the  theory,  as  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  if  I  understood 
him  correctly,  that  they  are  not  special¬ 
ists;  on  the  theory  that  anyone  can  be 
a  doughboy. 

To  me  there  is  no  greater  compliment 
than  to  say  that  a  young  man  is  quali¬ 
fied  to  be  a  doughfoot.  I' love  and  ad¬ 
mire  and  respect  every  one  of  them. 
That  is  obvious.  We  all  do.  We  are  all 
trying  in  our  different  ways  to  help  them 
as  best  we  can. 

Mr.  President,  I  find  myself  somewhat 
confused  by  a  series  of  rather  incon¬ 
sistent — or  at  least  they  appear  to  me 
to  be  somewhat  inconsistent — recom¬ 
mendations  offered  by  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon.  In  order  to  let  the 
Senate  know  as  best  I  can  where  I  stand, 
I  am  reading  from  a  double-spaced  type¬ 
written  manuscript.  I  am  reading  now 
from  page  6.  It  will  be  completed  on 
page  10.  That  is  but  a  few  minutes 
away. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  feels 
that  by  inducting  men  24  and  25  years 
old  we  place  too  great  a  burden  on  them. 
They  are  the  men  who  own  stores,  or 
own  small  businesses,  or  have  small 
families.  I  gather  this  from  his  remarks 
as  they  appear  on  page  1646  of  Tuesday’s 
Record. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  spoke  on 
Tuesday,  and  on  Wednesday  morning 
we  passed  each  other  in  the  hall.  He 
asked  if  I  would  do  something  of  a  per¬ 
sonal  nature,  namely,  to  read  every 
word  he  had  said,  because  he  was  con¬ 
vinced  that  I  would. obviously  agree  with 
him  if  I  read  it.  I  said,  “Senator,  I  will 
do  so.”  There  is  evidence  this  afternoon 
that  I  have  read  it,  because  otherwise  I 
could  not  have  so  completely  disagreed 
with  it. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  sug¬ 
gested  that  these  men  be  inducted  for  a 
shorter  period  of  time — perhaps  for  their 
basic  training  period  plus  10  or  12 
month’s  service. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  also  stated  that  the  UMT 
provisions  in  the  bill  are  too  conditional. 
He  states  that  they  are  surrounded  by  a 
great  many  vague  conditions.  I  believe 
he  used  the  expression  “in  futuro.”  Let 
me  point  out  that  the  only  condition 
about  UMT,  if  we  wish  to  discos  that 
subject  at  the  moment,  is  a  concurrent 
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resolution  of  the  Congress.  V  for  one  do 
not  call  that  a  vague  condition.  I  am 
willing  to  settle  for  it. 

Next,  the  Senator  from  Oregon  feels 
very  strongly  that  it  is  wrong  for  men  to 
enlist  in  the  Air  Force  when  the  Army 
needs  them;  that  it  is  wrong  to  draft 
men  into  the  Army  until  they  reach  the 
age  of  at  least  I8V2  years.  Yet  he  pro¬ 
poses  a  system,  if  I  understand  him  cor¬ 
rectly,  whereby  the  same  young  men  can 
volunteer  for  induction  even  below  age 
18,  or  certainly  below  age  18y2. 

Mr.  President,  I  must  confess  that  I  am 
unable  to  follow  the  Senator’s  philosophy 
in  this  matter.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  contend  that  it  is  wrong  to  fight 
for  one’s  country  unless  one  does  so 
voluntarily?  Does  he  contend  that  it 
makes  it  right  for  the  young  man  below 
18  V2  to  fight  for  his  country  if  he  has 
not  been  drafted?  Is  there  something 
which  makes  it  right  in  one  instance  and 
wrong  in  the  other  instance  for  the 
young  man  to  fulfill  his  obligation  to  this 
great  Nation  of  ours? 

Like  many  other  Senators,  I  have  seen 
too  many  white  crosses  on  many  battle¬ 
fields;  but  to  this  day  it  has  never  oc¬ 
curred  to  me  that  a  complicated  pattern 
of  philosophical  gymnastics  really  en¬ 
tered  into  the  picture.  This  Nation  must 
and  will  endure.  We  must  have  the  men 
needed  to  defend  it.  There  is  nothing 
which  makes  it  right  to  accept  the  young 
men  who  voluntarily  enlist,  and  wrong 
to  draft  them  against  their  will,  if  the 
security  of  the  Nation  is  concerned. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  would  also 
reduce  the  period  of  service  of  all  Re¬ 
servists  who  are  veterans.  This  is  a 
splendid  and  worthy  objective. 

Next,  my  distinguished  colleague  on 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  suggests 
that  no  one  below  age  18  *4  should  be 
drafted.  He  suggests  that  we  should  not 
take  such  men,  whether  we  need  them 
or  not.  That  is  extremely  important. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  said  that, 
however  grave  the  crisis,  we  will,  to  meet 
our  security  requirements,  take  men 
down  to  the  age  of  18y2,  but  not  below. 
The  committee  bill  is  written  so  that 
such  young  men  will  not  be  taken  unless 
the  local  board  must  utilize  their  serv¬ 
ices  to  meet  an  acute  situation. 

I  seek  to  do  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
no  wrong — certainly  I  do  not  wish  to 
misquote  him — but  if  I  understand  what 
he  is  driving  at,  this  is  what  he  has  said. 
Perhaps  most  Senators  will  think  it  is  a 
proper  course  to  follow.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  resists  the  proce¬ 
dure  recommended  by  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  would  make  it  possible  to  take 
men  down  to  18 y2,  whether  the  local 
board  needs  them  or  not,  whether  older 
men  are  available  or  not. 

For  seven  long  weeks  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee  considered 
this  18-year-old  question.  I  think  it 
came  to  a  reasonable  solution  of  an  ad¬ 
mittedly  difficult  problem.  In  a  .word, 
the  committee’s  decision  is  that  the  draft 
boards  shall  take  all  of  their  19  to  26 
availables  before  they  take  anybody  of 
the  age  of  18. 

The  committee  has  likewise  said  that 
if  the  manpower  needs  so  require,  18- 
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year-olds  may  be  taken,  but  in  quarter 
periods,  beginning  at  the  top;  the  first 
18-year-olds  to  be  taken  would  be  those 
18  years  and  9  to  12  months  of  age;  the 
next  from  6  to  9  months.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  saying,  “Let  us  get  rid 
of  that  restriction,  and  let  us  from  the 
beginning  make  available  all  those  18 
years  and  6  months  old.”  Speaking 
only  for  myself,  though  I  support  the 
committee’s  position  very  strongly,  I 
would  be  inclined  to  be  in  agreement 
with  the  Senator  from  Oregon  if  he  were 
to  recommend  making  available  for  the 
draft  all  18-year-olds.  But  I  do  not 
think  it  can  work  both  ways.  I  believe 
we  should  either  use  18-year-olds,  or 
make  them  available  for  the  needs  of  the 
country.  We  ought  to  stand  up  and  say, 
“No  more  of  this  hocus  pocus;  we  are 
going  to  start  drafting  men  at  18.” 

Mr.  President,  next  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  suggests  that  enlistments 
be  reduced  to  a  period  of  30  months.  I 
am  going  to  conclude  in  a  very  few 
minutes,  and  if  I  have  served  no  other 
purpose  insofar  as  the  Junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  concerned,  he  should  be 
convinced  that  I  read  every  word  of  and 
gave  due  consideration  to  his  remarks 
of  Tuesday.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
suggests  that  enlistments  be  reduced  to 
a  period  of  30  months.  Do  Senators 
know  what  they  are  now?  In  the  Army 
they  are  for  36  months.  In  the  Navy 
and  in  the  Air  Corps  they  are  for  4  years, 
or  48  monhts.  But  within  the  somewhat 
recent  past  all  enlistments  in  the  Army 
have  been  extended  for  another  year. 
That  makes  48  months.  That  is  quite  a 
long  period  of  time.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  would  cut  the  period  down 
to  30  months. 

Finally,  he  feels  that  the  induction 
pei’iod  ought  to  be  kept  at  21  months. 
Mr.  President,  if  I  have  a  case,  here  is 
where  it  is  developed  for  the  Senate. 
What  does  this  all  add  up  to?  I  have 
not  mentioned  simply  one  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  I  have  en¬ 
deavored  to  take  each  one  of  them  and 
put  them  together.  What  do  all  the 
amendments  add  up  to?  Let  us  settle 
for  80  percent,  as  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  suggests,  and  fix  the  ceil¬ 
ing  at  3,000,000,  or  thereabouts,  instead 
of  3,500,000.  If  all  the  amendments 
offered  on  Tuesday,  or  talked  about  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon,  were 
adopted,  we  should  not  lost  sight  of  the 
fact,  demonstrated  by  the  simple  process 
of  grade-school  arithemtic,  that  there  is 
an  annual  turnover  of  approximately 
1,200,000  men.  It  might  be  more. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  Members  of  the 
Senate,  and  Americans,  too,  because  all 
are  vitally  affected  by  this  legislation, 
where  in  the  name  of  the  so-called 
Pentagon  statistics,  or  the  Morse  sta¬ 
tistics,  or  anybody  else’s  statistics,  are 
we  going  to  get  the  1,000,000  and  a 
quarter  young  men  annually  to  make  up 
for  this  turnover?  I  have  not  been  able 
to  find  them.  How  impracticable  and 
how  unrealitsic  can  we  become  in  our 
efforts  to  sugar-coat  this  very  hard- 
headed  bill.  I  think  the  amendments 
evade  the  issue,  though  no  one  inten¬ 
tionally  evades  any  issue,  of  course. 


If  we  took  every  citizen  entering  into 
the  manpower  pool,  including  the  blind, 
the  one-legged,  and  the  institutional 
cases,  if  we  allowed  no  deferments  of  any 
kind  whatsoever,  we  could  still  produce, 
in  my  view  anyway  less  than  1,000.000 
men  for  this  turnover,  let  alone  a  million 
and  a  quarter  deficit  which  would  result 
from  the  recommendation  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  simply  trying  to 
be  realistic.  If  we  set  induction  quotas, 
or  periods  of  service,  we  must  relate  them 
to  something.  That  something  ought  to 
be  concrete  and  definite.  We  cannot 
simply  adopt  a  series  of  vague  amend¬ 
ments.  Not  that  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  had  such  a  thing  in  mind,  but  my 
feeling  on  this  subject  is  so  deep  as  to 
cause  me  to  suggest  that,  taken  in  the 
mass  and  considered  as  a  whole,  these 
amendments,  while  they  seek  to  please 
practically  everybody  in  the  country,  to 
my  mind  completely  ignore  the  realities 
of  a  force  even  so  small  as  3,000,000  men. 
It  is  a  sad  thing  that  we  have  to  refer  to 
three  million  as  being  “small,”  but  I  am 
afraid  a  pretty  good  case  can  be  made  in 
support  of  that  viewpoint. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
also  made  the  point  that  the  “Pentagon,” 
as  he  sometimes  refers,  probably  just  for 
fun,  to  anyone  who  appears  to  favor  the 
bill,  does  not  appreciate  the  value  of  our 
industrial  manpower.  He  feels  that  the 
bill  would  cripple  industry.  He  will  at¬ 
tempt  to  prove  to  us  that  it  will  do  that, 
and  if  he  is  right  we  certainly  ought  to 
follow  him.  I  find  it  difficult,  however, 
to  see  how  anyone  who  has  followed  the 
hearings  and  the  debates  on  the  bill  with 
the  assiduous  attention  which  always  has 
characterized  the  effort  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon,  could  arrive  at 
such  an  astonishingly  erroneous  conclu¬ 
sion. 

Surely  he  must  be  aware  of  the  fact 
that  the  Secretary  of  Labor  appeared  in 
support  of  the  bill;  that  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  was  accompanied  on  the  stand  by 
the  Chief  of  the  Office  of  Defense  Man¬ 
power.  The  mission  of  the  committee 
was  to  take  testimony  from  the  best 
qualified  persons  who  could  be  called 
from  the  various  sections  of  the  country. 
When  it  came  to  the  consideration  of 
the  manpower  needs  of  the  mobilization 
effort,  we  turned  to  those  who  are  said 
to  be  authorities  on  the  'subject.  Per¬ 
haps  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  is 
right.  He  has  said  in  substance,  “I  do 
not  care  what  these  persons  said.  They 
know  not  whereof  they  speak.”  I  trust 
that  he  can  prove  that  to  us,  because  we 
do  not  want  to  cripple  industry.  We 
must  not  permit  that  to  be  done. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  is  aware 
of  the  fact  that  a  representative  of  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  appeared  in 
support  of  the  bill,  and  I  am  not  sur¬ 
prised  that  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
was  represented  by  a  representative.  In 
days  gone  by,  on  occasions  in  the  past, 
a  good  many  Senators,  particularly  from 
the  Pacific  Northwest,  have  found  it 
very  difficult  ever  to  contact  or  see  in 
person  the  present  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  He  is  recognized,  I  think,  as  being 
the  most  traveled  and  traveling  Secre- 
tai’y  of  Agriculture  the  Nation  has  ever 


had.  So  when  we  have  to  sit  still  and 
consider  a  grave  question  of  manpower 
before  the  committee  we  necessarily  have 
to  be  satisfied  with  a  representative  of 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Surely,  sir,  not  all  these  distinguished 
individuals  are  denizens  of  the  Penta¬ 
gon  Building.  If  they  are  we  had  bet¬ 
ter  find  out  about  it  and  do  something 
about  it.  Surely  their  minds  are  not 
paralyzed  by  the  atmosphere  which  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  feels  per¬ 
vades  all  military  installations.  These 
nonmilitary  authorities  not  only  were  in 
support  of  the  bill,  but  stated  that  with¬ 
out  it  the  very  calamity  which  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  views  with  such 
alarm  would  very  probably  be  a  positive 
possibility.  At  least,  that  is  what  the 
record  shows.  That  is  what  I  have 
gleaned  from  the  contributions  made  by 
the  testimony  of  the  officials  of  the 
executive  branch  to  whom  I  have  made 
$  reference. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion,  let  me 
say  that  during  the  course  of  Tuesday 
afternoon  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  may  have  recommended  other 
schemes  which  I  have  not  commented 
upon.  He  has  laid  great  stress  upon 
the  way  in  which  the  United  States  has 
fumbled  its  Reserve  program. 

I  personally  happen  to  be  a  member 
of  the  Reserve.  I  think  the  present  oc¬ 
cupant  of  the  chair,  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Smath- 
ers],  is  an  active  member  of  the  Reserve. 
When  the  Senator  from  Oregon  says  we 
have  no  suitable  Reserve  program,  I 
would  go  so  far  as  to  say — so  as  to  in¬ 
clude  the  Chair’s  comment  with  mine— 
“truer  words  were  never  spoken.” 

Every  member  of  the  Reserve  knows 
that  since  the  war  there  has  not  been 
a  Reserve  program  worthy  of  the  name; 
but  what  we  have  had  has  been  a  Re¬ 
serve  program  which,  as  a  system,  main¬ 
tained  within  it  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  veterans  of  the  last  war  who,  when 
the  country  got  into  trouble  last  June 
in  Korea,  were  immediately  called  to  the 
service.  There  has  not  been  any  Re¬ 
serve  program  of  adequate  proportions 
since  the  war,  in  terms  of  training  and 
new  techniques  and  better  weapons;  but 
the  manpower  was  there.  As  I  recall, 
approximately  400,000  of  those  reserv¬ 
ists,  mostly  inactive,  have  already  been 
called  to  the  service  of  their  country, 
because  there  was  behind  them  no  man¬ 
power  pool  from  which  those  who  pre¬ 
viously  had  not  made  a  contribution 
could  be  called. 

The  point  of  the  matter,  Mr.  Pre*sident, 
is  that  we  shall  never  have  a  Reserve 
program  until  we  build  up  an  enlisted 
Reserve  which  contains  large  numbers 
of  trained  men,  not  only  officers.  If  I 
am  not  mistaken,  the  Senator  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Hendrickson],  who  sits  on 
my  right,  has  been,  and  presumably 
still  is,  an  officer  in  the  Reserve;  but  I 
am  making  the  distinction  as  between 
the  officers  and  the  enlisted  men,  for  if 
we  must  fight,  we  not  only  need  good 
leadership  by  the  officer  corps,  but  with¬ 
out  trained  enlisted  men  the  result  is 
certain  to  be  futile  and  perhaps  dis¬ 
astrous. 
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Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  shall  conclude  in  not 
more  than  2  minutes. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  question  before  he  concludes. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  shall  be  delighted  to  have 
an  opportunity  to  try  to  answer  the 
Senator’s  question,  and  I  yield  to  him 
for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
National  Guard  and  Organized  Re¬ 
serves — the  two  civilian  components  of 
our  plan  of  national  defense — could  be 
very  much  stronger  and  very  much  more 
efficient  if  they  had  turned  over  to  them 
men  who  were  basically  trained  in  mili¬ 
tary  work? 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvana  could  not  be  more  logically  cor¬ 
rect.  The  intention  of  this  bill,  in  real 
part,  is  in  the  future  to  return  to  the 
National  Guard  and  Reserve  Corps 
units  both  trained  officers  and  enlisted^ 
men. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Is  it  not  true  that  if 
the  two  civilian  components  of  the 
Army — the  National  Guard  and  the  Or¬ 
ganized  Reserves — were  required  to  do 
unit  maneuvers,  they  then  could  reach 
such  a  state  of  efficiency  that  it  would 
require  only  a  few  days  after  they  "were 
called  to  active  duty  before  they  would  be 
ready  to  be  moved  into  the  zone  of 
action? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  think  the  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mi-.  President,  I  wish  to  repeat  only 
one  sentence,  namely,  that  the  point  of 
the  matter,  and  the  whole  crux  of  this 
part  of  the  argument,  as  I  see  it,  is  that 
we  shall  never  have  a  reserve  program 
until  we  build  up  an  enlisted  Reserve — 

I  repeat  and  emphasize  the  word  “en¬ 
listed” — which  contains  large  numbers 
of  trained  men,  not  only  officers. 

This  cannot  be  done,  as  I  see  it,  with¬ 
out  the  enactment  of  Senate  bill  1  and 
its  provisions  for  feeding  into  the  Re¬ 
serve  annually  a  large  number  of  trained 
enlisted  men. 

Until  we  do  this,  Mr.  President,  the 
very  circumstances  which  are  so  alarm¬ 
ing  to  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  persist  for  years.  I  seek  to  convince 
him  of  this  fact  because  of  what  I  know 
to  be  his  desire,  equal  to  that  of  mine, 
to  work  out  a  solution  for  a  bad  man¬ 
power  problem  existing  in  America  at  this 
time.  That  is  to  say,  Mr.  President,  we 
shall  always  be  recalling  the  veterans  of 
the  last  war  to  fight  the  next  war,  be¬ 
cause  the  simple  fact  remains  that,  other 
than  the  veterans,  we  have  no  enlisted 
Reservists  who  have  had  any  training. 

I  have  found  it  most  difficult  on  many 
occasions  in  recent  months  to  respond 
to  some  of  the  veterans  who  are  doing 
again  Korea  what  they  slogged  their  way 
through  in  doing  for  2  or  3  or  4  years 
in  Europe  during  the  last  war.  All  I  say 
to  them — because  I  try  to  be  realistic 
and  honest  with  them — is  this:  “Until 
your  Congress  stands  up  and  faces  life, 
you  are  going  to  have  to  be  required  to 
do  what  other  Americans  ought  to  be 
required  to  do.  We  will  try  to  get  you 


out  of  the  Army  as  soon  as  possible,  but 
not  before  we  have  trained  men  to  take 
your  place.” 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  to  permit  me  to  complete 
this  portion  of  my  speech,  please. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

So,  Mr.  President,  with  respect  to  the 
Reserve  program,  let  us  not  become  in¬ 
volved,  if  we  can  avoid  it,  in  a  discussion 
as  to  which  comes  first — the  chicken  or 
the  egg.  Let  us  get  on  with  a  system 
whereby  we  can  create  and  maintain  a 
good  Reserve  in  the  future.  I  can  prac¬ 
tically  guarantee  you,  sir,  that  once  it 
has  been  created,  there  will  be  no  prob¬ 
lem  in  regard  to  its  utilization. 

In  concluding  these  remarks,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  I  simply  wish  to  say  that,  to  my 
mind — and  obviously  I  stand  ready  to 
be  corrected — the  pending  bill  is  sound, 
and  has  been  well  prepared.  It  has  had 
the  benefit  of  the  greatest  amount  of 
coordination  between  all  agencies  of  the 
Government,  as  well  as  among  most 
leading  civilian  groups. 

As  I  stated  before,  I  participated  in  the 
debates  on  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948,  and  I  attended  the  hearings  on 
that  measure.  I  thought  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948  was  essential  and 
necessary  for  the  national  security,  and 
I  voted  for  it.  From  hindsight,  I  thank 
God  today  that  I  did  so. 

Mr.  President,  much  of  the  discussion 
today  reminds  me  that  this  is  about 
where  I  and  other  Senators  came  in,  2 
years  ago,  because  we  are  talking  about 
the  very  same  questions. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  hopeful  that  this 
proposed  legislation  will  be  enacted  that 
it  will  be  improved  upon,  if  possible,  but 
that  it  will  not  be  circumscribed  or  crip¬ 
pled  by  amendments  of  the  type  of  those 
recommended  by  my  distinguished  col¬ 
league  and  my  very  goor  friend,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  last,  but  proper, 
word:  The  Senate  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  consists  of  13  Members  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  Five  of  those  ex¬ 
traordinarily  unusual  men  have  been 
governors  of  their  States.  Three  of 
them  have  served  for  varying  periods  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  Congress.  I  can  think  of 
one  of  them  who  has  been  a  distinguished 
judge  in  civil  life.  Another  has  been  an 
outstanding  industrialist.  I  am,  so  to 
speak,  the  only  undistinguished  person 
in  that  group,  and  I  consider  it  a  most 
distinguished  honor  to  serve  with  such 
men.  The  Armed  Services  Committee, 
consisting  of  13  great  Americans,  worked 
a  long  time  upon  this  bill.  They  may 
have  been  wrong  in  their  conclusions, 
but  their  intention  and  their  considered 
view,  when  it  came  time  to  vote,  was  that 
what  they  were  recommending  to  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  and  to  the 
United  States  of  America  was  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest,  and  as  a  junior  among 
most  of  them,  I  give  my  personal  view 
that  I  think  they  have  done  a  competent 
and  conscientious  job. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Washington  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Nebi’aska? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  for  yielding.  I  also 
thank  him  for  a  very  fine  explanation 
and  his  interpretation  of  the  proposed 
legislation.  There  are  one  or  two  ques¬ 
tions  I  should  like  to  ask,  because  the 
answers  are  not  clear  in  my  mind.  Does 
the  armed-services  program  have  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  justifying  the  figure  of  3,500,000 
men  in  the  military  forces? 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  only  way  I  can  hon¬ 
estly  answer  that  question  is  to  say  that 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  have  certified 
to  us  that  the  national  security  would  be 
more  adequately  and  safely  taken  care  of 
with  a  total  in  the  armed-force  strength 
of  3,500,000  men.  I  may  add,  as  I  feel 
sure  the  Senator  would  like  to  know,  that 
as  I  recall,  the  figure  is  broken  down  in 
this  fashion:  1,500,000  men  are  to  be  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  Army,  1,000,000  by  the 
Navy,  and  1,000,000  by  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  has 
spoken  very  forcefully  about  the  need  in 
Korea,  based  upon  the  strength  of  1,- 
500,000  men  for  the  Army,  with,  I  think, 
1,000,000  plus  a  few  thousand  for  the 
Air  Corps,  and  a  few  thousand  less  than 
1,000,000  for  the  Navy. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  What  I  am  asking  is. 
Has  the  committee  been  given  recom¬ 
mendations  by  the  executive  branch  or 
by  the  military,  in  connection  with  this 
breakdown,  explaining  where  the  men 
are  to  go,  or  giving  some  justification 
upon  which  the  Senator  would  impose  a 
ceiling  of  3,500,000  men,  based  upon  au¬ 
thorizations  or  determinations  of  a  na¬ 
tional  defense  policy?  Has  that  been 
done? 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  is  talking  to 
me  as  an  individual  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  is  he  not?- 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  shall  answer  the  first 
question  as  best  I  can,  and  without  any 
restrictions  or  qualifications  of  any 
kind.  As  a  result  of  the  Korean  situa¬ 
tion,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  knows 
that  we  removed  the  ceiling  which  had 
been  imposed  by  legislation  some  years 
previously  upon  the  Army,  the  Navy, 
and  the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CAIN.  There  are  now  no  ceilings 
upon  our  armed  services.  The  Con¬ 
gress  therefore  is  to  impose  the  ceiling  by 
its  support  of  appropriations.  The  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  have  indicated  to  us  that 
by  reason  of  their  commitments  through¬ 
out  the  world,  including  their  commit¬ 
ments  in  Korea  and  including  a  wide 
area  which  may  only  be  defined  as  be¬ 
ing  in  an  uncertain  situation,  it  is  their 
professional  view  that  3,500,000  men  will 
best  accommodate  the  needs  of  the 
United  States.  I  should  like  to  add,  after 
which  I  shall  let  the  Senator  elaborate 
upon  it,  if  he  feels  so  inclined,  that  a 
man  speaks  from  his  own  knowledge, 
his  convictions,  and  his  prejudice.  I  have 
an  abiding  faith  in  and  respect  for  the 
integrity  and  the  military  capacity  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  We  are  not 
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here  to  talk  politics.  If  we  were,  I 
should  say  that  they  are  naive  in  the 
extreme,  and  that  I  would  have  no  faith 
in  their  political  judgment,  as  a  whole. 
But  I  have  seen  them  in  operation,  and 
I  have  compared  them  with  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  of  other  nations.  So  doing,  I 
think  they  benefit  from  an  amazingly 
fine  training  which  they  have  received 
throughout  their  lives,  and  I  am  will¬ 
ing  to  support  their  determination  that, 
at  this  time,  we  can  utilize  3,500,000 
men. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  further  question? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then,  does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  feel  that  the  only  way  by  which 
the  Congress  could  write  a  national  de¬ 
fense  policy  would  be  through  its  ap¬ 
proval  or  disapproval  of  appropriations? 

Mr.  CAIN.  No.  With  respect  to  the 
certification  to  us  by  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  that  3,500,000  men  are  avail¬ 
able,  I  should  answer  in  the  affirmative. 
I  presume  that  in  due  time  the  Senator 
will  ask  me  about  the  other  side  of  the 
question,  which  has  to  do  with  the  deploy¬ 
ment  of  our  forces  somewhere  outside 
continental  United  States.  To  that,  the 
answer  would  be  no. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  further  yield,  I  am  not  now 
interested  in  deployment  of  troops.  I 
was  disappointed  to  hear  the  Senator 
say  a  moment  ago,  because  I  have  so 
much  confidence  in  him - 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  appreciate  that. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  was  disappointed  to 
hear  the  Senator  say  that  the  only  way 
by  which  we  could  determine  what  the 
manpower  should  be  is  either  to  accept 
the  recommendations  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff,  or  to  determine  it  by  our  action 
on  appropriations.  So  far  as  the  latter  is 
concerned,  I  tell  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  that  it  is  an  impossibility.  We  must 
appropriate,  and  the  difficulty  which  has 
existed  in  the  Senate  during  the  time 
I  have  been  here  is  that  things  have  been 
worked  out,  commitments  have  been 
made,  and  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  is  merely  a  rubber  stamp,  confronted 
by  faites  accomplis  on  the  part  of  the 
agencies  in  the  case  of  questions  upon 
which  there  was  not  a  previous  determi¬ 
nation  made  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  do  not  think  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  entirely  correct.  It  is  my  view 
that  if  the  Senate  and  House  pass  the 
pending  measure  and  the  President  signs 
it,  in  its  present  form,  we  shall  have 
acknowledged  the  need  of  an  armed 
force  strength  of  3,500,000  men,  and  we 
shall  thereafter  be  committed  to  pay  for 
it.  Other  Senators  on  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  who  are  present  might 
wish  to  add  to  my  answer,  which  was 
that  in  large  part  I  have  accepted  as 
valid  the  certification  by  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  that  3,500,000  men  are  needed. 
I  have  done  so  partly  for  this  reason: 
Neither  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  nor 
anyone  else  knows  what  is  going  to  hap¬ 
pen  as  a  result  of  the  Korean  situation; 
but,  for  the  sake  of  the  argument,  let 
me  concede  that  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  might  know,  though  I  do  not.  I 
do  know  that  Korea  is  but  one  step  away 


from  world  war  III.  I  hope  we  shall  take 
many  steps  back  from  Korea,  but  Korea 
could  explode  overnight  into  the  catas¬ 
trophe  we  seek  to  prepare  ourselves  to 
prevent.  That  is  my  best  view  on  the 
matter. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield  further,  that  touches 
the  point  about  which  I  desire  to  ask  the 
Senator.  It  has  to  do  with  the  first  rec¬ 
ommendation.  I  think  the  Congress 
ought  to  make  a  determination.  I  think 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  ought  to 
have  before  it  specific  recommendations 
regarding  the  need  of  manpower,  rather 
than  merely  to  take  a  blanket  endorse¬ 
ment  by  the  military  of  the  need  for 
3,500,000  men.  That  brings  me  to  this 
question.  Forget  Korea,  because  we  are 
in  Korea,  and  we  must  protect  the  boys 
there,  and  I  shall  vote  for  whatever  ap¬ 
propriations  and  for  whatever  amount  of 
manpower  may  be  needed  in  order  to 
protect  them. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  know  the  Senator  will. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  But  we  do  not  need 
to  get  into  trouble  in  other  places,  and 
if  we  do  so  it  will  be  with  our  eyes 
open.  I  should  like  to  ask,  does  the 
3,500,000  figure  include  armed  forces 
that  are  to  be  assigned  to  an  interna¬ 
tional  army  in  Western  Europe? 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  answer  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  question  is  very  easy.  It  includes 
men  who  could  be  assigned  to  an  inter¬ 
national  army  in  Europe,  if  and  when 
decision  is  made  as  to  wTho  is  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  policy,  whether  the  President 
or  the  Congress,  and  what  the  policy 
is  to  be. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  is  ac¬ 
cepting  the  ceiling  of  3,500,000,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  am. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  ceiling  includes 
the  divisions  for  Europe,  and  in  accept¬ 
ing  that  he  is  recommending  it  to  the 
Senate,  is  he?  . 

Mr.  CAIN.  Oh,  permit  me.  The 
Senator  is  asking  me  a  question,  and 
the  answer  is  “No.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  is  not 
recommending  it? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  am  committing  myself 
to  support  a  military  strength  for  this 
country  in  the  total  of  three  and  one- 
half  million  men. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  no  quarrel 
with  that. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  have  reason  to  believe 
the  Senator  does  not  quarrel  with  that. 

I  have  by  no  means  made  up  my  mind, 
for  certainly  the  evidence  before  us  is 
not  even  adequate  as  to  how  a  portion  of 
that  strength,  with  reference  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  international  army,  shall  be  used. 
I  am  voting  for  the  bill  and  its  three  and 
one-half  million  because,  first,  I  am  an 
American  who  believes,  on  the  basis  of 
the  best  testimony  he  can  get,  that  this 
proposal  is  designed  to  provide  the  great¬ 
est  amount  of  the  protection  we  require 
at  this  time.  My  position  is  entirely  un¬ 
related  to  anything  which  might  develop 
in  the  future  about  a  so-called  European 
army. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  desire  to  correct  an 
observation  I  made  when  I  said  I  was  in 
agreement  with  the  Senator.  I  am 
agreed  as  to  the  purpose  of  raising  an 
army  to  protect  the  security  of  the 


United  States,  but  I  certainly  think  that 
if  the  figure  3,500,000  is  intended  to  pro¬ 
vide  sufficient  manpower  so  that  so  many 
divisons  can  be  assigned  to  an  interna¬ 
tional  army,  if  that  is  the  purpose  of  it, 
and  we  pass  the  bill  with  that  in  it,  we 
actually  are  authorizing  that  very  thing. 
It  is  my  opinion  that  if  that  is  the  in¬ 
terpretation,  or  if  it  is  capable  of  being 
interpreted  in  that  way,  I  believe  the  first 
thing  to  do  before  we  draft  18-year-olds 
is  to  determine  whether  or  not  divisions 
can  be  assigned,  under  the  proposed  leg¬ 
islation,  for  purposes  of  implementing 
the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  before  the 
Congress  determines  the  policy.  Would 
the  Senator  agree  with  that? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Perhaps  my  answer  will 
help  a  little,  again  giving  my  own  view. 
I  would  be  in  support  at  this  time  of  a 
strength  of  3,500,000  in  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  if  the  international  European  army 
had  not  even  been  thought  of  or  dis¬ 
cussed  by  anyone.  As  an  American  I 
want  to  work  with  our  allies  in  making 
war  unlikely,  but  I  want  to  be  certain 
that  the  United  States  of  America  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  protect  itself  if  we  are  cut  off 
from  anybody  and  everybody,  to  take 
the  very  worst  view. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Senator  per¬ 
mit  me  to  ask  another  question? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  the  Senator  for 
the  bill  if  it  does  provide  for  forces  for 
an  international  army,  and  if  it  does, 
does  the  Senator  feel  that  Congress 
should  determine  the  policy  before  we 
approve  a  ceiling  of  3,500,000  troops? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  can  answer  that  question 
to  my  own  satisfaction.  I  am  for  the 
bill  with  its  provision  for  3,500,000  men, 
which  includes  sufficient  manpower  so 
that  the  4  divisions  to  which  the  Sena¬ 
tor  has  addressed  himself,  by  indirection, 
could  be  made  available  to  General 
Eisenhower’s  command  in  the  European 
international  army. 

First,  the  junior  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  supports  the  3,500,000.  The  jun¬ 
ior  Senator  from  Washington  will  never, 
so  long  as  he  has  a  voice  and  the  right 
to  use  it  on  the  floor  of  the  United  States 
Senate,  permit  the  Executive,  without 
authorization  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  to  commit  in  peacetime 
even  one  soldier  to  an  international  Eu¬ 
ropean  rmy  or  to  an  army  anywhere 
throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  So  the  Senator  does 
not  feel  that  although  the  ceiling  in  the 
bill  covers  the  four  divisions,  we  are  in 
any  way  authorizing  the  proposal  to 
send  the  four  divisions  until  the  question 
is  determined  by  the  Congress? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  think  the  Senator  is  tak¬ 
ing  something  for  granted. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  hope  not;  I  do  not 
intend  to. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  know  the  Senator  does 
not.  Whether  or  not  Congress  is  going 
to  have  a  chance  to  say  anything  about 
sending  troops  overseas  is  something 
else  again. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  Senator 
think  we  are  going  to  have  that  oppor¬ 
tunity?  The  Senator  is  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  am  only  one  who  is  fight¬ 
ing  for  that  opportunity. 
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Mr.  WHERRY.  So  in  reality,  to  assure 
those  who  feel  that  we  should  not  use 
our  manpower  as  a  part  of  an  interna¬ 
tional  army  until  the  Congress  deter¬ 
mines  the  policy,  we  should  see  to  it 
that  the  manpower  provided  does  not  in¬ 
clude  the  four  divisions  which  might  he 
assigned  to  that  duty. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  could  not  possibly  agree 
with  the  Senator  in  that,  because  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  defense  needs  of  the  United 
States  require  three  and  a  half  million 
men. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  defense  needs 
of  the  United  States  need  3,500,000  per¬ 
sonnel,  clearly  distinct  from  the  4  divi¬ 
sions,  there  is  no  one  in  the  Senate,  in 
my  opinion,  who  will  object.  If  it  should 
require  scraping  the  bottom  of  the  bar¬ 
rel  in  order  to  protect  and  safeguard 
the  United  States,  and  the  committee 
should  be  satisfied  that  that  was  needed, 
that  is  one  thing.  But  what  I  am  asking 
is,  Are  we  including  in  this  manpower 
bill  four  divisions  which  we  might  other¬ 
wise  get  along  without  and  thereby 
lower  the  three  and  a  half  million  ceil¬ 
ing?  Are  four  divisions  to  be  allocated 
to  an  international  army,  and  is  that 
going  to  be  done  before  Congress  deter¬ 
mines  the  policy?  That  is  what  worries 
me. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  believe  we  should  con¬ 
sider  this  question  for  a  moment  until 
we  understand  each  other - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  hope  we  may. 

Mr.  CAIN.  And  so  that  other  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
who  are  present  may  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  correct  me  if  my  interpretation 
is  wrong. 

America’s  range  of  interest  goes  be¬ 
yond  our  geographic  and  continental 
boundaries.  Certainly  I  might  be  wrong, 
but  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  we  need 
three  and  one-half  million  men  in  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force  in 
order  to  protect  America’s  interests.  If 
we  assume  that  three  and  one-half  mil¬ 
lion  men  will  be  authorized  at  a  later 
date  the  Congress  may  very  well  agree 
that  the  national  interest  can  best  be 
served  by  deploying  four  divisions,  more 
or  less,  to  General  Eisenhower,  or  to 
some  other  area  of  the  world.  Is  not 
that  true,  I  ask  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  not  questioning 
the  power  of  the  Commander  in.  Chief 
to  deploy  troops  anywhere  after  Congress 
has  made  the  determination,  but  I  am  in 
serious  opposition  to  the  deployment  of 
troops  for  one  purpose  or  another, "as  a 
part  of  an  international  army,  unless 
Congress  determines  the  policy  before 
they  are  sent.  That  is  my  position. 

No  Member  of  the  Senate  has  a 
higher  regard  for  the  Senator  from 
Washington  than  I  have.  I  know  his 
experiences  in  the  military  service,  and  I 
think  I  know  something  of  his  philoso¬ 
phy,  and  if  there  is  one  man  who  could 
persuade  me  as  to  this  ceiling,  it  is  the 
Senator  from  Washington.  I  pay  him 
that  compliment. 

I  also  desire  to  say  that  the  Senator  is 
a  member  of  a  very  splendid  committee. 
I  have  a  high  respect  for  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  and  he  knows  it.  I 
am  not  asking  these  questions  in  any  way 


to  hurt  the  bill,  but  there  is  one  thing 
about  which  I  desire  to  be  convinced. 
I  want  an  Army,  a  Navy  and  an  Air  Force 
sufficiently  large  to  be  able  to  perform 
the  great  service  the  Senator  has  men¬ 
tioned.  But  if  the  ceiling,  which  the 
Senator  refers  to  as  3,500,000,  includes 
four  divisions  which  can  be  sent  to  an 
international  army,  I  feel  that  the  ceiling 
of  3,500,000  should  not  be  approved  until 
Congress  determines  the  policy.  That  is 
what  I  asked  the  Senator  about  a  minute 
or  two  ago. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  from  Washington 
yield? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Permit  me  to  respond  to 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska.  The  an¬ 
swer  might  help  quench  his  thirst  for 
knowledge. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  vote  in  support  of  the  bill  with 
its  three  and  a  half  million  figure.  He 
thinks  that  is  proper.  The  Senator  from 
Washington,  however,  will  resist,  as  long 
and  as  best  he  can,  any  attempt  by  the 
Executive  to  commit  any  of  the  troops 
included  within  the  three  and  a  half 
million  total  to  a  peacetime  interna¬ 
tional  European  or  any  other  area  com¬ 
mand,  without  direct  authority  from  the 
Congress.  Do  I  make  myself  clear? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  one  more  ques¬ 
tion  to  ask  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Washington.  If  we  never  have 
an  opportunity  to  make  the  choice 
which  he  mentioned,  and  if  the  bill 
is  passed,  is  there  any  doubt  that  the 
very  thing  with  reference  to  which  the 
Senator  was  interrogated  can  be  accom¬ 
plished  and  the  troops  sent  to  an  inter¬ 
national  army  without  Congress  having 
anything  further  to  say  about  it? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  I  must  an¬ 
swer  the  Senator’s  question  in  a  little 
different  way,  but  I  think  it  will  be  con¬ 
structively  helpful  to  him.  Let  us  as¬ 
sume  that  we  cut  the  bill  down  to  3,- 
000,000  men.  I  believe  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  favors  such  a  number.  If  we  do 
that,  the  men  will  make  up  X  number  of 
divisions.  The  troops  would  not  make  up 
as  many  divisions  as  could  be  made  up 
with  three  and  a  half  million  men.  If 
the  Executive  has  the  right  to  determine 
that  he  can  use  four  divisions  in  a  cer¬ 
tain  area,  he  can  do  so  just  as  easily  with 
a  ceiling  of  3,000,000  as  with  a  ceiling  of 
3,500,000.  That  is  being  realistic. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Would  the  Senator  be 
willing  to  cut  the  ceiling  of  3,500,000  men 
until  Congress  determines  the  policy  of 
whether  or  not  men  should  be  sent  to 
Western  Europe?  That  is  a  simple  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  answer  is  simple. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  What  is  the  answer? 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  answer  is  “No.”  I 
would  not  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Very  well. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  say  that  because  I  think 
our  country  needs  the  three  and  a  half 
million  men.  In  my  own  capacity  and  in 
a  limited  way,  with  reference  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services,  I  think  we 
are  trying  to  prove  the  point  that  Con¬ 
gress  must  authorize  a  peacetime  inter¬ 
national  army. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Would  the  Senator 
be  in  favor,  if  it  takes  three  and  a  half 


million  men  to  do  what  he  says,  to  in¬ 
crease  the  ceiling  to  4,000,000  men,  in 
order  to  be  able  to  send  four  divisions 
to  Europe  for  an  international  army 
before  Congress  determines  a  policy  with 
respect  to  it? 

Mr.  CAIN.  That  is  quite  a  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is.  I  want  to  get 
away  from  one  fact. 

Mr.  CAIN.  No;  we  will  stay  with  the 
question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  want  to  get  away 
from  the  question  of  how  many  men  it 
would  take.  I  think  we  are  agreed  that 
justification  could  be  had  for  an  army 
of  three  and  a  half  million  men.  That 
is  one  thing.  Another  thing  is  adding 
four  divisions  for  a  purpose  entirely  dif¬ 
ferent  from  what  the  Senator  has  men¬ 
tioned. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Nebras'ka  will  permit  me  to  say  that  I 
do  riot  think  and  do  not  believe  that  I 
can  give  him  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
the  last  question.  I  cannot  do  so  for  the 
primary  reason  that  if  we  assume,  again 
by  way  of  argument,  that  three  and  a 
half  million  men  will  adequately  protect 
America’s  national  interest  at  this  time, 
it  is  still  impossible  to  prejudge  the  fu¬ 
ture.  I  am  not  at  all  certain  but  what, 
without  any  reference  to  Europe,  a  mili¬ 
tary  force  of  three  and  a  half  million 
men  might  have  to  be  expanded  to 
4,000,000  men,  and  perhaps  even  to  four 
and  a  half  million  men  within  only  a 
very  short  time. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  T  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  answer.  I  want  to  say,  though, 
that  after  asking  all  these  questions  I  am 
more  in  doubt  than  before. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Will  the  Senator  tell  me 
why? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  more  in  doubt 
than  ever  before  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  four  divisions  are  to  be  sent  into 
the  international  army  without  approval 
of  Congress.  I  should  like  to  vote  for  a 
manpower  bill.  I  should  like  to  find  out 
what  is  necessary  for  the  defense  of  the 
country.  Up  to  this  moment  I  have  not 
received  the  answer.  I  had  hoped  that 
the  doubt  could  be  resolved.  I  think  the 
determination  ought  to  be  made  first. 
In  other  words,  I  believe  my  resolution 
ought  to  be  considered  by  the  Senate  and 
a  determination  made  first.  If  Congress 
decided  that  we  should  provide  divisions 
for  an  international  army,  we  would  be 
in  the  position  of  having  decided  the 
question.  We  could  then  match  man¬ 
power  requirements  in  accordance  with 
our  commitments.  We  are  doing  it  the 
other  way.  We  are  passing  a  manpower 
bill  first.  From  that  manpower  bill  can 
come  four  divisions,  which  I  do  not  think 
should  be  included  in  a  manpower  bill 
until  Congress  determines  the  policy 
with  respect  to  the  question. 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  and  I  are  in 
agreement,  as  concerns  an  international 
army  commitment.  There  is  not  the 
slightest  doubt  about  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
one  more  question.  An  argument  was 
made  to  me  in  private  by  the  chairman 
of  the  subcommittee.  It  was  a  per¬ 
suasive  argument.  He  is  a  very  persua¬ 
sive  gentleman,  as  we  all  know. 

Mr.  CAIN.  He  is  very  persuasive. 
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Mr.  WHERRY.  Men  from  Texas  are 
wonderful  fellows.  They  are  masters  of 
oratory,  possess  good  looks,  and  have 
charming  personalities.  He  told  me, 
“Under  the^Morse  formula  you  will  be 
taking  18-year-olds  before  you  would 
under  the  committee  bill.”  Is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Does  the  Senator  wish  me 
to  answer  his  question? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Washington  answer 
the  question. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  promised  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  that  I  would 
listen  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 
I  have  listened  to  him,  and  I  have  re¬ 
ceived  much  enlightenment  from  a  com¬ 
parison  of  the  formulae.  I  have  lis¬ 
tened  to  a  statement  of  the  formula  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse], 
If  we  strike  out  18  and  insert  18V2, 
would  we  not  be  playing  havoc  with 
the  Senator’s  formula?  Under  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  formula  would  we  not  be  scrap¬ 
ing  the  bottom  of  the  barrel  in  order 
to  make  up  an  army  of  three  and  a  half 
million  men? 

Mr.  CAIN.  No. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then  I  should  like 
to  read  an  article  from  a  newspaper.  It 
will  take  only  10  seconds  to  do  so. 

General  Marshall  insisted  that  the  draft¬ 
ing  of  youths  of  18  is  essential  to  permit  a 
possible  increase  in  fighting  strength  to 
4,000,000  men. 

Do  we  have  a  ceiling  of  three  and  a 
half  million  men? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Just  a  moment,  please. 
The  Senator  did  not  ask  that  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  will  ask  it  now. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  should  like  to  answer 
questions  one  at  a  time.  The  question 
the  Senator  asked  was  whether  or  not 
all  the  18-year-old  youths  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  satisfy  a  three  and  a  half  mil¬ 
lion  ceiling.  I  said  no.  Thereafter  the 
Senator  read  to  me  a  statement  in  which 
General  Marshall  indicated  that  we  are 
going  to  have  4,000,000  men.  The  an¬ 
swer  would  be  yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct.  That 
is  why  I  come  to  the  next  question. 
What  is  the  difference  whether  it  is  18 
or  18  y2?  Why  hold  out  any  assurance 
that  we  will  not  draft  18-year-olds  when 
we  have  a  new  ceiling  of  4,000,000  men? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  what  General 
Marshall  said. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  think  General  Marshall 
is  endeavoring,  as  best  he  can,  to  antici¬ 
pate  the  needs  of  the  future,  and  is  sug¬ 
gesting  that  we  may  have  to  go  from 
three  and  a  half  million  men  to  four 
million  men.  The  determination  of 
whether  we  shall  go  from  three  and  a 
half  to  four  million  men  will  not  be  made 
by  General  Marshall.  It  will  be  made  by 
Congress. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  We  are  taking  hi3 
recommendations  now. 

Mr.  CAIN.  For  three  and  a  half  mil¬ 
lion  men.  We  are  making  the  decision, 
however. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  All  we  are  doing  is 
either  rubber  stamping  or  disapproving 
his  recommendations.  If  we  give  him 
three  and  a  half  million  men  without 
justification,  he  can  use  them  for  a  for¬ 
eign  army.  Then  he  can  say,  “We  want 
the  18-year-old  boys,  anyway,  because 
we  are  going  to  raise  4,000,000  men.” 
When  are  we  going  to  get  a  ceiling? 
When  are  we  going  to  know  what  the 
military  needs?  No  recommendations 
are  being  made  under  article  9  of  the 
treaty  as  to  what  the  plan  is  for  Europe. 
Has  any  such  recommendation  been 
made? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Not  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Let  us  not  talk  about  arti¬ 
cle  9. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is  involved. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  in¬ 
volved.  I  should  like  to  say,  represent¬ 
ing  my  own  view — and  the  Senator  may 
ask  other  Senators  and  search  his  own 
conscience  for  a  better  answer — that  the 
three  and  a  half  million  men  which  this 
bill  would  provide  are  not  related  to  any 
international  contribution  of  troops  by 
America.  I  believe  that  to  be  so.  It  is 
a  striking  force,  in  a  properly  balanced 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  for  America’s 
security.  The  deployment  of  a  force  of 
three  and  a  half  million  men  is  an  en¬ 
tirely  different  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  answer.  I  cannot  agree  with  him 
at  all. 

Mr.  CAIN.  What  is  it  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  wants? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  President  has 
the  sole  right  to  deploy  troops  in  Europe 
he  can  take  four  divisions  and  send  them 
wherever  he  pleases.  If  Congress  has 
nothing  to  do  with  it,  he  can  send  them 
into  an  international  army.  Congress, 
in  other  words,  can  be  bypassed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent — 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  be¬ 
lieve  I  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  yielded  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  for  a  question.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska  is  entitled  to  the 
floor  as  much  as  any  Senator,  but  I  have 
the  floor  now. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  is  assuming  that  his  case  has 
been  wrecked  and  shattered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  What  case? 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  case  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  has  just  made,  to  the  effect  that 
Congress  is  going  to  permit  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  to  deploy  forces 
to  an  international  army.  I  deny  that 
he  has  done  it.  I  deny,  also,  that  he  is 
going  to  do  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  May  I  respond? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  divisions  are  pro¬ 
vided  for  that  purpose,  and  the  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  sends  them  overseas, 
what  are  we  going  to  do  about  it? 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  only  purpose  for 
which  they  are  provided  is  the  security 
of  the  United  States.  If  the  Congress 
decides  that  the  national  security  can 
best  be  met  by  committing  to  Europe 


four  divisions,  more  or  less,  certainly  the 
Senator  would  assume  that  that  was  a 
proper  course  of  action  to  take. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  Congress  so  de¬ 
cides;  but  I  do  not  want  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  decide  it  alone.  If 
we  adopt  this  ceiling,  with  four  divi¬ 
sions  included  for  that  purpose,  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  give  him  that  authority. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  think  the  Senator’s  case 
is  weak,  and  I  should  like  to  emphasize 
its  weakness  in  the  hope  of  being  help¬ 
ful.  The  weakness  is  that  if  we  had  a 
total  strength  of  3,000,000  instead  of 
3,500,000  there  would  still  be  X  number 
of  divisions  from  which,  on  the  basis  of 
the  Senator’s  own  fear,  the  President 
could  commit  four  divisions  to  Europe 
without  half  tiying. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  permit  me  to  ask  another 
question? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Certainly. 

Mi\  WHERRY..  The  Senator  stated 
that  my  case  was  weak,  and  that  I  did 
not  quite  undei-stand  this  question.  In 
order  to  clarify  the  situation  in  my 
mind - 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  think  the  Senator  has 
fears  which  will  not  be  realized. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Would  the  Senator 
accept  an  amendment  along  that  line, 
or  can  he  give  me  assurance  that  none 
of  these  troops  will  be  deployed  for  an 
international  army  in  Europe  until  the 
Congress  determines  the  policy?  If  my 
case  is  so  weak,  give  me  that  assurance. 
If  the  Senator  from  Washington  and  the 
chaii-man  will  give  me  such  assurance,  I 
will  not  argue  the  point  any  further. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  in 
a  moment,  but  I  must  answer  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebi’aska. 

There  is  before  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  of  the  Senate  what  is  known 
as  the  Wherry  resolution.  The  Wherry 
resolution  would  have  the  Congress  de¬ 
termine  the  policy  as  to  whether  or  not 
Amei'ican  troops  shall  be  committed,  in 
peacetime,  to  an  international  European 
army.  In  answer  to  the  Senator’s  com¬ 
ment,  I  cannot  speak  for  the  committee. 
I  can  speak  only  for  the  junior  Senator 
from  Washington;  but  so  far  as  he  is 
concerned  no  single  squad,  company, 
regiment,  or  division  will,  in  the  absence 
of  congressional  authority  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  be  committed.  I  am  not  speaking 
about  troops  for  purposes  of  occupation. 
That  is  a  different  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  We  agree  on  that 
question. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  am  speaking  about  a 
peace-time  international  army,  whether 
it  be  in  Europe  or  elsewhere.  I  can  go 
no  further  than  that. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  statement.  I  must  leave  the 
Chamber.  I  wonder  if  the  distinguished 
Senator  will  permit  me  to  ask  one  fur¬ 
ther  question,  inasmuch  as  he  has  an¬ 
swered  the  previous  question  in  the  way 
he  has. 

Mi*.  CAIN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  No  Member  of  the 
Senate  has  been  a  more  forceful  pro- 


1830 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


March  2 


ponent  of  taking  a  look  at  Western 
Europe  and  its  manpower  than  has  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Washington. 
He  has  made  a  trip  over  there.  He  has 
talked  with  the  officials.  He  has  talked 
with  the  people  in  those  countries. 
Time  and  time  again  he  has  made  state¬ 
ments  about  bringing  in  Spain.  Time 
after  time  he  has  talked  about  bringing 
in  Turkey.  He  has  stated  that  we  must 
have  Turkey  on  the  right  flank  and 
Spain  on  the  left  flank,  so  that  we  can 
hold  the  Mediterranean.  If  we  are  suc¬ 
cessfully  to  defend  Western  Europe, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  we  must  have 
manpower.  If  I  remember  correctly, 
there  are  35  divisions  in  Yugoslavia, 
twenty-odd  divisions  in  Turkey,  10  divi¬ 
sions  in  Greece,  and  between  30  and  35 
divisions  in  Spain,  anxious  to  fight. 

It  is  said  that  they  are  anxious  to 
fight,  if  we  will  only  put  rifles  in  their 
hands.  I  think  General  Eisenhower 
said,  “Put  rifles  in  their  hands,  and  they 
will  fight.” 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  is  a  total  of 
nearly  90  divisions,  it  is  estimated.  I 
wonder  if  the  Senator  will  permit  me  to 
ask  another  question. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Please  do. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  For  5  years  I  have 
been  making  that  fight.  Each  time  we 
are  told,  “We  are  a  little  closer  than  ever 
before.  Give  us  another  year  and  Spain 
will  be  in.  Give  us  another  year  and 
they  will  all  be  in.”  They  are  not  in  yet. 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  we  are  that  close, 
the  manpower  situation  in  the  United 
States  being  as  desperate  as  it  is,  does 
not  the  Senator  feel  that  we  should  iron 
out  political  differences  and  acquire  the 
benefit  of  the  available  manpower  before 
we  scrape  the  bottom  of  the  barrel  in 
the  United  States? 

Mr.  CAIN.  This  is  the  way  I  feel  as 
an  individual  Senator:  I  would  not  be 
willing  to  have  my  country  contribute 
any  forces  to  the  proposed  Atlantic  Pact 
army  until  we  had  been  given  assurances 
upon  which  we  could  rely,  as  to  when  all 
the  nations  in  the  North  Atlantic  com¬ 
munity  who  are  desirous  of  working  for 
the  maintenance  of  freedom  are  to  be 
included  within  what  will  become — it  is 
not  yet  available — General  Eisenhower’s 
plan  of  defense  and  of  operation.  It  is 
with  some  reluctance  that  I  am  saying- 
this,  because  it  indicates  what  a  man  is 
going  to  assume  by  way  of  a  position  in 
the  future.  However,  this  American  has 
gone  far  enough.  This  American  is  in¬ 
terested  in  this  bill  because  he  thinks  it 
would  give  great  strength  to  his  own 
homeland. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  CAIN.  But  this  American  is  no 
longer  going  to  be  satisfied  with  repeated 
assurances  that  have  never  been  ful¬ 
filled,  to  the  effect  that  we  should  get 
on  with  our  friends  in  the  closed  corpo¬ 
ration  called  a  part  of  Europe,  while 
continuing  to  exclude  from  it  the  re¬ 
sources  and  the  determination  to  fight 
which  would  be  made  available  to  us  by 
the  Turks,  if  you  please,  by  the  Greeks, 
and  by  the  Spaniards. 


In  a  joint  meeting  of  the  committees 
the  other  day  I  made  only  one  request. 
I  said,  “Please,  Mr.  Chairman,  before 
these  committees  are  through,  will  you 
invite  the  Secretary  of  State  or  some 
qualified  representative  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  to  appear  before  us?” 

I  had  in  mind  that  I  must  say  to  him, 
“Mr.  Acheson,  if  it  is  so  imperatively 
necessary  for  us  to  contribute  troops  to 
the  land  army  in  Europe,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  every  responsible  witness,  one 
after  another,  Republicans  and  Demo¬ 
crats,  military  men,  and  all  others,  testi¬ 
fied  before  us  that  with  the  continued 
exclusion  of  these  countries  our  job 
would  be  too  difficult  in  the  future,  what 
are  you  going  to  do  about  getting  them 
in?” 

The  Senator  from  Nebraska  and  I 
differ  to  some  extent  with  respect  to  the 
land  army  in  Europe,  because  I  believe 
in  a  reasonable  contribution  to  supple¬ 
ment  the  land  army,  for  a  number  of 
reasons  not  under  discussion  here.  I 
should  like  to  say  to  Mr.  Acheson,  “Mr. 
Acheson,  I  am  for  you,  and  for  four 
divisions  in  Europe  if  you  will  tell  us 
that  we  are  going  to  have  the  Pyrenees 
and  400,000  Spaniards,  backed  up  by  the 
finest  men,  women,  and  children,  on  the 
average,  that  I  have  ever  known,  living 
in  that  part  of  the  Iberian  Peninsula.” 

We  should  have  the  help  of  Spain  and 
Turkey.  While  I  recognize  that  the 
question  is  complicated,  and  that  much 
rationalizing  can  be  done  about  it,  the 
situation  is  sad.  I  am  convinced,  al¬ 
though  I  cannot  prove  it,  that  there  is 
some  reason  to  believe  that  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  France  and  Great  Britain  might 
fall  if  the  United  States  rose,  not  in  its 
wrath,  but  in  its  common  sense,  and  said, 
through  the  State  Department,  to  the 
French  and  British  Governments,  “We 
are  all  going  to  get  ready  to  protect  our¬ 
selves,  and  that  means  everybody.  The 
American  people  want  to  help.  Good¬ 
ness  knows,  we  have  been  doing  it  for 
years.  However,  the  American  people 
want  to  be  assured  that  there  is  the  best 
possible  chance  of  winning  if  war  should 
occur.  Therefore,  get  Spain  in.  Turkey 
has  approximately  400,000  men  under 
arms.  Take  them  in.”  Twice,  to  my 
knowledge,  Turkey  has  made  a  request 
for  admission. 

Do  Senators  realize  that  when  Dean 
Acheson,  the  Secretary  of  State,  ap¬ 
peared  before  our  committees  in  open 
session,  in  spite  of  all  the  great  turmoil, 
urgency,  and  desperation,  in  his  able 
presentation  through  a  prepared  state¬ 
ment,  he  never  mentioned  a  single  word 
about  Spain,  Turkey,  Greece,  or  Yugo¬ 
slavia?  However,  in  answer  to  ques¬ 
tions  from  both  Democrats  and  Repub¬ 
licans — and  I  wish  I  had  his  answers 
here — all  he  said  was,  “There  is  some 
reason  to  believe  that  we  could  make 
some  progress.”  With  reference  to 
Spain,  I  remember  that  this  is  in  part 
what  he  said: 

We  ought  to  know  more  in  the  future,  be¬ 
cause  we  now  have  an  able  ambassador  going 
there. 

We  are  agreed  that  he  is  an  able  man, 
whoever  he  is.  But  what  an  unusual 
thing  to  say — that  we  cannot  get  infor¬ 


mation  until  we  have  an  ambassador 
there.  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  if  we  had  an  ambassador  there, 
I  care  not  how  able  he  may  be,  if  be¬ 
hind  him,  his  source  of  authority,  the 
State  Department,  does  not  permit  him 
to  obtain  information,  he  will  be  prac¬ 
tically  useless.  The  day  has  come  for  us 
as  Americans  to  stand  up  and  say,  “Mr. 
Acheson,  fish  or  cut  bait,”  and  we  are 
not  going  an  inch  further  until  every¬ 
one  is  given  a  chance  to  do  what  he  can 
to  obtain  information. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Did  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  do  what  the  Senator  has 
suggested?  Did  the  committee  ask  Mr. 
Acheson,  or  will  the  committee  ask  Mr. 
Acheson  to  do  what  the  Senator  has  sug¬ 
gested?  It  seems  to  me  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  is  entitled  to  an  answer 
to  that  question.  All  we  receive  by  way 
of  answer  is,  “Give  us  another  year  and 
we  will  iron  the  matter  out.”  Or  it  will 
be  said  to  us,  “One  of  the  European 
countries  will  veto  the  proposal  to  in¬ 
vite  certain  other  countries  to  come  into 
the  Atlantic  Pact.” 

Mr.  President,  we  are  sending  our  boys 
to  defend  Western  Europe,  and  certain¬ 
ly  we  have  something  to  say  about  the  po¬ 
litical  questions  involved  in  connection 
with  countries  coming  into  the  North  At¬ 
lantic  Treaty  if  they  are  willing  to  de¬ 
fend  Western  Europe.  If  the  proposal 
for  their  entry  is  to  be  vetoed,  the  United 
States  should  have  something  to  say 
about  it.  Morale  building  is  a  two-way 
street.  It  is  about  time  we  build  up  the 
morale  of  the  American  people  by  doing 
something  constructive  in  Europe.  In¬ 
formation  that  our  boys  will  receive  help 
from  nations  who  are  willing  to  fight 
will  result  in  building  up  their  morale. 

Mr.  CAIN.  That  is  the  virtue  of  de¬ 
bates  on  the  Senate  floor.  I  have  indi¬ 
cated  what  one  Member  of  the  Senate 
believes.  By  way  of  argument,  if  96 
Members  felt  that  way,  we  would  solve 
the  Spanish  and  Turkish  questions,  par¬ 
ticularly,  in  no  time  at  all.  But  up  to 
date  there  have  been  no  Members  who 
have  felt  so  strongly  about  Franco  and 
the  Mediterranean  as  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  and  I  feel. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  may  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  minority  leader  and  also  to 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  that  I,  too,  hold  to  their  point 
of  view.  Ever  since  I  have  had  the  honor 
of  being  a  Member  of  this  body,  time 
after  time  I  have  heard  our  military 
men  of  the  highest  rank  say  very  defi¬ 
nitely  and  positively  how  important 
Spain  is  to  Western  Europe  in  event  of 
a  Russian  attack.  I  have  held  the  same 
point  of  view.  The  question  in  my  mind 
has  been:  “Why  do  we  not  bring  Spain 
in?”  Up  to  as  late  as  3  days  ago  I  had 
not  received  any  kind  of  answer.  I  took 
it  upon  myself  to  go  to  the  highest  au¬ 
thority  in  the  city  of  Washington  and 
said  to  him,  “Tell  me  the  answer,  if  you 
have  one.”  Very  much  to  my  surprise 
this  was  the  answer  I  received:  “Spain 
does  not  want  to  ccme  in.  Franco  does 
not  want  to  come  in.”  Senators  re- 
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member  the  old  saying,  “You  can  lead 
a  horse  to  water  but  you  cannot  make 
him  drink.”  We  cannot  make  Franco 
“drink.” 

There  is  another  point  to  the  situa¬ 
tion.  The  second  largest  party  in  France 
is  opposed  to  Spain  coming  in  under  the 
Atlantic  Pact.  We  have  that  difficulty 
and  we  must  be  careful.  The  dominant 
party,  the  Labor  Party,  in  England,  does 
not  want  Franco  in  at  this  time.  That 
results  in  another  difficulty. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  to  my  colleagues 
that  I  believe  the  State  Department  is 
doing  everything  it  can  in  an  orderly 
manner,  approaching  it  with  a  consider¬ 
able  amount  of  judgment,  to  bring  Spain' 
in.  But  I  think  it  is  wrong  tactics  for 
us  to  stand  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
and  criticize  the  Department  and  say 
it  is  doing  nothing. 

I  v/ill  say  that  my  comments  have 
been  made  in  the  most  friendly  spirit. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  know  they  have  been.  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
shown  the  two  sides  of  the  picture  with 
respect  to  Spain,  for  example.  He  is 
of  the  opinion,  and  feels  strongly  about 
it,  that  we  ought  to  let  time,  within  rea¬ 
son,  take  its  own  course.  There  are 
others  among  us  who  think  that  time 
has  outrun  its  course,  and  that  the  time 
has  come  to  press  for  action. 

The  Senator  from  Wyoming  said 
something  that  to  me  was  fascinating. 
He  said  that  the  highest  authority  in 
Washington  told  him  that  Spain  did  not 
want  to  come  in.  I  must  say  in  answer 
to  that  statement — though  I  did  not  an¬ 
ticipate  it  would  be  brought  into  the  dis¬ 
cussion  this  afternoon — that  I  doubt  if 
the  highest  authority  in  Washington 
has  ever  talked  to  the  head  of  the  Span¬ 
ish  state.  The  junior  Senator  from 
Washington,  however,  talked  for  more 
than  an  hour  with  the  head  of  state  of 
Spain  a  few  months  ago,  and  this,  in  ef¬ 
fect,  is  what  that  head  of  state  said, 
which  is  to  be  found  in  my  statement 
presented  to  the  Senate  last  September : 
“Spain  does  not  have  very  much  confi¬ 
dence  in  a  large  segment  of  Western  Eu¬ 
rope  with  which  you  Americans  are  so 
closely  allied.” 

Mr.  HUNT.  That  is  just  what  I  have 
said. 

Mr.  CAIN.  He  proceeded  to  say  what 
the  highest  authority  in  Washington 
did  not  tell  the  Senator.  Franco  said, 
“The  Atlantic  Pact  to  us  is  unimportant 
one  way  or  another.  What  we  think  is 
important  is  Spain  and  the  United 
States  of  America.  If  you  Americans 
wish  adequately  to  protect  the  left  flank, 
or  the  western  flank  of  the  Mediterra¬ 
nean,  we  Spaniards  would  like  to  do 
business  with  you.” 

It  naturally  follows  that  if  we 
strengthen  our  relationship  with  Spain 
we  have  improved  our  chances  of  suc¬ 
cess  in  the  Atlantic  Pact.  The  highest 
authority  in  Washington,  from  my 
point  of  view  has  totally  neglected  the 
reality,  because  there  has  been  no  es¬ 
tablished  single  case  where  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State  in  recent  years  has  even 
bothered  to  think  about  Spain. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington  that  what  he  hopes 


the  State  Department  will  do  is  exactly 
what  the  State  Department  is  trying  to 
do.  Let  me  say  further,  that  we  must 
take  into  consideration  in  our  negotia¬ 
tions  with  Spain  what  the  effect  will  be 
on  our  other  allies. 

Mr.  CAIN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HUNT.  In  other  words,  it  is  not 
solely  a  question  of  making  a  decision  as 
between  ourselves  and  Spain,  but  there 
is  the  problem  of  what  the  effect  of  such 
action  will  be  on  France  and  England. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  I  would  not 
labor  this  point  except  that  during  the 
several  opportunities  I  have  had  to  raise 
the  question  with  Mr.  Averell  Harri- 
man  and  with  the  Secretary  of  State, 
they  have  not  led  me  to  believe  that  at 
any  time  since  the  Atlantic  Pact  treaty 
was  ratified  by  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  has  the  question  ever  been  raised 
within  the  Council  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
doing  business  with  Spain.  That  is  the 
source  of  my  own  great  dissatisfaction 
with  the  State  Department  expressing  a 
pious  hope  unaccompanied  by  driving  ac¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  In  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  questions  asked  by  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  I  should  like  to  observe  that 
we  have  a  ceiling  on  the  Armed  Forces  in 
this  country  at  the  present  time  of  3,462,- 
000.  The  bill  does  not  set  that  ceiling, 
does  not  remove  that  ceiling,  does  not 
change  that  ceiling,  does  not  have  one 
thing  to  do  with  that  ceiling.  The  bill 
provides  the  method,  sets  up  the  ma¬ 
chinery,  sets  out  the  priority,  for  raising 
such  men  as  we  need  in  our  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  It  does  not  seek  to  deploy  those 
men.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  discus¬ 
sion,  interesting  and  informative  as  it 
has  been,  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
bill  at  hand.  It  is  a  question  of  how  we 
are  going  to  deploy  those  troops  we  have 
been  discussing.  If  we  do  not  act  on 
the  bill,  or  if  the  bill  had  never  been 
reported,  if  the  President  has  the  au¬ 
thority,  as  some  contend,  to  deploy  troops 
wherever  he  may  believe  they  should  be 
deployed,  he  could  deploy  his  4  divisions 
whether  the  bill  had  ever  been  considered 
for  an  hour  or  not.  I  want  to  insist 
again  that  the  bill  does  not  set  the  ceil¬ 
ing,  or  raise  it,  or  lower  it.  It  has  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  the  ceiling.  It  has  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  the  deployment  of  troops. 
All  the  troops  could  be  sent  to  Hawaii  or 
could  be  kept  in  this  country  or  could 
fight  from  Cape  Cod — whatever  might 
be  dictated  by  those  who  have  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  making  the  decisions. 
However,  the  bill  says  that  when  we  do 
decide,  here  is  the  method  the  Congress 
has  laid  down,  so  far  as  the  machinery 
and  the  priorities  are  concerned. 

I  assume  that  the  Senator  was  in  the 
Chamber  yesterday,  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  been 
very  patient,  and  I  should  like  to  mak8 
this  statement. 

I  assume  that  the  Senator  was  in  the 
Chamber  yesterday  when  our  distin¬ 
guished  friend  the  junior  Senator  from 


Oregon  was  pointing  out  to  the  Senate, 
particularly  the  military,  what  might  be 
good  public  relations.  The  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  does  not  pose  as  being 
a  public -relations  expert  and  he  is  not 
going  to  assume  for  the  moment  that  the 
junior  Senator  from  Washington  is  a 
public-relations  expert,  either. 

Mr.  CAIN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  But  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  to  the  public  re¬ 
lations  policy  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  We  have  on  each  Member’s 
desk  a  number  of  amendments  offered  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon.  There 
is  no  Member  of  the  Senate  who  worked 
harder  on  this  manpower  bill  than  did 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon.  Morn¬ 
ing  and  afternoon,  day  after  day,  week 
after  week,  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  came  to  the  subcommittee  hearings 
and  questioned  witnesses  and  made  ob¬ 
servations.  We  have  1,200  pages  of  the 
committee  hearings.  I  am  told  that 
each  volume  of  the  hearings  has  cost  $16 
to  print.  During  all  that  time  we  got 
the  benefit  of  the  testimony  of  100  wit¬ 
nesses,  and  some  testimony  from  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  and  other 
members  of  the  subcommittee. 

However,  none  of  these  amendments 
was  offered  in  the  subcommittee.  None 
of  them  was  presented  to  the  subcom¬ 
mittee.  The  subcommittee  was  almost 
as  surprised  as  I  believe  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  was  when  these 
amendments  started  rolling  out  of  the 
machine  as  it  was  cranked. 

I  wish  to  discuss  those  amendments 
briefly.  They  should  be  entitled  “The 
Public  Relations  Amendments,”  I  think, 
since  the  Senator  called  them  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Pentagon  yesterday.  I 
wish  to  point  out  to  the  Senator  from 
Washington  the  effect  of  these  amend¬ 
ments,  if  adopted.  I  hope  he  will  follow 
me,  taking  his  lead  pencil  in  hand,  and 
will  see  what  would  happen  if  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  were  unwise  enough 
to  disregard  the  recommendation  of  the 
12  members  of  the  committee  to  which 
the  Senator  from  Washington  referred, 
and  elected,  instead,  to  follow  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  I  want  them  to  know  what  they 
are  doing  when  they  decide. 

The  amendment  under  discussion  calls 
for  a  change  in  the  age  limit  to  18  Ms 
years  as  a  minimum.  That  will  take 
321,000  men  out  of  the  manpower  pool. 
However,  that  amendment  is  very  ap¬ 
pealing  to  many  of  those  321,000.  It  may 
not  be  appealing  to  the  man  who  spent 
30  months  in  a  concentration  camp  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  war  and  who  has  been 
yanked  up  and  sent  to  Korea  to  fight 
another  one;  but  the  amendment  cer¬ 
tainly  does  appeal  to  those  it  does  affect, 
namely,  the  321,000. 

Then  we  find  that  there  are  545,000  in 
the  18-year-old  bracket  that  are  avail¬ 
able.  The  committee  decided,  on  the 
basis  of  the  recommendations  of  all  the 
experts,  that  out  of  that  545,000  we 
should  defer  75,000  for  reasons  of  educa¬ 
tion — education  in  medicine,  dentistry, 
engineering,  and  so  forth;  but  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  a  better  plan 
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than  that,  for  he  multiplies  the  figure 
75,000  by  2,  and  provides  in  his  amend¬ 
ment  that  150,000  should  be  taken  out  of 
the  manpower  pool  to  go  into  that  group. 

Next,  by  reducing  the  service  of  the 
reservists  from  26  months  to  18  months, 
he  would  have  another  100,000  men 
eliminated  from  service. 

Then,  as  the  Senator  said,  we  have 
another  group — the  large  group  of  en¬ 
listees.  In  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force, 
most  of  them  are  serving  under  4- year 
enlistments,  and  in  the  Army  they  are 
serving  under  3-year  enlistments.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  says  to  those 
in  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force,  “You  have 
enlisted  for  48  months.  But  I  have  not 
done  anything  for  you  yet,  so  I  will  re¬ 
duce  your  term  of  enlistment  to  30 
months.  I  will  just  knock  off  roughly  30 
percent  of  your  term  of  enlistment.” 
The  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  makes  a 
corresponding  statement  in  regard  to 
those  who  have  enlisted  in  the  other 
branches  of  the  armed  services.  He  says 
to  those  who  entered  the  Army,  “You 
enlisted  for  3  years  and  signed  a  con¬ 
tract  and  agreed  to  serve  for  3  years,  but 
I  will  take  care  of  you  by  reducing  your 
enlistment,  by  simply  cutting  it  down  by 
one-third.’’ 

That  change  will  take  care  of  another 
310,000. 

Then  the  Senator  from  Oregon  says 
that  the  committee  bill  provides  for  serv¬ 
ice  for  26  months,  and  he  says  that  is 
entirely  too  long.  So  he  has  a  21-month 
amendment.  In  1948  the  Senator  was  in 
favor  of  a  12-month  limitation.  At  that 
time  we  were  told  that  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  was  probably  going  to  take  care  of 
everything,  and  that  we  did  not  really 
need  an  induction  or  draft  law;  but  then 
the  limitation  was  moved  up  to  18 
months,  and  finally  we  battled  through 
a  21-month  draft  bill.  As  a  result  of  a 
lack  of  wisdom,  ever  since  then  we  have 
made  our  contribution  to  the  uncer¬ 
tainty  and  the  little  wars  that  are  going 
on  all  over  the  world.  Today  we  are  pay¬ 
ing  for  that  mistake.  We  have  a  $41,- 
000,000,000  budget  coming  up.  We  saved 
a  little  bit  temporarily  in  1948;  we 
whittled  down  the  program,  we  crippled 
It,  we  made  some  appeals  to  some  groups. 

So  now  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
an  amendment  which  would  reduce  the 
service  under  the  bill  from  26  months 
to  21  months,  and  that  would  result  in 
eliminating  92,000  men. 

The  total  change  made  which  will  be 
made  by  all  the  Morse  amendments,  if 
we  adopted  them  en  bloc,  if  we  just 
took  the  public-relations  package,  to 
say  nothing  of  the  talk  that  has  gone 
on  about  reducing  the  ceiling  to  3,000,- 
000 — will  be  that  we  shall  have  elimi¬ 
nated  973,000  men. 

Mr.  President,  where  are  we  going  to 
get  those  973,000?  Let  us  assume  for 
the  moment  that  General  Marshall  and 
General  Bradley  and  General  Collins 
and  General  Vandenberg  and  Admiral 
Sherman,  under  our  directions  and  with 
our  authority,  with  the  approval  of  every 
Member  of  the  Senate — there  was  not  a 
vote  against  it — said  that  the  minimum 
for  the  present,  for  today,  was  3,462,000. 
Practically  everyone  of  them  will  tell 
you  that  they  do  not  expect  that  ceiling 


to  hold  very  long.  But  Senator  Morse 
says  that  he  takes  that  figure  and  cuts 
it  from  3,462,000  to  3,100,000. 

Mr.  President,  if  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  had  his  way,  he  would  cut 
three-hundred-odd-thousand  off  the 
ceiling  and  he  would  cut  973,000  men 
out  of  the  pool.  So  by  the  Morse  amend¬ 
ments  we  would  have  eliminated  ap¬ 
proximately  1,300,000  men.  I  do  not 
know  how  good  a  public -relations  policy 
that  is,  but  is  it  not  a  very  good  security 
policy. 

Of  course,  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  knows,  as  the  testimony  shows,  that 
we  can  get  those  973,000  men  from  only 
one  or  two  sources.  First,  we  can  re¬ 
draft  the  veterans  who  were  drafted  in 
World  War  II,  and  say  to  them,  “Come 
back;  we  are  going  to  draft  you  for 
another  26  months.”  If  it  is  not  desired 
to  follow  that  course — and  no  one  has 
advocated  it  before  the  committee — it 
would  then  be  necessary  to  lower  the 
age  limit,  and  we  would  get  973,000  men, 
beginning  with  the  18  V2  amendment 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 
How  far  down  would  it  be  necessary  to 
go?  Let  us  assume  we  are  going  to  keep 
a  ceiling  of  3,462,000.  From  18  V2  to  18 
we  could  pick  up  275,000,  but  we  would 
still  be  700,000  short,  because  the  Sena¬ 
tor  has  eliminated  973,00  by  his  amend¬ 
ments. 

No  one  has  ever  estimated  how  many 
men  in  the  17-year-old  group  would  be 
available,  because,  they  would  be  allowed 
to  remain  in  high  school.  But,  assum¬ 
ing  that  as  many  were  available  in  the 

17- year  group  as  are  available  in  the 

18- year  group,  we  could  pick  up  545,000 
men.  With  545,000  and  275,000,  it  would 
be  possible  to  get  about  800,000  there. 
But  we  would  still  be  short  173,000.  To 
show  how  ridiculous  it  is  for  the  Senate 
to  be  seriously  considering  a  group  of 
amendments  which  hold  out  bait  to  this 
entire  group,  let  me  say  that,  if  we 
should  adopt  these  amendments  en  bloc 
this  afternoon,  we  should  have  one  of 
two  choices:  either  to  redraft  World 
War  II  veterans,  or  to  go  as  low  as  the 
16-year-olds;  and  that  is  the  question 
which  the  Senate  must  decide. 

Mr.  President,  no  one  likes  to  draft 
anyone,  but  we  think  our  liberty  and  our 
freedoms  are  endangered.  The  Congress 
came  here  and  said,'“We  are  going  to  re¬ 
move  this  ceiling.  We  are  going  to  ask  the 
the  trained  military  experts  to  determine 
how  many  people  we  should  have  in  our 
retaliatory  striking  force.”  What  do  they 
say?  They  say,  “We  need  1,016,000  men 
in  the  Air  Force  to  deliver  the  bomb  and 
to  deliver  it  quickly,  the  moment  we  are 
required  to  do  it.”  What  else?  They 
say,  “In  order  to  support  those  men,  in 
order  to  seize  and  hold  the  bases,  and 
in  order  to  back  up  that  Air  Force,  we 
need  1,400,000  men  in  our  Army.”  No 
one  disputed  it.  In  order  to  support  that 
Army  and  that  Navy,  and  to  have  a  bal¬ 
anced  force,  we  need  1,000,000  men  in 
our  Marines  and  in  our  Navy;  and  that 
is  how  we  got  our  figure  of  3,462,000,  It 
is  the  ceiling  today.  The  Joint  Chiefs 
may  decide  the  next  week  that  it  ought 
to  be  increased  another  200,000  or  300,- 
000.  We  are  not  deciding  that.  That  is 
not  in  this  question.  All  we  are  doing 


is  saying,  “Here  is  the  method.  Here  is 
the  machinery.  Here  is  the  priority.” 
The  difference  of  opinion  and  the  issue 
is  very  clear.  The  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  said,  “When  the  boy  attains  the 
age  of  18  y2  years,  let  us  yank  him  in  and 
say,  ‘This  is  your  time  to  come.  Now 
the  fact  that  you  have  a  25-year-old 
brother  and  a  23-year-old  brother  and  a 
21 -year-old  brother,  who  have  never 
seen  a  day’s  service,  still  sitting  back 
there  on  the  farm  or  in  the  city,  or 
working  on  the  assembly  line,  does  not 
make  any  difference.’  ”  He  does  not  at 
all  require  that  they  be  taken.  The  18- 
year-old  boy  can  be  taken.  All  the  pri¬ 
orities  which  12  men  thought  ought  to 
be  placed  in  this  bill  are  wiped  out  at 
one  fell  swoop.  The  older  boys  can  stay 
at  home,  and  the  baby  boy  can  go  and  do 
the  fighting  for  them.  We  do  not  want 
any  of  them  to  do  the  fighting.  We  hope 
and  pray  it  will  not  be  necessary ;  but  if  it 
is,  we  say,  “Begin  here.  Here  is  your 
priority.  Rescreen  the  IV-F’s,  and  let 
us  pick  up  some  more  men  there.  Pick 
up  every  single  man  you  have  in  the  19- 
to-26  pool.  You  cannot  take  an  18-year- 
old  until  you  do.  Take  every  husband, 
every  nonveteran  nonfather,  and  make 
him  go  in  first.”  The  Morse  amendment 
says,  “No,  it  may  be  necessary  for  them 
to  remain  at  home  to  look  after  Ma,  while 
the  baby  boy  goes  and  does  the  fighting 
for  them.” 

After  taking  all  those  priorities,  then 
the  committee  says  to  the  draft  board, 
“You  can  take  the  18-year  level,  and 
18-10  and  18-9,  but  until  and  unless  you 
take  each  one  of  those,  you  cannot  go  to 
any  18-4  or  -5  or  -6.” 

The  Morse  amendment  says,  “Take 
them  the  day  they  become  18-6.”  Then, 
after  we  go  down  to  18-9,  we  go  on  down 
to  18-6.  The  Senate  might  as  well  know 
that,  after  that,  we  are  going  to  draft 
the  18-6  boys,  the  day  this  bill  is  signed, 
and  we  are  going  to  say  by  our  votes, 
“Bo  it.”  That  is  what  we  would  be  doing 
if  we  were  to  adopt  the  Morse  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  other  way,  we  are  going  to  say, 
“We  are  not  going  to  let  you  touch  one 
of  those  18-year-olds  unless  and  until 
you  have  taken  his  older  brother,  the 
married,  and  until  you  have  screened 
the  IV-F’s.  We  think  that  is  the  better 
part  of  wisdom.  But  when  and  if  you 
have  taken  them  all,  and  you  are  down 
to  the  bottom  of  the  barrel,  and  you 
have  got  no  more,  we  are  not  going  to 
hold  up  the  white  flag  and  say,  ‘Come 
on  Stalin,  and  get  us,’  we  are  going  to 
authorize  the  selective  service  to  go  on 
down  to  the  age  of  18,  and  then,  if  we 
do  not  have  enough  men,  we  have  set 
up  the  machinery,  we  have  laid  down 
the  ground  rule.  We  have  told  him  that 
we  mean  business,  that  we  have  got  the 
machinery  and  the  procedure  for  our 
military  men  to  operate  under,  and  then 
all  we  have  to  do  is  to  come  back  with 
an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  vet¬ 
erans’  exemptions,  and  probably  raise 
the  age  limit.”  But  if  we  adopt  these 
amendments  today,  we  must  do  one  of 
two  things  in  order  to  get  the  men.  It 
will  be  necessary  to  either  draft  our 
veterans - 

Mi-.  CAIN.  Mr.  President - 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  Senators 
think  the  18-year-old  correspondence 
has  stirred  up  someone,  let  them  send 
over  the  wires  tonight  a  statement  that 
veterans  who  served  in  World  War  II  are 
to  be  redrafted  and  are  to  serve  the  sec¬ 
ond  time. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  permit  me  to  ask  him  a  ques¬ 
tion?  If  we  assume  that  all  the  Morse 
amendments  are  adopted,  I  think  we 
may  assume  that  they  will  follow  a  pat¬ 
tern,  and  that  if  we  adopt  one,  we  may 
as  well  adopt  them  all.  If -they  are  all 
adopted,  what  could  we  say  to  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  as  to  what  the  result  would 
be?  How  would  we  defend  what  we  had 
written  into  the  law,  or  what  we  have  as 
a  law,  if  we  take  as  an  assumption  that 
we  shall  approve  all  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  offered  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  think  we 
could  say  that  we  have  gone  along  with 
what  we  thought  was  a  good  public - 
relations  policy.  If  one  thinks  it  is  good 
public-relations  policy,  let  him  know  that 
we  have  gone  along  with  it.  If  we  cut 
our  Armed  Forces  by  a  million  men  we 
should  realize  that  we  must  draft  a  mil¬ 
lion  veterans,  or  must  lower  the  18V2  age 
limit  to  about  16y2,  in  order  to  pick  up 
about  a  million  more  men  of  that  age.  I 
know  of  no  other  alternative. 

Of  course,  it  may  be  said  that  we  can 
avoid  a  great  deal  of  waste  which  exists 
at  the  present  time  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  no  mort¬ 
gage  on  that  idea.  The  Preparedness 
Committee  is  one  committee  which,  to 
my  knowledge,  has  been  doing  something 
about  it  besides  talking.  We  have  com¬ 
ing  into  the  capital  this  week  end  a  dozen 
investigators  who  have  been  at  every  in¬ 
doctrination  center  in  the  country,  with 
two  or  three  dozen  classifications  in  their 
hands,  to  see  how  many  chauffeurs  they 
have,  how  many  typists  they  have,  how 
many  hospital  attendants  they  have,  and 
how  many  clerical  jobs  they  have,  which 
are  being  held  by  men  who  are  qualified 
for  combat  duty.  We  made  the  study  at 
Lackland  Air  Base  and  pointed  out  the 
deficiencies,  and  we  have  secured  some 
results. 

We  have  corrected  the  deficiencies. 
But  I  think  it  would  be  very  unfair  to 
the  Senate  and  unfair  to  the  country  to 
hold  out  the  hope  that  as  a  result  of 
those  studies  and  as  a  result  of  cleaning 
up  the  inefficiency  wherever  it  exists  we 
are  going  to  be  able  to  avoid  facing  the 
issue  and  giving  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  the  machinery  by  way  of  a  draft 
bill  which  will  support  an  Armed  Force 
of  3,500,000.  We  may  say  there  will  be 
50,000  here,  and  perhaps  100,000  there. 
The  Senator  from  Washington  will  re¬ 
member  that  we  hammered  on  that  all 
the  way  through,  and  the  chairman  took 
the  lead  in  saying,  “You  must  get  more 
divisions  out  of  a  total  given  number  of 
men.”  He  will  also  remember  that  the 
committe  is  busy,  and  that  its  investiga¬ 
tors  are  busy,  and  that  during  the  month 
of  March  we  plan  to  have  a  report  writ¬ 
ten  on  the  subject  of  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Air  Force  which  will  give 
specific  figures,  not  glittering  generali¬ 


ties,  which  cover  everything  and  touch 
nothing.  But  we  must  do  one  of  two 
things:  We  must  make  up  our  mind  to 
accept  for  consideration  the  best  esti¬ 
mates  that  can  be  brought  to  us  by  such 
men  as  General  Marshall,  General  Brad¬ 
ley,  General  Eisenhower,  General  Col¬ 
lins,  and  General  Vandenberg,  of  what 
they  need  in  order  to  have  a  retaliatory 
striking  force,  with  the  marines  and  the 
Army  to  support  them — or  we  must  fol¬ 
low  General  Morse. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas  subsequently 
said:  air.  President,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record 
immediately  following  my  observations 
several  telegrams  I  have  received  from 
the  American  Legion  and  other  organi¬ 
zations. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  tele¬ 
grams  were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Houston,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  Johnson. 

Dear  Senator:  Please  push  Senate  bill  1, 
as  amended. 

Nellie  B.  Thomas,  President. 

American  Legion  Auxiliary, 
Twenty-second  District,  Texas. 


Port  Arthur,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Legionnaires  of  the  Second  District,  De¬ 
partment  of  Texas,  urge  you  to  support  the 
universal  training  bill  No.  1. 

R.  J.  Domatti, 

Second  District  Commander. 


Victoria,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Ninth  District  of  Texas,  the  American 
Legion,  has  gone  on  record  endorsing  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  No.  1.  We  oifer  our 
full  support  in  the  matter. 

O.  P.  Austin,  Jr., 

Ninth  District  Commander. 


Houston,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  Johnson, 

Washington,  D.  C.  : 

One  hundred  and  sixty-three  members, 
Unit  52,  American  Legion  Auxiliary,  Houston, 
urges  your  support  of  universal  military 
training  bill,  S.  1. 

Mrs.  Theo  A.  Koch, 
Legislative  Chairman. 


Huntsville,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  Johnson, 

United  States  Senator, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

American  Legion  members,  Seventh  Dis¬ 
trict,  Texas,  urge  you  to  support  passage  of 
Senate  bill  1,  universal  military  training  bill, 
sponsored  by  American  Legion.  Our  present 
national  emergency  can  be  aided  measurably 
with  such  a  measure  operating  at  this  time, 
Don  Reid,  Jr., 

Commander,  Seventh  District,  Texas. 


San  Antonio,  Tex.,  March  1, 1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

The  6,500  Legionnaires  of  Bexar  County 
urge  passage  of  universal  military  training 
bill,  S.  1. 


E.  A.  Boehm, 

Twentieth  District  Commander, 

American  Legion. 


Levelland,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  Johnson, 

Senate  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C .: 

I  would  like  to  urge  your  full  support  of 
Legion’s  universal  military  training  bill, 
No.  S.  1. 

W.  T.  Bridges, 

Nineteenth  District  Commander, 

American  Legion. 


Laredo,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  Johnson, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

I  urge  you  support  Legion’s  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  bill,  S.  1. 

B.  J.  Rupert, 

Third  Division  Commander, 
American  Legion,  Department  of  Texas. 


Houston,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  Johnson, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Please  push  Senate  bill  1,  as  amended. 

Ladies  Auxiliary,  American 
Legion  Post  No.  801, 

Mrs.  Leona  P.  Moore, 

President. 

Austin,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  Johnson, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Three  thousand  five  hundred  Legionnaires 
of  tenth  district  urge  adoption  of  Senate 
bill  1,  universal  military  training. 

V.  P.  Taylor, 

Tenth  District  Commander,  the 
American  Legion. 


Tyler,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  Johnson, 

Senate  Office  Building: 

Please  support  bill  No.  1,  as  amended. 
Thank  you. 

Mrs.  C.  E.  McKay, 

Third  District  President,  American 
Legion  Auxiliary. 

Amarillo,  Tex.,  March  1,  1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  Johnson, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Urge  your  continued  effort  toward  passage 
of  amended  Senate  bill  1. 

Mrs.  A.  Pitt, 

Eighteenth  District  President, 
American  Legion  Auxiliary. 


Beaumont,  Tex.,  February  27,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  Johnson, 

United  States  Senator, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Senate  bill  1,  as  amended,  contains  pro¬ 
visions  vital  to  the  security  of  our  Nation 
now  and  in  the  future.  I  am  hopeful  of  its 
passage  and  ask  your  continued  support  of 
the  bill  as  now  being  considered. 

Mrs.  A.  J.  Breaux, 

National  Security  Chairman,  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion  Auxiliary. 


Houston,  Tex,  February  27,  1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

* United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Please  vote  for  amended  UMT  bill,  S.  1. 

Fred  Miller. 

Cuero,  Tex.,  February  28,  1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

Respectfully  urge  your  support  Senate  bill 
1,  as  amended. 

Mrs.  Fred  Henneke, 
President,  Fourteenth  District, 
American  Legion  Auxiliary. 
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Houston,  Tex,  February  27,  1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  Johnson: 

Urge  passage  of  UMT  wholeheartedly. 

Sincerely, 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  H.  V.  Rau. 

Amarillo,  Tex.,  February  27,  1951. 
Senator  Lyndon  Johnson, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

I  have  been  directed  by  the  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors  of  the  Amarillo  Junior  Chamber  of 
Commerce  to  inform  you  that  we  whole¬ 
heartedly  approve  universal  military  training 
and  reduction  of  draft  age  limit  to  18  years. 

S.  Tom  Morris, 

Chairman,  Public  Affairs  Committee, 
Amarillo  Junior  Chamber  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mon- 
roney  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Washington  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida? 

Mr.  CAIN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Is  there  any  prac¬ 
tical  way  of  relieving  the  Reserves  who 
are  now  in  the  Armed  Forces  without  in¬ 
ducting  the  18-year-olds? 

Mr.  CAIN.  As  best  we  can  judge,  it  is 
not  likely  that  any  18-year-olds  will  be 
taken  this  year,  or  at  least  that  any 
considerable  number  of  18-year-olds  will 
be  taken.  The  answer  to  the  question, 
then,  with  reference  to  the  next  year, 
is  that  I  know  of  no  way  by  which  we 
can  get  the  reservists  out  of  the  service 
as  rapidly  as  we  would  like  to  do  so,  with¬ 
out  drafting  the  18-year-olds. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Then,  eliminating 
the  18-year-olds  from  the  bill  would  put 
an  aditional  burden,  or  continue  the 
burden,  on  the  men  who  served  in  World 
War  II,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida  that  that  is  one  of  the 
big  questions  the  committee  had  to  face, 
and  finally,  after  considerable  thought, 
the  committee  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  in  the  national  interest  it  had  to 
provide  for  utilizing  the  18-year-olds, 
if,  in  so  doing,  it  would  get  out  of  the 
Army  more  rapidly  those  fine  Americans 
who,  goodness  knows,  have  made  a  great 
contribution  in  the  past.  A  majority  of 
the  committee  thought  that  every  young 
American  aged  18  worthy  of  his  salt 
would  rather  be  drafted  to  serve  the 
needs  of  his  country  if  it  meant  that  a 
man  who  had  been  drafted  as  his  elder 
in  the  last  war  would  be  relieved  from  a 
further  responsibility. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  and  should  like  very  much  to  asso¬ 
ciate  myself  with  his  last  remark. 

Mr.  MORSE  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  I  would 
make  a  personal  request  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  know  he  is  go¬ 
ing  to  provide  the  Senate  with  much 
information,  to  which  I  certainly  wish  to 
listen,  but  because  of  what  has  preoc¬ 
cupied  me  and  some  others  on  the  floor, 
I  am  sure  the  Senator  would  like  to  ac¬ 
commodate  us  to  fulfill  obligations  out¬ 
side  of  the  Chamber  so  that  we  might 
return  and  hear  what  his  views  are. 


CONSTRUCTION  BY  UNITED  STATES 

STEEL  CORP.  OF  NEW  PLANT  AT  MOR- 

RISVILLE,  PA. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Pennsylvania? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania,  with  the  understand¬ 
ing  that  I  do  not  lose  the  floor. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  have  unanimous-consent  that  I 
may  occupy  the  time  of  the  Senate  for 
5  or  6  minutes  without  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  losing  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  may  proceed. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  yester¬ 
day  in  historic  Bucks  County,  Pa.,  the 
United  States  Steel  Corp.  celebrated  half 
a  century  of  service  by  starting  the  con¬ 
struction  of  the  new  Fairless  Works. 

The  plant  will  cover  almost  4,000  acres. 
The  site  is  a  part  of  Pennsbury  Manor, 
where  William  Penn  built  his  American 
residence  in  1685.  It  is  across  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  from  Trenton,  where  Wash¬ 
ington  ferried  his  small  army  across  to 
New  Jersey  and  won  his  memorable 
victory  over  the  Hessians. 

The  ceremonies  yesterday  were  most 
significant.  Both  Pennsylvania  and  New 
Jersey  joined  in  the  celebration.  The 
distinguished  Governor  of  New  Jersey, 
Hon.  Alfred  M.  Driscoll,  pointed  to  steel 
as  a  symbol  of  our  way  of  life.  He  de¬ 
clared  that  right  now,  in  these  critical 
times,  we  need  steel  in  our  hearts  and 
in  our  minds  in  order  properly  to  perform 
the  job  ahead. 

The  distinguished  Governor  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Hon.  John  S.  Fine,  also  stressed 
the  importance  of  steel  in  building  the 
American  way  of  life.  He  called  for  all 
levels  of  Government  to  aid  business  in 
moving  forward  by  giving  the  people 
good,  sound,  honest,  economical  govern¬ 
ment. 

Another  talk  discussing  the  important 
bearing  of  good  government  on  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  productive  enterprise  waS 
given  by  Hon.  Simon  K.  Moyer,  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Board  of  County  Commis¬ 
sioners  of  Bucks  County. 

He  pointed  to  Bucks  County  as  an  ex¬ 
ample  of  government  operated  with 
economy  and  efficiency.  The  result  has 
been  a  low  tax  rate  and  virtually  no 
bonded  indebtedness. 

The  steel  plant  when  completed  will 
cost  $400,000,000 — all  of  it  furnished  by 
private  capital.  There  will  be  no  new 
stock  issue,  nor  will  there  be  an  issue  of 
bonds. 

United  States  Steel  is  owned  by  more 
than  238,000  stockholders,  and  no  single 
person  or  corporation  owns  more  than  1 
percent.  It  gives  employment  to  more 
than  300,000  men  and  women. 

The  plant  started  yesterday  will  be 
the  largest  single  integrated  plant  in 
the  United  States. 

The  production  of  steel  in  the  United 
States  now  is  approximately  1,000,000 
tons  a  year.  The  expansion  of  steel  at 


the  end  of  1953  will  raise  this  production 
to  120,000,000  tons  a  year.  To  show  the 
significance  of  what  we  are  doing 
through  private  capital,  this  expansion 
alone  will  mean  capacity  to  equal  the 
production  of  80  percent  of  the  total 
German  output  during  World  War  II. 

William  Penn  lived  in  peace.  The 
plant  started  yesterday  should  provide 
additional  strength  to  help  preserve 
peace  in  the  world. 

The  plant  was  named  for  Benjamin 
F.  Fairless,  the  present  directing  head 
of  this  mammoth  corporation.  His  rise 
to  world  eminence  is  another  argument 
for  the  American  way  of  life.  He  was 
born  in  Ohio,  the  son  of  a  miner. 

The  United  States  Steel  and  other 
industries  of  America,  large  and  small, 
have  the  know-how  and  the  willingness 
to  push  ahead.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  encourage  private  enter¬ 
prise  by  maintaining  the  value  of  the 
dollar,  balancing  budgets,  restricting 
credit,  and  practicing  rigid  economy. 

Mr.  Fairless  made  a  significant  address 
at  these  services  yesterday,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  his  address  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  as  a 
part  of  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Distinguished  guests,  and  fellow  members 
of  the  United  States  Steel  family,  to  all  of 
you  gentlemen  who  have  taken  time  out  of 
your  busy  lives  to  join  us  here  today,  I  am 
deeply  grateful.  We  have  come  to  witness 
the  first  step  in  the  construction  of  a  great 
new  steel  works — the  turning  of  a  spadeful 
of  earth.  That  ceremony  will  take  but  a 
few  moments  and  will  command,  at  best, 
but  little  notice  in  the  troubled  world.  And 
yet,  to  me,  it  seems  that  what  we  are  doing 
here  today  is  of  more  than  passing  historical 
interest  to  our  Nation  and  our  people. 

Most  of  you  know,  of  course,  that  during 
the  Revolutionary  War  this  area  around  Mor- 
risville  and  Trenton  was  one  of  the  Nation’s 
most  important  iron-making  centers.  Iron 
and  steel  produced  here  went  into  the  weap¬ 
ons  which  enabled  George  Washington  and 
his  continental  armies  to  establish  the 
United  States  of  America  as  a  free  and  in¬ 
dependent  Nation.  Now  that  our  liberties 
again  are  threatened,  I  think  it  is  not  only 
fitting  but  indeed  significant  that  the  iron 
and  steel  industry  should  return  today  to 
its  historic  home  here  on  the  banks  of  the 
Delaware,  to  embark  upon  the  largest  single 
expansion  project  that  has  ever  been  under¬ 
taken  in  its  entire  history. 

There  are  bigger  steel  plants  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  of  course,  but  never  before — not  even 
under  the  tremendous  pressure  of  two  world 
wars — has  a  steel  plant  of  this  size  been  built 
all  at  one  time.  That  should  be  of  interest 
abroad  as  well  as  at  home. 

There  is  international  significance,  too, 
in  the  fact  that  today  we  are  setting  in 
motion  two  great  streams  of  intercontinental 
trade  that  will  greatly  benefit  both  North 
and  South  America.  In  the  years  ahead,  mil¬ 
lions  of  tons  of  iron  ore  will  come  out  of 
Venezuela  to  charge  the  furnaces  that  we 
are  building  here.  On  the  other  hand,  many 
millions  of  American  dollars  are  already 
pouring  out  of  the  United  States  to  develop 
the  ore  deposits  in  Venezuela.  So  this  con¬ 
stant  interchange  of  wealth  between  two 
continents  will  create  new  jobs,  new  homes, 
new  opportunities  and  new  prosperity  for 
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the  people  of  both  countries,  and  will  surely 
strengthen  the  historic  bonds  which  have  so 
long  united  the  Americas — economicaly,  po¬ 
litically  and  fraternally. 

But  to  me  there  is,  in  all  of  this,  a  deeply 
personal  significance  which  will  always  over¬ 
shadow  any  other;  for — as  you  know — my 
colleagues  have  contrived  that  this  great 
plant  be  named  the  Fairless  Works.  There 
is  nothing,  I  suppose,  that  any  man  desires 
more  in  life  than  the  affection  and  respect 
of  those  who  know  him  best.  That  is  why 
no  honor  he  could  receive  can  ever  mean 
quite  so  much  to  him  as  one  that  comes 
from  the  hands  of  those  who  work  with 
him  and  around  him.  Certainly  no  man 
who  has  spent  his  lifetime  making  steel, 
living  steel,  and  loving  steel  as  I  have,  could 
want  a  finer  monument  to  his  career  than 
this — a  plant  that  will  go  on,  for  50  or  per¬ 
haps  100  years  to  come,  pouring  steel  into 
the  ribs  of  our  Nation  and  wealth  into  its 
economic  veins. 

And  finally,  on  behalf  of  all  of  us  at 
United  States  Steel,  I  want  to  say  a  word 
of  thanks  to  Commissioner  Moyer  and  to  all 
the  others  who  have  welcomed  us  so  warmly 
and  so  cordially  to  our  new  home  here  in 
Bucks  County.  It  has  been  your  home  for  a 
long  time;  and  your  are  rightfully  proud  of 
it.  I  just  want  you  to  know  that  although 
we  are  newcomers  here,  we  already  share  your 
pride  in  it  and  we  fully  recognize  and  accept 
our  responsibilities  as  your  fellow  citizens. 
You  and  I  both  know,  of  course,  that  in 
any  undertaking  of  this  size  there  are  bound 
to  be  problems  that  will  perplex  and  dis¬ 
tress  us  all — things  like  traffic,  schools,  hous¬ 
ing,  utilities,  and  recreational  facilities — 
things  that  may  disturb,  temporarily,  the 
traditional  patterns  of  our  community  life. 
We  of  United  States  Steel  have  earnestly 
sought  to  anticipate  as  many  of  these  prob¬ 
lems  as  we  can.  We  want  to  work  with 
you  in  finding  a  quick  and  satisfactory  solu¬ 
tion  to  them  all.  We  cannot  do  all  this 
alone;  and  neither,  probably,  can  you;  but 
together  we  must  and  we  will. 

You  have  made  us  feel  that  we  are  wel¬ 
come  neighbors.  I  want  you  to  feel  that 
we  are  good  neighbors.  In  short — and  above 
all  else — I  want  to  be  sure  that  the  people 
of  this  community  can  always  be  just  as 
proud  of  the  Fairless  Works  as  I  am. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  sure 
my  very  good  friend,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Cain]  and  my 
equally  good  friend,  the  junior  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  will  not  take 
any  offense  at  the  introductory  remarks 
I  am  going  to  make,  but  will  consider 
them  to  be  friendly,  good  fun-joshing 
when  I  tell  them  about  my  reaction  to 
their  speeches  this  afternoon. 

Seeing  the  junior  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  in  the  chair  of  the 
minority  leader,  I  wish  to  say  that  the 
speeches  of  the  Senatop  from  Washing¬ 
ton  and  the  Senator  from  Texas  remind 
me  of  an  experience  I  had  in  Ferney, 
S.  Dak.,  in  the  summer  of  1921,  when  I 
was  there  working  through  the  harvest 
fields.  It  was  a  very  hot  summer  day.  I 
was  driving  a  team  of  horses  in  front  of 
a  mower  cutting  hay,  and  I  noticed  that 
the  sky  started  to  become  gray.  The 
wind  started  to  rise.  My  boss,  at  the  far 
end  of  the  field,  signaled  me  frantically, 
and  shouted  that  I  should  unhitch  the 
horses  and  go  to  the  barn  as  fast  as  I 


could.  I  was  not  familiar  with  the  kind 
of  storms  which  frequently  develop 
around  Ferney,  S.  Dak.  I  obeyed  in¬ 
structions,  however,  and  I  soon  dis¬ 
covered,  as  the  sky  darkened  further, 
that  we  were  about  to  have  what  is  called 
a  South  Dakota  cyclone  tornado.  A  long 
black,  funnel-shaped  cloud  started  to 
descend  from  the  heavens.  With  con¬ 
siderable  speed  we  got  our  horses  into  the 
barn,  in  time  for  us  to  rush  into  the 
cyclone  cellar.  We  could  hear  outside 
the  force  of  the  terrific  wind.  After  the 
passage  of  some  time  we  came  out.  Mr. 
President,  not  a  shingle  had  been  taken 
off  the  barn,  and  not  a  limb  had  been 
torn  off  a  tree.  The  cyclone  had  by¬ 
passed  us. 

I  recalled  the  incident  this  afternoon 
because  I  had  been  forewarned,  before 
the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Washington  began  his  speech,  by  being 
handed  a  little  ticker  sheet,  taken  off  the 
news  ticker-4n  the  cloak  room.  It  said 
that  I  was  going  to  be  devastated.  I 
wish  to  report  to  my  good  friend  from 
Washington  that  I  never  felt  in  better 
physical  or  mental  health  than  I  do  at 
the  present  moment.  I  think  I  survived 
the  storm  in  pretty  good  shape. 

I  recall  also  that  we  went  back  to  work 
that  afternoon.  Along  toward  night  the 
skies  darkened  again.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  lightning,  but  not  very  much 
rain.  However,  it  was  refreshing,  and  it 
cooled  us  off  a  little.  I  was  reminded  of 
the  sequel  to  the  tornado  as  I  listened  to 
my  good  friend  from  Texas.  I  felt  quite 
refreshed  by  his  speech. 

I  am  glad  to  direct  my  attention  to 
both  speeches.  As  they  were  being  de¬ 
livered  I  made  note  of  about  35  points. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  shall  not  yield.  I 
wish  to  preserve  complete  continuity  in 
the  Record,  so  far  as  my  rebuttal  to  the 
speeches  is  concerned.  It  is  Friday 
night,  and  I  want  to  finish  at  a  reason¬ 
able  hour. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  should  hate  to  press  the 
point.  I  was  merely  rising  in  defense  of 
the  fair  name  of  my  State. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  enjoyed  my  experience 
in  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Did  not  the  Senator  notice 
that  cyclones  generally  go  around  and 
never  really  materialize? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  experience 
I  had.  I  would  say  that  in  life  I  have 
never  been  caught  by  a  cyclone.  One 
can  usually  go  around  them,  too.  In  my 
desire  to  finish  at  a  reasonable  hour  to¬ 
night  I  shall  proceed  in  continuity  with¬ 
out  interruption.  Before  the  Senate 
convened  today  one  of  the  gentlemen 
of  the  press  had  a  little  fun  with  me. 

Referring  to  the  fact  that  I  hardly 
ever  make  a  speech  except  somewhere 
between  4  and  7  o’clock  in  the  evening, 
because  usually  that  is  the  only  time  I 
am  able  to  get  the  floor,  the  member 
of  the  press  said,  “Senator,  we  in  the 
Press  Gallery  are  beginning  to  think 
that  there  is  something  wrong  with 
your  home  life,  because  you  never  go 
home  at  night.”  I  assured  him  that 
a  more  delightful  home  life  than  mine 
does  not  exist  anywhere  in  the  world. 
I  hope  I  can  finish  in  a  short  time,  I 


shall  try  to  finish  in  a  few  minutes, 
because  I  think  it  will  take  only  a  few 
minutes  to  make  my  points. 

In  reply  to  my  good  friend  from  Wash¬ 
ington  and  my  good  friend  from  Texas, 
I  want  to  say  at  the  outset,  as  I  said 
the  other  day,  that,  although  the  bill 
came  to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by  unan¬ 
imous  vote,  it  came  with  very  definite 
reservations  on  the  part  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon.  Every  member  of 
the  committee  knew  that  I  would  offer 
amendments  to  the  bill  when  it  reached 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  offered  the 
subject  matter  of  the  amendments  in  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  referred  to  the  fact 
that  I  had  not  formally  offered  any 
amendment  in  the  subcommittee.  I  am 
sure  he  did  not  mean  to  be  unfair  to 
the  slightest  degree  to  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon. 

In  the  discussion  which  we  had  in  the 
subcommittee,  after  full  hearings  had 
been  held,  we  were  of  the  opinion  that 
the  bill  ought  to  receive  consideration 
by  the  full  committee  as  rapidly  as  pos¬ 
sible.  Why?  Because  every  member  of 
the  full  committee  was  an  ex-officio 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  and  a  con¬ 
siderable  number  of  members  of  the  full 
committee,  who  were  not  members  of 
the  subcommittee,  participated  at  length 
in  the  subcommittee  hearings  and  dis¬ 
cussions.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
literally  true,  but  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  at  some  time  during  the  hearings 
every  member  of  the  full  committee,  with 
the  possible  exception  of  one  or  two 
members,  exercised  his  ex-officio  privi¬ 
leges.  In  the  subcommittee  we  consid¬ 
ered  more  or  less  all  the  time  that  we 
were  functioning  as  a  full  committee,  so 
far  as  hearings  were  concerned.  There¬ 
fore,  I  question  whether  it  was  particu¬ 
larly  fair  to  suggest  that  I  had  not  of¬ 
fered  these  particular  amendments  in 
any  meeting  of  the  subcommittee,  when 
the  general  understanding  was  that  we 
were  going  to  proceed  to  take  up  the  bill 
in  full  committee  at  the  earliest  possible 
time  after  we  had  finished  public  hear¬ 
ings  in  the  subcommittee.  That  is  ex¬ 
actly  what  we  did.  If  I  had  thought  for 
a  moment  that  the  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  wanted  to  go  through  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  a  long  list  of  amendments, 
outside  of  a  meeting  with  the  full  com¬ 
mittee,  I  most  certainly  would  have  pre¬ 
sented  my  amendments  in  subcommit¬ 
tee.  To  the  contrary,  Mr.  President,  I 
was  satisfied  that  they  did  not  want  to 
do  it.  I  cooperated  with  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  at  all  times  in  getting  through 
with  hearings  as  rapidly  as  possible  so 
that  the  bill  could  be  discussed  by  the  full 
committee. 

I  should  like 'to  point  out,  too,  that, 
although  the  bill  was  reported  unani¬ 
mously,  with  respect  to  my  reservations 
in  regard  to  the  21 -month  proposal,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  voted  with 
me  on  the  roll  call  vote,  as  the  record 
of  the  committee  will  show.  I  think  the 
record  will  also  show  that  after  we  were 
defeated  on  the  21-month  limitation, 
when  a  compromise  of  24  months  was 
suggested,  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
voted  with  me  also  on  that  question. 
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I  make  that  comment  in  passing  be¬ 
cause  someone  may  get  the  impression 
from  some  things  said  this  afternoon 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
was  alone  in  the  committee  on  every¬ 
thing  he  proposed.  I  .even  succeeded  in 
having  one  amendment  adopted  by  the 
committee.  I  think  it  is  an  important 
amendment.  I  got  the  committee  to 
agree,  again  with  the  very  able  assist¬ 
ance  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
the  Senator  from  Georgia,  to  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  at  least  made  an  attempt 
to  limit  somewhat  the  arbitrary  discre¬ 
tion  of  both  the  military  and  of  the 
President  under  the  original  draft  of  the 
bill. 

As  the  bill  came  from  the  full  commit¬ 
tee,  it  contained  a  provision  that  when 
universal  military  training  was  inaugu¬ 
rated  reduction  in  the  length  of  service 
could  be  brought  about  by  the  President 
upon  recommendation,  believe  it  or  not, 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  I  thought 
that  was  too  much  power  to  give  to  any 
Secretary  of  Defense,  especially  when  it 
was  very  clearly  understood  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  during  the  debate  on  the  unification 
bill  that  adequate  checks  were  going  to 
be  maintained  against  vesting  in  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  wide  discretionary 
and  arbitrary  power.  I  did  not  think 
the  language  in  the  bill  as  it  came  from 
the  subcommittee  and  went  to  the  full 
committee  kept  faith  with  what  I 
thought  was  the  general  attitude  which 
prevailed  in  regard  to  the  importance  of 
seeing  to  it  that  there  was  not  placed  in 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
too  broad  discretionary  and  arbitrary 
powers. 

Then,  too,  Mr.  President,  I  thought  it 
was  unwise  to  give  such  blanket  discre¬ 
tionary  power  to  the  President  as  was 
proposed  to  be  given  him  by  the  language 
of  the  bill  as  it  first  came  to  the  full 
committee.  I  said  in  committee,  and 
said  the  other  day  on  the  floor — and  I 
think,  in  passing,  it  needs  to  1 3e  repeated 
today  because  of  the  points  which  have 
been  raised  with  respect  to  my  position — • 
that  !  thought  we  should  be  careful  in 
enacting  legislation  not  to  make  it  so 
broad  in  its  scope  as  to  fail  in  our  con¬ 
stitutional  obligation  to  apply  the  checks 
and  balances  of  our  constitutional  sys¬ 
tem  to  the  military  and  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  as  well  as  to  other 
branches  of  the  Government.  I  think  we 
are  impliedly  obligated  by  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  to  see  to  it  that  they  are  not  given 
the  sweeping  and  blanket  power  which 
at  times  we  are  too  prone  in  the  Senate 
to  give  to  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government. 

I  proposed  the  amendment  providing 
that  the  Congress,  by  a  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution,  which  would  not  require  the 
President’s  signature,  could  decrease  the 
length  of  service.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  joined  me  and  made  a  good  ar¬ 
gument  in  support  of  the  amendment  in 
committee. 

I  wish  to  say,  in  complete  fairness  to 
my  colleagues  on  the  committee,  that 
each  and  every  one  of  them  then  voted 
for  my  amendment,  and  it  became  a 
part  of  the  bill.  By  way  of  keeping  the 
record  straight,  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to 
say  that  one  might  think,  to  hear  the 


discussions  on  the  floor  of  the.  Senate  in 
regard  to  some  of  the  amendments 
which  I  have  offered,  that  the  attitude 
in  the  committee  was  that  there  was 
no  merit  whatever  in  my  amendments. 
That  was  not  so,  because  my  colleagues 
on  that  committee  are  honorable  men 
who  do  not  deal  in  double  talk.  A  large 
number  of  the  members  of  the  Armed 
Services  Commit  :ee,  in  conversation 
with  me — in  fact,  in  some  instances  in 
the  committee  hearings  themselves — 
stated  that  they  felt  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  merit  in  my  amendments. 
Some  of  them  came  to  me  and  said, 
“You  have  me  puzzled.  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  should  go  along  with  you  or 
not.  I  am  inclined  to  your  point  of 
view,  but  it  seems  to  be  that,  after  all, 
we  had  better  go  along  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  which  are  made  to  us. 
However,  I  think  you  are  performing  a 
service  in  raising  those  points.” 

That  is  the  kind  of  thing  they  said 
to  me  privately.  I  do  not'  think  it  is 
very  important.  It  is  rather  interesting 
to  sit  in  the  Senate  Chamber  and  see  the 
impression  being  created — if  such  an 
impression  could  be  created — that  the 
points  of  view  which  I  have  been  ex¬ 
pressing  in  this  debate  are  singular  to 
me,  and  that  no  other  member  of  the 
committee  felt  that  there  was  any  merit 
whatever  in  them. 

So  much  for  that.  Let  us  move  now 
to  some  of  the  points  made  by  my  good 
friend  from  Washington  [Mr.  Cain]. 

In  the  first  instance,  he  says  that  he 
was  not  able  to  be  present  at  a  good  many 
of  the  committee  meetings.  We  regretted 
that  he  was  not.  We  were  very  happy 
when  he  returned,  because  his  absence 
was  due  to  illness,  and  we  were  very 
happy  to  know  that  he  had  completely 
recovered,  and  that  he  returned  in  time 
to  vote  in  committee.  However,  he  was 
not  present  during  most  of  the  hearings. 

He  observes  that  because  of  his  ab¬ 
sence  he  feels  that  he  now  brings  to  this 
subject  an  unbiased  point  of  view.  I  do 
not  think  he  would  have  to  be  absent 
from  the  committee  in  order  to  bring  to 
the  discussion  an  unbiased  point  of  view. 
I  believe  the  Senator  from  Washington 
would  be  unbiased  whether  he  was  pres¬ 
ent  at  the  committee  hearings  or  not; 
but  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say  that  the  fact 
that  he  was  not  present  at  the  com¬ 
mittee  hearings  leaves  some  question  as 
to  whether  or  not  he  has  had  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  all  the  overtones  and  undertones 
which  went  along  with  the  committee 
discussions,  both  on  and  off  the  record. 
So  I  do  not  think  it  is  so  important  that 
he  now  speak  from  the  depths  of  a  lack 
of  bias  because  of  his  absence  from  the 
committee  hearing.  What  I  think  is  im¬ 
portant  is  that  he  speak  in  regard  to  the 
merits  of  the  issue  which  is  before  the 
Senate. 

He  then  proceeded  to  discuss  the  21- 
month  amendment,  and  in  his  discus¬ 
sion  he  first  quoted  from  a  speech  which 
I  made  in  the  Senate  on  June  7,  1948, 
in  which  speech  I  advocated  the  modi¬ 
fication  of  the  selective-service  bill 
which  was  then  before  the  Senate,  which 
provided  for  a  24-month  term.  I  advo¬ 
cated  an  amendment  providing  for  a 
12-month  term. 


The  Senator  from  Washington  quoted 
from  that  speech,  in  which  I  stated  that 
I  thought  it  was  a  very  serious  thing 
to  draft  men  in  peacetime.  I  think  it 
is.  I  thought  so  then,  and  I  think  so 
today.  I  would  that  we  did  not  have  to 
do  it.  But  I  recognized  then  that  we 
needed  to  do  it;  and  a  full  reading  of 
that  speech  will  show,  without  any  ques¬ 
tion  of  doubt,  that  I  said  then  that  I 
thought  we  needed  a  selective  service 
act.  I  stated  that  I  was  going  to  vote 
for  a  selective  service  act;  and  I  did  so. 
I  voted  for  the  bill  as  it  was  finally 
worked  out  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
by  the  exercise  of  the  legislative  process 
which  characterizes  the  passage  of  any 
bill  in  the  Senate. 

Let  me  digress  long  enough  to  say  that 
I  said  the  other  day  in  respect  to  this  bill 
that  I  was  going  to  vote  for  the  final  bill 
as  we  worked  it  out  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  on  the  anvil  of  conscionable  com¬ 
promises  which  always  characterize  the 
passage  of  any  major  piece  of  legisla¬ 
tion  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  That  is 
exactly  what  I  did  in  1948. 

I  wish  to  say,  if  it  will  give  the  Senator 
from  Washington  any  satisfaction — be¬ 
cause  he  seems  to  think  there  is  some 
great  inconsistency  between  my  argu¬ 
ment  of  1948  and  my  argument  today — 
that  we  acted  on  the  basis  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  which  existed  in  1948,  as  we  then 
knew  them  to  be.  If  the  same  condi¬ 
tions  prevailed  today  I  would  still  make 
my  first  offer  on  the  basis  of  a  draft  bill 
for  12  months.  But  the  conditions  are 
not  the  same  today  as  they  were  then. 

After  I  made  the  offer  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  providing  for  a  12-month  term,  in 
1948,  a  series  of  conferences  was  held 
with  me.  A  considerable  number  of 
Members  of  the  Senate  said,  “If  you  will 
go  along  with  18  months,  and.  so  perfect 
your  amendment,  we  will  go  along  with 
you.”  I  could  not  quite  figure  out  what 
the  emphasis  was  which  the  Senator 
from  Washington  was  trying  to  place  on 
that  very  technical  word  as  we  used  it 
in  our  trade  here  in  the  Senate.  We 
speak  of  “perfecting”  an  amendment. 
By  that  we  simply  mean  that  we  modify 
an  amendment.  A  group  of  Senators 
said,  “If  you  will  perfect  your  amend¬ 
ment  so  as  to  provide  for  18  months,  we 
will  go  along  with  you.” 

At  the  time  of  those  discussions,  it 
looked  as  though  I  had  a  pretty  good 
chance  to  get  a  majority  vote  on  18 
months.  In  my  opinion,  18  months 
would  have  been  better  than  24.  I 
would  have  preferred  the  12 -months 
period.  Everyone  knew  it  at  the  time. 
However,  I  made  the  compromise  in  the 
legislative  process  and  offered  to  go 
along  on  the  basis  of  18  months.  We  did 
pretty  well  on  that  amendment.  We  did 
so  well  on  the  18-month  amendment  that 
other  conferences  had  to  be  held  in  the 
cloakrooms  around  the  Senate  in  order 
to  work  out  a  compromise  for  21  months, 
because  it  seemed  for  a  while  as  through 
we  were  going  to  carry  the  18 -months 
amendment.  That  is  the  way  the  matter 
developed  in  practice  in  1948. 

I  am  entitled  ao  only  a  part  of  either 
the  credit  or  the  responsibility,  depend¬ 
ing  upon  one’s  point  of  view  on  the 
merits  of  this  issue,  for  getting  some 
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modification  of  the  24 -months  proposal 
in  1948,  cutting  it  down  from  24  months 
to  21  months.  I  think  it  is  very  well 
known  in  the  Senate  now  that  in  regard 
to  the  pending  bill  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  going  to,  continue  to  be 
a  legislative  realist  in  regard  to  the 
legislative  process  and  the  compromising 
procedure  which  characterizes  it. 

I  hope  that  if  we  do  not  end  up  with 
a  21 -month  provision,  we  will  end  up 
with  a  24-month  provision,  which  is 
much  better  than  a  26-month  provision, 
for  reasons  which  I  shall  present  in  de¬ 
tail  when  we  reach  the  amendment  deal¬ 
ing  with  that  figure.  But  I  judge  from 
what  the  Senator  from  Washington  said 
today  that,  if  later  in  the  debate,  some¬ 
time  next  week,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  says  he  wishes  to  offer  a  per¬ 
fecting  amendment,  or  he  wishes  to  offer 
a  new  amendment  calling  for  24  months 
instead  of  21  months,  provided  my  21- 
month  amendment  should  be  rejected — ■ 
and  I  suggest  that  the  proponents  of  the 
bill  be  not  so  sure  that  it  will  be  re¬ 
jected,  because  they  may  have  a  sur¬ 
prise — then  in  the  thinking  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  I  would  be  guilty 
of  an  unconscionable  inconsistency 
rather  than  to  be  a  participant  in  what 
we  all  know  is  the  legislative  process  in 
the  Senate  of  working  out  the  best  meet¬ 
ing  of  minds  we  can  bring  about  by  way 
of  conscionable  compromises  which  wjll 
give  one  a  majority  vote  on  what  he 
thinks  is  the  best  bill  he  can  get  through 
the  Senate.  I  say  that,  because  whefi’  I 
finished  my  discussion  in  my  June  7, 
1948  speech,  I  said  to  myself,  “So  what?” 
What  I  said  in  the  June  1948  speech  is 
exactly  what  I  would  say  today,  if  the 
facts  were  the  same. 

Then  the  Senator  from  Washington 
proceeded  to  quote  from  my  June  9, 
1948,  speech,  and  said  I  sought  to  per¬ 
fect  my  amendment  to  provide  for  18 
months  instead  of  12.  I  have  already  ex¬ 
plained  why  I  did  that.  But  he  seemed 
to  be  disturbed  because  in  the  course 
of  that  speech  on  June  9,  in  explaining 
my  so-called  perfecting  amendment,  I 
referred  to  the  fact  that  I  was  satisfied 
I  was  presenting  what  was  the  point  of 
view  of  a  great  many  members  of  the 
American  public,  and  that,  because  of 
speeches  I  had  made  and  conversations 
I  had  had  in  various  parts  of  the  coun¬ 
try,  and  from  letters  I  had  received, 
I  said  I  was  satisfied  that  the  people  of 
the  country  preferred  18  months.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  seemed  to 
think  a  great  inconsistency  was  evident 
because  2  or  3  days  before  I  had  been 
fighting  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  a 
12-month  provision. 

Again  I  say  most  respectfully  I  think 
my  friend  from  Washington  was  read¬ 
ing  into  the  speech  both  motivations 
and  intent  far  beyond  anything  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  contem¬ 
plated.  Again  I  submit,  Mr.  President, 
that  if  Senators  will  read  my  speech  of 
June  9,  1948,  I  think  it  will  become  per¬ 
fectly  clear  to  them  that  what  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  was  saying 
to  the  Senate  was  that  he  was  satisfied 
from  his  conversations,  from  his  public 
forum  discussions  across  the  country, 
and  from  his  correspondence,  that  pub¬ 


lic  opinion  was  that  24  months  was  too 
long.  That  is  why  I  was  trying  to  have 
it  reduced.  That  was  my  opinion.  I  am 
satisfied  that  today  if  we  were  to  take 
a  referendum  of  this  question,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  and  the  Senator 
from  Texas  would  be  very  much  sur¬ 
prised  at  the  vote  on  the  subject  of  a 
26-months  draft.  I  think  both  Senators 
would  discover  a  tremendous  amount  of 
support  for  the  position  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  taken  on  the 
21-months  proposal,  along  with  the  im¬ 
provements  and  the  other  reforms  he 
has  been  fighting  for  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  in  recent  days. 

Then  the  Senator  from  Washington 
asked,  “Where  would  we  be  in  Korea  to¬ 
day  if  we  had  not  adopted  the  1948  act?” 
He  left  the  impression,  of  course,  that 
the  position  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  took  in  1948  respecting  the  draft 
act  was  a  position  that  would  weaken 
our  position  in  Korea  today.  If  I  ever 
heard  a  non  sequitur  in  debate,  Mr. 
President,  that  is  a  “beaut.”  When  the 
Senator  from  Washington  starts  talk¬ 
ing  about  Korea  he  ought  to  talk  about 
the  mistakes  which  have  been  made  by 
the  Federal  Government  in  the  field  of 
Asiatic  policy  since  1948.  Why  should 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  or  the 
junior  Senator  from  Washington  or  any 
other  Member  of  this  body  have  assumed 
in  1948  that  the  Government  would  have 
been  guilty  of  the  stupid  mistakes  it  has 
made  in  Asia  since  1948?  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  mean  that  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  we  must 
pass  legislation  on  the  theory  that  an 
insurance  policy  must  be  provided 
against  the  stupidity  of  the  administra¬ 
tion?  I  submit  that  is  not  the  way  to 
pass  legislation  here.  We  ought  to  act 
on  legislation  on  the  basis  of  the  facts 
existing  at  the  time  we  pass  it.  We 
should  not  enact  legislation  on  the  basis 
of  conjecture.  We  should  not  enact 
legislation  on  the  basis  of  an  assump¬ 
tion  that  we  have  an  administration 
that  could  be  guilty  of  such  mistakes  as 
have  been  made  in  Asia  since  the  Draft 
Act  of  1948  was  passed. 

Again  I  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is 
a  non  sequitur  to  argue  that  because  of 
what  has  happened  with  respect  to  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  United  States  since 
1948,  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
must  be  branded  as  having  been  willing 
in  1948  to  weaken  our  position  in  Korea, 
when  the  Korean  incident  had  not  even 
arisen.  I  do  not  think  any  Member  of 
this  body  had  any  idea  that  such  an  inci¬ 
dent  would  arise.  If  the  Senator  from 
Washington  wants  to  talk  about  Korea, 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  perfectly 
willing  to  discuss  that  issue  at  great 
length. 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat  what  I  said  in 
a  radio  broadcast  this  morning,  that  we 
have  got  to  make  up  our  minds  what  ouh- 
policy  in  Korea  is,  If  our  policy  in  Korea 
is  an  all-out  war  in  Asia  then  the  bill 
before  us  does  not  represent  a  drop 
in  the  bucket  so  far  as  filling  the  man¬ 
power  needs  of  the  country  is  concerned. 

I  am  going  to  take  the  military  wit¬ 
nesses  who  appeared  before  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  both  in  public  hear¬ 
ings  and  in  executive  session,  and  tell 


the  Senate  a  little  bit  about  their  testi¬ 
mony  concerning  Korea.  Do  not  forget 
that  in  1948  we  had  not  yet  swallowed 
the  Russian  propaganda  line  on  Korea, 
as  the  State  Department  and  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  subsequently  swal¬ 
lowed  it.  In  1948  we  still  had  our  troops 
in  Korea.  In  1948  we  were  still  in  a 
position  in  Korea  both  with  troops  and 
equipment,  if  we  had  taken  the  neces¬ 
sary  steps,  to  have  prevented  the  kind 
of  border  incident  which  finally  gave  rise 
to  the  break-through  by  the  North 
Koreans  of  the  thirty-eighth  parallel 
and  ultimately  to  the  war  in  Korea.  Do 
not  forget  that  it  was  in  1948  that  Rus¬ 
sia  was  bombarding  the  air  waves  of  the 
world  with  vicious,  lying,  false  propa¬ 
ganda  that  she  was  taking  her  troops 
out  of  Korea,  but  that  militaristic,  im¬ 
perialistic  America  was  keeping  her 
troops  in  Korea  and  crushing  the  free¬ 
dom  of  the  South  Koreans  under  her 
heel.  That  is  the  rot  that  Russia  spread 
over  the  world.  I  have  seen  some  of  the 
translations  of  the  Russian  broadcasts. 

What  did  we  do?  We  proceeded  to 
withdraw  our  troops. 

We  were  not  taken  by  surprise  by 
events  in  Korea.  The  American  intelli¬ 
gence  service  had  put  sufficient  informa¬ 
tion  into  the  posesssion  of  the  military 
and  of  the  State  Department.  Our 
intelligence  service  knew  that  Russia  had 
trained  an  effective  Communist  army 
in  North  Korea.  After  all,  that  is  the 
Russian  pattern.  Our  intelligence  serv¬ 
ice  knew  that  Russia  had  brought  down 
from  Manchuria  thousands  of  North 
Koreans  who  had  been  trained  in  the 
Russian  Manchurian  armies,  and  infil¬ 
trated  them,  in  accordance  with  the  Rus¬ 
sian  pattern,  all  through  North  Korea. 
Our  intelligence  service  knew  that.  Why 
do  you  suppose  Russia  was  doing  that, 
Mr.  President?  Why  should  those  in  the 
military  department  and  in  the  State 
Department  have  been  so  dumb,  for  Rus¬ 
sia  had  already  demonstrated  by  other 
patterns,  involving  satellite  countries  in 
other  parts  of  the  world,  that  once  she 
got  herself  into  a  strong  infiltration  posi¬ 
tion,  she  took  over.  So  she  took  over  in 
North  Korea. 

It  is  Russia  behind  the  scenes  that 
has  been  fighting  us  ever  since  the  North’ 
Korean  incident  started.  I  have  said 
frequently,  in  speaking  at  various  places 
across  the  country  ever  since  that  in¬ 
cident,  that  the  American  people  ought 
to  face  this  problem  with  realism,  name¬ 
ly,  they  should  realize  that  our  enemy  is 
Russia,  and  has  been  ever  since  the  out¬ 
break  of  the  Korean  war.  Why  kid  the 
American  people  about  it? 

What  have  we  been  told?  What  has 
been  the  attitude  of  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  military  witnesses,  when 
we  present  these  realistic  facts  to  them? 
They  do  not  intend  to  follow  in  Korea 
a  course  of  action  which  might  raise  the 
serious  threat  of  an  all-out  war — at  least, 
not  now.  I  think  that  is  about  as  con¬ 
cise  a  statement,  in  summary  of  their 
position,  as  one  can  make. 

Of  course,  let  me  say  in  passing  that 
I  thought  we  made  another  “beaut”  of  a 
mistake  after  we  withdrew  our  troops 
from  Korea,  when  we  announced  to  the 
world  that  our  front  line  of  defense  in 
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the  Pacific  would  be  from  the  Aleutians 
down  through  Japan  and  Okinawa  to 
the  Philippines.  That  announcement 
did  not  strengthen  our  defenses,  nor  did 
it  strengthen  the  morale  of  our  allies  in 
Asia.  The  course  of  events  since  that 
announcement  was  made  by  the  State 
Department  has  clearly  supported,  I 
think,  my  view  regarding  it.  It  is  my 
opinion  that  one  of  the  reasons  why 
Nehru  has  not  appeared  to  be  so  strongly 
on  our  side  on  this  issue  as  he  was  prior 
to  January  1950  is  because  India  was 
very  much  disturbed  about  what  our 
position  in  Asia  was  going  to  be,  by  way 
of  defense. 

Mr.  President,  inasmuch  as  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Washington  has  raised  the 
Korean  issue,  I  say  let  us  meet  it  in  this 
debate  and  see  whether  we  can  smoke 
out  of  the  administration  information 
as  to  what  our  plans  in  Korea  are  going 
to  be. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  most  part  the 
testimony  has  been  that  we  must  hold 
for  the  time  being,  and  that  there  are 
several  reasons  why  we  must  hold.  We 
cannot  lose  face  in  Asia;  and  of  course 
if  we  move  out  of  Korea,  that  will  be 
very  disappointing  to  other  peoples .  in 
Asia — which  I  think  is  true — with  the 
result  that  we  would  lose  some  face.  We 
are  also  told  that  we  must  not  be  too 
hasty  about  using  Chinese  guerrillas, 
whether  they  are  on  Formosa  or  whether 
they  comprise  what  have  been  estimated 
as  some  150,000  Chinese  guerrillas  on  the 
mainland  of  China,  in  no  way  connected 
either  with  the  Communists  or  with 
Chiang  Kai-shek’s  army.  I  understand 
that  now  some  military  supplies  are 
being  sent  to  them;  but  the  whole  atti¬ 
tude  has  been  that  we  will  continue  a 
holding  operation  in  Korea,  in  the  hope 
that  the  diplomats,  through  interna¬ 
tional  negotiations,  can  work  out  some 
kind  of  settlement  of  the  Korean  prob¬ 
lem.  However,  during  that  firne  the 
precious  blood  of  thousands  of  Ameri¬ 
can  boys  has  been  sacrificed  in  Korea 
because,  in  my  opinion,  we  have  not 
followed  a  proper  defensive  policy  there. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  criticized 
for  the  statement,  but  let  the  critics 
shoot  at  it  again,  because  I  make  it  again 
today,  as  I  did  on  December  21  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  that  I  believe  the 
American  people  have  a  right  to  have  the 
military  and  the  State  Department  make 
up  their  minds  as  to'  what  the  policy 
in  Korea  really  is  to  be,  and  then  let  the 
American  people  in  on  the  secret.  I 
think  they  are  entitled  to  know,  because 
they  are  going  to  make  the  sacrifices. 
The  boys  who  have  been  raised  by  Amer¬ 
ican  parents  are  going  to  pay  with  their 
blood  and  their  lives. 

However,  recurring  to  the  pending  bill, 
it  has  not  been  offered  to  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee  as  a.  solu¬ 
tion  to  the  problem  of  providing*large 
numbers  of  additional  troops  in  Korea. 
To  the  contrary,  for  a  very  long  time, 
until  just  recently,  the  attitude  of  the 
Pentagon  was  that  we  were  not  going 
to  malie  available  to  MacArthur  any 
considerable  number  of  additional  troops. 
I  am  somewhat  in  doubt,  in  recent  days, 
as  to  what  their  attitude  on  that  point 
really  is.  We  receive  some  indication 


that  perhaps  some  additional  troops  are 
to  be  supplied.  Certainly  the  military 
authorities  should  furnish  some  re¬ 
placements,  if  our  forces  are  going  to 
stay  in  Korea,  because  I  think  there  are 
thousands  of  boys  there  who  should  be 
replaced  and  brought  home  for  rest  and 
recuperation.  Believe  me,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  am  satisfied  that  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  in  the  position  I  take  on  this  bill 
that  will  prevent  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  from  doing  that. 

Let  me  also  say  to  my  good  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Washington,  when  he  be¬ 
gins  talking  about  this  bill  in  relation  to 
Korea,  that  it  could  not  possibly  in  the 
immediate  future,  and  also  for  some  time 
to  come,  give  to  Korea  the  kind  of  sup¬ 
port  which  he,  by  implication,  is  weav¬ 
ing  into  this  bill  as  a  justification  for  it. 
Whether  we  give  support  to  Korea  de¬ 
pends  on  whether  we  have  today  the 
trained  manpower  to  send  there.  It  is 
my  understanding,  on  the  basis  of  every¬ 
thing  I  have  heard  up  to  today  in  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  that  we  do 
not  now  have  the  trained  manpower. 

Then  the  question  may  hastily  be 
asked,  “Does  not  that  show  that  a  longer 
term  of  service  is  needed  in  order  to 
get  the  manpower  ready  for  Korea?” 
I  say  that  just  the  opposite  should  be 
the  logical  answer,  because  I  repeat  that 
under  a  21  months’  period  of  service — 
and  in  a  moment  I  shall  come  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  distinction  between  training  and 
service,  about  which  I  respectfully  sub¬ 
mit  my  distinguished  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Washington,  seems  to  be  con¬ 
fused — under  a  21-month  service  we 
can  train  more  men  for  replacement 
purposes  faster  and  we  can  also  build  up 
the  Reserve  faster,  as  I  said  the  other 
day. 

So  the  length  of  service  has  very  lit¬ 
tle,  if  anything  to  do  with  getting  men 
trained  for  Korea.  We  want  to  get  as 
many  men  trained  now,  as  fast  as  we  can 
get  them  trained.  I  say  we  can  train 
more  men  in  the  next  4  years,  which 
are  the  critical  years,  under  a  21 -month 
program  than  we  can  under  a  26-month 
program. 

On  this  point  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  seemed  to  lay  great  emphasis  on 
the  fact  that  I  was  suggesting  that  a 
longer  period  of  time  than  21  months 
was  needed  for  training  certain  special¬ 
ties.  Mr.  President,  he  completely  mis¬ 
understood  my  argument.  1  am  sure  he 
read  my  speech,  but  he  is  quite  mistaken 
in  his  report  o£.our  good-natured  discus¬ 
sion  in  the  corridor  the  other  day.  I 
did  not  ask  him  to  read  every  word  of 
my  speech.  I  was  joshing  him,  and  I 
said,  “I  hope  you  scan  the  speech  and- 
see  how  much  of  it  you  can  go  along 
with.  I  think  you  might  go  along  with 
some  of  it.”  He  had  not  been  at  the 
committee  hearings.  In  that  speech  I 
brought  to  bear  the  major  points  I  had 
made  throughout  the  committee  meet¬ 
ings. 

But  be  that  as  it  may,  I  did  not  say 
the  other  day,  and  I  have  never  said, 
that  more  than  21  months  are  needed  to 
train  men  for  certain  specialties.  So 
far  as  the  men  selected  for  the  draft  are 
concerned,  I  have  said  that  there  is  need 
for  more  than  from  4  to  6  months  of 
basic  training  within  which  to  train 


men  for  a  goodly  number  of  the  so- 
called  special  jobs  or  assignments  or 
positions  in  the  Army.  That  was  the 
testimony  given.  I  know  enough  about 
it  to  know  that  it  is  true.  By  and  large, 
most  of  the  men  can  be  given  the  basic 
training  necessary  to  make  combat 
troops  of  them,  so  far  as  the  basic  train¬ 
ing  is  concerned,  in  a  period  of  from  4 
to  6  months.  That  is  what  all  the  gen¬ 
erals  testified.  They  also  testified  that 
there  are  special  jobs  and  assignments 
which  require  a  little  more  time  than 
that.  But  I  have  said,  and  I  repeat, 
that  a  21-month  program  will  make  it 
possible  to  give  the  basic  training  and 
get  from  8  to  15  months  of  field  service 
out  of  the  overwhelming  number  of  the 
men  who  are  drafted.  If  it  be  true,  as 
I  believe  it  to  be,  that  the  next  4  years 
will  be  the  critical  years,  and  that,  if 
we  can  get  by  the  next  4  years,  there 
will  be  a  good  chance  of  escaping  world 
war  III,  then  we  ought  to  build  up  re¬ 
serves  as  rapidly  as  possible  with  the 
largest  pool  of  trained  manpower  pos¬ 
sible.  It  is  possible  to  do  a  better  job 
of  that,  by  training  men  under  a  lim¬ 
itation  of  21  months  rather  than  26. 
That  is  the  burden  of  my  argument  on 
that  point.  The  mathematics  of  it  are 
unanswerable,  and  they  have  not  been 
answered. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  said 
we  did  not  go  far  enough  in  1948,  and 
should  have  gone  'further.  That  is  an 
interesting  use  of  hindsight  on  the 
basis  of  conditions  which  have  developed 
since  1948,  conditions  which  no  reason¬ 
able  man  in  this  body  could  have  ex¬ 
pected  to  develop  and  which  would  not 
have  developed  had  our  Government 
not  made  so  many  mistakes  in  its  foreign 
policy. 

The  Senator  had  a  little  fun  with  me, 
in  reference  to  another  -part  of  my 
speech,  regarding  a  conversation  I  had 
with  him,  apparently,  about  a  bet  I  am 
supposed  to  have  offered  him  in  1948. 
On  the  basis  of  similar  conditions,  I 
would  offer  the  Senator  the  same  bet 
today.  I  would  have  lost  the  bet,  but  it 
was  a  good  bet.  I  would  have  lost  it 
because  of  the  foreign  policies  which  the 
administration  followed,  but  which  it 
should  not  have  followed. 

The  comments  of  the  Senator  from 
Washington  in  his  references  to  my 
speeches  of  June  7  and  9,  1948,  also  need 
to  be  read  in  the  light  of  the  position 
which  I  was  taking  on  universal  military 
training.  I  know  of  no  Member  of  this 
body  who  has  fought  harder  or  who  in 
1948  was  fighting  harder  than  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  for  the  adoption  of 
a  UMT  program.  I  was  urging  its  adop¬ 
tion  then.  Had  we  adopted  a  UMT  pro¬ 
gram  plus  a  draft  program  for  12 
months,  or  for  18  months,  for  which  I 
was  fighting,  we  would  have  been  in  a 
remarkably  strong  position  today  in  re¬ 
gard  to  our  military  manpower.  But  not 
a  word  does  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  say  in  his  comments  about  my  posi¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  the  term  of  service  for 
the  draft  in  1948,  or  about  the  fact  that 
I  was  urging  that  we  supplement  or 
coordinate  with  that  draft  program  a 
UMT  program. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  knows 
my  position  on  this  question.  He  is 
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well  aware  of  the  fact  that  late  last  sum¬ 
mer,  when  we  were  urging  adoption  of 
a  universal  military  training  bill,  the 
then  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  Senate  and  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  had  a 
conference  with  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  The  chairman  of  the 
Senate  committee  returned  to  us  and  re¬ 
ported  that,  in  the  conference,  it  was 
suggested — and  he  said  he  had  agreed  to 
go  along  with  the  suggestion — that  ac¬ 
tion  on  a  universal  military  training  bill 
should  be  postponed  until  the  next  ses¬ 
sion  of  Congress.  I  am  proud  of  the 
fact  that  I  was  one  of  the  four  members 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee — and 
it  is  a  matter  of  record — who  refused  to 
vote  for  postponement.  But  we  were  in 
the  minority.  Yet,  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  some  of  those  who  at  this  time 
are  the  strongest  proponents  of  this  bill 
did  not  vote  with  us  when  it  came  to  the 
question  of  opposing  postponement  of 
the  UMT  program. 

I  have  always  been  of  the  opinion — I 
was  of  that  opinion  in  1948,  when  I  was 
making  the  speeches  referred  to  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington  in  regard  to 
the  draft  bill,  not  a  UMT  bill,  which  was 
then  under  discussion — that  Congress 
ought  to  enact  a  draft  bill,  in  order  to 
supply  the  immediate  manpower  needed 
to  fill  up  the  companies  and  regiments 
in  the  Military  Establishment,  but  that 
we  ought  also  to  start  building  a  reserve 
of  trained  manpower  through  a  universal 
military  training  program,  in  order  to 
take  care  of  conditions  which  might  de¬ 
velop,  but  which  were  not  apparent  at 
the  time.  That  was — and  is  now — my 
position.  If  it  is  not  a  logical  and  a  con¬ 
sistent  position,  then  I  know  nothing 
about  the  rules  either  of  logic  or  of 
consistency. 

Mr.  President,  because  the  Senator 
from  Washington  made  a  passing  refer¬ 
ence  to  it  in  his  speech,  I  say  now  that 
the  pending  measure  is  not  a  universal 
military  training  bill,  except  in  title.  It 
contains  a  provision  for  a  UMT  civilian 
commission  with  some  Army  personnel 
on  it.  A  stamp  of  approval  is  placed 
upon  the  general  objective  of  the  Comp¬ 
ton  Commission  on  Universal  Military 
Training,  but  there  is  no  blueprint  for 
a  UMT  program  in  this  bill.  It  is  all  to 
be  worked  out  in  the  future,  if  and  when 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  or  the 
Congress  by  concurrent  resolution,  de¬ 
cides  to  cut  down  the  term  of  service 
provided  for  under  the  Draft  Act,  and  to 
start  then  a  universal  military  training 
program.  I  simply  feel  that  there  are  a 
host  of  people  in  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  a  great  many  members  of  vet¬ 
erans’  organizations,  who  have  the  no¬ 
tion  that  by  advocating  the  passage  of 
this  bill  they  are  then  given  assurance 
that,  at  long  last,  we  shall  have  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program.  They 
are  wrong  about  that,  because  we  still 
have  ahead  of  us  the  entire  job  of  im¬ 
plementing  any  UMT  program  that  is 
simply  referred  to  by  title,  for  the  most 
part,  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  President,  let  the  hearings  and  the 
record  speak  for  themselves.  In  the 


course  of  the  history  of  this  bill  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has  been 
critical  of  the  fact  that  the  bill  does  not 
go  far  enough  with  a  blueprint  either 
for  universal  military  training  or  a  blue¬ 
print  for  an  adequate  Reserve  program. 

Let  us  comment  now  on  that  program 
for  a  moment,  because  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Washington  made  passing  ref¬ 
erence  to  it.  I  almost  fell  out  of  my 
seat  when  I  heard  him  say  that  he  agreed 
with  me  on  something.  He  agrees  with 
me  about  the  Reserve  program.  He 
agrees  with  me  that  it  should  be 
strengthened.  He  apparently  agrees 
with  me  that  by  building  up  the  Reserve 
we  will  give  the  American  people  in  the 
years  to  come  the  best  assurance  of  hav¬ 
ing  thoroughly  trained,  military-trained, 
manpower  to  rise  to  the  defense  of  the 
Nation  in  case  of  an  all-out  war  with 
Russia.  I  am  happy  to  join  with  the 
Senator  from  Washington  in  that  point 
of  view.  I  have  been  saying  that  for  a 
long  time,  both  in  committee  and  in  my 
speeches  in  the  Senate  and  elsewhere. 

What  is  there  in  the  bill  about  the  Re¬ 
serve  program?  I  see  that  the  House 
committee  is  doing  a  little  better  job 
in  smoking  out  the  Pentagon  than  we 
did  in  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
of  the  Senate.  If  I  read  the  press  aright 
today,  the  House  committee  has  given 
the  Pentagon  orders,  and  said,  “Come 
on;  let  us  see  what  you  have  in  the  way 
of  a  Reserve  program.”  Unless  the  news¬ 
paper  report  I  saw  was  erroneous — and 
I  do  not  believe  it  was — the  House  com¬ 
mittee  has  said  to  the  Pentagon,  “We 
want  to  see  a  Reserve  program  now.” 
I  congratulate  the  House  committee.  I 
believe  that  is  the  proper  position  to 
take.  I  believe  the  Pentagon  should 
have  brought  a  Reserve  program  along 
with  the  proposal  for  a  military  man¬ 
power  bill.  We  cannot  separate  the  two. 
We  cannot  separate  the  question  of  how 
many  men  we  are  to  have,  what  length 
of  service  they  are  to  have,  and  what  age 
groups  are  going  to  be  inducted,  until 
we  know  what  the  Reserve  program  is  to 
be,  and  until  we  know  how  we  are  to 
implement  and  put  into  effect  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  bill. 

I  do  not  like  to  attribute  motives  to 
anyone,  but  as  an  individual  Senator 
who  has  to  pass  judgment  on  the  merits 
of  legislation  I  sometimes  cannot  blind 
myself  to  what  I  think  motivations  are. 
It  is  my  honest  opinion  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  the  Pentagon  did  not  bring 
forth  a  Reserve  program  in  a  blueprint 
form  and  a  universal  military  training 
program  in  blueprint  form,  at  the  time 
they  brought  forth  the  bill  now  before 
the  Senate,  was  that  they  knew  it  would 
be  much  more  difficult  to  establish  some 
of  the  figures  they  have  in  this  bill,  if 
we  could  take  a  look  at  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  effect  of  the  universal 
military  training  program. 

Let  us  move  to  another  point  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Washington.  He 
seems  to  be  a  little  sensitive  about  the 
fact  that  I  referred  to  the  bill  as  the 
“Pentagon  bill.”  I  am  sorry  he  is,  be¬ 
cause  I  never  meant  any  such  implica¬ 
tion  as  he  seems  to  have  read  into  my 
remarks.  He  seems  to  feel  that  some¬ 


how  I  am  implying  that  he  has  not 
exercised  an  honest,  independent  judg¬ 
ment  on  the  bill.  I  think  the  statement 
is  sufficient  that  I  had  no  such  inten¬ 
tion. 

I  did  have  the  intention — and  I  re¬ 
peat  it  now — of  telling  the  Senate  that 
for  the  most  part  the  pending  bill  is 
the  bill  which  the  Pentagon  brought  ‘to 
the  Armed  Services  Committee.  The 
Pentagon  was  the  source  of  the  bill.  We 
did  not  write  the  bill.  The  bill  did  not 
originate  with  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee.  It  is  the  bill  recommended  by 
the  Pentagon,  with  such  changes  as  the 
committee  made  in  it,  which  I  say,  con¬ 
sidering  the  bill  as  a  whole,  are  not 
substantial. 

We  do  not  have  to  worry  about  the 
Senator  from  Washington  making  up 
his  own  mind.  One  of  the  things  I  ad¬ 
mire  about  him  is  that  he  makes  up  his 
own  mind.  But  I  am  somewhat  dis¬ 
appointed  that  he  does  not  know  me 
better  than  to  think  that  I  would  imply 
by  anything  I  said  that  he  was  being  a 
tool,  or  a  stooge,  or  a  rubber  stamp,  of 
the  Pentagon.  My  only  disappointment 
about  the  Senator  from  Washington, 
and  some  of  my  other  colleagues  on  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  is  that 
they  were  persuaded  by  the  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  Pentagon.  I  wish  their 
persuasion  resistance  had  been  a  little 
more  impervious. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  says 
that  he  does  not  think  these  sta- 
tistics _ 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  Presfeent,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  desire  to  finish 
my  comments;  then  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen- 
.  ate  is  the  only  place  where  time  goes 
fast  for  me.  I  did  not  realize  I  had 
been  speaking  for  almost  an  hour.  I 
desire  to  hasten. 

I  wish  to  make  the  point  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  seems  to  think 
that  I  am  in  error  when  I  refer  to  what 
I  consider  to  be  the  statistical  weak¬ 
nesses  of  the  bill,  and  that  I  am  in  error 
when  I  say  the  statistics  are  unscientific. 
I  think  he  and  I  have  a  very  honest 
difference  of  opinion.  I  believe  that  some 
of  the  statistics  of  the  Pentagon  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  bill  are  pretty  inaccurate. 
In  my  opinion,  the  Pentagon  suffered 
some  terrific  statistical  casualties  in  its 
operations  on  the  bill.  I  went  into  them 
in  some  detail  yesterday,  and  I  am  in 
the  course  of  preparing,  in  connection 
with  some  of  my  other  amendments,  fur¬ 
ther  criticisms  of  the  statistics  of  the 
Pentagon.  But  let  me  say  one  thing 
about  the  ones  which  relate  to  this  part 
of  the  debate. 

As  I  said  yesterday,  I  think  it  was  a 
remarkable  statistical  performance  on 
the  part  of  the  Pentagon  when  on  Janu¬ 
ary  10  it  assured  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  that  the  size  of  the  Armed 
Forces  it  wanted  was  3,200,000  men. 
Under  cross-examination  they  stood  by 
that  statement.  They  said  through  then- 
witnesses  on  January  10,  1951,  that  that 
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was  the  position  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 

Staff.  , 

It  was  perfectly  obvious  from  the 
charts,  and  graphs,  and  beautiful  art 
work  which  they  displayed  before  the 
committee,  that  that  had  been  their  in¬ 
formation  for  quite  some  time,  because 
they  did  not  prepare  those  charts  over¬ 
night.  A  great  deal  of  work  went  into 
the  preparation  of  the  charts.  So  on 
January  10,  the  figure  was  3,200,000. 

I  do  not  know  what  happened.  The 
Senator  from  Washington  was  very  much 
interested  in  what  happened  to  my 
thinking  between  June  7,  1948,  and  June 
9,  1948,  when,  as  he  quoted  me,  I  per¬ 
fected  my  amendment  as  a  result  of  the 
operation  of  unconscionable  compro¬ 
mises  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  from 
a  12-month  term  proposal  to  an  18- 
month  term  proposal,  but  along  with  my 
fight  for  a  universal  military  training 
program  to  supplement  it  and  to  be  coor¬ 
dinated  with  it.  He  thought  that  was 
a  remarkable  change  of  attitude.  In  my 
view,  it  was  a  very  remarkable  change 
of  attitude  on  the  part  of  the  Pentagon 
that  between  January  10,  1951,  and 
January  12,  1951,  they  should  raise  the 
figure  by  some  250,000  men,  in  round 
numbers,  or  from  3,200,000  to  3,462,000. 
Why?  I  do  not  know  why.  I  wish  I 
knew  for  a  certainty. 

Another  interesting  thing  about  their 
performance  in  that  respect  was  that 
they  did  not  get  their  charts  changed 
by  January  12.  Even  on  January  12 
they  were' still  defending  their  position 
by  pointing  to  charts  which  were  based 
upon  a  figure  of  3,200,000.  They  never 
said  a  word  in  their  testimony,  as  I  re¬ 
call,  or  as  I  have  been  able  to  find,  about 
the  difference  between  their  chart  testi¬ 
mony  on  that  date  and  their  oral  testi¬ 
mony  on  that  date.  The  difference  was 
about  250,000  men.  I  do  not  know  why 
they  changed.  I  am  sorry,  but  they 
have  left  me  with  an  impression  as  to 
their  motivations  with  respect  to  the 
change.  I  am  sorry  that  I  have  a  suspi¬ 
cion  about  it,  but  I  do.  After  all,  Mr. 
President,  in  court  one  must  judge  a 
witness  not  only  by  what  he  says,  but 
by  the  intangible  things  which  cause  an 
opinion  to  be  formed  as  to  attitudes 
and  motivations.  I  think  that  some  of 
their  latex- — or  perhaps  I  should  say  be¬ 
lated — calculations  were  brought  forth 
by  the  realization  that  if  they  stuck  to 
the  3,200,000  figure  and  eliminated  some 
of  their  manpower  waste  they  would  not 
have  to  dip  into  the  18-year-olds  at  all. 
That  is  why  I  think  they  raised  the  fig¬ 
ure.  I  think  their  first  figure  confessed 
them  out  of  court  so  far  as  their  argu¬ 
ments  for  18-year-olds  was  concerned. 
Therefore  they  revised  their  figures  very 
quickly  and  came  in  a  few  days  later 
with  the  figure  of  3,462,000,  but  before 
they  had  a  chance  to  change  their 
charts.  If  they  had  stayed  with  the 
3,200,000  and  brought  about  reforms  in 
manpower  waste  which  they  should 
bring  about  they  would  not  have  to 
touch  a  single  18-year-old. 

Perhaps  my  good  friend  from  Wash¬ 
ington  thinks  that  I  have  a  slanted  at¬ 
titude  in  regard  to  the  statistics  of  the 
Pentagon.  I  cannot  get  away  from  the 
fact  that  by  the  record  itself  they  made 


the  change  in  a  vei-y  few  hours.  I  have 
heard  it  said,  since  I  made  my  argument 
yesterday  on  the  floor,  that  changed  con¬ 
ditions  in  Korea  brought  about  that 
change.  Let  me  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
with  respect  to  those  two  dates  that 
argument  cannot  be  supported  by  the 
facts.  Conditions  in  Korea  were  just  as 
bad  on  the  first  day  as  they  were  2  days 
later.  It  is  impossible  to  reconcile  such 
an  explanation  of  the  change  with  what 
the  Pentagon  was  telling  us  with  respect 
to  their  manpower  plans  in  Korea,  be¬ 
cause  it  was  about  that  time,  or  in  the 
neighborhood  of  those  dates,  that  high 
officials  of  the  Pentagon,  standing  before 
the  committee  in  executive  session,  told 
us  that  they  had  no  intention  of  sending 
any  considerable  number  of  replace¬ 
ments  or  additional  troops  to  Korea. 
No;  they  will  have  to  do  better  than 
that. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  stated  that  I 
should  like  to  finish  my  comments  with¬ 
out  interruption  so  that  they  may  be 
made  with  some  form  of  continuity. 
Does  the  Senator  wish  to  make  an  inser¬ 
tion  in  the  Record? 

Mr.  TAFT.  No;  I  wanted  to  ask  about 
the  general  need  for  18-year-old  boys. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  next  point 
I  shall  take  up,  if  the  Senator  will  per¬ 
mit  me  to  discuss  it.  It  also  bears  upon 
some  comments  made  by  the  Senator 
from  Washington.  The  Pentagon  is 
having  a  hard  time  with  its  figures. 
They  are  having  a  hard  time  with  the 
figures  on  which  the  Senator  from 
Washington  disagrees  with  me  because 
I  think  they  are  a  little  bit  slanted.  I 
do  say  that.  I  say  they  are  slanted.  I 
say  they  have  been  presented  in  a  way 
which  constitutes  an  overstatement  in 
favor  of  the  Pentagon’s  position.  I  say 
also  that  I  have  a  hunch  that  the  men 
in  the  Pentagon  would  be  the  most  sur¬ 
prised  men  in  Washington  if  the  bill 
went  through  without  the  imposition  of 
some  modifications  and  checks.  It  is 
my  opinion  that  their  general  legislative 
strategy  is  to  ask  for  more  than  they 
need  or  expect  to  get.  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  to  victimize  ourselves  by  not 
putting  into  practice  through  fair 
amendments  some  needed  checks  upon 
the  military. 

Referring  to  what  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  had  in  mind,  the  Pentagon  is 
having  a  little  trouble  these  days  with- 
the  statements  which  some  of  their  men 
have  made  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  18-year-olds.  As  I  said  yestei’day,  I 
am  not  at  all  satisfied  with  the  state¬ 
ments  of  General  Marshall  or  General 
Bradley  in  regard  to  the  question  of 
18-year-olds  before  the  House  commit¬ 
tee,  particularly  with  the  statement  of 
General  Marshall  as  reported  in  the  press 
yesterday.  I  think  the  record  is  per¬ 
fectly  clear  that  the  Pentagon  admits 
they  do  not  intend  to  take  any  18-year- 
olds  until  sometime  in  1952.  General 
Marshall  yesterday  made  a  statement 
which  I  interpret  to  mean  that  if  we 
did  not  here  and  now  give  them  the 
authority  to  draft  18-year-olds  they 
could  not  raise  an  airny  of  4,000,000  or 
more  men.  It  is  very  hard  to  pin  them 


down.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea 
what  size  Army  they  contemplate  for 
the  immediate  future  in  view  of  what  I 
think  are  rather  complicated  remarks 
with  regard  to  the  18-year-old  issue. 
First  they  say  they  will  not  take  any 
18-year-olds  until  1952.  They  say  they 
would  not  take  them  anyway  under  the 
bill  until  they  reach  18  V2  years,  because 
that  is  how  old  they  would  be  when  they 
got  around  to  inducting  them.  How¬ 
ever,  they  do  not  want  us  to  write  any 
such  restriction  in  the  bill.  When  the 
suggestion  is  made,  they  say,  “Oh,  no.” 
Now  they  say,  “Don’t  put  any  restriction 
in  the  bill  which  will  prevent  us  from 
taking  18-year-olds,  because  if  you  do 
we  cannot  raise  an  army  of  4,000,000  or 
more  men.” 

Mr.  President,  we  have  the  right,  and 
as  members  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  we  have  the  duty  to  find  out 
what  their  ceiling  plans  are  in  the  im¬ 
mediate  future.  I  believe  we  also  have 
the  duty  of  saying  to  the  military,  “We 
are  not  going  out  of  business  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  or  in  the  House.  We  will  be  at  the 
same  old  place  2  years  from  now.  If  you 
can  come  forward  2  years  from  now 
and  convince  us  that  18-year-olds  ought 
to  be  taken  on  the  basis  of  conditions 
which  then  exist,  we  will  consider  the 
conditions,  and  grant  you  the  power.” 

I  cannot  understand  why  the  military 
want  it  both  ways  and  all  ways.  What 
they  are  really  asking  for  is  blanket  au¬ 
thority  to  take  18-year-olds,  no  ques¬ 
tions  asked  or -answered. 

Is  that  the  point  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  had  in  mind? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Yes.  If  the  Senator  does 
not  mind  I  should  like  to  read  from  the 
Washington  Post  regarding  General 
Marshall’s  statement: 

Marshall  said  the  18 y2  draft  age  would 
not  provide  a  large  enough  manpower  pool 
to  meet  any  sudden  emergency  which  re¬ 
quires  expansion  of  the  Armed  Forces  from 
3,500,000  to  4,000,000  or  above.  Moreover,  he 
went  on,  it  would  be  unfair  to  the  many 
reservis+T  who  had  to  be  called  when  Korea 
broke. 

Believing,  as  I  do,  that  3,500,000  men 
presents  the  very  economic  limit  we  can 
provide  on  any  permanent  basis,  I 
feel  very  sti-ongly  that  if  the  difference 
between  18  and  18  V2  is  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  4,000,000  men  or  more,  that 
is  a  strong  argument  in  favor  of  making 
the  age  18  *4,  so  that  the  military  cannot 
go  above  3,500,000  until  Congress  acts, 
affirmatively. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  completely  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  May  I  ask  the  Senator 
what  his  figures  would  show  as  to  the 
reservist  argument?  Does  it  make  any 
difference?  Are  thei*e  not  plenty  of  men 
above  the  age  of  18 '/k  to  enable  the  re¬ 
servists  to  be  returned  to  civil  life? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  my  opinion  that  is 
true.  I  dwelt  on  that  point  yesterday, 
and  to  some  extent  today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  make  one 
further  comment  in  regard  to  the  sta¬ 
tistics  of  the  military.  Yesterday  I 
pointed  out  that  I  thought  they  had 
suffered  some  other  statistical  casualties 
in  their  figuring.  Mrs.  Rosenberg  agreed 
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that  they  could  probably  pick  up  100,000 
men — and  I  think  more  than  that — by 
taking  more  rejectees  than  they  are  now 
taking.  I  assumed,  when  she  made  that 
statement,  and  when  I  read  her  testi¬ 
mony,  that  that  was  going  to  be  the 
policy.  However,  nowhere  did  they  sub¬ 
sequently  insert  that  100,000  in  their  cal¬ 
culations.  In  all  their  calculations  they 
have  gone  ahead  with  that  100,000 — and 
I  think  it  ought  to  be  pretty  close  to  twice 
that  number — eliminated.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  I  am  justified  in  saying 
that  I  think  their  statistics  are  slanted 
or  presented  by  way  of  overstatement  so 
as  to  place  their  position  in  the  best  light. 
However,  it  seems  to  me,  that  is  a  per¬ 
fectly  good  example. 

As  I  stated  yesterday,  they  lost  another 
250,000  to  300,000  men  in  their  statistics 
on  the  margin  of  safety.  So  I  leave  this 
point  by  saying  that  I  have  nothing  to 
modify  or  qualify  or  take  back  in  what 
I  have  said  about  what  I  consider  to  be 
the  slanted  statistics  of  the  Pentagon. 

I  enjoyed  particularly  the  literary 
style  of  my  good  friend  from  Washing¬ 
ton  when  he  told  us,  with  his  beautiful 
speaking  ability,  that  he  was  going  to 
reject  my  approach  to  those  statistics 
because  he  thought  he  had  to  build  a 
line  of  defense  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  in  answer  to  my  criticisms  of  the 
statistics.  I  know  that  he  thinks  I  am 
dead  wrong.  I  am  sorry  he  does.  I 
have  great  respect  for  his  sincerity  of 
conviction,  but  I  simply  wish  to  say  that, 
in  my  opinion,  it  would  be  better  to 
modify  the  figures  of  the  Pentagon 
downward,  as  I  am  suggesting,  because 
the  result  of  that,  I  believe,  would  be  to 
force  the  military  to  eliminate  some  of 
their  manpower  waste. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  that  the  Military  Establishment 
is  not  the  only  place  in  our  Government 
where  there  is  manpower  waste;'  but  I 
have  never  believed  that  two  wrongs 
make  one  right.  Here  we  have  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  correct  one  wrong.  I  will 
join  with  the  Senator  from  Washington 
in  taking  care  of  the  other  wrongs  of 
manpower  waste  within  the  Government 
any  time  he  comes  forward  with  a  pro¬ 
gram  which  shows  that  he  has  a  way  of 
eliminating  some  of  the  waste,  because, 
in  my  opinion,  to  do  so  would  increase 
the  efficiency  of  administration. 

Many  Federal  employees  do  not  like 
to  hear  me  say  it,  but  I  believe  that  in 
most  of  the  civilian  agencies  of  the 
Government  we  could  eliminate  a  sub¬ 
stantial  number  of  employees,  with  re¬ 
sulting  greater  efficiency  in  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  departments.  For  years  I 
have  been  willing  to  do  that  very  thing. 
But  I  say  that  now  we  have  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  of  forcing  the  administration  to 
eliminate  some  of  the  manpower  waste 
in  the  Military  Establishment. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  w^ints 
tf  know  where  I  am  going  to  get  the 
additional  manpower  to  handle  the 
paper-pushing  jobs.  I  am  going  to  get 
them  out  of  the  age  brackets  not  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  draft,  save  and  except  for 
the  thousands  we  could  get  by  taking 
some  of  those  within  the  age  brackets 
covered  by  the  draft,  who  do  not  have 
the  physical  ability  to  be  trained  for 


combat,  but  certainly  could  do  a  great 
deal  of  the  paper  work,  the  adminis¬ 
trative  work  which  goes  along  with  run¬ 
ning  the  military  on  the  lower  echelons. 
That  is  where  I  would  get  the  additional 
manpower.  I  would  get  it  by  making 
greater  use  of  womanpower,  both  in 
uniform  and  in  civilian  capacities,  in 
the  armed  services.  I  would  get  it  by 
making  greater  use  of  civilian  woman- 
pow'er  and  manpower  above  the  age 
brackets  covered  by  the  draft.  I  am 
satisfied  that  it  could  be  done.  That  is 
why  I  think  we  can  come  pretty  close 
to  the  three  million  ceiling  I  have  sug¬ 
gested.  Instructions  should  be  given  to 
the  military  that  they  must  fill  some  of 
their  jobs  with  civilians,  and  release  for 
combat  training  a  great  many  able- 
bodied  men  now  filling  such  jobs.  If  we 
could  accomplish  that  it  would  improve 
the  efficiency  of  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  and  save  the  taxpayers  a  great 
deal  of  money,  because  we  could  main¬ 
tain  civilians  in  those  jobs  more  cheaply 
than  we  could  maintain  men  in  uniform 
in  the  same  jobs. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  my  friend  from 
Washington  will  be  patient  with  me  and 
let  me  finish  these  points,  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  discuss  with  him  our  differences. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  enjoy  being  patient.  I 
thoroughly  appreciate  the  opportunity  to 
listen  to  every  word. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from 
Washington  is  a  very  patient  man. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  is  a  wonderful  man 
in  a  great  many  other  respects.  Pa¬ 
tience  is  not  his  only  attribute. 

Mr.  CAIN.  I  should  like  to  return  the 
compliment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  attributed  to  me  a  desire  to  hold 
a  threat  over  the  military.  I  am  not 
suggesting  any  exercise  of  threats,  but 
I  will  tell  the  Senate  what  I  am  suggest¬ 
ing.  I  am  suggesting  that  the  Senate 
exercise  its  constitutional  checks  over 
the  military,  which  is  quite  a  different 
thing  from  a  threat.  I  am  suggesting 
that  the  Senate  insist  upon  writing  into 
the  bill,  on  the  basis  of  present  condi¬ 
tions,  explained  to  it  by  the  Military 
Establishment,  a  ceiling  for  the  Armed 
Forces  for  the  immediate  future,  letting 
them  know  that  we  will  stand  ready 
and  willing  to  raise  that  ceiling  as  they 
show  that  world  conditions  call  for  it. 

I  repeat,  merely  by  way  of  reference, 
what  I  said  yesterday  in  regard  to  what 
I  think  the  military  did  to  their  own 
manpower  bill  when  they  unwisely  com¬ 
mitted  themselves  the  other  day  to  only 
an  additional  100,000  troops  in  Europe. 
When  they  did  that  they  reinforced  my 
argument  for  a  ceiling  around  3,000,000. 
Let  me  say  to  my  friend  from  Washing¬ 
ton  that  I  am  going  to  be  susceptible  to 
a  compromise  of  3,000,000  if  I  lose  out 
on  my  proposal,  to  such  a  compromise 
as  3,100,000,  or  even  go  back  to  the  first 
recommendation  of  the  military  itself 
for  3,200,000.  I  give  advance  notice  of 
that  so  I  can  be  free  of  any  charge  that 
by  doing  that  I  will  be  guilty  of  some 


inconsistency.  That  happens  to  be  a 
part  of  the  legislative  process  itself  in 
the  Senate. 

I  have  already  covered  the  point  the 
Senator  made  respecting  Korea,  when  he 
said  that  we  need  more  men  in  Korea. 
I  believe  we  do.  Of  course,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  it  is  fallacious  to  jump  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  if  my  amendment  is  adopted 
we  cannot  get  them.  What  we  need 
more  than  anything  else  in  determining 
the  manpower  program  in  Korea  is  a 
clear  statement  of  policy  respecting 
Korea.  That  is  what  we  need.  If  we 
cannot  obtain  a  clear  statement  re¬ 
specting  our  policy  in  Korea  in  the  near 
future,  then  I  think  the  Senate  ought  to 
take  whatever  steps  it  can  to  carry  the 
fight  to  the  administration,  and  insist 
on  having  either  a  clear  statement  of 
policy  respecting  Korea  or  that  we  fall 
back  to  a  line  of  defense  we  can  defend 
in  the  Pacific  with  the  use  of  air  and 
naval  power  short  of  sacrificing  the  man¬ 
power  we  are  presently  sacrificing  by  way 
of  casualties. 

I  do  not  think  the  American  people 
are  going  to  be  very  tolerant  much 
longer  of  a  military  policy  in  Korea 
that  does  not  protect  the  American  boys 
there  by  taking  action  against  the  bases 
of  supply  which  are  providing  the  mate¬ 
rials  which  are  used  in  killing  them.  I 
am  just  about  fed  up  with  this  on-again 
cff-again  policy,  this  program  of  vacilla¬ 
tion  in  Korea  in  regard  to  what  our 
program  toward  Communist  China  and 
Communist  Russia  is  going  to  be. 

Now  I  come  to  the  comment  by  the 
Senator  from  Washington  that  my 
amendment  would  result  in  freezing  men 
in  combat  units  in  Korea.  I  say  that 
simply  does  not  follow.  It  does  not  fol¬ 
low  that  we  could  not  send  men  to  Korea 
if  we  get  men  who  would  be  trained  as 
a  result  of  the  adoption  of  my  amend¬ 
ment.  If  it  is  desired  to  send  more 
men  to  Korea  than  the  number  I  have 
heard  anyone  suggest  so  far,  then  let 
me  say  we  must  go  far  beyond  the  fig¬ 
ure  of  3,000,000  or  3,100,000  I  am  talk¬ 
ing  about,  or  the  3,462,000  the  majority 
are  talking  about.  We  must  recognize 
then  that  we  will  have  to  bring  back 
into  the  service  a  much  larger  number 
of  reservists  and  National  Guard  men, 
and  really  put  on  a  manpower  drive  that 
will  leave  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of  Com¬ 
munist  Russia  and  Communist  China  of 
what  we  intend  to  do  in  Korea. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  said: 
“Let  us  get  ready  to  rotate  men  in 
Korea.”  I  say  the  same  thing,  only  I 
say  it  can  be  done  under  my  amend¬ 
ments.  My  amendments  do  not  pre¬ 
vent  that  being  done.  I  have  no  question 
about  the  need  for  rotation  in  Korea. 
But  I  have  the  feeling  that  raising  the 
Korean  issue  in  support  of  the  bill  and 
seeking  to  give  the  impression  that  any¬ 
one  who  does  not  go  along  with  the  bill 
in  every  particular  must  be  charged  with 
following  a  course  of  action  that  some¬ 
how  weakens  our  position  in  Korea,  is 
another  grand  non  sequitur  and  a  good 
example  of  false  reasoning. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  military 
is  not  going  to  send  more  than  100,000 
men  to  Europe,  my  amendments  will  not 
prevent  them  from  sending  large  num- 
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bers  of  men  to  Korea  when  the  men  are 
trained.  But  again  let  me  say,  as  I  said 
earlier,  what  we  need  in  Korea  now  is 
men  presently  trained.  For  the  most 
part  we  are  talking  about  a  bill  which 
deals  with  the  problem  of  bringing  in 
men  by  way  of  induction  for  future 
training.  Certainly  they  are  not  for 
some  months  going  to  be  ready  to  take 
up  positions  in  Korea.  When  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Washington  argues  about  doing 
something  for  Korea,  he  should  not  over¬ 
look  the  fact  that  we  must  do  it,  if  we 
are  going  to  do  it  now,  in  terms  of  men 
presently  trained,  not  in  terms  of  men 
who  sometime  in  the  future  will '  be 
trained  under  the  bill. 

Then  the  Senator  from  Washington 
had  something  to  say  about  my  position 
in  regard  to  enlistments.  He  said  the 
figures  show  that  under  the  present  sys¬ 
tem  the  average  enlistment  in  the  Navy 
and  in  the  Air  Force  is  a  little  more 
than  5  years  because  of  reenlistments. 
My  amendments  do  not  stop  enlistments, 
and  they  do  not  stop  reenlistments.  I 
think  it  is  reasonable  to  presume  that 
if  the  services  can  sell  their  program  to 
their  enlistees  after  30  months,  as  called 
for  by  one  of  my  amendments,  the  boys 
will  reenlist. 

When  the  Senator  from  Washington 
talks  about  it  being  important  to  main¬ 
tain  the  right  of  boys  to  enlist  voluntari¬ 
ly  if  they  want  to,  I  have  no  quarrel  with 
him  on  the  principle.  I  point  out,  how¬ 
ever,  that  I  have  a  little  quarrel  with 
the  military  about  the  way  they  have 
been  applying  the  principle.  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  that  the  enlistment  policy  of  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Navy  in  recent  months — 
in  fact,  for  the  most  part  since  Korea — 
under  which  they  have  been  stressing 
the  4-year  enlistment  program,  .has 
amounted  to  a  type  of  pressure  which  I 
think  raises  the  question  as  to  whether, 
in  a  great  many  cases,  enlistments  are 
as  voluntary  as  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  would  have  us  believe.  As  I  talk 
not  only  to  the  boys  involved  but  to  the 
parents  of  many  boys,  I  somehow  get 
the  impression  from  both  groups  of  wit¬ 
nesses  that  the  boys  feel  they  have  been, 
in  a  way,  pressured  into  a  4-year  enlist¬ 
ment  because  if  they  do  not  enlist  for  4 
years  they  run  the  danger  of  being 
drafted  and  sent  to  Korea  as  foot  soldiers 
at  some  time  in  the  future. 

I  wonder  if  it  is  good  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  use  that  kind 
of  pressure  device— I  think  I  called  it 
the  other  day  a  sort  of  legal  blackmail¬ 
ing  procedure — to  induce  boys  to  enlist 
for  a  longer  period  of  time  than  they 
would  otherwise  voluntarily  enlist  for,  if 
it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  they  are 
given  to  understand  that  they  run  the 
risk,  if  they  do  not  so  enlist,  of  being 
drafted  as  foot  soldiers. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  said, 
“That  is  up  to  them.”  I  believe  there  is 
something  up  to  us  also  as  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people  in  protecting  them 
from  the  kind  of  pressure  tactics  I  think 
the  military  is  guilty  of  in  its  present  en¬ 
listment  program.  I  believe  we  have 
that  responsibility,  Mr.  President.  We 
are  dealing  with  18-  and  19-year-old 
boys,  courageous,  daring,  many  of  them 


rather  rash  young  fellows,  who  will  be 
more  matured  in  a  few  years  than  they 
are  now,  irrespective  of  the  fine  matur¬ 
ity  that  characterizes  most  of  our  18- 
year-old  boys.  Even  the  best  of  them 
will  be  more  mature  in  a  few  more  years. 

In  venturing  a  suggestion  now,  let  me 
include  the  word  “if,”  because  perhaps 
2  years  from  now  the  Senator  from 
Washington  or  some  other  Senator  will 
refer  to  the  speech  I  make  today  and  will 
take  out  of  context  certain  excerpts,  read 
them  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and 
seek  to  give  the  impression  that  some¬ 
how,  in  some  way,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  inconsistent  in  subsequent 
speeches,  as  compared  with  the  speech 
he  made  early  in  March  1951.  So,  if  in 
several  years  the  period  of  tension  now 
prevailing  is  about  the  same,  in  other 
words  if  we  are  not  any  nearer  war  then 
than  we  are  now,  and  if  there  is  indica¬ 
tion  then  that  there  is  a  good  chance  of 
avoiding  war  entirely,  I  have  a  suspicion 
that  we  shall  be  hearing  a  great  deal 
about  those  who  enlisted  at  this  time, 
for  4  years.  I  think  many  Members  of 
Congress  will  bs  saying,  “We  should  be 
doing  something  about  them,  as  they 
were  rather  blackjacked  into  enlisting, 
because  of  the  exploitation  of  them  by 
means  of  the  pressure  exerted  by  the 
military  in  1951.”  I  think  that  will 
occur,  and  I  think  time  will  prove  my 
suspicion  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  my 
amendment  limiting  to  30  months  the 
service  of  those  who  enlist  is  the  mon¬ 
strosity  that  my  friend  the  Senator  from 
Washington  seems  to  think  it  is.  How¬ 
ever,  there  is  another  part  of  the  speech 
which  is  dangerous,  so  far  as  he  is  con¬ 
cerned.  He  would  like  to  take  all  my 
amendments  in  one  package,  and  say, 
“Here  they  are;  the  Senate  should  not 
consider  by  itself  this  amendment  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  offering,  but 
should  consider  them  as  a  one-package 
en-bloc  presentation.” 

Mr.  President,  I  have  not  offered  the 
amendments  en  bloc,  and  I  do  not  in¬ 
tend  to  do  so.  Depending  upon  the  out¬ 
come  of  the  votes  on  some  of  the  amend¬ 
ments,  will  not  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington  be  surprised  if  he  should  discover 
that  the  adoption  of  some  of  them  might 
have  a  controlling  effect  in  regard  to 
whether  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  offer  all  his  amendments? 

I  am  perfectly  cognizant  of  the  fact 
that  each  one  of  my  amendments  will 
have  definite  effects  upon  the  military 
manpower  program.  I  am  aware  of 
that.  Even  though  I  have  offered  the 
amendments,  the  fact  is — whether  the 
Senator  from  Washington  would  believe 
it  or  not — that  I  intend  to  continue  to 
keep  an  open  mind  on.  this  bill  as  the 
debate  progresses.  If  at  any  time  I  be¬ 
came  convinced,  after  the  adoption  of 
some  of  my  amendments,  that  any  fur¬ 
ther  modification  of  the  program  would 
not  be  good  for  the  manpower  program, 
I  simply  would  not  call  up  another 
amendment.  Situations  of  that  sort 
arise  all  the  time  in  the  Senate,  of  course. 
If  I  could  make  either  the  clerk  or  the 
Parliamentarian  my  witness  for  a  mo¬ 
ment,  either  one  would  have  to  testify—  ■ 


because  the  Record  supports  me — that  it 
frequently  happens  in  the  Senate’s  pro¬ 
ceedings,  in  the  midst  of  the  legislative 
process  of  working  out  the  best  bill  ob¬ 
tainable  by  means  of  conscionable  com¬ 
promises  among  us,  that  amendments 
are  sent  to  the  desk,  but  never  are  called 
up,  because  of  action  taken  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  on  amendments  which  are  consid¬ 
ered  prior  thereto. 

I  am  not  making  an  offer  in  this  con¬ 
nection;  let  no  one  assume  that  I  am. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  a  moment. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  making  an 
offer  as  to  what  my  procedure  will  be; 
but  I  simply  wish  to  reply  to  the  assump¬ 
tion  made  by  my  good  friend,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington,  that  all  my 
amendments  are  going  to  be  called  up 
before  this  debate  is  over.  They  may 
be;  but  whether  I  call  up  all  of  them  will 
depend  very  largely  upon  the  course  of 
action  taken  by  the  Senate  on  the  in¬ 
dividual  amendments  as  they  are  con¬ 
sidered.  I  think  Senators  will  find,  in 
the  course  of  this  debate,  that  not  all 
the  amendments  may  be  called  up — just 
as,  in  the  case  of  every  other  major  piece 
of  proposed  legislation  which  comes  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate,  not  all  amendments  are 
always  called  up,  even  though  they  may 
be  at  the  desk. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  prefer  to  have 
my  good  friend,  the  Senator  from  Utah, 
wait - 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
a  question  which  I  think  is  pertinent  at 
this  point,  but  it  may  not  be  later  on. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  been 
speaking  of  examples  and  of  calling  up 
witnesses  to  testify  about  what  happens. 
7  simply  wish  to  furnish  an  example  now. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  my  good  friend  the 
Senator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Cain] 
will  accept  an  apology  in  advance  for  my 
not  yielding  to  him  a  moment  ago,  and 
for  my  yielding  at  this  time  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Utah,  who  apparently  is  about 
to  support  me — whereas  I  assume  that 
my  friend,  the  Senator  from  'Washington 
v/as  not  going  to  support  me — then  I  do 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah;  and  in 
due  course  I  shall  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
thoroughly  understand  that  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  in  need  of  support,  and 
I  am  glad  to  have  him  supported. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  may  think 
so;  but  the  Senator  from  Washington 
has  had  opportunity  to  present  his  case 
in  chief,  and  my  remarks  at  this  time 
really  are  rebuttal.  Later  I  shall  give 
him  time  for  surrebuttal,  and  I  shall  wel¬ 
come  it. 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  is  very 
thoughtful. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  do 
not  want  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to 
jump  to  conclusions  in  regard  to  what  I 
am  going  to  do.  I  said  I  would  furnish 
an  example  of  what  he  has  been  saying. 
I  do  not  know  which  way  I  shall  vote. 
I  have  heard  the  various  speakers  in  the 
course  of  this  debate. 
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Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  from 
Utah  does  not  know  which  way  he  is 
going  to  vote,  then  he  is  on  my  side. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  know,  either? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  just  pleading  for 
open  minds. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  At  any  rate,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Senator  some  questions. 

I  heard  the  argument  made  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  awhile  ago,  in  the  course  of  which 
he  pointed  out  that  all  the  priorities 
provided  for  in  the  bill,  as  it  now  stands, 
as  reported  by  the  committee,  will  be 
wiped  out  if  the  laV^-year  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  prevails.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  comment  on  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  ask  the  Senator 
from  Utah  to  restate  his  question,  please. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  With  respect  to  the 
Senator’s  amendment  in  regard  to  I8V2- 
year-olds,  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson]  said,  as  I  understood  him, 
that  all  the  priorities — in  other  words, 
those  in  regard  to  the  ones  who  would 
be  taken  first,  before  we  reached  the 
18-year-olds — would  be  wiped  out  if  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
is  adopted.  I  should  like  to  have  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  comment  on  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  really  my  last 
point,  but  let  us  get  to  it  now. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  very  much  in 
doubt.  I  say  to  the  Senator  that  if  that 
is  actually  the  effect  of  his  amendment, 
I  am  afraid  I  am  not  on  his  side. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  may  not 
be;  but  certainly  I  shall  give  him  an 
honest  answer  to  his  question. 

I  think  I  have  completed  the  point 
I  was  on,  so  I  shall  come  now  to  the 
question  the  Senator  from  Utah  has 
asked  and  the  point  he  has  raised. 

Under  the  bill  presently  before  the 
Senate,  its  operation,  as  I  understand, 
in  respect  to  18-year-olds  will  be  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Each  local  draft  board  can  take 
18-year-olds  -after  it  has  used  up  all  the 
men  in  the  age  group  of  19  through  25 
that  it  wishes  to  take. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  other  words,  sin¬ 
gle  men? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  under  this  bill  it 
can  take  single  men  and  it  can  take  mar¬ 
ried  men  who  do  not  have  children. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Yes;  I  think  that  is 
correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  point  out  that 
we  should  not  forget  that  the  local  draft 
board  has  considerable  discretion  in  the 
exercise  of  its  functions,  in  determining 
which  men  it  will  take  and  which  men 
it  will  defer.  In  each  local  community 
the  draft  board,  under  the  operation  of 
the  old  selective-service  law — in  other 
words,  the  1948  act — will  begin  to  con¬ 
sider  taking  those  in  the  18-year-old 
group,  under  this  bill,  after  it  has  taken 
those  in  the  group  from  19  through  25. 
It  exercises  its  discretion.  But  I  point 
out  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  when 
the  Senate  adds  this  provision  of  this 
bill  I  am  inclined  to  believe  that  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  local  draft  boards  will  be 
substantially  modified,  knowing  that 
they  have  a  pool  of  18-year-olds,  into 
which  they  can  dip,  rather  than  to  send 


someone  who  is  in  the  19-to-25-year 
bracket. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Could  they  do  that 
without  violating  the  law?  Would  they 
be  permitted  to  do  that? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Oh,  yes;  they  would  be 
permitted  to  do  that,  within  their  discre¬ 
tion.  Let  me  apply  it  to  the  individual 
case.  Without  the  18-year-old  provision 
attached  to  the  law,  the  local  draft  board 
would  be  given  a  call  to  produce  so  many 
men.  So,  in  actual  operation,  without 
the  18-year-old  pool  to  draw  on,  to  fill 
up  the  quota,  they  would  come  to  Mr.  X. 
I  care  not  what  his  occupation  is,  but 
let  me  say  for  example  that  he  operates 
a  small  farm,  or  is  a  young  fellow  get¬ 
ting  started  on  a  small  farm.  They  have 
the  authority  to  take  him.  They  must 
fill  the  call  upon  them,  and  when  they 
get  down  to  the  final  decision,  they  can 
say,  “You  must  go.” 

Mr.  WATKINS.  What  is  the  family 
status  of  this  man?  Is  he  married  or 
unmarried. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  is  single. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  He  is  single? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  us  consider  that  he 
is  married  without  children. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Very  well. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  is  taken.  It  is  my 
opinion  that,  in  the  actual  operation  of 
this  bill,  applied  to  that  same  case,  the 
draft  board  would  have  the  discretion  of 
saying,  “We  will  not  take  him;  we  will 
take  an  18-year-old.”  The  Senator  sees 
my  point,  does  he  not? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  means, 
does  he,  with  the  amendment,  or  with 
the  bill  as  now  drawn? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  bill  as  now  drawn 
permits  the  taking  of  the  18-year-olds. 
The  board  would  look  around  for  a  boy 
18  years  and  9  or  10  months  old  or  18 
years,  10  months,  or  18  years,  11  months, 
until  they  could  find  one  whom  they 
could  draft. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator  as¬ 
sume  that  the  draft  board  would  ignore 
the  provision  of  law  which  says  they 
must  start  with  a  certain  group,  proceed 
to  next  group,  and  exhaust  all  those 
classes,  before  they  get  to  the  18-year- 
olds? 

Mr.  MORSE.  But  the  law  does  not 
destroy  the  discretion  that  the  boards 
presently  have  in  making  their  local 
community  deferments  on  the  basis  of 
the  particular  circumstances  of  the  in¬ 
dividual  cases. '  In  other  words,  it  does 
not  follow  under  the  administration  of 
the  bill  proposed  by  the  majority  of  the 
committee  that  the  board  could  not  take 
an  18-year-old  until  they  had  taken  all 
the  19 -year-olds,  irrespective  of  the 
circumstances  surrounding  the  19-year- 
old. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  If  I  understand  what 
the  Senator  means,  the  board  could  go 
ahead  and  for  some  reason  or  other  defer 
many  of  the  eligibles  until  they  got  to 
the  18-year-olds  and  still  be  within  the 
law. 

Mr.  MORSE.  What  I  am  saying  is 
that  if  this  bill  is  passed  they  would  be 
allowed  to  exercise  the  same  discretion 
on  deferments  in  individual  cases  that, 
as  local  boards,  they  are  now  able  to 
exercise  in  respect  to  19-year-olds,  or 
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20-year-olds.  In  my  opinion,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  bill  which  takes  away 
from  the  local  draft  board  its  discre¬ 
tionary  authority  to  say,  “We  simply  be¬ 
lieve  that  X,  the  19-year-old  boy,  should 
not  go.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

•Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  it  not  true 
that  under  the  bill  as  reported,  the  local 
draft  board  is  directed  to  induct  no  one 
under  19  years  of  age,  as  long  as  there  is 
available  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
board  someone  above  19  years  of  age? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Texas  is  reading  into  that  lan¬ 
guage  the  elimination  of  all  discretion  on 
the  part  of  the  local  draft  board  to  make 
decisions  on  deferment  that  it  wills  to 
make.  I  do  not  think  the  language  of 
the  bill  would  require  a  draft  board  in 
Podunk  County,  for  example,  to  take  a 
boy  off  the  farm — a  boy  who  owns  his 
farm,  and  who  is  married,  and  has  no 
children— and  put  him  in  the  Army, 
rather  than  take  an  18-year-old. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  heartily 
agree  with  the  Senator  that  the  language 
I  refer  to  does  not  take  away  from  the 
draft  board  the  authority  it  has  to  issue 
deferments.  The  Senator  f jom  Texas 
does  not  contend  that.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  is  in  agreement  with  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  that  it  does  not 
take  away  their  deferment  authority. 
But  the  bill  does  specify  that,  so  long  as 
there  is  available  any  person  above  19, 
no  person  under  19  shall  be  taken.  The 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  would  strike  that  language 
from  the  bill,  and  therefore,  if  the 
amendment  should  prevail — and  I  hope 
it  will  not  prevail — the  draft  board  could 
reach  in  and  take  an  1814-year-old  boy 
and  leave  a  23 -year-old  brother  at  home. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  come  to  that. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  discuss  the  ef¬ 
fects  of  my  amendment  in  a  moment, 
but  I  first  want  to  discuss  my  under¬ 
standing  of  the  operation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Since  I  have  asked 
the  question,  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the 
Senator  proceed  without  interruption; 
but  I  should  like  to  have  explanation  of 
the  point  raised,  because  to  me  that  is 
the  very  heart  of  this  whole  thing.  It 
seems  to  me  there  should  be  the  priori¬ 
ties,  as  provided  in  the  committee  bill. 
The  Senator’s  amendment,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  would  be  much  better  if  it  included 
a  provision  starting  with  the  older 
groups,  and  taking  each  one  in  turn, 
down  to  the  lower-age  groups.  Without 
such  a  provision,  it  seems  to  me  we 
would  be  getting  into  a  difficult  situa¬ 
tion.  We  would  be  putting  the  draft 
boards  in  a  position  where  they  would 
probably  have  to  wink  at  the  law  or 
evade  the  law  in  order  to  get  down  to  the 
18  V2  -year-olds. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  may  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Utah  that  I  merely  want  to 
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get  the  statement  of  facts  in  the  Record 
as  I  understand  them,  under  either  the 
committee  bill  or  my  amendment;  after 
which,  I  shall  be  perfectly  willing  to  let 
the  Senator  from  Utah  make  his  decision 
as  to  which  one  he  wants  to  vote  for,  or 
to  vote  against  both  of  them,  which 
he  certainly  would  have  the  right  to  do. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  say  it  is  highly  im¬ 
portant  because  I  have  been  converted 
to  the  idea  that  the  younger  boys  should 
not  be  taken  until  we  have  exhausted 
the  pool  of  older  men.  I  had  understood 
that  the  Senator’s  amendment,  chang¬ 
ing  the  age  from  18  to  18y2,  did  nothing 
but  that.  Now,  if  it  does  more  than  that, 
then  it  is  certainly  worthy  of  consider¬ 
able  investigation  before  we  take  the 
step. 

Mi’.  MORSE.  I  think  it  does  more 
than  that.  Possibly  it  needs  to  be  modi¬ 
fied  so  it  will  not  do  more  than  that. 
But  I  think  that  in  its  present  form  it 
does  more  than  that,  because  that  is 
what  I  intended  it  to  do. 

Let  me  now  summarize  my  position, 
first,  as  to  the  operation  of  the  bill  of 
the  committee  as  to  18-year-olds.  It  is 
true  that  that  bill  says  the  local  draft 
board  shall  exhaust  its  pool  in 'the  19 
to  25  group  before  it  takes  18-year-olds; 
but,  in  my  opinion,  as  a  lawyer,  I  see 
nothing  in  that  bill  which  in  any  way 
circumscribes  or  limits  the  discretion  of 
the  draft  board  in  regard  to  deferments. 
I  think  the  moment  there  is  set  up  under 
this  bill  a  pool  of  18-year-olds  avail¬ 
able  to  the  draft  board,  after  it  has  ex¬ 
ercised  its  judgment  in  respect  to  defer¬ 
ments  of  men  within  the  age  group  of 
19  to  25,  it  will  inevitably  be  found 
that  it  will  defer  more  men  in  the  19  to  25 
group  than  it  would  otherwise  have  been 
able  to  do.  The  board  would  justify  it 
on  the  ground  that  they  think  those 
men  ought  to  be  deferred,  and  they 
would  then  dip  down  into  the  18-year- 
olds  and  take  them. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Would  not  the  same 
reasoning  apply  with  respect  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  amendment  as  to  18%-year-olds? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  coming  to  my 
amendment,  but  what  I  am  trying  to 
point  out  is,  I  think  that  is  the  way  it 
would  work  under  the  committee  bill. 

Now,  as  to  my  amendment,  I  think  it 
goes  further  than  that.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  is  correct  that  what  my 
amendment  in  its  present  form  says  is 
that  the  18  % -year-olds  will  be  a  part  of 
the  total  bracket,  18%  to  25,  of  boys  to 
be  taken. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  would 
eliminate  the  priorities,  would  he? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  would  eliminate  pri¬ 
orities. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  what  I  was 
endeavoring  to  ascertain. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  at  that 
point? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  may  say  that  a  sim¬ 
ple  answer  “yes”  would  answer  the  Sen¬ 
ator,  but  it  would  not  make  the  Record 
very  clear  as  to  what  was  the  intent  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  briefly? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 


Mi*.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
like  to  make  a  suggestion  to  the  Senator, 
and  ask  him  to  consider  it  over  the  week 
end,  at  least,  I  know  what  he  wants  to 
do,  and  there  is  a  fundamental  differ¬ 
ence  between  us  as  to  what  is  the  best 
thing  to  do.  I  think  we  are  in  disagree¬ 
ment  on  what  the  Senator’s  amendment 
does,  and  it  may  very  well  be  that  the 
Senator  from  Texas  is  wrong,  though  the 
best  advice  I  am  able  to  get  is  that  the 
Senator’s  amendment  does  not  at  all 
provide  for  taking  the  boys  at  18  years 
and  6  months.  The  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  makes  them  eligible  for  induction 
at  18  years  and  6  months,  but  we  will  not 
get  a  single  one  until  he  is  18  years  and 
9  months  old. 

I  followed  the  Senator’s  remarks  yes¬ 
terday  and  enjoyed  listening  to  him  to¬ 
day,  as  all  of  us  enjoy  listening  whenever 
he  speaks,  but  as  I  understand  his 
amendment,  he  is  laboring  under  the 
illusion  that  his  amendment  will  take 
men  at  18  years  and  6  months.  At  18 
years  and  6  months  they  will  be  eligible 
for  induction,  but  under  the  induction 
procedure  it  will  take  another  90  days, 
and  I  believe  the  Senator  will  have  an¬ 
other  revision  to  make  if  he  concludes 
that  the  staff,  which  has  studied  this 
matter  very  carefully,  is  correct.  It  may 
be  that  2  hours  will  not  be  needed  to  re¬ 
write  the  amendment,  because  we  are  in 
agreement  on  the  priorities,  but  not  on 
the  induction. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Do  I  understand  cor¬ 
rectly  that  the  Senator  wants  the  priori¬ 
ties;  or  does  he  want  to  have  them  elim¬ 
inated? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  want  to  elim¬ 
inate  them  so  far  as  they  apply  to  a  man 
after  18  %  years  of  age. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Then  the  Senator 
would  be  in  agreement  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  bill,  except  as  to  the  provi¬ 
sion  as  to  18%  and  18,  would  he? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  difficulty  that 
bothers  me  is  that  I  do  not  want  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  priorities,  and  if  the  Senator’s 
amendment  would  do  that,  I  cannot  go 
along  with  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  that  I  have  the  legisla¬ 
tive  counsel  investigating  the  point  he 
has  raised,  and  my  present  understand¬ 
ing  from  counsel  is  that  the  Senator 
from  Texas  is  wrong.  My  amendment 
contemplates  the  same  registration  as 
does  the  Senator’s  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Boys  register  at  18. 
They  can  all  be  processed  by  the  time 
they  are  18%.  and  they  can  all  be  called 
up  for  induction  at  18%,  and  would  be 
ready  to  move  at  18%.  Incidentally, 
they  would  then  be  in  a  position,  so  far 
as  my  amendment  is  concerned,  to  move 
a  little  faster,  I  think,  than  under  the 
Senator’s  bill.  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  both  the  Senator  from  Washington 
and  the  Senator  from  Texas  have  over¬ 
looked  the  fact  that  my  18%-year 
amendment  would  get  a  little  more  man¬ 
power  into  the  pool,  and  a  little  faster, 
than  they  would  under  the  bill. 

What  I  am  seeking  to  do  by  my  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  continue  the  present  provi¬ 


sion,  that  a  boy  can  present  himself  for 
induction  at  18,  but  that  he  canont  be 
compulsorily  taken  until  he  is  18  %. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  agree 
on  the  first  two  points,  but  as  to  proc¬ 
essing,  it  is  the  information  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  that  under  the  Senator’s 
amendment  it  is  not  posible  to  process 
a  man  until  he  is  18%,  and  it  takes  an 
additional  90  days  to  process  him.  If 
the  Senator  will  give  that  his  consider¬ 
ation  over  the  week  end,  I  am  sure  he 
will  come  to  the  same  conclusion. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  not  the  infor¬ 
mation  I  have,  and  if  it  proves  to  be  cor¬ 
rect,  a  slight  change  in  the  language  of 
the  amendment  will  be  necessary,  and 
the  change  can  be  offered  in  a  few  sec¬ 
onds  at  the  opening  of  the  session  on 
Monday.  I  have  very  clearly,  in  my 
statement  on  the  Senate  floor,  shown 
what  my  intent  is. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  To  what 
would  the  Senator  change  the  figure? 
Would  he  change  it  to  fit  the  committee 
bill  as  we  have  it? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  would  change  it 
so  that  the  processing  could  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  time  the  boy  is  18%,  and 
he  could  be  inducted  when  he  was  18%. 

Mi*.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then  the 
Senator  would  make  him  eligible  at  13 
years  and  3  months  in  order  to  make  him 
eligible  for  induction  at  18  years  and  6 
months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  I  said  yesterday,  I 
think  the  6  months’  period  for  process¬ 
ing  would  be  of  great  help  to  the  service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  plans  to  have  the  boys  taken  at  18 
years  and  6  months,  as  I  understand  the 
procedure,  it  will  be  necessary  to  make 
them  eligible  for  induction  by  the  draft 
at  18  years  and  3  months,  because  by  the 
time  they  send  a  number  out  and  clas¬ 
sify  a  man,  and  he  takes  care  of  his 
business,  and  what  not,  90  days  elapses. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  not  been  so  ad¬ 
vised  by  the  Legislative  Counsel,  and  if 
I  am  so  advised,  we  will  make  the  neces¬ 
sary  changes  to  accomplish  the  end  de¬ 
sired.  The  point  is  that  even  when  we 
do  that,  we  are  getting  the  boy  in  at 
18%. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect,  and  that  is  the  point  I  want  to 
have  understood.  If  the  Senator  de¬ 
sires  to  take  the  boys  in  at  18% — and 
that  is  what  I  understand  his  purpose  to 
be - 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  have  those  taken  in  who  are  needed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under¬ 
stand  that,  but  we  will  have  to  make  a 
man  eligible  at  18  years,  if  the  desire  is 
to  get  him  at  18  years  and  3  months. 
We  make  him  eligible  at  18,  and  get  him 
at  18  years  and  3  months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  We  will  go  into  that,  so 
far  as  the  draftsmanship  is  concerned. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
not  a  matter  of  law  that  when  a  man 
receives  his  notice  to  appear,  his  induc¬ 
tion  is  as  of  that  date?  Does  not  his 
time  begin  to  run  at  that  point? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  time  begins  to  run 
when  he  gets  his  call. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Then  he  would  be 
inducted  at  18  years  and  3  months,  if  we 
are  to  allow  for  the  SD  days. 
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Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  want  to  have  a 
man  inducted  1  day  before  he  is  18  V2 
years  old. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Then  he  is  inducted 
when  his  notice  states  he  is  inducted? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Whatever  language  is 
necessary  to  make  that  clear,  if  it  is  not 
already  clear,  will  be  inserted.  But  I 
say  to  the  Senator  from  Utah  that  a  man 
will  not  be  inducted,  on  the  basis  of 
the  amendment  on  which  the  Senator 
will  have  the  privilege  of  voting  at  2 
o’clock  on  Monday,  until  he  is  18  years 
and  6  months  old.  That  is  the  form  in 
which  we  have  drafted  the  amendment, 
and  if  it  is  not  so  drafted,  it  will  be 
modified  so  that  that  will  be  the  result. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator  in¬ 
tend  to  make  it  clear  that  all  the  priori¬ 
ties  in  the  pending  bill  will  be  taken 
care  of? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  tell  the  Senator 
about  the  priorities.  I  do  not  think  they 
mean  very  much. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  They  will  be  in  the 
law,  whether  they  mean  much  or  little. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
the  18  years? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Yes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  not  my  intention. 
Mr.  WATKINS.  I  misunderstood  the 
Senator,  then. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
is  against  priorities. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  not  agreed  with 
the  Senator  from  Texas  that  the  priori¬ 
ties  amount  to  much. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Whether  they 
amount  to  much  or  not,  for  my  satis¬ 
faction,  I  hope  they  will  be  in. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  all  right,  but 

I  have  to  look  at  the  effects,  and  I 
believe  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  cre¬ 
ated  a  great  many  administrative  prob¬ 
lems  with  the  18  years  11  months,  18 
years  10  months,  18  years  and  9  months. 
It  will  be  necessary  to  have  a  small  army 
to  do  the  paper  work. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  If  the  Senator  de¬ 
sires  to  get  rid  of  the  administrative 
problems,  let  us  get  rid  of  the  draft  law. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  talking  about 
specific  amendments  to  the  draft  law, 
on  the  assumption  we  are  going  to  have 
a  draft  law. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  is  less  of 
an  administrative  problem  with  the 
draft  board  to  take  a  man  18  years  and 

II  months  old  than  one  I8V2  years  old. 
Mr.  MORSE.  Ask  the  chairman  of 

any  board,  and  he  will  give  the  infor¬ 
mation.  In  the  first  place,  he  is  pretty 
crabbed  if  he  is  not  given  the  secretarial 
help  he  ought  to  have,  and  is  working 
night  after  night  and  trying  to  run  his 
bank  or  his  law  office  in  the  daytime. 
When  the  additional  load  that  would  be 
entailed  is  imposed,  a  talk  with  some  of 
the  local  chairmen  will  disclose  their 
view  that  it  is  a  red-tape  monstrosity 
imposed  on  them.  Go  back  to  your  home 
States  and  talk  to  your  draft  board 
hairmen. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  There  is  no 
y^'tape  about  it.  It  is  only  a  matter  of 
b00-eeping. 

.  MlMORSE.  Additional  bookkeeping 
1Sf  n°H  tape,  is  it?  That  is  the  kind 
of  lea  they  are  crabbing  about  now. 


Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

'  Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  had  rather  hoped  that 
some  system  of  priorities  might  be  main¬ 
tained.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  there  is 
a  draft  call  for  a  thousand  men  it  is 
better  to  take  them  by  their  age  classi¬ 
fications,  or  age  group  classifications, 
than  to  distinguish  among  50  and  say 
which  ones  out  of  the  50  are  to  be  used 
to  fill  the  call  for  12.  It  is  simpler  to 
have  an  arbitrary  answer. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  desire  to  keep  it  as 
simple  as  possible  from  the  standpoint 
of  administration.  I  am  open  to  persua¬ 
sion.  I  think  it  is  much  simpler  as  an 
administrative  matter  to  draw  the  line 
at  18  years  and  6  months  and  say  any 
boy  between  18  years  and  6  months  and 
19  can  be  treated  in  a  group  by  the  draft 
board,  and  those  from  18  to  18x/2  can  be 
treated  as  a  group. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  sufficient  dif¬ 
ference  on  the  month-by-month  basis 
from  18  years,  6  months  to  19  years  to 
put  it  on  a  month-by-month  priority.  As 
I  said  to  the  Senator  from  Texas,  I  will 
give  it  some  thought  over  the  week  end. 
If  it  seems  to  me  that  a  priority  ought  to 
be  retained,  I  will  be  open  to  such  a 
suggestion  on  Monday. 

Mr.  CASE.  May  I  suggest  one  other 
thing  which  might  be  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration?  A  boy  who  is  going  to  be  18 
years,  11  months  knows  about  where  he 
stands.  He  knows  the  call  will  come.  If 
a  6-months  clause  is  inserted,  all  the 
boys  in  the  6-months  group  will  be  un¬ 
certain  until  they  hear  from  the  draft 
board.  If  a  boy  is  18  years,  7  months  old 
he  is  likely  to  know  with  some  certainty 
that  the  call  will  come,  and  it  will  keep 
him  from  doing  what  he  might  otherwise 
do. 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
it,  although  in  the  6-month  period  he  is 
going  to  be  presented  with  a  consider¬ 
able  amount  of  uncertainty  anyway,  be¬ 
cause  he  would  never  know  whether  the 
draft  board  has  any  18-year-ll-month- 
olds,  any  18-year- 10-month-olds,  or 
any  18-year-9-month-olds  available. 
He  would  not  know.  He  may  think, 
“Well,  I  am  18  years  6  months  old.  Cer¬ 
tainly  there  is  not  much  danger  of  my 
being  called  for  a  few  months  anyway.’’ 
All  of  a  sudden  he  would  discover  that 
the  local  board  had  a  call  for  150  men 
and  they  had  gone  through  the  18-year- 
10-month-olds,  the  18-year-9-month- 
olds,  and  the  18-year-8-month-olds,  and 
he  would  be  called  within  a  week.  I  do 
not  think  that  in  that  6-month  period 
it  would  be  possible  to  reduce  very  much 
the  feeling  of  uncertainty  on  the  part  of 
a  boy  who  is  18  years  and  7  months  old 
as  to  when  he  would  be  called. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  would  not  say  that  it 
mattered  too  much.  In  some  cases  it 
might.  A  fairly  simple  issue  is  presented 
by  the  amendment  which  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  intends  to  offer.  It  would 
merely  change  the  age  from  18  years  to 
18  years  6  months  as  the  basic  age  when 
a  boy  is  to  be  inducted. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  it  to  be  clearly 
understood  that  that  was  not  my  orig¬ 


inal  intention.  It  may  become  my  in¬ 
tention,  again  as  part  of  the  legislative 
process  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  introduction  of  the 
question  as  to  whether  we  are  to  observe 
or  abandon  the  priority  system,  as  it  has 
been  presented  by  the  committee,  com¬ 
plicates  the  issue.  It  seems  to  me  a  clear 
issue  is  presented  if  the  question  relates 
only  to  the  group  between  18  and  18x/2. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Certainly  that  is  a 
much  more  simple  issue. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
like  to  point  out  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  that  the  bill  as  presently 
drafted  and  recommended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  provides  for  induction  at  18  years 
3  months.  I  understand  that  under  the 
plan  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  the 
boys  would  be  taken  at  18  years  6 
months.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
under  his  amendment,  as  now  worded, 
they  would  be  taken  at  18  years  9 
months.  The  question  at  issue  is  be¬ 
tween  18  years  3  months,  and  18  years 
6  months.  We  might  bear  in  mind  the 
suggestion  made  with  respect  to  the  draft 
act  of  1942,  when  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taft]  was  speaking.  I  do  not  have 
his  exact  statement  before  me,  but  he 
said  in  substance  that  he  agreed  that 
we  should  take  18-year-olds  if  it  is  ab¬ 
solutely  necessary,  but  he  thought  we 
should  include  a  provision  which  would 
require  the  taking  of  the  older  ones  first. 
I  do  not  believe  any  Senator  feels  that 
when  we  have  exhausted  the  quota  of 
19-year-olds  we  would  run  up  a  white 
flag  and  say,  “Come  and  get  us,  Stalin.’’ 
W "  would  do  whatever  we  needed  to  do 
at  the  time.  Bearing  in  mind  what  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  had  advocated  on 
the  floor,  and  in  attempting  to  find  a 
solution  to  a  very  difficult  question,  the 
committee  evolved  a  formula  under 
which  we  would  do  what  the  Senator 
had  suggested.  In  other  words,  we 
would  take  the  older  ones  first.  The 
bill  so  provides.  It  states  that  no  one 
below  the  age  of  19  can  be  taken  as 
long  as  there  is  available  a  person  above 
19.  After  that  they  would  be  taken  by 
quarters.  The  Department  of  Defense 
and  selective-service  people  told  us  that 
that  is  what  they  plan  to  do  anyway, 
namely,  take  the  18-year-ll-month-olds 
before  taking  the  18-year-2-month-olds. 

They  opposed  a  priority  provision  as 
much  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon  op¬ 
poses  it.  He  thinks  it  is  impracticable. 
He  thinks  it  could  be  avoided.  I  am 
sure  he  has  many  good  reasons  for  op¬ 
posing  it.  The  Department  of  Defense 
opposed  it  very  strongly.  They  said 
they  would  take  the  oldest  first.  They 
said  that  within  the  18-year-old  group 
they  would  take  the  oldest  first.  We 
said,  “If  you  can  do  it  with  the  18-year- 
olds,  why  can  it  not  be  done  all  the  way 
down?  We  will  put  it  in  the  law  that 
you  must  do  it.  You  must  take  all  above 
19  before  you  take  any  under  19.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  when  you  get  under  19  you 
must  take  them  by  quarters.  You  must 
take  them  from  18  years,  9  months  to  19 
years;  then  from  18  years,  6  months  to 
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18  years  9  months;  then  from  18  years, 

3  months  to  18  years,  6  months.”  They 
say  it  is  practicable  to  do  so.  They  say 
it  is  a  plan  under  which  they  can  oper- 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  summarize 
my  position  on  the  point  raised  by  the 
Senator  from  Utah,  because  I  am  sure 
as  one  reads  the  colloquy  in  the  Record 
it  will  appear  a  summary  is  needed  at 
this  point.  I  shall  present  the  summary 
without  yielding  for  questioning.  Irre¬ 
spective  of  what  modifications  I  may  de¬ 
cide  upon  over  the  weekend  in  respect 
to  the  amendment,  it  is  only  fair  to  the 
Senate  to  state  here  and  now  what  the 
intent  of  my  amendment  is.  The  intent 
of  my  amendment  is  to  provide  that  the 
Military  Establishment  cannot  induct  a 
boy  before  he  is  18%  years  old.  Fur¬ 
ther,  it  is  my  intent  that  the  boy  shall 
have  the  right  to  present  himself  for 
induction  at  18  years  of  age,  as  he  can 
under  the  present  law  and  as  he  could 
under  the  bill  proposed  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  Third,  it  is  my  intent  that  the 
18%  figure  shall  be  in  addition  to  or  as 
an  extension  of  the  proposed  bracket  of 
19  through  25. 

I  believe  the  so-called  priorities  of¬ 
fered  by  the  committee  do  not  mean 
anything  in  practice.  I  do  not  believe 
they  are  practicable.  As  the  Senator 
from  Texas  has  stated,  and  as  was  testi¬ 
fied  to  by  the  military  and  selective  serv¬ 
ice  representatives  before  the  commit¬ 
tee,  when  we  start  dipping  into  the  18- 
year-old  group  the  local  draft  board 
usually  takes  the  older  boys  first,  and 
then  works  down  to  the  younger  ones.  I 
think  that  by  making  it  a  compulsory 
step  for  the  local  draft  board  we  may, 
as  the  military  has  pointed  out,  set  up 
a  more  complicated  administrative  pro¬ 
cedure.  I  think  once  we  get  into  the  18- 
year-old  group  it  really  does  not  make 
much  difference  whether  we  take  a  boy 
of  18  years  6  months,  18  years  7  months, 
18  years  8  months,  18  years  9  months, 
18  years  10  months,  18  years  11  months, 
or  19. 

There  we  have  a  time  grouping  m 
which  we  are  not  doing  any  particular 
injustice  to  any  boy  within  the  time 
grouping  if  we  take  him  without  check¬ 
ing  to  see  whether  or  not  his  birthday 
is  a  few  days  before  or  after  that  of 
some  other  boy  who  is  about  to  be  called. 
Of  course,  this  is  a  matter  of  degree  in 
judgment.  I  believe  that  a  difference  of 
6  months,  as  between  18  and  18%,  makes 
a  difference  in  the  maturity  of  the  boy. 
I  would  not  argue  that  there  is  not  some 
difference  even  beyond  18  years  and 
6  months.  But  I  believe  that  my  amend¬ 
ment  would  protect  the  great  majority 
of  boys  who  would  be  coming  in  too  im¬ 
mature,  between  the  ages  of  18  years 
and  18  years  and  6  months. 

Let  me  say,  so  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  on  Monday,  that  if  the  legisla¬ 
tive  counsel,  with  whom  I  have  raised 
this  problem,  notifies  me  that  he  believes 
we  need  to  modify  the  language  some¬ 
what  in  order  to  provide  that  the  boy 
may  be  taken  at  18  years  and  6  months, 
I  will  offer  a  perfecting  amendment. 

Let  me  say  further  that  over  the  week 
end  I  shall  endeavor  to  have  another 


conversation  with  the  representatives  of 
the  Selective  Service  System.  If  they 
feel  that  the  amendment  should  be 
strengthened,  or  if  they  believe  that  I 
am  wrong  in  my  feeling  about  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  difficulties  created  by  the 
so-called  priorities,  I  shall  feel  perfectly 
free,  on  the  basis  of  the  information  I 
receive  from  them,  to  modify  the  amend¬ 
ment  further  by  carrying  along  the  pri¬ 
ority  provision. 

The  point  I  wish  to  make  is  that  there 
is  a  great  difference  between  my  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  committee  provision,  in 
that  my  amendment  prohibits  taking  a 
boy  before  he  reaches  the  age  of  13%. 
Under  the  committee  provision  there  is 
no  certainty  as  to  whether  or  not  he 
would  be  taken,  but  the  power  is  there 
to  do  so  if  the  military  wish  to  take  him. 

With  the  testimony  of  General  Mar¬ 
shall  yesterday,  I  think  he  let  the  cat  out 
of  the  bag,  and  indicated  that  apparently 
there  is  a  behind-the-scenes  intention 
to  take  them,  for  an  army  larger  than 
the  figure  which  the  military  have  thus 
far  given  to  our  committee. 

That  is  my  position  on  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr,  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  believe  that  if  we  are 
going  to  carry  on  the  Asiatic  war — and 
I  think  it  is  a  war — practically  alone,  we 
shall  have  to  have  more  than  4,000,000 
men? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  already  covered 
that  point  by  saying  that  if  we  are  to 
talk  about  Korea,  we  should  first  talk 
about  our  policy  in  Asia. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  It  is  there.  We  are 

doing  whatever  we  are  doing - 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
policy  is. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  policy  at  pres¬ 
ent  is  to  continue  fighting.  Apparently 
it  is  Operation  Killer. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  policy  is  to  con¬ 
tinue  fighting,  but  on  the  basis  of  what 
policy  restrictions?  I  think  we  ought 
to  find  that  out.  If  we  are  to  continue 
fighting  on  the  basis  of  the  way  we  are 
presently  fighting,  then  I  think  it  is  an 
unjustifiable  operation,  because  I  cer¬ 
tainly  think  those  boys  need  to  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  granting  the  power  to  some¬ 
one  to  bomb  the  bases  of  supply  which 
are  producing  the  material  which  is 
killing  them. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  not  the  Senator 
believe  that  General  Marshall,  in  making 
his  statement  yesterday,  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  says  let  the  cat  out  of  the  bag, 
indicated  very  clearly  that  the  intention 
of  the  administration  is  to  go  on  with 
the  war  over  there? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  so  at  all. 
Mr.  WATKINS.  Otherwise  why  should 
the  ceiling  be  raised?  Why  should  we 
need  more  manpower? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  know  because 
I  do  not  know  what  the  policy  really  is  in 
Europe. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  understand  that 
the  policy  which  is  to  be  pursued  in 
Europe  is  one  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  fully  subscribes  and  leaves  in  the 
hands  of  the  military.  I  thought  the 


Senator  understood  what  the  policy  was. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Utah  has  been  listening  to 
some  of  the  statements  which  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  has  been  making  in 
regard  to  what  he  thinks  about  the  100,- 
000-troop  commitment  to  Europe.  If  we 
are  to  have  a  policy  in  Europe,  I  think 
that  is  too  small  a  commitment.  I  think 
it  is  a  great  mistake  to  make  such  a 
commitment,  but  if  we  are  to  have  that 
kind  of  commitment,  we  do  not  need. the 
manpower  figures  which  are  demanded 
by  the  bill  because  we  do  not  need  so 


many  men. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  military  author¬ 
ities  will  probably  listen  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  have  a  bigger  army  in 
Europe.  In  that  event,  General  Mar¬ 
shall  and  the  administration  will  have 
to  go  beyond  the  ceiling  which  the  Sena¬ 
tor  thinks  we  ought  to  establish. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Time  alone  will  tell. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  was  interested 
in  what  the  Senator  said  about  consult¬ 
ing  with  the  Selective  Service  repre¬ 
sentatives.  He  stated  if  he  found  that 
the  priority  system  would  work,  he  would 
incorporate  it  in  his  amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  stated  a  great  many 
conditions  in  that  language.  I  said  I 
would  give  the  matter  consideration. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  Senator  will 
give  it  consideration;  but  if  he  finds  that 
it  will  work,  will  he  incorporate  it  or  not? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  tell  the  Senator 


that  on  Monday. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  If  the  Senator 
finds  that  it  will  work,  and  he  does  in¬ 
corporate  the  priority  system  in  his 
amendment,  it  will  be  because  he  thinks 
it  will  work. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  would  not  incorporate 
it  if  I  did  not  think  it  was  administra¬ 
tively  feasible. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  If  it  is  adminis¬ 
tratively  feasible  and  will  work,  then  no 
one  is  going  to  be  drafted  under  the  age 
of  18  %  unless  he  is  absolutely  needed.  Is 
not  that  true? 

Mr.  MORSE.  What  a  falacious  argu¬ 
ment  that  is. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Why  is  it  falla¬ 
cious? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  all  depends  on 
whether  or  not  the  military  follow  a  wise 


course  of  action. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Under  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment  they  could  not  be  taken. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Under  my  amendment 
they  could  not  be  taken. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Then  we  might  as 
well  lower  the  age. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Under  the  provision 
which  the  Senator  from  Arizona  is  sup¬ 
porting,  they  could  be  taken.  Under  my 
amendment  they  could  not  be.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  uses  the 
figure  of  18  years  and  3  months,  but 
cannot  give  assurance  to  the  Senate 
there  is  anything  in  the  bill  which  v  !**“ 
prevent  the  induction  of  boys  beF 
age  of  18  years  and  3  months, /..p.® 
he  cannot  give  any  assurance  V  . 
is  anything  in  the  bill  whicl 
the  military  from l  exercisiij  t 
and  speeding  up  the  proc  * 
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the  boy  within  a  week,  for  that  matter, 
if  they  wish  to  do  so. 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  How  many  men 
does  the  Senator  say  it  is  necessary  to 
provide? 

Mr.  MORSE.  For  the  time  being,  on 
the  basis  of  present  conditions,  I  would 
establish  a  ceiling  of  3,000,000. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Under  the  prior¬ 
ity  system,  if  the  age  limit  of  18  years 
•and  6  months  works,  on  the  basis  of 
3,000,000  men,  they  could  be  obtained 
without  going  below  18  years  and  6 
months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  would  not  go  below 
18  years  and  6  months. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  would  not  be 
possible  to  go  below  18  years  and  6 
months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Under  my  amendment 
it  would  not  be  possible,  but  the  Sen¬ 
ator  must  take  into  consideration - 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  would  not  be 
possible  otherwise,  if  the  priority  sys¬ 
tem  works. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Just  a  moment.  The 
Senator  must  take  into  account,  in  the 
syllogism  he  is  proposing,  which  is  based 
upon  the  very  false  major  premise  that 
the  military  has  in  the  first  instance  put 
into  effect  reforms  resulting  in  the  sav¬ 
ing  of  wasted  manpower,  that  the  mili¬ 
tary  has  not  been  putting  in  effect  such 
reforms.  They  do  not  even  take  them 
into  account  in  their  statistical  tables, 
on  the  basis  of  which  the  Senator  is 
resting  his  vote.  In  my  judgment,  there 
are  many  limitations  in  their  own  sta¬ 
tistics. 

The  Senator  cannot  fairly  consider 
my  position  on  this  question  unless  he 
considers  every  other  point  which  I  have 
made  in  regard  to  saving  manpower. 
When  every  effort  is  made  to  eliminate 
waste  of  manpower,  then  I  say,  if  we 
need  boys  below  the  age  of  18  years  and 
6  months,  I  am  willing  that  they  be 
taken,  but  only  then. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
-may  I  ask  the  Senator  one  further  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Certainly. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  ■  I  am  basing  my 
question  upon  the  premise  that  the  prior¬ 
ity  system  will  work,  and  that  a  limit 
of  18  years  and  6  months  will  provide 
the  3,000,000  men  which  the  Senator 
says  we  need.  If  it  works,  and  3,000,- 
000  men  are  all  that  are  to  be  taken, 
we  would  not  go  below  18  years  and  6 
months,  would  we? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Under  my  amendment 
we  could  not. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  would  not  be 
possible  under  the  committee  provision, 
if  the  priority  system  works. 

Mr.  MORSE.  We  could  not  go  below 
18. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  We  could  not  go 
below  18%  if  the  priority  system  about 
which  we  are  talking  worked.  I  merely 
wish  to  understand  what  the  Senator  is 
stating.  As  I  understand,  the  Senator 
is  in  favor  of  placing  a  limitation  of 
18%  years  on  the  draft  age,  because  he 
says  the  priority  system  will  not  work. 
If  the  priority  system  should  work,  and 
if  it  proved  to  be  a  good  provision,  and 


if  the  military  were  prevented  from 
drafting  boys  below  the  age  of  18%,  and 
if  we  could  get  the  number  of  men  need¬ 
ed  by  drafting  boys  above  that  age, 
there  would  be  no  necesity  of  going  be¬ 
low  it,  would  there? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  say  to  my  very 
good  friend  from  Arizona  that  he  is  now 
presenting  to  the  Senate  on  age-old  fal¬ 
lacy  in  logic.  He  is  trying  to  delimit 
the  whole  picture  by  focusing  attention 
on  one  point  and  forgetting  all  about  the 
rest  of  the  case,  but  in  his  assumption 
assume  that  everything  else  has  been 
done,  and  then  say  “Now  with  that  being 
done,  of  course,  this  would  follow,  would 
it  not?”  I  want  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  that  if  he  will  go  along 
with  me  in  doing  what  is  necessary  to 
check  the  military  in  its  waste  of  man¬ 
power,  and  agree  to  raise  a  3,000,000- 
man  army  with  18%-year-olds,  at  that 
point  we  might  end  up  with  some  plan. 
But  let  me  say  about  the  priority  system 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Texas — 
because  the  Senator  may  some  of  these 
days  find  its  operation  of  interest  in  Ari¬ 
zona — that  under  the  bill,  as  proposed, 
18-year-olds  may  be  taken  in  Arizona, 
but  only  20-year-olds  in  New  York  or 
21-year-olds  in  Washington  State.  In 
order  to  prevent  that  kind  of  geograph¬ 
ical  discrimination,  I  think  it  is  much 
more  sound  to  support  my  position, 
which  is  that  we  should  deal  with  these 
boys  in  a  common  age  bracket.  That  is 
why  I  think  it  is  better  to  take  18%  as 
the  age  break-off  and  say  that  the  draft 
boards  all  over  the  country  in  consider¬ 
ing  their  deferment  policies  will  start 
at  18%.  Then  all  the  18% -year-old 
boys,  I  think,  will  come  a  little  nearer  to 
receiving  equality  of  national  treatment 
than  they  will  under  the  program  of  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should 
like  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  he  is  absolutely  correct  in  saying 
that  the  langauge  of  the  bill  may  make 
it  possible  for  one  draft  board  to  take  an 
older  man  and  for  another  draft  board 
to  take  a  younger  man.  That  is  some¬ 
thing  which  should  be  made  clear,  and 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  made  it 
clear. 

I  am  also  glad  to  have  the  Senator 
give  his  views  in  opposition  to  the  prior¬ 
ity  system.  He  talked  about  it  in  com¬ 
mittee.  Perhaps  inclusion  of  the  prior¬ 
ity  system  is  one  reason  why  he  would 
not  go  along  on  the  bill. 

But  the  thing  that  most  interested  me 
was  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  indi¬ 
cated  he  might  reconsider  his  views  on 
the  question  and  confer  further  with 
Selective  Service  about  it.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  thought  maybe  we  had  made 
some  progress  because  there  are  indica¬ 
tions  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
might  abandon  his  amendment,  at  least 
so  far  as  priorities  are  concerned,  and 
make  his  proposal  on  a  straight  18  years- 
6  months,  and  18  years-3  months  basis. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am  al¬ 
ways  willing  to  confer  with  anybody  I 


think  can  ever  shed  any  light  upon  the 
discussion  involved.  I  have  been  con¬ 
ferring  with  selective-service  officials 
right  along.  I  can  even  get  into  the 
Pentagon  Building  without  a  bodyguard. 
I  am  still  conferring  with  them. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  can  do 
more  than  I  can. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  understood 
the  Senator  to  have  felt  all  along  that 
it  was  a  mistake  to  put  the  priorities  in 
the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  still  do. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  plans  to  confer  with  selective  service. 
They  still  might  go  along  with  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  it  would  be  bet¬ 
ter  not  to  have  that  provision  in  the  bill. 
I  think  the  bill  would  be  more  cumber¬ 
some  administratively  if  it  contained 
that  provision. 

There  is  another  little  problem  in¬ 
volved.  The  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Case]  presents  one  point  of 
view.  The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkins]  presents  his  point  of  view.  I 
do  not  know  how  many  Senators  share 
their  views.  I  want  to  secure  the  best 
bill  we  can  work  out.  I  certainly  do  not 
want  to  go  as  far  as  the  Senator  from 
Texas  goes  in  this  matter.  If  I  have  to 
yield  in  some  degree  respecting  my 
amendment,  in  order  to  secure  the  sup¬ 
port  I  need  in  order  to  have  the  amend¬ 
ment  adopted,  I  will  make  that  conces¬ 
sion.  The  modified  provision  would  at 
least  be  better  than  the  provision  of  the 
bill  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
I  do  not  know  whether  my  friend,  the 
Senator  from  Washington,  would  charge 
me  then  with  some  great  inconsistency 
rather  than  recognize  that  I  am  trying  to 
make  the  legislative  process  work  as  it 
really  should  work. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  wishes  to  say  that  he  is 
certain  the  Senator  from  Oregon  wants 
to  get  the  best  bill  possible.  I  am  sorry 
that  he  and  I,  and  other  Senators,  do 
not  agree  on  certain  points. 

Mr.  MORSE.  With  that  expression  of 
confidence  on  the  part  of  the  Senator 
from  Texas  in  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
I  should  like  in  return,  to  express  my 
confidence  in  the  Senator  from  Texas, 
which  he  deserves  manyfold.  Although 
I  have  done  my  fair  share  of  work  on 
the  bill  I  want  to  say  that  I  have  not 
begun  to  spend  the  hours  that  I  am  satis¬ 
fied  the  Senator  from  Texas,  as  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee,  has  spent  in 
his  work  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  WATKINS  and  Mr.  CAIN  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield;  and  if 
so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  be  glad  to  hear 
from  both  Senators. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  expect  to  leave  the 
Chamber  in  a  moment  after  making  a 
statement. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Very  well,  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  After  listening  to  the 
questions  and  answers  during  the  latter 
part  of  the  afternoon,  and  to  what  I 
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think  is  a  litle  backing  and  filling  all 
around,  I  am  rather  of  the  belief  that 
I8V2  years  should  be  the  cut-off  line,  and 
that  the  priorities  provision  should  re¬ 
main  in  the  bill.  I  will  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  and  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas  that  in  the  event  a  proposal  to 
that  effect  is  not  presented,  I  shall  prob¬ 
ably  offer  one. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  going  to  be  my 
suggestion  to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
If  between  now  and  Monday  I  do  not 
decide  to  make  such  a  proposal  I  hope 
the  Senator  from  Utah  will.  If  the 
Senator  does  not  do  so,  I  reserve  the  right 
to  do  it  myself. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will.  I  thought  he  was  weakening  a  lit¬ 
tle.  If  he  does  not  make  the  proposal  I 
shall. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  I  gave  the  impression 
of  weakening,  it  was  certainly  not  done 
with  intent  of  weakening. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  going  to  weaken  in  any  direction, 
I  want  him  to  weaken  in  favor  of  the 
position  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  rath¬ 
er  than  that  of  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Washington. 

Mr.  CAIN.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  just  referred  to  the  bill  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas,  and  to  the  fact  that 
with  respect  to  the  point  now  under  dis¬ 
cussion  the  Senator  from  Oregon  would 
not  go  as  far  as  the  Senator  from 
Texas.  I  think  the  Record  ought  to 
show  that  the  pending  bill  is  not  the  bill 
of  the  Senator  from  Texas.  It  is  a  bill 
of  12  out  of  the  13  members  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee.  The  Record  should 
show  that  each  of  those  12  members 
would  wish  to  go  as  far  with  respect  to 
the  present  question  being  discussed  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  as  does  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  very  glad  I  gave 
the  Senator  from  Washington  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  make  that  observation. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  merely  wish  to  observe 
that  it  seems  to  me  the  whole  proposal 
to  use  18  years  and  6  months  as  the  cut¬ 
off  point  instead  of  18,  or  18  years  and  3 
months,  rests  upon  the  assumption  that 
the  lower  down  in  age  we  go,  the  more 
difference  there  is  in  raising  the  figure 
by  a  few  months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  priority  principle 
recognizes  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  that  is  true. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  recognizes  that  below 
19  the  matter  of  a  few  months  makes 
more  difference  to  a  young  man  by  way 
of  maturity  and  so  forth,  than  when  he 
is  20. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  that  is  a  fair 
assumption.  It  gets  down  to  the  point 
of  exercising  one’s  judgment  in  terms 
of  the  degree  of  the  problem  involved. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  keep  the 
priority  provision  in  the  bill  in  order  to 


do  substantial  justice  to  the  boys.  I 
think  the  breaking  point  of  18  years,  6 
months,  is  a  pretty  good  breaking  point. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  more  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  hope  the  Sen¬ 
ator  realizes  the  confusion  that  is  caused 
to  those  of  us  who  have  not  sat  on  the 
committee  and  given  as  careful  study  to 
the  bill  as  have  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  to  have  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
after  having  given  this  matter  careful 
consideration,  deliver  a  speech,  in  the 
course  of  which  he  says  the  priority  is 
not  any  good,  and  then,  by  way  of  en¬ 
couraging  its  proponents,  says,  “Well,  I 
am  willing  to  put  the  priority  provision 
in  the  bill  if  it  will  mean  votes  for  my 
amendments.”  The  provision  either  is 
good  or  it  is  not  good.  If  the  Senator 
decides  it  is  not  good,  and  some  Senator 
tries  to  place  it  in  the  bill,  is  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  going  to  oppose  the  priority 
provision  or  is  he  not? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  certainly  sur¬ 
prised,  Mr.  President,  at  that  comment 
coming  from  the  majority  leader,  who  is 
one  of  the  best  compromisers  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  when  it  comes  to  the  leg¬ 
islative  process.  When  the  majority 
leader  suggests,  perhaps  by  implication — 
although  I  think  it  was  stronger  than 
that — that  it  is  confusing  to  have  a 
Member  of  the  Senate  say  he  is  going 
to  give  consideration  to  various  sugges¬ 
tions  which  are  made  in  regard  to  mod¬ 
ifying  the  bill,  in  order  to  get  a  bill 
which  he  thinks  will  be  better  than  the 
one  the  majority  leader  wants  to  vote 
for,  I  simply  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not 
think  the  majority  leader  is  nearly  so 
confused  as  he  protests  he  is.  I  think 
he  knows  exactly  the  problem  which 
confronts  me,  and  I  think  he  knows  ex¬ 
actly  what  the  merits  of  this  issue  hap¬ 
pen  to  be.  I  think  he  should  join  the 
smokescreen  division  of  the  Air  Force, 
because  he  is  now  putting  on  a  fine 
smokescreen  on  this  issue,  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  now. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  shall  not  yield 
until  I  complete  this  summary  state¬ 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  declines  to  yield* 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  this  summary 
statement  will  be  adequate,  and  I  am 
sure  it  will  clear  up  the  confusion  of  the 
majority  leader  and  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas,  if  he  is  laboring  under  any  con¬ 
fusion;  and  then  I  think  all  of  us  will 
get  to  a  7  o’clock  dinner. 

My  intent  as  to  what  I  shall  do  on 
Monday  is  as  follows:  My  intent  as  to 
my  amendment  has  been  very  clearly 
stated  in  the  Record,  I  think;  namely, 
that  I  want  to  have  in  the  bill  an  abso¬ 
lute  prohibition  which  says  to  the  mili¬ 
tary,  “You  cannot  take  a  boy  before  he 
is  18  years  and  6  months  old.” 

That  prohibition  is  not  contained  in 
the  bill  presently  being  advocated  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas.  There  is  no  ques¬ 
tion  about  that  great  difference  between 


the  section  of  the  bill  on  this  point  as 
advocated  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
and  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.  That  is  my  first  point. 

Second,  between  now  and  Monday  I 
shall  determine  whether  the  present  lan¬ 
guage  of  my  amendment  needs  any  mod¬ 
ification — and  thus  far,  legislative  coun¬ 
sel  is  of  the  opinion  that  it  does  not — in 
order  to  make  certain  that  a  boy  can  be 
taken  at  the  age  of  18  years  and  6 
months,  rather  than  at  the  age  of  18 
years  and  9  months,  as  suggested  by  way 
of  criticism  of  my  amendment  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas.  If  it  needs  any 
clarification  on  that  point,  by  way  of 
change  of  language,  that  will  be  done. 

Third,  it  is  my  intention,  in  regard  to 
my  amendment — and  it  is  my  present  be¬ 
lief  that  it  is  best  to  have  it  that  way — 
to  avoid  the  priority  system.  I  believe 
that  the  priority  system  proposed  in  the 
bill  advocated  by  the  Senator  from  Texas 
is  administratively  cumbersome.  I  think 
for  the  most  part  it  will  prove  in  admin¬ 
istration  to  be  so  much  window  dress¬ 
ing.  I  think  that  in  the  actual  applica¬ 
tion  of  this  measure,  as  the  local  draft 
boards  work,  they  are  not  going  to  pay  a 
great  deal  of  attention  to  birthday  dates, 
month  by  month.  When  they  get  a  call 
for  men,  if  there  is  a  boy  who  is  18  years 
and  8  months  old  they  will  take  him  if 
they  think  he  should  go,  even  though 
someone  might  point  out  that  there  was 
in  the  community  a  boy  who  was  18  years 
and  9  months  old.  I  do  not  think  we 
can  get  the  details  of  administration 
down  to  the  fine  points  that  the  Senator 
from  Texas  holds  out  for  in  this  offer  of 
priorities. 

Yes,  I  believe — and  it  is  perfectly 
proper — that  it  makes  a  good  public  ap¬ 
peal;  but  in  the  actual  administration 
I  do  not  believe  the  American  people 
would  get  what  a  reading  of  that  pro¬ 
vision  would  lead  them  to  think  they 
would  be  getting. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  decline  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
has  referred  to  me. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Nevertheless,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  do  not  yield  at  this  point. 

V  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  fourth  point  I  wish 
to  make  is  that  in  view  of  the  discussion 
with  the  Senator  from  Utah  and  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  who  seem  to 
approve  very  much  the  priority  system, 
if  over  the  weekend  a  discussion  by  me 
with  the  Selective  Service  officers  and 
with  others  satisfies  me  that  I  am  over¬ 
emphasizing  or  placing  undue  weight 
upon  what  I  think  is  the  administrative 
cumbersomeness  of  the  priorities  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  bill,  and  convinces  me  that 
I  am  mistaken  about  that,  I  give  notice 
that  I  reserve  the  right  to  modify  the 
amendment  on  Monday,  either  by  in¬ 
serting  the  priorities  in  it  myself  or  by 
encouraging  some  other  Senator,  such  as 
the  Senator  from  Utah,  to  submit  an 
amendment  to  that  effect;  and  we  shall 
get  that  voted  on  first.  I  make  that 
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statement  now,  Mr.  President — I  am 
very  frank  about  it — because  I  think  my 
amendment,  with  the  priorities  in  it, 
would  still  be  better  than  the  provisions 
for  18-year-olds  in  the  committee  bill  as 
advocated  by  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

If  it  is  necessary  in  order  to.  obtain  the 
adoption  of  the  main  provision  of  my 
amendment,  which  is  the  prohibition 
against  taking  men  before  they  are  18  y2 
years  old,  to  agree  to  include  in  my 
amendment  the  so-called  priority  sys¬ 
tem,  I  may  agree  to  do  that.  I  say  that 
because  I  feel  that  then  I  would  still 
have  a  better  provision  in  regard  to  18- 
year-olds  than  would  be  the  case  if  I 
adopted  the  section  on  18-year-olds 
which  is  in  the  committee’s  bill.  In 
other  words,  I  would  follow  the  well- 
known  legislative  compromise  technique 
of  accepting  half  a  loaf  if  I  could  not 
get  a  whole  loaf. 

Mr.  President,  with  that  statement  of 
policy,  I  shall  let  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  take  the  floor  in  his  own  right,  after 
I  give  an  expression  of  thanks  to  my  col¬ 
leagues.  Thereafter  the  responsibility 
for  holding  the  Senate  in  session  any 
longer  will  be  removed  from  my  shoul¬ 
ders,  and  will  be  placed  on  the  shoulders 
of  the  Senator  from  Arizona. 

I  wish  to  thank  my  colleagues  for  the 
courteous  attention  they  have  given  me 
as  I  have  made  my  case  on  this  amend¬ 
ment.  Of  course,  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  stand  on  that  case,  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  a  careful  review  of  it  by  my  col¬ 
leagues  will  result  in  their  giving  me  a 
majority  vote  for  my  amendment. 

I  now  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  thank  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oregon  for  one  thing  in  particular, 
namely,  that  he  is  definite  in  regard  to 
the  7  o’clock  dinner  date  and  is  willing 
to  keep  that  as  a  permanent  agreement, 
and  that  he  did  not  change  his  position 
in  regard  to  the  dinner  date  in  the  way 
he  is  about  to  shift  around  in  his  posi¬ 
tion  on  this  bill.  Any  Senator  who  has 
heard  the  distinguished  Senator’s  speech 
this  evening  must  realize  that  he  would 
not  be  able  to  figure  out  exactly  what 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  is  going  to  do, 
and  therefore  could  not  figure  out  an 
argument  against  him,  because  later  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  may  be  entirely  or 
largely  on  the  other  side  of  the  fence — 
according  to  his  statement  in  regard  to 
adopting  the  priorities  and  adopting 
whatever  is  necessary  in  order  to  have 
the  bill  passed.  Perhaps  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  will  come  around  to  agree¬ 
ing  to  a  provision  with  regard  to  men 
18  years  and  4  months  old. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wish  to 
say  that  earlier  in  the  day  when  I  made 
some  observations,  I  had  reference  to 
the  amendment  now  under  considera¬ 
tion,  namely,  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  in  regard  to  18-year- 
olds.  At  that  time  I  stated  that  the  vote 
on  the  amendment  was  12  to  1  in  the 
committee.  I  may  have  left  the  impres¬ 


sion  that  that  was  the  vote  on  all  the 
amendments  which  were  voted  on  in  the 
committee.  If  I  did,  I  was  in  error,  for 
on  two  amendments  offered  in  the  full 
committee — amendments  in  respect  to 
terms  of  service — the  vote  was  11  to  2. 
On  the  particular  amendment  at  hand, 
the  one  we  are  now  considering,  the  vote 
was  12  to  1.  On  the  amendment  con¬ 
cerning  the  concurrent  resolution — and 
that  amendment  was  adopted — I  want 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  remember 
that  I  joined  him  and  agreed  to  it,  and 
thought  it  made  a  great  contribution  to 
the  bill. 

In  closing,  I  wish  to  say,  if  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Arizona  will  indulge  me,  that 
the  work  done  here  this  afternoon  proves 
the  wisdom  of  the  democratic  processes. 
The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  offered 
several  amendments.  As  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  we  now  have  under  consideration, 
he  thought  it  would  result  in  the  induc¬ 
tion  of  young  men  18  years  and  6  months 
of  age,  but  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  his  amendment  would  result 
in  the  induction  of  young  men  at  the 
age  of  18  years  and  9  months.  So  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  going  to  work  on 
the  amendment.  I  hope  we  shall  have 
a  change  in  that  respect  before  we  vote 
on  the  amendment. 

I  believe  that  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  was  violently  opposed  to  priorities. 
I  know  that  in  the  committee  he  thought 
them  unwise.  I  know  he  refused  to  em¬ 
brace  them.  I  know  that  during  the 
larger  part  of  the  session  today  he  was 
opposed  to  priorities,  but  when  it  ap¬ 
peared  that,  if  priorities  were  provided, 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  and  the 
Senator  from  Utah  might  contribute 
some  support  to  this  18-6  amendment, 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  at  least  agreed 
to  study  the  subject.  I  hope  that  over 
the  week  end  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  give  further  attention  to  his  amend¬ 
ment  because  it  may  be  that  upon  proper 
consideration  he  will  come  to  the  view¬ 
point  of  the  committee.  Nothing  would 
make  the  Senator  from  Texas  happier 
than  to  find  himself  again  in  the  delight¬ 
ful  company  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
do  not  want  to  be  guilty  of  preventing 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  from  keeping 
his  dinner  engagement.  I  merely  want 
to  say  a  word.  I  feel  that  the  Senator 
has  made  a  real  contribution  to  the 
discussion  of  this  very  important  meas¬ 
ure.  I  know  that  he  has  done  so  with 
the  same  sincerity  that  other  Senators 
have  displayed.  It  is  always  well  to  have 
every  possible  viewpoint  brought  out  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  I  wish  to  con¬ 
gratulate  the  Senator,  and  to  thank  him 
for  his  patience  and  his  willingness  to 
remain  to  answer  questions.  However, 
I  do  not  want  to  keep  him  from  his  din¬ 
ner  engagement. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  understand. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  move  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business. 
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EXECUTIVE  MESSAGES  REFERRED 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mon- 
roney  in  the  chair)  laid  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  messages  from  the  President  of  t$e 
United  States  submitting  sundry  nomi¬ 
nations,  which  were  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  committees. 

(For  nominations  this  day  received, 
see  the  end  of  Senate  proceedings,) 
EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  HILL,  from  the  Committee  on  Labor 
and  Public  Welfare: 

Emil  E.  Palmquist,  and  sundry  other  can¬ 
didates  for  appointment  in  the  regular  corps 
of  the  Public  Health  Service. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
clerk  will  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

'  POSTMASTERS 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  postmasters. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  ask  that  the 
nominations  of  postmasters  be  confirmed 
;  en  bloc. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  of  postmas¬ 
ters  are  confirmed  en  bloc. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  ask  that  the 
President  be  immediately  notified  of  all 
nominations  confirmed  today. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  immedi¬ 
ately  notified. 

RECESS 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  As  in  legislative 
session,  I  move  that  the  Senate  stand 
in  recess  until  12  o’clock  noon  on  Monday 
next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 
o’clock  and  42  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  Monday,  March  5, 
1951,  at  12  o’clock  meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 

Executive  nominations  received  March 
2,  1951  (legislative  day  of  January  29), 
1951: 

Diplomatic  and  Foreign  Service 
Richard  C.  Patterson,  Jr.,  of  New  York, 
now  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Pleni¬ 
potentiary  to  Guatemala,  to  the  Envoy  Ex¬ 
traordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States  of  America  to  Switzer¬ 
land. 

Rudolf  E,  Schoenfeld,  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  a  Foreign  Service  officer  of  the 
class  of  career  minister,  now  Envoy  Extraor¬ 
dinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Ru¬ 
mania,  to:be  Ambassador  Extraordinary  and 
Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  of 
America  to  Guatemala. 

Public  Health  Service 
The  following-named  candidates  for  ap¬ 
pointment  in  the  Regular  Corps  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service: 

To  be  senior  assistant  scientists  ( equivalent 
to  the  Army  rank  of  captain),  effective 
date  of  acceptance 
Elvio  H.  Sadun 
Edwin  J.  Robinson,  Jr. 

GeoSrey  M.  Jeffery 
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To  be  senior  assistant  nurse  officer  (equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  Army  rank  of  captain) ,  effective 
date  of  acceptance 
Virginia  L.  Porter 

In  the  Navy 

Rear  Adm.  Thomas  S.  Combs,  United 
States  Navy,  to  be  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Aeronautics  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy 
for  a  term  of  4  years. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  2  (legislative  day  of 
January  29),  1951: 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

James  R.  Solomon,  Abbeville. 

Clyde  D.  Watson,  Clayton. 

Buford  L.  Hughes,  Cottonwood. 

Esther  M.  Sims,  Delta. 

James  W.  Cyphers,  Foley. 

Sister  Mary  Basil,  Holy  Trinity. 

Katherine  T.  Perry,  Lockhart. 

Roy  M.  Williams,  Midland  City. 

Helen  T.  Humphreys,  Montrose. 

James  E.  Channell,  Odenville. 

John  R.  Hinton,  Prattville. 

Lucy  A.  Robinson,  Waverly. 

ALASKA 

Arlene  A.  Webster,  Platinum. 

ARKANSAS 

William  S.  Huggins,  Bauxite. 

Earl  H.  Neely,  Jr.,  Benton. 

Elmer  R.  Gatten,  Colt. 

Eunice  M.  Harvey,  Huntington. 

Jack  H.  Griffin,  Lake  City. 

Pierce  A.  Reeder,  Leola. 

Sam  C.  Ingram,  Luxora. 

William  H.  Bridgeman,  Mineral  Springs. 
James  B.  Hill,  Nashville. 

Marvin  H.  Massey,  Palestine. 

COLORADO 

Julius  B.  Pritchard,  Fort  Lyon. 

Matthew  Martinez,  Milliken. 

FLORIDA 

Frank  L.  Burgust,  Apopka. 

O.  B.  Fowler,  Citra. 

William  P.  Baker,  Hawthorne. 

Howard  S.  Warner,  Orange  City. 

Mark  H.  Shaw,  Palatka. 

Marian  J.  Davis,  Wabasso. 

Edgar  M.  Henderson,  Winter  Garden. 

GEORGIA 

Julian  R.  Grimsley,  Adel. 

Frank  T.  Paulk,  Alapaha. 

Charles  W.  Conley,  Blairsville. 

Mary  Sue  Hampton,  Clarkston. 

Marion  H.  Reynolds,  Clermont. 

Walter  P.  Hughes,  Cumming. 

Charles  H.  Phillips,  Dahlonega. 

Lanier  R.  Billups,  Decatur. 

Cephas  S.  Spruill,  Dunwoody. 

Robert  C.  Stembridge,  Ellijay. 

Huram  R.  Hancock,  Gainesville. 

Marion  A.  Burns,  Hiawassee. 

James  M.  Stallings,  Jr„  Lithonia. 

Marjorie  T.  McCay,  McCaysville. 

Guy  H.  Toles,  Jr.,  Menlo. 

Ruth  H.  Grippo,  Oglethorpe  University. 
Frank  G.  Owen,  Stockbridge. 

Robert  A.  Timmons,  West  Point. 


HAWAII 

Zenichi  Muraoka,  Kaumakanl. 

INDIANA 

Olive  C.  Mohr,  Flat  Rock. 

Loren  R.  Buse,  Poneto. 

Howard  E.  Dike,  St.  John. 

KANSAS 

Willard  Eugene  Foos,  Healy. 

William  P.  Halloran,  Lakin. 

LeRoy  C.  Higgins,  Rolla. 

Willard  O.  Elliott,  Wadsworth. 

LOUISIANA 

Mamie  W.  Higginbotham,  Delhi. 

Leon  J.  Guidry,  Lafayette. 

Austin  B.  Smith,  Rayville. 

Nellie  M.  Whittington,  St.  Landry. 
Raymond  J.  Jolet,  Weeks. 

Simeon  P.  Cartier,  Westwego. 

MAINE 

Orman  M.  Fortier,  Guilford. 

MARYLAND 

Hubert  Glen  Caple,  Cedarhurst. 

James  F.  Burke,  Taneytown. 

Francis  M.  Pickett,  Woodbine. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Raphael  F.  McKeown,  North  Abington. 

MINNESOTA 

Edward  J.  Stevens,  Barnum. 

John  A.  Rolig,  Center  City. 

Lawrence  B.  Rothstein,  Eden  Valley. 
Harland  E.  Stierlen,  Elysian. 

William  C.  Culhane,  Marshall. 

Joseph  D.  Folsom,  Ogilvie. 

Mabel  V.  Lundholm,  Round  Lake. 
Cormac  A.  Suel,  Shakopee. 

Delbert  D.  Merrill,  Silver  Lake. 

MISSOURI 

Clarence  E.  Whittom,  Downing. 

Pansy  B.  France,  Forest  City. 

George  M.  Lenhart,  Higbee. 

Joseph  O.  Burchfield,  Marshfield. 

Cletus  H.  Burkemper,  Old  Monroe. 
Emil  E.  Bock,  Pilot  Grove. 

Edward  D.  Clay,  South  Kinloch  Park. 
Charles  E.  Dixon,  St.  Clair. 

NEBRASKA 

Bertha  A.  Reese,  Pleasanton. 

Walter  A.  Lammli,  Stanton. 

NEW  JERSEY 

Anthony  W.  Raymond,  Seaside  Heights. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Edward  Russell  Johnston,  Belhaven, 
Walter  Wellington  White,  Hertford. 
James  H.  Mullinax,  Pomona. 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Ralph  F.  Covert,  Calvin. 

Edmond  W.  Green,  Hankinson. 

Peter  N.  Retterath,  Lidgerwood. 

Nettie  E.  Bruning,  Solen. 

OHIO 

William  T.  Felske,  Castalia. 

Mary  Jane  Rebbin,  Donnelsville. 
Gerald  V.  Danison,  Glenford. 

Richard  D.  Ferguson,  Risingsun. 

y  OKLAHOMA 

Martha  V.  Cowan,  Cache. 

Harold  D.  Gill,  Hooker. 

Taylor  E.  Cavins,  Ringling. 


OREGON 

Kenneth  V.  Parmley,  Banks. 

-  SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Carl  C.  Wilkes,  Chester. 

TEXAS 

Kinchen  V.  Northington,  Ballinger. 

Victor  J.- Couture,  Brackettville. 

Ernest  I.  Pratt,  Copperas  Cove. 

Alva  C.  Cotney,  Jr.,  Follett. 

Lem  Ashinhurst,  Henrietta. 

Carl  M.  Curry,  Kennard. 

John  F.  Bennett,  Jr.,  McGregor. 

Morgan  Haynes,  Melvin. 

Leslie  Alvin  Smithwick,  Miles. 

Archer  T.  Spear,  Millsap. 

Ernest  Lynn  Fisher,  Mullin. 

Henry  G.  Hankins,  Newcastle. 

Anna  H.  Dyer,  North  Cowden. 

Clarence  B.  Freiley,  Poolville, 

Robert  C.  Phillips,  Rotan. 

Claude  V.  Kphutek,  Rowena. 

William  E.  Bryant,  San  Saba. 

Henry  D.  Moreland,  Snyder. 

Willie  O.  Ham,  Terminal. 

Kenneth  B.  Daws,  Throckmorton. 

Irene  New,  Truscott. 

Julia  J.  Williams,  Valentine. 

Willie  M.  Johnston,  Wolfforth. 

UTAH 

William  R.  Green,  Provo. 

VIRGINIA 

Virginia  H.  Phillips,  Booker  Washington 
Birthplace. 

Homer  G.  Murray,  Boones  Mill. 

Robert  G.  Jones,  Buckingham. 

Mamie  H.  Covington,  Burgess. 

Lloyd  B.  Taylor,  Clifton. 

Alan  G.  Rosenkrans,  Crozet. 

Thurston  K.  Stoneburner,  Edinburg. 
William  P.  Heath,  Esmont, 

Llnnette  B.  Peak,  Glasgow. 

Howard  O.  Shields,  Hurt. 

James  E.  Willey,  Jr.,  Irvington. 

Lewis  R.  Rash,  Jr.,  La  Crosse. 

John  W.  Bullock,  Louisa. 

Charles  O.  Faulconer,  Monroe. 

William  J.  Shull,  Mount  Solon. 

Jesse  M.  Inge,  Pamplin. 

Ward  Blagden,  Petersburg. 

Richard  P.  Davis,  Phenix. 

George  E.  Smith,  Rawlings. 

Aubrey  E.  Johnston,  Jr.,  Strasburg. 

Calvin  C.  Holt,  Sutherlin. 

Cecil  M.  Hunt,  Sweet  Briar. 

Edward  Ware,  Tappahannock. 

Billy  L.  Hottle,  Toms  Brook. 

Lewis  M.  Meador,  Vinton. 

Ernest  M.  East,  Waynesboro. 

WASHINGTON 

James  S.  Bellcoff,  Brush  Prairie. 

Walter  A.  Young,  Palouse. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Joe  Piccolo,  Flemington. 

Virginia  D.  Sorensen,  Fort  Gay. 

Nan  G.  McCormick,  Helen. 

Sybil  G.  Jimison,  Kayford. 

Lois  Mae  Powell,  Mallory. 

Donald  L.  Jamison,  Morgantown. 

Rosalie  K.  Eanes,  Nellis. 
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Orge.ni  zat  io  n,  oxccut  ive .  .  9 
HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  debated  military  aid  bill.  House  committees  reported  India-aid 

and  emergency-reorganization  bills.  House  agreed  to  resolution  authorizing  invest¬ 
igations  of  agricultural  matters.  Hep.  Rankin  claimed  Government  is  "plundering" 
cotton  farmers.  Rep.  Hill  criticized  price  ceilings  on  certain  farm  commodities. 


Rcp  . 


Poage  introduced  bill  on  farm-labor  deferments. 

-SZIL1TE, 


mmn ' 


MILITARY  TRAINING.  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military-training  selective- 
service  bill  (pp.  1955-70,  1976,  1979-2001).  Agreed  to  a  modified  Morse  amend¬ 
ment  changing  from  26  months  to’ 24  months  the  tern  of  service  of  inductees. 
Rejected  Morse  amendments  setting  18-g  as  the  age  for  compulsory  induction  with 
voluntary  presentation  for  induction  at  18,  authorizing  the  calling  into  service 
of  certain  reserve. and  retired  components,  and  authorizing  temporary  removal 
from  service  of  up  to  150,000  instead  of  75 » 000  persons  for  study  or  research  in 
specialized  fields. 


PRTSS. CONTROL.  Son.  Lodge  inserted  his  letter  recommending  price  rollback; 
Fric  Jpimston’  s  reply  (pp.  1982-3). 


AUDIT  REPORT.  '^Received  from  GAO  the  audit  report  on  the 
tration  for  1950  1970)*  Also  received  in  the  House 


lousing  Adminis- 
5oc.  73)TpT  2020). 


4. 

5. 

6. 


Both  Houses  received  the  Interior  Depaiyfcffe nt '  s  report  on  the  effects 


WILDLIFE. 

of  sewage  and  other  polluti 


lbstances  onwirtmLlife  (pp.  1970,  2020)* 


CREDIT  UNIONS.  Received  from  the  Fe 
emend  the  Federal  Credit  Union 


to 


Security  Agency  a  proposed  "bill  to 
^ing  and  Currency  Committee  (p.  1970) 


OFFICIAL  REGISTER.  ■  Thejdf’t  Office  and  Civil  Srr^ige  Committee  reported  without 
amendment  S.  353;  i0*pr?vide  that  the  Official  Regi^sj:  "be  published  "on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  3J^J-nstead  of  "as  early  as  practicable  aFlfcac  the  first  of  June" 
(S.  Rent.  J*5T(p..  1972)  . 


7.  A I 


r  __  INDIA.  Sen.  Maybank  inserted  an  article  "by  Constantine  Brown  ing  that 
ndia  has  denied  certain  rare  material  to  the  U.  S.,  'and  said  we  should 
something  in  return  for  American  wheat  (pp*  1978-9)* 


-2~ 


ECUS] 


g.  FOREIGN  AID.  The  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  anendnent  H. 
.  3017,  'to  ■  furnish  emergency  food  relief  assistance  to  India  (E.  Rept.  18J 
\p.  2020).  For  summary  of  the  hill  see  Digest 


9.  REORGANIZATION,  The  Ercoenditures  in  Executive  Departments  Commit  tea-' reported 
withNfciencbent  H.  R.  1545,  to  authorize  the  President  to  submit  emergency  re¬ 
organisation  plans  necessary  to  the  national  security  or  defensor  (K.  Eept.  lg“ 

(p.  2020^. 

10.  AGRICllLTURi^IlTYSSTIQATIOlTS.  Agreed  as  reported  to  E.  Res.  <$,  to  authorize 
the  Agriculture  Committee  to  . investigate  any  matters  withm  its  jurisdiction, 
particularly  any  matters  relating  to  the  mobilization  of  Agriculture  for  de- 
.fcr.se,  and  to  C%£rc  the  Committee  subpena  powers  (p.  200$)  • 


/ 

1  n  r* 


11.  COT  TOE  PRICES.  RenV  Rankin,  Miss.,  criticized  co  ttonf  acreage  allotments  as  th( 

apply  to  ’’little  faitocrs,”  cor.rpa.red  cotton  prices  idi  the  U.  S.  and  Brazil, 
and  claimed  the  G-ovcrknent  is  nplundcring"  the  cqtfton  farmers  by  fixing  the 
price  of  cotton  (p.  200^).  y  f 

_ 

12.  FARM  PRICES.  Rep.  Hill,  Co&p.,  criticized  prjsrce  ceilings  on  certain  agricul¬ 
tural  commodities,  referring  part icu.la.rly  yt  dried  beans  and  hatching  eggs, 
and  inserted  letters  from  Comrade  firms  oh  the  subject  (pp.  2003—4) . 

/ 

/ 

13.  R.F.C.  .The  Expenditures  in  Executive  Departments  Committee  gave  approval  to 
Reorganization  Plan  ITo.  1,  1951,  reorganise  RFC,  by  reporting  adversely 
H.  Res.  l42,  which  would  d i s app r 0 v\$h c  Plan  (E.  Rept.  188)  (p.  2020). 


l4.  NEWSPRINT.  Agreed  without  amc ndma^t  t lV II.  Res.  llS,  directing  the  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  Jfo  investigate  production  of  newsprint  (pp. 

2004-5). 


15.  COMMERCE.  Agreed  as  reportjp  to  E.  Res.  5l»^uthorizing  the  Interstate  and 

Foreign  Commerce  Commit te^T  to  investigate  any^matters  within  its  jurisdiction 
(p.  2005).  /  ^  \  r 

\  K 

16.  FOOD  CANNING.  Rcp.  Eqfiman,  Mich.,  inserted  a  constituent’s  letter  complain¬ 

ing  of  not  being  abl&  to  get  containers  for  canning^,  mushroom  sauce  (p.2007)' 


17*  DEFENSE  PROCUREMENT.  Rcp.  Vur sell,  Ill,  criticized  procurement  of  some  items 
by  defense  agencies*  and  said  ”we  want  to  hedge  against  N£he  possibility  of 
waste”  (pp.  20^8— ll). 


18.  ELECTRIFICATION.  Rcp.  Angell,  Orcg.,  urged  the  continued  development  of  the 
electric  j^Pwer  potential  of  the  Pacific  Northwest  (pp.  2014 — 7 . 


19.  BUDGET . Rep .  Busbey,  IlL,  criticized  the  President’s  budget  and  urged  roduc- 
tions/in  nondefense  spending  and  a  moratorium  on  existing  legislation  that 
do  car  not  contribute  to  the  defense  effort  (pp.  2017-9)- 


20.  MCLA1LATI0N.  Received  a  S.  Dak.  Legislature  resolution  relative  to  the^con- 

's-tructien  and  naintena.nce  of  power  linos  by  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  (p\202l) 


?Jl.  LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM,  Majority  Loader  McCormack  announced  that  E.  R.  2ol5,  t'hej 
bill  to  amend  peanut  allotments  and  quotas,  is  r.ot  to  be  taken  up  today,  Mar. 6 
but  will  be  scheduled  Mar.  7  or  later  (p.  2008). 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  5  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
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AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Case  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz: 

1  On  page  87,  line  24,  strike  out  the  quotation  marks,  and 

2  insert  the  following  new  paragraph: 

3  “  (3)  Any  person  who  volunteers  for  induction  prior  to 

4  reaching  age  eighteen  years  three  months  shall,  upon  his 

5  request  made  at  time  of  induction,  be  permitted  to  attend  a 

6  school  and  enroll  for  initial  basic  training  offered  in  con- 

7  nection  with  a  Reserve  officer  training  unit,  but  on  com- 

8  pletion  of  nine  months  of  such  attendance  shall  be  liable  for 

9  assignment  to  any  military  unit  for  which  an  inductee  is 
10  liable  upon  completion  of  four  months  initial  basic  training: 


3-5-51 - A 
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1  Provided,  That  failure  to  maintain  a  passing  grade  in  the 

2  school  attended  will  make  the  inductee  liable  for  immediate 

3  military  assignment.” 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  5  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Cordon  to  tbe  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz: 

1  Strike  out  all  of  page  83,  and  page  84,  down  to  and 

2  including  line  19. 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 1 6 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  5  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  (for  him¬ 
self  and  Mr.  Bricker)  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for 
the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal  training- 
program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz : 

1  On  page  78,  beginning  with  the  word  “whenever”  in 

2  line  16,  strike  out  all  through  line  2  on  page  79  and  insert 

3  the  following : 

4  “(2)  Upon  the  expiration  of  sixty  calendar  days  of 

5  continuous  session  of  the  Congress  after  the  period  of  service 

6  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 

7  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 

8  eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions  of 

9  this  section,  all  individuals  then  or  thereafter  registered  under 

10  section  3  of  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the 

11  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have 
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not  been  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  he  liable, 
effective  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  for  initial  basic  military  training 
for  a  period  of  not  less  than  four  months ;  but  only  if,  between 
the  first  day  of  such  period  and  the  expiration  of  such 
sixty-day  period  there  has  not  been  passed  by  either  of  the 
two  Houses,  by  the  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  the 
authorized  membership  of  that  House,  a  resolution  stating 
in  substance  that  that  House  does  not  favor  a  universal 
military  training  program. 

“  ( 3 )  For  the  purpose  of  paragraph  ( 2 )  — 

“(A)  continuity  of  session  shall  be  considered  as 
broken  only  by  an  adjournment  of  the  Congress  sine 
die;  but 

“(B)  in  the  computation  of  the  sixty-day  period 
there  shall  be  excluded  the  days  on  which  either  House 
is  not  in  session  because  of  an  adjournment  of  more 
than  three  da}^s  to  a  day  certain. 

“(4)  The  following  provisions  of  this  paragraph  are 
enacted  by  the  Congress: 

“  (i)  as  an  exercise  of  the  rule-making  power  of  the 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives,  respectively, 
and  as  such  they  shall  be  considered  as  part  of  the  rules 
of  each  House,  respectively,  but  applicable  only  with 
respect  to  the  procedure  to  he  followed  in  such  House 
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in  the  case  of  resolutions  (as  defined  in  subparagraph 
(B))  ;  and  such  rules  shall  supersede  other  rules  only 
to  the  extent  that  they  are  inconsistent  therewith;  and 
“  (ii)  with  full  recognition  of  the  constitutional  right 
of  either  House  to  change  such  rules  (insofar  as  relating 
to  the  procedure  in  such  House)  at  any  time,  in  the 
same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  in  the  case  of 
any  other  rule  of  such  House. 

“(B)  As  used  in  this  paragraph  (4) ,  the  term  ‘resolu¬ 
tion’  means  only  a  resolution  of  either  of  the  two  Houses 
of  Congress,  the  matter  after  the  resolving  clause  of  which 

is  as  follows :  ‘That  the - does  not  favor  a  universal 

military  training  program.’,  the  blank  space  therein  being, 
filled  with  the  name  of  the  resolving  House ; 

“(C)  A  resolution  with  respect  to  a  universal  military 
training  program  shall  he  referred  to  a  committee  by  the 
President  of  the  Senate  or  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  as  the  case  may  be ; 

“  (I))  (i)  If  the  committee  to  which  has  been  referred 
a  resolution  with  respect  to  a  universal  military  training 
program  has  not  reported  it  before  the  expiration  of  ten 
calendar  days  after  its  introduction,  it  shall  then  (hut  not 
before)  he  in  order  to  move  either  to  discharge  the  com¬ 
mittee  from  further  consideration  of  such  resolution,  or  to 
discharge  the  committee  from  further  consideration  of  any 
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other  resolution  with  respect  to  such  universal  military 
training  program  which  has  been  referred  to  the  committee; 

“  (ii)  Such  motion  may  he  made  only  by  a  person  favor¬ 
ing  the  resolution,  shall  he  highly  privileged  (except  that  it 
may  not  he  made  after  the  committee  has  reported  a  resolu¬ 
tion  with  respect  to  the  program) ,  and  debate  thereon  shall 
he  limited  to  not  to  exceed  one  hour,  to  be  equally  divided 
between  those  favoring  and  those  opposing  the  resolution. 
No  amendment  to  such  motion  shall  be  in  order,  and  it  shall 
not  he  in  order  to  move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
such  motion  is  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to; 

“  (iii)  If  the  motion  to  discharge  is  agreed  to  or  dis¬ 
agreed  to,  such  motion  may  not  he  renewed,  nor  may  an¬ 
other  motion  to  discharge  the  committee  he  made  with 
respect  to  any  other  resolution  with  respect  to  the  universal 
military  training  program. 

“(E)  (i)  When  the  committee  has  reported,  or  has 

been  discharged  from  further  consideration  of,  a  resolution 
with  respect  to  a  universal  military  training  program,  it  shall 
at  any  time  thereafter  be  in  order  (even  though  a  previous 
motion  to  the  same  effect  has  been  disagreed  to)  to  move  to 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  such  resolution.  Such  motion 
shall  he  highly  privileged  and  shall  not  he  debatable.  No 
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amendment  to  such  motion  shall  be  in  order  and  it  shall  not 
be  in  order  to  move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  such 
motion  is  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to ; 

“  (ii)  Debate  on  the  resolution  shall  be  limited  to  not  to 
exceed  ten  hours,  which  shall  be  equally  divided  between 
those  favoring  and  those  opposing  the  resolution.  A  motion 
further  to  limit  debate  shall  not  be  debatable.  No  amend¬ 
ment  to,  or  motion  to  recommit,  the  resolution  shall  be  in 
order,  and  it  shall  not  be  in  order  to  move  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  resolution  is  agreed  to  or  disagreed  to. 

“(F)  (i)  All  motions  to  postpone,  made  with  respect 
to  the  discharge  from  committee,  or  the  consideration  of,  a 
resolution  with  respect  to  a  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram,  and  all  motions  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  other 
business,  shall  be  decided  without  debate. 

“  (ii)  All  appeals  from  the  decisions  of  the  Chair  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  application  of  the  rules  of  the  Senate  or  the  House 
of  Representatives,  as  the  case  may  be,  to  the  procedure 
relating  to  a  resolution  with  respect  to  a  universal  military 
training  program  shall  be  decided  without  debate.” 

On  page  79,  line  3,  strike  out  “  (2)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  “  (5) 

On  page  80,  line  6,  strike  out  the  quotation  marks  and 


6 

1  insert  the  following :  “If  a  resolution  of  either  House  is  passed 

2  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  subsection,  the  provisions 

3  of  this  paragraph  shall  become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply 

4  on  the  date  of  adoption  of  such  resolution.” 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 1 6 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

February  27  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 

March  5  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Modified  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal  training  pro¬ 
gram,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page  91,  between 
lines  24  and  25,  insert  the  following : 

4  (c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  here- 

2  after  no  person  shall  be  enlisted  in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces 

3  for  an  enlistment  period  in  excess  of  thirty-six  months.  The 

4  period  of  enlistment  of  any  person  who,  on  or  after  June  27, 

5  1950,  has  enlisted  in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period 

6  in  excess  of  thirty-six  months  is  hereby  reduced  to  thirty- 

7  six  months. 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 1 6 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  5  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 

i|  iy 

AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Taft  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  Page  91, 
between  lines  7  and  8,  insert  the  following: 

1  “(c)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  title,  except  the  pro- 

2  visions  of  the  second  sentence  and  the  last  two  sentences 

3  of  the  fourth  paragraph  of  section  4  (a) ,  and  except  all  of 

4  sections  4  (b) ,  4  (d),  4  (e),  4  (f),  9,  10  (a)  (4),  10 

5  (b)  (10),  13  (c),  14,  and  17  (c)  shall  become  inopera- 

6  tive  and  cease  to  apply  on  the  fourth  anniversary  of  the  date 

7  of  enactment  of  the  1951  amendments  to  the  Universal 

8  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  or  on  such  earlier  date 

9  as  may  be  specified  in  a  joint  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of 

10  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed 

11  prior  to  such  date.” 
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Vol.  97  WASHINGTON,  MONDAY,  MARCH  5,  1951  No.  39 


Senate 

( Legislative  day  of  Monday,  January  29,  1951 ) 


The  Senate  met  at  12  o’clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer i 

Almighty  God,  Thou  only  art  eternal 
and  changeless:  Like  infants.  With  no 
language  but  a  cry,  we  are  but  .pilgrims 
of  the  night;  beneath  our  uncertain  feet 
is  sinking  Sand,  around  us'  constant 
change  and  in  all  things,  including  our 
mortal  life,  the  seeds  of  decay  sprout 
death.  With  hurrying  pare,  swift  to  its 
close  ebbs  out  life’s  little  day.  But  at  the 
altar  of  prayer  faith  flings  open  an  escape 
into  eternity,  into  a /life  flooded  with 
meaning  and  in  whiqh  earthly  tasks  are 
sanctified  and  glorified. 

As  we  look  unto  'thee  who  art  our  life 
and  our  light,  we  know  that  the  encir¬ 
cling  gloom  is  npt  our  home.  Therefore, 
will  we  not  fair  though  the  earth  do 
change  and  Jhough  the  mountains  be 
shaken  into  the  midst  of  the  seas;  though 
the  nation^/rage  and  the  kingdoms  do 
move:  Th£  God  of  hosts  is  with  us,  the 
God  of  Jacob  is  our  refuge.  In  this  faith, 
tune  ou/  hearts  this  day  to  the  infinite, 
that  perplexed  meanings  may  be 
linkecjrinto  one  perfect  peace.  Amen. 

/  THE  JOURNAL 

pn  request  of  Mr.  McFarland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  tije  proceedings  of  Friday, 
March  2,  1951,  was  dispensed  with. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  the  time 
between  now  and  2  o’clock  is  equally 
divided  between  the  proponents  and  op¬ 
ponents  of  the  pending  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  one-half  to  be  controlled  by 
him  and  the  other  half  by  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  take  up  10  minutes  of  my  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  send  to 
the  desk  a  perfecting  amendment  to 
my  amendment  D,  and  ask  to  have  it 
read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment,  as  modified,  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  72,  line  5, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  word 
“eighteen”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  “eighteen  years  and  six 
months” ; 

On  page  82,  beginning  with  line  8,  to 
strike  out  all  down  to  and  including 
line  14,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  act  Is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  “six 
months”  the  following:  “and  prior  to  the 
determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  National  Guard  to  enable  it  to 
maintain  its  authorized  strength.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  In  view  of 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  it 
requires  unanimous  consent  to  modify 
the  amendment.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  modifying  his 
amendment? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  did  not  hear 
the  pronouncement  by  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
said  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  to  vote 
on  the  amendment  at  2  o’clock  has  been 
entered  in,  it  requires  unanimous  consent 
to  modify  an  amendment  pending  at  the 
time  the  agreement  was  made,  and  the 
Chair  asked  if  there  was  objection  to 
the  modification  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  desire  to  take 
advantage  of  any  technicalities. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  If  the  amendment 
is  so  modified,  it  does  not  mean  that  ad¬ 
ditional  time  will  be  afforded  for  debate, 
does  it? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  No.  It  is 
offered  as  a  new  amendment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  have  no  objec¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  reserving  my  right  to  object,  may 


I  inquire  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  in 
what  respects  he  modifies  his  amend¬ 
ment,  and  in  what  way  he  is  changing 
his  attitude  from  the  position  he  took 
on  the  floor  last  Friday? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  intend  to  make  an 
explanation  at  this  time,  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Senator  from  Texas 
is  reserving  his  right  to  object  subject 
to  my  explanation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  be  able  to  make 
his  explanation  within  the  10  minutes 
he  has  allotted  to  himself? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  do 
so  within  the  10  minutes  I  have  allotted 
to  myself. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  perfected  my 
amendment  D  so  as  to  retain  the  provi¬ 
sion  in  the  bill  requiring  that  the  oldest 
eligibles  are  to  be  called  first.  In  other 
words,  the  local  draft  board  will  have  to 
exhaust  the  19-through-25  group  first, 
and  thereafter  in  the  13 14 -to- 19  group 
the  older  men  will  be  called  first. 

If  Senators  will  look  at  the  printed 
version  of  amendment  D,  the  change  I 
am  now  making  can  be  readily  indicated. 
I  am  eliminating  that  portion  of  the 
amendment  appearing  on  lines  4  through 
6  on  the  first  page;  in  all  other  respects 
the  amendment  remains  the  same. 

I  repeat,  the  perfecting  change  results 
in  retaining  the  priority  of  call  provisions 
in  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  commit¬ 
tee,  so  that  the  19-through-25  group 
will  be  called  first,  and  when  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  call  men  below  19,  those  nearest 
age  19  will  be  called  by  local  boards  be¬ 
fore  men  1814  years  of  age  can  be  called. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  modifica¬ 
tion  of  my  amendment,  which  we  dis¬ 
cussed  at  some  length  on  the  floor  late 
Friday  afternoon.  I  announced  that  I 
would  take  the  suggested  change  in  my 
amendment  under  consideration  over  the 
week  end.  It  was  suggested  to  me  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr. 
Watkins]  and  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case],  We 
had  a  somewhat  lengthy  discussion  of 
my  views  on  the  so-called  priority  system 
under  the  committee  bill.  I  said  I  would 
consider  the  suggestion,  because  even 
with  the  adoption  of  the  suggestion  I 
would  still  be  able  to  accomplish  what 
is  the  primary  purpose  of  my  amend- 
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ment,  namely  the  imposition  for  the  time 
being  of  a  prohibition  on  the  induction 
of  boys  prior  to  the  time  that  they  are 
18  years  6  months  old,  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  at  18  years  of  age  they 
would  be  free  to  present  themselves  for 
induction,  as  they  could  under  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill  and  as  they  may  under  the 
existing  law. 

Mr.  President,  it  was  my  understand¬ 
ing  that  we  would  be  free  today  to  offer 
such  amendments  to  my  amendment.  I 
was  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  under  the 
unanimous  consent  agreement  we  would 
not  be  free  to  offer  amendments  to  pend¬ 
ing  legislation  without  unanimous  con¬ 
sent.  I  could  accomplish  my  purpose  by 
way  of  an  amendment  to  my  amend¬ 
ment.  Therefore  I  assumed  that  I 
would  be  free  to  perfect  my  amendment, 
in  order  to  save  time,  if  for  no  other 
reason.  Certainly  we  would  avoid  a 
great  deal  of  confusion.  I  think  there  is 
some  misunderstanding  in  the  Senate, 
and  I  want  to  make  it  clear  that  as  the 
bill  is  presently  worded,  my  amendment 
would  place  a  very  clear  limitation  upon 
indicting  men  prior  to  their  being  18 
years,  6  months  old.  It  would  mean 
that  some  action  would  be  required  in 
the  future  to  apply  the  18-year  limit  to 
universal  military  training,  if  and  when 
universal  military  training  is  put  into 
effect.  Before  any  Senator  votes  on  my 
amendment,  I  want  him  to  know  that 
that  would  be  the  situation.  I  believe 
it  is  exactly  the  way  it  should  be.  We 
should  consider  the  question  when  we 
consider  the  application  of  universal 
military  training.  We  should  take  the 
blueprint  which  the  military  present  to 
us  for  applying  universal  military  train¬ 
ing,  and  consider  the  plan  then. 

So  my  argument  is  that  the  18  72 -year 
limitation  of  my  amendment  strengthens 
the  bill  even  from  the  standpoint  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  because  it  gives 
the  Congress  an  opportunity  to  take  a 
look  at  the  plans  for  universal  military 
training  some  2  years  hence  which,  in 
my  opinion,  will  be  the  first  possible  date 
when  there  will  be  any  chance  to  put 
a  universal  military  training  program 
into  operation. 

That  is  my  explanation  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  on  my  own  time 
for  any  questions  which  the  Senator 
from  Texas  wishes  to  ask. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  merely  wants  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  understand  the  modified  amend¬ 
ment  presented  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Is  the  Senator  from  Texas  correct  in 
his  understanding  that  under  the 
amendment,  as  modified,  a  boy  could  not 
be  taken  for  universal  military  training 
until  he  reached  the  age  of  18  years  and 
6  months? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct,  as  of 
now. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  correct  in  his  under¬ 
standing  that  under  the  modified 
amendment  no  man  could  be  taken  for 
the  draft  until  he  reached  the  age  of  18 
years  and  6  months;  and,  considering 


the  estimates  which  have  been  made  as 
to  the  time  required  for  processing,  he 
would  be  available  at  approximately  18 
years  and  9  months? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Is  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  correct  in  his  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  changed  his  position  over  the  week¬ 
end,  and  consequently  has  changed  his 
amendment,  and  is  now  adopting  the 
committee  priority  system,  so  far  as  the 
age  group  from  18  years  9  months  to  19 
is  concerned? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  is  correct; 
and  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  on  his  own 
time,  will  discuss  that  question  in  some 
detail. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  One  final 
question.  As  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
will  remember,  the  best  estimate  the 
committee  was  given  as  to  the  total 
number  available  in  the  18-19  age  group 
was  545,000.  As  I  understand  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment,  he  would  make  avail¬ 
able  only  one-fourth  of  that  group, 
namely,  the  group  from  18  years  9 
months,  to  19. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  a  little  disagree¬ 
ment  with  the  Senator  from  Texas  as  to 
how  many  will  be  available,  and  I  shall 
discuss  that  question  at  a  later  time, 
too.  However,  I  will  say  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  makes  fewer  available 
than  the  Senator  from  Texas  makes 
available  under  the  language  of  the  bill 
as  reported  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Whether 
the  number  be  545,000,  645,000,  or  745,- 
000,  is  the  Senator  from  Oregon  willing 
to  say  that  he  makes  available  only  the 
group  from  18  years  9  months,  to  19 
years? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct;  pro¬ 
vided  it  requires  3  months  to  process 
them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Based  upon 
that  estimate? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes.  I  am  satisfied  that 
with  greater  efficiency  in  the  processing 
procedures  that  time  could  be  reduced. 
However,  my  amendment  is  6  months 
ahead  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  in  re¬ 
gard  to  every  step  of  induction.  That  is, 
where  he  would  take  them  at  18  years 
and  3  months,  assuming  that  3  months 
are  required  to  process  them,  I  would 
take  them  at  18  years  and  9  months, 
although  I  believe  that  period  could  be 
reduced.  Where  he  would  take  them  at 
18 — that  is,  where  they  would  be  avail¬ 
able  for  induction  at  18 — they  would  be 
available  for  induction  under  my  amend¬ 
ment  at  18  years  and  6  months.  In  other 
words,  I  delay  the  induction  by  6  months, 
step  by  step. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield 
further? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senate 
should  understand  that  we  now  have  on 
the  statute  books  a  law  taking  boys  at 
19.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  would  lower  the  age  limit  but  3 
months  only,  and  would  allow  the  induc¬ 
tion  of  an  additional  135,000.  In  the  de¬ 
bate  on  Thursday,  March  1,  the  Senator 
made  it  very  clear  that  he  was  just  3 
months  ahead  of  the  committee;  but  the 


Senator  from  Oregon  is  very  fleet-footed 
and,  as  I  understand,  he  has  moved  that 
3  months  up  to  6  months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  said  that  I  was  3 
months  ahead  of  the  military,  not  the 
committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  stated  that  there  was  an 
additional  3  months  provided  in  his 
amendment,  as  compared  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill.  Before  the  Senate  recessed 
for  the  week  end,  the  Senator  was  3 
months  ahead;  but,  as  I  now  under¬ 
stand,  he  has  moved  that  3  months 
ahead  an  additional  3  months,  and  is 
6  months  ahead  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  ex¬ 
plain  that  in  my  own  time,  as  soon  as  we 
dispose  of  the  question  whether  I  can 
perfect  my  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  modification  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  no 
objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
hears  no  objection;  and  the  question  is 
on  the  amendment  as  modified. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  what  I  have  already  said  about 
my  amendment,  I  should  like  to  make 
one  or  two  observations,  and  then  I  shall 
yield  the  floor  for  the  time  being. 

I  am  satisfied  that  under  my  amend¬ 
ment  there  will  be  a  sufficient  pool  of 
men  available  to  raise  the  force  which 
the  Military  Establishment  tells  us  they 
want  to  raise  in  the  immediate  future. 
We  have  been  told  by  the  military,  in  the 
hearings  and  since,  that  there  is  very 
little  danger  that  a  man  will  be  taken 
before  he  reaches  the  age  of  18  years  and 
6  months. 

If  that  be  true,  then  I  say  it  is  a  very 
simple  thing  to  write  it  into  the  law, 
and  I  propose  to  write  it  into  the  law. 
I  think  that  calls,  so  to  speak,  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  the  military  in  regard  to  when 
they  are  going  to  take  these  men.  As 
I  stated  the  other  day,  I  have  a  suspi¬ 
cion  that  they  intend  to  take  them  ear¬ 
lier  than  18  years  and  6  months.  My 
amendment  would  at  least  square  the 
law  with  what  they  say  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  law  would  be  under  an 
18-year-induction  provision. 

The  second  point  I  wish  to  make  clear 
is  that  if  we  were  to  take  the  commit¬ 
tee  bill,  it  would  require  at  least  3 
months — so  it  is  claimed  by  the  propo¬ 
nents  of  the  committee  bill,  as  well  as 
by  the  Selective  Service  officials — to 
process  these  men.  So  if  they  started  to 
take  them  at  18,  there  would  be  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  90  days  before  they  would  actu¬ 
ally  be  sent  to  induction  centers.  Under 
my  amendment,  that  date  would  be  just 
6  months  beyond  that,  or  18  years  and 
9  months,  unless  the  processing  period 
were  shortened,  which  I  believe  is  pos¬ 
sible.  ^  If  it  is,  then  I  have  no  objection, 
under' my  amendment,  to  taking  them 
between  18  years  and  6  months  and  18 
years  and  9  months. 

Next,  we  need  to  keep  in  mind  the 
fact  that  the  committee’s  provision  and 
my  amendment  are  identical  in  regard 
to  the  fact  that  a  man  may  enter  the 
service  at  the  age  of  18,  if  he  wishes  to 
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present  himself  for  induction  at  that 
time,  as  can  be  done  under  existing  law. 
The  other  day  I  read  the  applicable  sec¬ 
tion  of  existing  law  into  the  Record,  so 
I  shall  not  repeat  it. 

We  now  come  to  the  much  discussed 
question  of  priority.  Again  I  want  to 
be  completely  honest  with  the  Senate  as 
to  my  personal  judgment  with  respect  to 
priorities.  The  so-called  priority  system 
under  the  committee  bill  provides  that 
the  draft  board  must  exhaust  all  of  those 
in  the  19-through-25-age  bracket  before 
dipping  into  the  18-year  bracket,  and 
then  the  draft  board  must  go  to  the 
group  18  years  and  11  months,  then  18 
years  10  months,  and  next  18  years  9 
months  before  going  below  that  point. 
I  believe  that  such  a  system  would  be 
administratively  very  cumbersome,  and 
I  seriously  question  whether  it  would 
produce  the  results  which  the  propo¬ 
nents  of  the  committee  bill  have  told 
us  it  would. 

As  I  stated  the  other  day,  we  must 
look  at  the  application  of  the  bill  at  the 
local  draft  board  level.  The  committee 
provision  would  make  it  possible  to 
broaden  the  discretion  of  the  local  draft 
board  in  determining  its  own  defer¬ 
ments.  It  has  the  right  to  do  that,  and 
I  am  satisfied  that  that  is  what  is  going 
to  happen  on  the  local  draft  board  level 
with  the  priority  system  which  the 
committee  proposes.  The  draft  boards 
will  not  take  certain  boys  of  the  age  of 
19,  19%,  or  20,  as  they  otherwise  would 
do  with  the  19-year  limit  for  induc¬ 
tion,  because  they  will  be  cognizant  of 
the  fact  that  under  the  committee  bill 
they  have  a  pool  of  18-year-olds  to  draw 
upon,  and  will  be  able  to  broaden  their 
discretion  respecting  deferment.  I  do 
not  think  there  can  be  given  to  the  18- 
year-old  boys  the  guaranty  the  commit¬ 
tee  thinks  its  bill  will  give  them,  that 
they  will  not  be  taken  until  all  the  19- 
to-25-year-old  men  have  been  taken. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  a  Second  objec¬ 
tion  to  the  priority  system  when  it  was 
considered  by  the  committee.  It  seemed 
to  me  that  it  would  make  just  that  much 
more  paper  work  and  red-tape  work  for 
the  members  of  the  local  draft  boards, 
all  of  whom  are  offering  their  services 
gratis  anyway.  Many  of  them  are  law¬ 
yers,  bankers,  businessmen,  who  are 
operating  their  businesses  or  professions 
during  the  day.  I  have  talked  to  a  suf¬ 
ficient  number  of  them  to  know  that 
they  feel  that  already  they  are  encum¬ 
bered  with  as  much  red  tape  as  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  should  impose  upon  them. 

However,  the  parliamentary  situation, 
as  I  explained  the  other  day,  is  that  there 
are  a  considerable  number  of  my  col¬ 
leagues  who  have  sympathy  for  my  18  %- 
year-old  provision  but  who  also  would 
like  very  much  to  have  the  priority  sys¬ 
tem  of  the  committee  bill  retained. 
After  the  debate  on  Friday  afternoon, 
after  personal  conferences  with  some  of 
my  colleagues,  after  further  discussion 
with  members  of  the  professional  staff 
and  legislative  counsel,  I  satisfied  my¬ 
self  that,  although  there  is  some  admin¬ 
istrative  cumbersomeness  to  the  priority 
system,  nevertheless  it  is  worth  a  trial. 

The  VICE  FRSSIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  consumed  20  minutes, 


including  the  colloquy  respecting  his 
modification. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  take  5  minutes 
more. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  recognized  for  5  minutes 
more. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question  which  I 
think  he  can  answer  in  30  seconds? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  modified  amend¬ 
ment  now  leaves  the  first  part  of  the 
Senator’s  amendment  as  it  is  on  page  72, 
line  5,  where  the  Senator  struck  the 
word  “eighteen”  and  inserted  “eighteen 
and  a  half”? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  the  remainder  of 
the  Senator’s  amendment  the  same  as 
the  committee  amendment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  remainder  of  the 
amendment  is  the  same  in  its  effect  as 
the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  MORSE.  So  my  last  word  on  the 
priority  proposal,  Mr.  President,  is  that 
because  the  priority  system  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill  finds  favor  with  some  of  my 
colleagues  who  also  join  me  in  the  feel¬ 
ing  that  an  18  years  6  months  prohibition 
ought  to  be  made  in  the  bill,  I  have  ac¬ 
cepted  the  priority  provisions  of  the 
committee  bill.  That  is  the  only  change 
I  have  made. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  time  being,  I 
yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Before  the 
Senator  yields  the  floor,  will  he  yield  to 
me  for  one  brief  question. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  In  response 
to  the  inquiry  of  the  minority  leader,  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry], 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  said  his  amend¬ 
ment  provided  a  draft  age  of  18  years 
and  6  months.  Is  the  Senator  from 
Texas  correct  in  assuming  that  the  boys 
cannot  be  inducted  until  they  are  18 
years  and  6  months  old,  and  that  there 
must  be  added  to  that,  according  to  the 
estimate  of  the  Selective  Service,  an  ad¬ 
ditional  3  months,  and  therefore,  they 
will  not  be  available  until  approximately 
18  years  and  9  months? 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  will  have  to  be 
added  whatever  time  it  takes  to  process 
the  boys  after  they  have  received  their 
induction  notice  at  18  years^  and  6 
months,  but  that  is  also  true  of  the 
committee  bill.  Under  the  committee 
bill  they  would  be  taken  at  18  years,  but 
at  the  present  time,  so  it  is  alleged,  it 
requires  at  least  90  days  to  process  them, 
so  if  they  are  taken  at  18,  that  would 
mean  18  years  and  3  months.  I  merely 
advance  it  by  6  months.  I  repeat  that, 
of  course,  the  general  assumption  is  that 
the  military  will  not  be  taking  any  of  the 
boys  anyway  until  they  are  18  years  6 
months. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  So  the  issue 
is  18  years  3  months,  as  the  committee 
bill  provides  for  taking  the  boys,  and  18 
years  9  months,  as  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  would  provide, 

Mr.  MORSE.  Plus  the  testimony  of 
the  military  witnesses  that  there  is  not 
any  great  probability  that  the  military 


are  going  to  take  any  18-year-olds  until 
some  time  in  1952. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  the  floor,  and  the 
Senator  can  speak  in  his  own  time. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  wanted  to  ask 
the  Senator  a  question  in  regard  to  his 
modified  amendment. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
answer  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  understood  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Texas  to  say 
that  the  Senator  from  Oregon  proposed 
to  take  the  boys  beginning  at  18  years 
and  9  months.  Is  that  the  provision  of 
the  Senator’s  amendment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No,  the  provision  of  my 
amendment  is  18  years  and  6  months, 
plus  whatever  processing  time  is  required, 
which  I  think  can  be  shortened.  The 
effect  of  my  amendment  would  be  to  keep 
6  months  ahead  of  whatever  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  committee  bill  is,  so  far  as 
induction  is  concerned. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question?  I  came 
into  the  Senate  Chamber  late  and  did 
not  hear  the  entire  statement  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  referred  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Utah  as  one  of  those  with 
whom  I  talked  after  the  debate  on  Fri¬ 
day,  and  that  as  a  result  there  is  re¬ 
tained  in  the  amendment  the  priority 
system  of  the  committee  bill  above  the 
age  of  18  years  6  months,  so  the  mili¬ 
tary  will  have  to  exhaust  the  19-to- 
25-year  group  before  they  can  dip  into 
the  18-year-6-month  group.  Then,  as 
is  provided  by  the  committee,  under  my 
amendment  the  military,  if  they  have 
used  up  the  number  of  19-year-olds,  can 
take  boys  in  the  bracket  from  19  to  18 
years  9  months,  and  consider  them  as 
being  in  the  same  category,  as  is  the 
case  under  the  committee  bill,  and  next 
they  can  take  boys  in  the  bracket  from 
18  years  9  months  to  18  years  6  months, 
as  they  would  do  under  the  committee 
bill,  but  there  they  must  stop.  There 
is  a  prohibition  upon  them  below  that 
age. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  the  lower 
limit? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  lower  limit. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  In  other  respects  the 
Senator’s  provision  would  be  the  same  as 
the  committee  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes,  it  would  be  the 
same  as  the  committee  bill. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders]. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
in  favor  of  enacting  universal  military 
training  legislation  now  as  a  part  of  the 
bill.  That  being  the  case,  I  am  in  favor 
of  leaving  the  age  limit  at  18  years,  be¬ 
cause  for  universal  military  training  that 
is  the  best  age. 

The  first  question  is,  Why  should  we 
provide  now  for  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  as  a  part  of  the  bill?  My  answer  is 
that  it  is  exceedingly,  important  that  we 


1958  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  March  5 


develop  our  intention  to  have  the  utmost 
possible  of  military  strength  at  this  time 
in  view  of  the  situation  in  which  we  find 
ourselves  with  reference  to  a  potential 
enemy. 

I  do  not  believe  we  will  win  peace  by 
military  means  only.  I  feel,  however, 
that  the  means  by  which  peace  may  be 
won,  which  will  be  largely  in  the  inter¬ 
national  political  field,  and  in  the  win¬ 
ning  of  the  hearts  and  minds  of  men,  can 
be  successfully  pursued  only  if  we  deal 
from  strength,  and  that  strength  should 
be  of  the  highest  degree  possible.  In 
dealing  from  strength,  we  must  have  a 
universal  military  training  bill,  and 
mean  it.  There  must  be  no  compro¬ 
mises  about  it.  Eighteen  years  is  the 
best  age  at  which  to  apply  universal 
military  training.  That  is  the  contri¬ 
bution  of  the  youth  of  the  land  to  the 
solution  of  the  world  situation  which 
confronts  us. 

Our  responsibility  lies,  Mr.  President, 
in  moving  on  from  this  position  of 
strength  militarily  into  the  fields  of  in¬ 
ternational  political  action  and  the  win¬ 
ning  of  the  hearts  and  minds  of  men,  by 
which  alone,  in  my  judgment,  peace  can 
be  obtained.  But  we  must  first  have  this 
background  of  strength  to  deal  from. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr. 
Hill]  5  minutes,  or  as  much  thereof  as 
he  may  wish  to  take. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Alabama  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  during  my 
long  tenure  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  I  was  a  member  all  the  while  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
When  I  came  to  the  Senate,  I  became  a 
member  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  When  that  committee 
was  merged  into  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  I  served  on  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  until  I  went  on  the  sub¬ 
committee  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Appropriations  for  the  Armed  Services. 

During  my  years  in  Congress,  I  have 
always  served  on  a  committee  that  has 
had  before  it  questions  which  are  pre¬ 
sented  in  the  bill  now  pending.  I  have 
heard  many  witnesses  and  much  evi¬ 
dence  on  the  questions  presented  by  this 
bill.  An  examination  of  the  hearings 
held  by  the  subcommittee  presided  over 
by  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  convinces  me  that 
the  subcommittee  did  a  most  careful, 
thorough,  and  painstaking  job.  I  think 
the  subcommittee  wrote  the  best  possible 
bill  to  meet  the  situation  which  con¬ 
fronts  us,  namely,  as  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee,  the 
junior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  has  expressed  it,  the  challenge  to 
provide  men  for  the  moment  and  re¬ 
serves  for  the  future. 

After  the  subcommittee  reported  its 
bill,  the  full  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  considered  the  bill  carefully.  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  there  is  not  an  abler  committee 
of  the  Senate.  Its  membership  represents 
almost  every  shade  of  Senatorial  opinion 
and  its  members  are  a  splendid  cross- 
section  of  this  body.  The  full  commit¬ 
tee,  by  a  vote  of  12  to  1,  reported  the  bill 
to  the  Senate.  I  think  the  committee  is 


entitled  to  the  support  of  the  Senate.  I 
do  not  believe  it  could  have  reported  a 
better  bill  to  meet  the  severe  and  un¬ 
predictable  situation  that  our  country 
faces. 

So  far  as  the  pending  amendment  is 
concerned,  18-year-olds  are  called  under 
the  bill  only  if  their  services  be  absolute¬ 
ly  necessary.  Other  sources  of  man¬ 
power  must  be  exhausted  first.  As  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  [Mr.  Flanders]  has  just  said,  if  we 
must  take  the  18-year-olds — there  is 
strong  reason  for  having  them  taken 
when  they  reach  the  age  of  18.  The 
testimony  shows  that  it  is  at  the  age  of 
18  that  the  average  boy  reaches  the  point 
in  his  life  when  he  finishes  high  school 
and  then  goes  on  to  college  or  into  a 
career  or  to  his  life’s  work  That  is  the 
age  at  which  he  can  best  afford  to  take 
time  to  serve  in  the  Armed  Forces.  It  is 
the  age  when  the  least  harm  will  be  done 
to  his  educational  life,  his  family  life, 
his  career,  his  work,  or  his  community 
life. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  are  forced  to  use 
the  18-year-olds  in  combat,  then  we  owe 
them  the  solemn  duty  of  doing  all  we 
possibly  can  to  train  them,  prepare  them, 
and  make  them  ready  to  defend  them¬ 
selves  in  combat.  I  have  often  said  that 
war  is  a  terrible  tragedy;  but  there  is  a 
tragedy  greater  than  war,  and  that  is 
the  tragedy  of  being  forced  into  war  and 
then  being  forced  to  send  our -young  men 
into  battle  when  they  are  not  trained 
and  prepared  and  made  ready  to  take 
the  best  possible  care  of  themselves. 
General  Eisenhower,  in  testifying  before 
the  subcommittee,  said  that,  in  his  opin¬ 
ion,  .lack  of  training  was  responsible  for 
more  graves  of  American  boys  than  per¬ 
haps  any  other  thing. 

These  young  men  have  a  right  to  the 
training  and  preparation  that  will  give 
and  insure  them  the  best  possible  chance 
to  protect  and  save  their  lives. 

Mr.  President,  in  supporting  this  bill, 
we  stand  with  all  the  great  veterans*  or¬ 
ganizations  of  the  country,  the  men  who 
speak  from  experience — the  American 
Legion,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
the  Disabled  American  Veterans,  the 
Amvets,  and  the  American  Veterans 
Committee.  We  stand  for  our  country, 
its  freedom,  and  its  institutions. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Wyoming  [Mr.  Hunt]  5  minutes,  or  so 
much  thereof  as  he  may  desire. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
'  from  Wyoming  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  the  modi¬ 
fied  amendment  submitted  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  comes  approxi¬ 
mately  quite  close,  I  must  admit,  to  the 
committee’s  recommendation.  I  assume 
that  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  modified  his  amendment  in  that  way 
in  order  that  it  shall  be  so  close  to  the 
committee’s  amendment  that  the  Senate 
will  adopt  his  amendment.  However, 
Mil  President,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  not 
make  that  mistake. 

I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senate  that 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  is  com¬ 


posed  of  13  men.  I  am  wondering 
whether  the  Senate  wishes  to  take  the 
consolidated  judgment  of  12  men  on  the 
committee,  who  have  given  greatly  of 
their  time  to  this  subject.  In  this  con¬ 
nection,  I  point  out  that,  in  addition  to 
the  members  of  the  subcommittee,  two 
additional  members  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee,  not  members  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  attended  a  great  many  of  the 
subcommittee’s  sessions.  So  I  am  won¬ 
dering  whether  the  Senate  will  perhaps 
feel  that  it  is  better  and  proper  to  take 
the  judgment  of  those  12  members,  most 
of  whom  attended  the  subcommittee’s 
meetings  very  frequently,  rather  than 
to  take  the  advice  and  suggestion  of  an 
individual  member  of  the  committee. 

I  consider  it  to  be  quite  significant,  Mr. 
President,  that  many  nationally-known 
persons  testified  on  these  particular 
points.  Because  of  their  outstanding 
reputation  in  the  United  States  and  be¬ 
cause  of  their  activities,  they  were  invit¬ 
ed  to  come  before  the  subcommittee  and 
give  it  the  benefit  of  their  advice.  In 
checking  the  record  of  the  hearings,  I 
notice  that  at  the  subcommittee  hear¬ 
ings  approximately  59  witnesses  said  to 
the  committee  that  they  favor  the  draft¬ 
ing  of  the  18-year-olds.  Those  59  wit¬ 
nesses  were  made  up  of  outstanding  na¬ 
tionally  known  and  internationally 
known  military  men,  of  men  nationally 
or  internationally  known  in  the  fields  of 
education,  science,  and  industry.  Fifty- 
nine  of  them  testified  before  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  that  18-year-olds  should  be 
drafted.  Every  representative  of  all  the 
various  service  organizations  testified 
favorably  to  the  drafting  of  the  18-year- 
olds. 

Mr.  President,  who  testified  against 
adoption  of  the  provision  calling  for  the 
drafting  of  18-year-olds?  There  were 
some  17  persons  who  did  so.  They  repre¬ 
sented — and  I  certainly  do  not  say  this  in 
any  disrespect  whatsoever — church  or¬ 
ganizations,  temperance  organizations, 
various  committees  with  various  names, 
committees  for  peace,  for  the  prevention 
of  war,  the  International  League  for 
Peace  and  Freedom,  and  a  few  persons 
who  probably  are  not  known  even  in 
their  own  communities. 

So  we  have  59  well-known,  nationally 
or  internationally  known  persons  testi¬ 
fying  in  favor  of  the  drafting  of  18- 
year-olds,  whereas  only  17  persons  testi¬ 
fied  against  it;  and  of  the  17  who  testi¬ 
fied  against  it,  most  of  them  did  not 
specifically  say  they  were  opposed  to  the 
drafting  of  18-year-olds,  but  they  were 
simply  opposed  to  any  kind  of  draft;  they 
were  opposed  to  the  use  of  the  draft  in 
order  to  enable  us  to  meet  the  emergency 
we  are  facing. 

Mr.  President,  I  note  in  the  Senate  an 
attitude  of  “business  as  usual.”  I  note 
on  the  part  of  some  Members  the  same 
attitude  that  we  have  had  to  contend 
with  ever  since  the  outbreak  of  the  Ko¬ 
rean  affair.  It  seems  that  there  are  some 
of  us  who  still  feel  that  a  halfway  meas¬ 
ure  will  suffice,  and  who  seem  to  ask, 
“Why  worry  about  the  Korean  War  or 
the  war  conditions  which  are  appear¬ 
ing?”  It  is  astonishing  to  find  some 
taking  that  position. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  to  you  that  time 
has  passed,  and  I  think,  as  do  so 
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many  others  who  have  testified  before 
the  committee  and  who  have  spoken 
on  this  matter,  that  the  Congress 
can  no  longer  ignore  the  fact  that  we 
are  in  a  critical  situation,  and  that 
we  must  go  all  out  and  must  adequately 
prepare  if  we  are  to  assure  the  survival 
of  the  United  States.  - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
5  minutes,  or  so  much  thereof  as  he  may 
desire,  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  StennisL 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
opposing  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse!,  not 
as  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  but  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate 
who  has  attended  all  the  hearings  on  the 
pending  bill,  and  has  become  thoroughly 
convinced  that  the  bill  in  its  present 
form,  particularly  as  it  relates  to  18- 
year-old  groups,  is  in  the  best  shape  and 
provides  the  best  formula  which,  under 
the  present  conditions  and  circum¬ 
stances,  we  can  work  out. 

I  believe  we  all  must  start  with  the 
fundamental  basic  proposition  that, 
much  as  we  dislike  it,  we  must  build  up 
a  strong  military  force  and  put  the  Na¬ 
tion  in  a  strong  military  position  at 
home  and  throughout  the  world,  so  far  as 
that  is  concerned.  There  is  little  if  any 
disagreement  among  us  as  to  that  neces¬ 
sity. 

In  my  judgment  we  should  and  must 
recognize  now  that  the  strength  we  are 
building  is  not  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  an  emergency,  not  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  meeting  conditions  as  of 
today;  but  we  should  realize  that  our 
program  must  be  geared  to  meet  condi¬ 
tions  as  they  will  most  likely  develop  at 
least  for  several  years.  So  while  we  have 
this  study  before  us,  I  think  we  must 
meet  the  issue  squarely  and  not  pass  a 
law  which  is  merely  adequate  to  build 
up  our  military  forces  for  next  year  or 
for  only  2  years.  We  should  include  the 
basic  fundamental  machinery  now  which 
will  keep  the  process  moving,  not  only 
to  meet  the  present  emergency,  but  to 
meet  any  emergency  which  may  arise  in 
years  to  come. 

That  is  one  of  the  principal  reasons 
why  I  was  driven  to  the  conclusion  that, 
after  all  the  questions  involved  are  fully 
considered  and  after  all  the  points  are 
heard,  it  is  best  to  put  this  machinery  in 
motion  now,  and  to  let  the  bill  include 
the  18-year-olds,  provided  we  always 
carry  with  it  the  formula  which  was  de- 
veloped,by  the  preparedness  subcommit¬ 
tee.  My  position  is  that  I  do  not  favor 
the  taking  of  the  18-year-old  unless  it  is 
reasonably  necessary.  To  express  the 
thought  a  little  differently,  let  us  take  the 
18-year-old  only  when  his  time  comes. 

This  bill  goes  into  the  area  above  the 
18-year-old,  at  19  and  above,  and  says 
that  all  the  classes  must  be  exhausted 
first  before  dipping  down  to  the  18-year- 
old.  Then,  when  that  group  is  reached, 
the  military  authorities  can  take  only 
those  who  are  of  the  age  of  18  years, 
18  years  and  11  months,  18  years  and  10 
months,  and  so  on  down  the  line.  I  am 
convinced,  if  we  should  stop  at  18  years 
and  6  months,  as  proposed  by  the 
amendment,  or  at  the  age  of  18  years 
and  9  months,  that  within  the  span  of  a 


few  months,  or  certainly  within  1  year 
or  within  18  months,  we  will  have  this 
same  subject  matter  again  before  us, 
and  will  have  to  go  through  the  legisla¬ 
tive  processes  again,  causing  uncertainty 
in  our  own  minds  and  in  the  minds  of 
the  people.  * 

I  think  the  best  thing  we  can  do  is  to 
adopt  the  plan  and  formula  as  reported 
by  the  committee,  pass  the  bill,  and  let 
the  processes  start  moving.  Certainly 
it  will  come  nearer  to  giving  under¬ 
standing,  and  it  will  come  nearer  giving 
proper  treatment  to  the  18-year-old 
boys. 

When  I  started  into  the  hearings  I 
was  leaning  against  the  idea  of  taking 
18-year-olds;  but  proof  of  the  necessity 
came  out  during  the  course  of  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  formula  carried  in  the 
bill.  So  I  am  entirely  satisfied  that  it  is 
best  for  the  18-year-old,  in  view  of  what 
he  has  facing  him  anyway,  that  the 
Senate  accept  the  fundamental  concept 
of  the  bill  and  adopt  the  provision 
putting  him  into  the  picture,  but  with  the 
provision  that  he  may  only  be  taken  in 
accordance  with  the  stair  stepladder  pro¬ 
cedure  set  forth  in  the  bill,  which  will 
insure  that  he  will  not  be  taken  until 
his  time  actually  comes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon,  if  he  cares  to  take  any  of  his  time 
in  behalf  of  the  amendment,  should  do 
so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  sorry,  I  did  not 
hear  the  Senator. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  merely  suggested 
that  it  was  not  entirely  fair  to  have  us 
consume  all  our  time,  if  the  Senator 
intends  to  yield  any  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  I  have  yielded 
more  time  now  than  has  the  Senator, 
thus  far. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
have  a  report  of  the  timekeeper  on  that? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  37  minutes  remaining; 
the  Senator  from  Georgia,  41. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield 
at  this  time  10  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft!. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Ohio  is  recognized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr-.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  in 
favor  of  the  amendment  as  now  modified 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  It  seems 
to  me  we  can  agree  on  certain  things. 
It  is  less  desirable  to  draft  18-year -old 
boys  than  to  draft  19-year-old  boys.  The 
committee  recognizes  that,  and  I  think 
they  have  done  a  very  good  job  on  one 
method  of  approaching  that  problem, 
but  they  admit  the  fact  that  we  ought 
not  to  draft  18-year-old  boys,  if  we  do 
not  have  to.  So  that  is  the  question:  Do 
we  have  to? 

We  have  the  same  question  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  World  War  II.  At  that  time 
we  reviewed  the  evidence,  as  we  did  this 
time.  I  said  then  what  I  say  now,  Mr. 
President: 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that,  on  the  average, 
"boys  of  18  are  not  nearly  so  mature  as  are 
boys  of  19.  Probably  it  is  the  period  of  life 
in  which  there  is  the  greatest  change.  Boys 
of  18  are,  in  effect,  freshmen  in  college, 
ft-' 


After  his  freshman  year  a  boy  is  usually  very 
different  and  more  mature  than  when  he 
graduated  from  high  school.  One  year 
makes  a  tremendous  difference,  and  unless 
we  can  see  a  great  necessity  for  it,  I  do  not 
believe  those  boys  ought  to  be  drafted  or,  at 
least,  they  ought  not  to  be  sent  into  actual 
combat  service. 

I  may  say  that  this  argument  about 
taking  them  when  they  leave  high 
school,  I  think,  is  utterly  fallacious.  I 
think  a  boy  in  the  first  year  of  college 
matures  more  than  he  does  at  any  other 
period  in  his  life,  and  I  believe  very 
strongly  that  there  is  a  marked  differ¬ 
ence  after  one  more  year  at  that  age. 

I  also  said : 

I  had  a  call  on  Monday  from  a  man  in 
Cincinnati  who  came  to  see  me  because  he 
said  he  had  enlisted  in  the  First  World  War 
at  the  age  of  17,  and  that  he  was  18  when  his 
unit  went  abroad.  He  served  during  the 
World  War  in  the  unit  in  France.  He  said 
to  me  that  there  were  two  other  boys  in  that 
unit  who  were  18  years  of  age  and  "Do  not 
let  anyone  tell  you  that  we  were  good  soldiers 
or  that  we  were  the  best  soldiers  in  the  unit.” 
He  said,  “We  knew  we  v/ere  not,  and  the  oth¬ 
er  men  knew  we  were  not,  and,  so  far  as  our 
service  is  concerned,  we  were,  in  effect,  mas¬ 
cots  and  water  boys  for  the  company^.’.  He 
said,  “My  own  experience  is  not  suited  to  en¬ 
courage  the  idea  that  boys  of  18  should  join 
a  unit  which  is  to  engage  in  active  combat 
service.” 

I  believe  there  are  many  18-year-old 
boys  who  are  better  fighters,  and  other¬ 
wise  equally  as  good  as  anyone  else,  but 
there  is  a  greater  proportion  of  18-year- 
old  boys  who  are  not  mature,  and  who 
are  likely  to  be  injured  by  service  in  the 
Army.  So  the  question  comes  back  to 
this:  Is  it  necessary  to  draft  these  boys? 
I  think  the  committee  bill,  postponing 
until  after  the  others  have  been  taken,  is 
better  than  nothing,  but  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  it  really  protects  them, 
because  as  they  are  divided  among  dif¬ 
ferent  States  and  different  sections, 
some  places  may  be  found  where  they 
will  have  to  be  taken  long  before  they 
would  have  to  be  taken  on  a  national 
basis. 

Furthermore,,  we  have  the  testimony 
here  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  Mrs.  Rosenberg,  that  under  the 
bill  as  written,  and  with  a  limit  on  the 
Armed  Forces  of  3,480,000  men,  she  does 
not  believe  any  boy  under  18  years  and  6 
months  of  age  will  be  drafted  before  the 
1st  of  July  1952.  So  it  is  unnecessary  to 
draft  boys  under  18  years  and  6  months, 
for  a  period  of  18  months. 

Mr.  President,  if  it  is  not  necessary, 
then  it  seems  to  me  we  ought  not  to  do 
it.  Let  us  take  a  look  at  it  a  year  from 
now.  There  is  an  infinite  number  of 
completely  uncertain  matters  in  the 
whole  situation,  particularly  in  the  in¬ 
ternational  situation.  There  are  all 
sorts  of  reasons  why  we  may  find  at  that 
time  that  we  have  more  than  enough 
boys  without  18-year-olds.  Experience 
may  prove  that  we  want  to  draft  men 
with  children.  Experience  after  12 
months  may  prove  that  we  want  to 
change  the  order  which  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  bill  now  provides.  Why  should 
we  decide  now,  when  it  is  unnecessary, 
and  when  it  is  agreed  that,  unless  it  is 
necessary,  we  ought  not  to  draft  18-year- 
old  boys? 
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Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 

Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nevada? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  for  a  moment.  My 
time  is  limited. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I  should  merely  like 
to  ask.  Is  the  Senator  familiar  with  the 
fact  that  the  American  Legion  bill,  the 
veterans’  bill  which  was  introduced,  pro¬ 
vided  only  for  training  of  from  6  to  8 
months  for  18-year-olds,  and  that  the 
Rosenberg-Marshall  bill  was  substituted 
for  the  measure  introduced  by  the  jun¬ 
ior  Senator  from  Nevada  and  others  and- 
no  hearings  were  ever  held  on  the  train¬ 
ing  feature  of  it? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  understand  that.  I  have 
another  positive  reason,  Mr.  President, 
as  to  why  I  do  not  believe  we  should  in¬ 
clude  the  18-year-old  boys  referred  to 
unless  it  is  necessary,  and  it  is  founded 
on  what  was  very  clearly  stated  by  Sec¬ 
retary  Marshall  in  his  testimony  before 
the  House  committee.  This  appeared  in 
the  Washington  Post  regarding  General 
Marshall’s  statement: 

Marshall  said  the  18  %  draft  age  would  not 
provide  a  large  enough  manpower  pool  to 
meet  any  sudden  emergency  which  requires 
expansion  of  the  Armed  Forces  from  3,500,000 
to  4,000,000  or  above. 

In  other  words,  what  Secretary  Mar¬ 
shall  says  is,  “We  do  not  need  them  for 
the  present  Army,  but  we  want  a  pool 
from  which  we  may  secure  an  army  of 
4,000,000  men.”  Between  December  1950 
and  January  1951  this  Army,  without 
any  authority  from  Congress  whatever, 
grew  from  2,700,000  to  3,500,000.  The 
same  process  may  be  repeated  next  year 
and  we  will  have  a  4,000,000-man  army 
without  Congress  passing  on  the  ques¬ 
tion. 

My  own  feeling  is  very  strong,  and  I 
think  a  consideration  of  the  figures  will 
bear  me  out.  I  do  not  care  to  debate 
that  at  present,  but  I  believe  an  Army 
of  3,500,000  men  goes  to  the  very  limit 
of-  the  economic  possibility  of  the  United 
States  in  time-  of  peace,  if  it  does  not  go 
beyond  it.  I  have  said  that  3,000,000  is 
the  limit,  but,  in  my  opinion,  3,500,000 
certainly  will  stretch  beyond  the  point 
of  safety,  if  we  are  to  maintain  a  sound 
economic  system  in  time  of  peace.  Yet 
Secretary  Marshall  in  effect  says  we  must 
have  a  larger  pool  so  that  we  can  in¬ 
crease  the  3,500,000  to  4,000,000  if  the 
generals  desire  to  do  so.  I  believe  the 
excess  would  be  a  constant  temptation 
to  increase  the  Armed  Forces. 

Of  course,  the  number  cannot  be 
finally  increased  before  Congress  ap¬ 
propriates  money,  perhaps,  but  if  the 
commitment  is  made,  we  do  not  expect 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  to  cut 
down  what  is  contemplated  in  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  and  jnade  possible  by  the  bill. 
Congress  having  removed  the  limitation 
on  numbers.  It  seems  to  me  the  check 
through  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions  in  1952  would  also  be  a  very  limited 
and  remote  check  on  the  action  of  the 
committee. 

Incidentally,  the  other  statement  of 
Secretary  Marshall  seems  to  me  unfair 
also,  and,  if  I  may  say  so,  a  “blackjack” 
statement,  as  quoted  in  the  Washing¬ 


ton  Post:  “Moreover,  it  would  be  unfair 
to  the  many  reservists  who  had  to  be 
called  when  Korea  broke.” 

His  assistant  has  just  testified  that 
under  present  conditions  it  is  not  going 
to  be  necessary  to  draft  these  boys. 
She  was  contemplating  fair  treatment 
of  the  reservists,  and  said  it  was  still  not 
necessary  to  draft  boys  before  the  age 
of  18%.  Secretary  Marshall  comes 
along  with  an  obvious  effort  to  stir  up 
the  reservists,  and  says  we  should  take 
the  18-year-old  boys  so  that  we  can 
release  the  reservists.  The  fact  is  it 
is  not  necessary  to  take  18-year-old  boys 
even  if  we  release  the  reservists. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No  one 
wants  to  stir  up  the  Reservists.  They  are 
already  stirred  up.  There  are  already 
more  than  800,000  who  served  in  World 
War  II  who  have  been  recalled  because 
there  was  no  one  else  the  Government 
could  call  upon.  Unless  we  add  to  the 
manpower  pool,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
keep  those  800,000  plus  additonal  thou¬ 
sands  who  have  already  rendered  serv¬ 
ice  in  one  war,  some  in  two  wars.  Under 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  they  will  have  to  render  further 
service. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  is  absolutely  con¬ 
trary  to  the  argument  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense.  She  promised  the 
18-year-olds  they  would  not  be  drafted. 
General  Marshall  is  promising  to  let  the 
Reservists  out. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Virginia  3  minutes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia  is  recognized  for  3 
minutes. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  subcommittee  which  con¬ 
sidered  the  proposed  legislation,  but  I 
am  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  I  doubt  if  any  legisla¬ 
tive  proposal  has  received  greater  atten¬ 
tion  and  more  thoughtful  consideration 
than  the  bill  now  pending.  Of  course, 
it  should  receive  such  careful  considera¬ 
tion,  because  it  is  very  vital  and  impor¬ 
tant  that  such  legislation  be  enacted  so 
as  to  give  to  us  adequate  military  de¬ 
fense  at  the  least  possible  hardship  to 
the  people  of  America. 

It  was  a  very  difficult  task  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  had,  because 
it  was  necessary  to  pass  a  comprehensive 
bill  to  integrate  the  National  Guard,  the 
Reserves,  and  the  new  draftees,  and  also 
provide  universal  military  training  for 
the  future.  In  other  words,  what  the 
committee  had  to  do  was  to  draft  a  long- 
range  program  adequate  to  meet  the 
crisis  and  threat  which  now  confront 
this  country. 

I  am  not  one  who  believes  that  war 
with  Russia  is  inevitable.  To  the  con¬ 
trary,  I  think  it  is  only  inevitable  if 
America  is  weak,  weak  either  militarily 
or  fiscally.  I  believe  that  if  we  remain 
strong  at  home,  and  have  a  strong  mili¬ 
tary  defense,  not  only  is  war  with  Rus¬ 


sia  not  inevitable,  but  I  do  not  believe 
that  war  with  Russia  will  occur. 

It  was  with  that  thought  in  mind  that 
the  subcommittee,  and  then  the  gen¬ 
eral  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
worked  with  all  possible  diligence  and 
thought  and  consideration  to  bring  out 
a  bill  of  a  long-range  character  which 
would  protect  our  country. 

I  have  great  admiration  for  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  who 
is  one  of  the  most  useful  members  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  but  I  can 
see  very  little  difference  between  his 
amendment  and  the  measure  proposed 
by  the  committee.  He  proposes  to  draft 
boys  down  to  the  age  of  18%  years,  while 
the  committee  proposes  to  draft  boys 
down  to  the  age  of  18.  But  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill  it  is  provided  that  those  above 
19  should  first  be  drafted  into  the  serv¬ 
ice,  and  then  that  those  between  18% 
and  19  be  drafted,  then  those  between 
18%  and  18%  be  next  taken,  then  those 
between  18%  and  18%,  before  we  get 
down  to  the  18-year  olds.  I  cannot  see 
much  difference  between  the  proposal 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  and 
the  bill  as  submitted  by  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Just  one  further  word. 
Let  us  remember,  too,  that  the  bill  as  it 
was  presented  by  the  committee  provided 
that  not  a  single  soldier  could  be  sent 
into  combat  until  after  he  had  received 
4  months’  training. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall]  4  min¬ 
utes,  or  so  much  thereof  as  he  may  desire. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 

I  am  in  favor  of  the  bill  as  reported  by 
the  committee.  I  listened  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  and  I  wish  he  were  now  in  the 
Chamber.  As  I  understand,  the  question 
before  the  Senate  is  whether  we  desire 
to  force  men  to  serve  in  the  Army  who 
have  fought  in  war,  men  who  in  some 
instances  have  suffered  wounds,  men 
who  have  families,  men  who  have  places 
in  the  community,  or  whether  we 
want  to  build  up  the  strength  of  our 
peacetime  army  from  younger  men. 

I  should  also  like  to  answer  an  argu¬ 
ment  the  Senator  from  Ohio  made  along 
another  line.  The  pending  bill  is  not  one 
that  is  drafted  to  build  up  a  wartime 
army.  It  is  a  bill  drafted  to  build  up  our 
strength  so  that  there  will  not  be 
another  war.  If  we  are  strong  enough 
now  we  hope  and  pray  no  natioiflwill 
dare  to  fight  us. 

As  I  see  the  question,  we  took  off  the 
ceilings,  from  the  armed  services  by  a* 
bill  passed  last  August.  If  we  meant 
what  we  said  when  we  did  that,  we  gave 
it  into  the  power  of  the  armed  services 
to  build  up  to  the  strength  they  felt  was 
necessary.  The  last  figure  was  3,462,000 
men.  There  is  no  indication  that  if  we 
put  the  pending  bill  into  effect  that 
figure  is  going  to  be  increased  next  year 
or  the  year  after.  I  say  that  because,  as 
the  committee  got'the  information  from 
the  armed-service  authorities,  from  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall,  General  Collins,  and  oth¬ 
ers  in  authority,  what  we  want  is  to 
build  up  a  force  so  that  if  M-day  does 
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come  we  can  have  enough  strength  in 
our  Air  Forces  and  enough  force  in  our 
Navy  to  maintain  the  strategic  areas  line 
so  that  they  can  strike  and  we  may  go 
on  from  there.  War  is  a  nasty  business. 
It  is  a  disastrous  business.  We  all  hate 
it.  We  do  not  want  our  boys  to  serve. 
We  all  hope  and  pray,  however,  that  if 
they  do  serve,  they  will  be  trained  and 
will  be  able  to  fight,  if  they  have  to 
fight,  as  well  as  they  possibly  can. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  spoke  about 
reserves.  The  figures  show  that  today  we 
have  800,000  men  in  the  Reserves.  That 
figure  in  the  next  year  will  be  cut  down 
to  351,000.  At  the  present  time,  we  have 
approximately  418,000  men  serving  un¬ 
der  reenlistment  whose  terms  will  expire 
in  a  year.  There  are  a  sufficient  number 
of  men  in  the  19-to-25-year-age  group, 
plus  reenlistments,  plus  those  who  are 
now  in  the  Reserves,  to  build  up  the 
Armed  Forces  for  a  year.  After  that 
time,  we  shall  not  have  them.  We  must 
get  them  from  somewhere  else.  There¬ 
fore,  we  must  either  go  into  the  veteran 
pool,  or  we  must  go  into  the  younger  - 
persons  pool.  I  believe  it  is  only  fair 
that  we  go  into  the  younger-persons 

pool.  .  . 

As  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  and 
others  have  stated,  educators,  public- 
spirited  citizens,  and  the  boys  them¬ 
selves  testified  before  the. committee  that 
there  would  be  less  dislocation  to  the 
lives  of  the  boys  and  less  dislocation  to 
their  communities  if  the  boys  were  taken 
at  18,  rather  than  at  an  older  age.  It 
seems  to  me  it  is  much  better  to  plan 
ahead  now  rather  than  to  wait. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  stated  that  if 
we  are  not  going  to  use  18-year-old 
boys  for  a  year,  why  not  wait  and  pass 
another  bill  later  on?  Mr.  President, 
to  me  that  seems  preposterous.  I  say 
that  because  we  must  make  plans.  If 
we  wait  another  year,  we  would  again 
have  to  consider  the  whole  problem.  In 
the  meantime,  the  armed  services  could 
not  make  any  plans,  and  we  would  have 
to  leave  the  veterans  in  the  service  and 
seek  to  get  reenlistments  and  more  vol¬ 
unteers. 

Mr.  President,  it  takes  901,000  men  a 
year  to  maintain  a  force  of  3,500,000. 
One  age  group  alone  will  supply  only 
545,000. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Hunt  in  the  chair).  The  time  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  expired. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  If  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  will  yield  me  an  additional 
minute  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  1  minute. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  based  his  argument 
on  the  fact  that  we  are  at  peace.  At 
least  three  times  he  said  that  3,500,000 
men  were  all  we  could  afford  in  peace¬ 
time.  Does  not  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  agree  with  me  that  if  we  were 


at  peace  we  would  not  be  talking  about 
the  pending  bill? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator  is 
correct.  Of  course  we  would  not  be  talk¬ 
ing  about  the  pending  bill.  We  are  pro¬ 
posing  to  take  this  action  in  order  to 
assure  our  security  and  to  maintain 
peace.  I  agree  that  we  cannot  over  a 
long  period  in  peacetime  maintain  a 
force  much  greater  than  3,500,000  men 
without  ruining  our  economy.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Connecticut  and  I  heard  fig¬ 
ures  mentioned  which  would  lead  us  to 
that  conclusion.  From  economic  rea¬ 
sons,  from  manpower  reasons,  and  from 
the  general  desire  of  the  country  as  a 
whole,  we  need  not  have  any  fear  that 
the  Armed  Forces  would  run  about 
3,500,000  men  because  of  the  demands  of 
the  armed  services. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
inquire  of  the  Chair  how  much  time  I 
have  remaining  and  how  much  time  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  remaining? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has  27  min¬ 
utes.  At  the  same  time  the  Chair  would 
inform  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  that  he  has  32  minutes  re¬ 
maining. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  if  it  is 
satisfactory  to  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia,  I  wish  to  take  10  minutes  at  this 
time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  it 
agreeable  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  perfectly  agree¬ 
able. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  reply  to  some 
arguments  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall],  be¬ 
cause  I  think  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  is  clearly  wrong  in  his  statis¬ 
tical  analysis  of  the  problem  which  con¬ 
fronts  Congress  with  regard  to  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill.  In  my  opinion,  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  was  completely  right  when 
he  said  in  effect  that  on  the  basis  of  the 
showing  made  to  date  by  the  military 
itself  no  need  has  been  demonstrated 
for  taking  18-year-old  boys  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  is 
clearly,  right  when  he  points  out  that  it 
has  been  the  position  of  the  military  in 
weeks  gone  by  that  they  were  not  going 
to  get  into  the  18 -year-old  group  for 
approximately  a  year  and  a  half.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  Senator  from  Ohio  is  right 
when  he  says  Congress  had  better  take 
a  second  look  at  the  situation  in  a  year 
and  a  half  from  now,  or  2  years  from 
now.  Congress  will  not  be  out  of  busi¬ 
ness.  It  will  be  in  session. 

Mr.  President,  on  the  basis  of  the  con¬ 
stant  shifting  which  the  military  has 
been  doing  throughout  the  presentation 
of  its  statistics  at  our  hearings  I  wish  to 
say,  as  I  said  the  other  day,  that  I  still 
hold  to  my  present  opinion,  namely,  that 
the  military  has  loaded  its  statistical  re¬ 
ports  in  its  presentation  of  its  case  in  a 
way  which  slants  it  in  favor  of  the 
military. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE..  I  wish  to  finish  my  state¬ 
ment.  At  the  conclusion  of  my  state¬ 
ment,  if  I  have  any  time  remaining,  I 
shall  be  very  happy  to  yield. 


I  think  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  had  better  take  his  pencil  and  find 
out  what  the  military  did  with  several 
hundred  thousand  men.  As  I  said  the 
other  day,  in  the  preparation  of  its  art 
work,  which  it  offered  to  the  committee 
during  the  presentation  of  its  case,  the 
military  lost  over  250,000  men  on  one 
chart.  If  the  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  has  any  answer  to  the  position  I 
took  with  reference  to  the  statistics  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  military,  let  him  present 
it  in  his  own  time.  I  repeat  my  charge 
that  the  military  has  constantly  shifted 
its  position  in  the  presentation  of  its 
statistics  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  said  that  in 
order  to  have  adequate  manpower  for 
the  Armed  Forces  and  an  adequate  safety 
margin  for  the  selective  service  we  must 
take  into  the  pool  the  18-year-olds  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  year  beginning  next  July  1. 
Let  us  examine  the  manpower  picture  to 
determine  if  that  is  so.  First,  let  us  look 
at  the  figures  on  manpower  available 
during  the  period  from  the  end  of  last 
October,  to  which  most  of  the  data  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  committee  related,  to  June 
30  of  this  year.  From  the  committee  re¬ 
port  we  learn  that  816,000  men  were 
available  under  present  standards  from 
the  selective-service  group  1-A  at  the 
end  of  October.  We  also  learn  that  an 
estimated  457,000  available  men  will  be¬ 
come  19  years  of  age  from  the  1st  of 
November  through  the  end  of  June. 
During  the  8  months’  period  more  than 
700,000  men  should  have  reached  then- 
nineteenth  birthday. 

The  committee  adds  these  figures  to 
give  us  a  total  available  manpower  by 
enlistment  and  induction  from  the  end 
of  October  to  the  end  of  June  of  1,273,- 
000  men.  From  this  human  resource  the 
committee  reports  an  estimate  of  enlist¬ 
ment  and  induction  totaling  862,000. 
This  leaves  a  safety  margin  of  411,000 
in  the  pool  of  available  manpower  on 
June  30. 

Let  us  look  at  the  actual  or  possible 
additions  to  this  pool,  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  not  included  in  its  figures. 
The  bill  under  consideration  cancels  the 
deferment  of  nonveteran  husbands,  an 
action  which  the  committee  estimates 
would  add  290,000  to  the  available  pool, 
but  that  figure  is  not  included  in  the 
Charts  of  the  military.  Such  husbands 
should  become  available  before  June  30, 
unless  Congress  is  unusually  slow  in 
passing  the  pending  bill,  or  defers  its 
effective  date  until  July  1.  Added  to 
the  admitted  pool  of  411,000,  it  gives  the 
Armed  Forces  and  selective  service  a 
total  pool  of  701,000,  well  above  the 
maximum  safety  margin,  which  I  believe 
to  be  an  inflated  one,  of  600,000  men. 

As  I  said  in  my  speeches  on  Thursday 
and  Friday,  we  should  take  a  long  look 
at  the  safety-margin  figures  which  the 
military  has  presented  because  I  think 
the  safety-margin  figures  are  also  filled 
with  overstatements. 

In  addition  to  this  change  resulting 
from  the  present  law,  I  believe  we  may 
safely  assume  that  tighter  standards  of 
deferment  might  result  in  an  additional 
250,000  men. 

I  have  come  to  this  conclusion  from 
the  following  facts:  Spokesmen  for  the 
Armed  Forces  have  admitted  that  by 
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lowering  their  standards,  but  not  by 
such  an  amount  as  would  seriously  harm 
the  services,  they  would  be  able  to  add 
100,000  men  from  the  18-year-old  pool. 

Today,  Mr.  President,  I  repeat  that 
we  have  a  great  opportunity,  in  passing 
judgment  on  this  bill,  to  adopt  some 
checks  which  will  force  the  military  to 
stop  the  unconscionable  waste  of  man¬ 
power  which  characterizes  its  present 
operations.  We  must  see  to  it  that  it 
puts  into  practice  a  change  in  its  defer¬ 
ment  standards,  so  that  the  100,000  men 
who  their  own  witnesses  testified  could 
be  saved,  will  be  saved.  I  think  also  that 
that  100,000  should  thereafter  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  calculations  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  in  respect  to  the  statistics  which 
they  present  to  the  Congress 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  they  should 
be  able,  therefore,  to  add  50,000  from 
the  pool  of  men  becoming  19  years  of 
age  during  the  8-month  period  from 
November  1  to  June  30.  A  50-percent 
figure  has  been  used  to  calculate  the 
816,000  available  men  from  the  1,632,000 
pool  of  the  I-A’s.  I  believe  it  should  be 
possible  to  raise  this  percentage  to  ap¬ 
proximately  60  percent,  adding  160,000 
to  the  number  of  men  available  on  or 
before  June  30  next. 

Unfortunately — and  I  am  as  guilty  as 
any  other  member  of  the  committee — 
no  member  of  the  committee  challenged 
the  50-percent  figure  for  I-A’s,  and  the 
figures  do  not  give  us  an  indication  of 
the  real  cushion  in  this  estimate,  but  I 
a_i  satisfied,  as  I  have  studied  the  whole 
statistical  presentation  of  the  military 
in  this  case,  that  there  is  a  cushion 
there.  I  think  I  am  engaging  in  an  un¬ 
derstatement  when  I  make  my  sugges¬ 
tion  of  a  percentage  of  about  60  percent, 
adding  160,000  available  men. 

Next,  I  joint  out  that  if  we  can  add 
100,000  men  by  lowering  the  standards 
for  the  1,052,000  18-year-olds,  I  believe 
we  should  be  able  to  get  at  least  5-per¬ 
cent  salvage,  that  is,  40,000  men  and 
possibly  quite  a  number  more,  from  the 
800,000  in  the  selective-service  pool. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  take  an  additional 
5  minutes. 

Summarizing  these  data,  we  find  that 
this  has  added  290,000  meri>,  and  indi¬ 
cates  that  it  is  possible — and  I  should 
say  that  under  pressure  it  would  be  prob¬ 
able — that  it  would  mean  a  further  ad¬ 
dition  of  250,000  men.  This  would  raise 
the  safety  margin  of  men  remaining  in 
the  pool  on  June  30  from  411,000  to  951,- 
000.  Using  the  data  for  the  fiscal  year 
1952  already  presented  by  the  military, 
and  assuming  only  that  the  lower  induc¬ 
tion  standards  would  be  applied  to  those 
becoming  19  years  of  age  from  July  1, 
1951,  to  June  30,  1952,  we  find  that  it 
would  be  possible  to  go  through  the  fiscal 
year  1952,  with  inductions  and  enlist¬ 
ments  reported  by  the  military,  and  have 
a  surplus  of  more  than  1,240,00  on  June 
30,  1952. 

Further,  I  point  out  that  when  the 
military  came  before  the  committee  in 
the  first  instance,  testifying  through  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,'  Mrs. 
Rosenberg,  it  testified  in  terms  ota  mil¬ 


itary  establishment  of  3,200,000.  That 
was  the  figure  on  which  all  of  its  charts 
in  the  first  instance  were  prepared. 

It  was  some  days  after  they  increased 
that  amount,  in  round  numbers,  by  250,- 
000 — that  is,  up  to  3,462,000 — before 
they  got  around  to  changing  their 
charts  before  the  committee  to  repre¬ 
sent  this  increase  in  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment.  So  the  original  basis  on  which 
the  military  prepared  its  statistics  is  ap¬ 
parently  very  flexible.  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  we  ought  to  hold  them  to  the 
position  they  took  on  January  10,  1951, 
that  is,  to  the  3,200,000  for  which  they 
testified,  and  ask  them  to  eliminate  the 
thousands  of  able-bodied  men  now  in 
paper-pushing  jobs  in  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment.  They  should  be  relieved 
for  combat  training.  The  number  of 
women  and  the  number  of  civilians  in 
the  Military  Establishment  should  be 
increased  to  do  these  noncombat  jobs. 
I  believe  we  have  a  right  to  make  that 
insistence  before  we  give  them  any  such 
sweeping  power  as  they  ask  for  in  this 
bill. 

I  wish  to  say  also,  Mr.  President,  that 
in  my  judgment,  we  have  a  great  obli¬ 
gation  constantly  to  review  the  military. 
I  think  it  is  a  great  mistake  to  give  them 
this  blanket  bill  now,  and  let  them,  as 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  im¬ 
plied  in  his  remarks,  form  the  impres¬ 
sion  that  they  can  go  on,  as  General 
Marshall  certainly  indicated  before  the 
House  committee  the  other  day,  and 
increase  the  number  to  some  4,000,000 
or  more,  at  their  discretion.  I  think 
we  ought  to  say,  “When  you  dip  down 
into  the  18-year-olds  and  start  taking 
them  for  combat,  we  want  to  review  the 
program  at  that  time.” 

As  I  stated  the  other  day,  and  now 
repeat,  I  am  for  a  universal  military 
training  bill.  I  was  so  much  for  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  bill  that  last 
summer,  contrary  to  some  members  of 
the  committee  who  are  ardent  advocates 
of  this  bill,  I  voted  against  postponing 
action  on  a  universal  military  training 
program.  If  in  1948  we  had  taken  the 
position  then  insisted  upon  by  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon,  putting  into  prac¬ 
tice  then  a  universal  military  training 
bill,  the  defenses  of  the  country  would 
be  in  much  better  position  than  they 
are  at  present. 

I  expect  to  hear  the  same  argument 
again,  because  it  is  constantly  being  pre¬ 
sented.  I  refer  to  the  argument  that 
we  ought  to  vote  for  this  bill  because  of 
Korea.  In  view  of  the  testimony  that 
the  military  has  given  us  as  to  how  long 
it  is  going  to  take  to  get  men  ready  for 
combat  under  this  bill,  I  say  that  this 
bill,  in  its  present  form,  has  very  little 
to  do  with  Korea.  However,  any  time 
the  administration  wants  to  talk  to  me 
about  policy  in  Korea  in  terms  of  a  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment,  I  say  that  all  of  us 
in  the  Senate  ought  to  be  willing  to  face 
frankly  what  our  Korean  policy  is. 

I  ask,  What  is  our  Korean  policy?  If 
we  really  want  to  do  the  job  in  Korea 
that  needs  to  be  done,  if  we  are  going  to 
stay  there,  this  bill  is  but  a  drop  in  the 
bucket.  Why  fool  the  public  about  the 
Korean  situation?  So  far  as  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  have  offered  is  concerned, 


the  Korean  situation  has  very  little  to 
do  with  whether  or  not  we  take  boys  at 
18  years  and  6  months  or  at  an  earlier 
age.  The  thing  about  which  we  must 
make  up  our  minds  in  Korea  is  whether 
we  are  going  to  face  the  fact  that  Com¬ 
munist  China  and  Communist  Russia 
are  really  carrying  on  a  war  against 
us  in  Korea.  We  should  protect  our 
American  boys  in  Korea  by  authorizing 
the  bombing  of  the  bases  which  furnish 
the  supplies  which  are  killing  them. 

I  am  ready  and  willing  at  any  time  to 
face  the  Korean  situation;  but  I  think 
it  is  stretching  the  point  to  try  to  read 
into  this  bill  any  great  relief  for  Korea, 
when  the  military  itself  testifies  that  it 
is  not  going  to  be  taking  18-year-old 
boys  until  sometime  in  1952,  as  pointed 
out  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

No,  Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  now 
we  should  say  to  the  military,  “Get  ready 
to  take  1 8 ^ -year- old  boys;  and  when 
you  have  saved  the  manpower  which  your 
own  statistics  show  you  are  capable  of 
saving,  come  before  Congress  a  year  or  a 
year  and  a  half  hence,  and  we  will  hear 
you  again.  In  carrying  out  our  constitu¬ 
tional  checks,  we  will  hear  you  again  on 
the  straight  18-year-old  issue.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question  which 
will  require  only  1  minute,  which  he  can 
take  out  of  his  additional  time? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  On  January  22,  1951, 
on  page  653  of  the  hearings,  testimony 
was  adduced  relative  to  the  manpower 
pool. 

On  page  681  of  the  hearings,  there  is  a 
statement  by  Anna  M.  Rosenberg. 

On  page  687  she  placed  in  the  record 
exhibit  A,  the  long-range  security  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  Nation. 

On  page  691  a  chart  was  introduced 
calling  for  3,500,000  men. 

On  page  696  we  find  in  the  testimony 
of  the  assistant  to  General  Marshall  the 
following : 

Mrs.  Rosenberg.  The  coining  year  if  the 
law  becomes  effective  June  1951  to  June 
1952,  the  maximum  men  we  would  take  in 
would  be  about  400,000.  We  at  no  time  feel 
that  in  that  phasing-in  we  would  take  in  a 
man  less  than  18  years  and  6  months,  plus 
the  minimum  training  which  we  guarantee 
that  we  would  have  to  give  and  would  give 
by  law,  would  bring  it  up  to  18  years  and  10 
or  11  or  12  months. 

I  would  like  to  give  a  statement  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall,  a  very  brief  one,  of  why  we  are 
sure  we  can  carry  this  out  *  *  *. 

In  the  year  1952-53  we  would  not  phase-in 
more  than  probably  400,000  to  450,000  18-year 
olds,  and  as  we  carry  over  a  backlog  from 
the  year  before,  we  again  would  not  have  any¬ 
one  under  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Oregon  under¬ 
stand  that  is  the  testimony  of  Anna 
Rosenberg,  Assistant  to  General  Mar¬ 
shall,  who  in  this  long  range  program 
for  3,500,000  men,  specifically  stated 
that  under  her  formula  the  military 
would  not  draft  an  18  V2  -year-old,  and 
that  under  the  training  period  allowed, 
active  service  would  nQt  begin  until  prob¬ 
ably  18  years  and  11  months  or  18  years 
and  12  months? 
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Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  no  question, 
about  the  fact  that  it  was  the  testimony, 
and  in  giving  that  testimony  I  think, 
although  she  would  not  have  wanted  to, 
she  was  my  witness  in  support  of  my 
amendment,  although  she  was  quite  un¬ 
conscious  of  it  at  the  time. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  Senator 
think  any  change  has  occurred  since 
that  happened  on  January  22,  that 
would  justify  changing  the  formula  Mrs. 
Rosenberg  suggested  for  this  bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  my  personal  opin¬ 
ion  that  when  the  military  come  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  bill  proposed  by  the  com¬ 
mittee,  if  it  is  adopted  in  that  form,  they 
will  not  be  taking  the  boys  until  they  are 
18  years  and  6  months.  Therefore  I 
ask,  What  is  the  objection  to  writing  it 
into  the  bill? 

I  new  yield  the  floor  for  the  time  being. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  now  yield  4  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  California  [Mr. 
Knowland]. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  First,  relative  to 
the  statement  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  on  several  occasions  that  these 
figures  are  Pentagon  figures,  I  wish  to 
say  that  the  fact  of'the  matter  is  that 
the  figures  on  manpower  came  from  the 
Department  of  Labor,  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  the  Bureau  of  the  Census, 
and  from  the  Selective  Service  System. 
So,  they  represent  a  composite  view  of 
the  best  information  available  from  the 
several  departments  of  the  Government 
which  would  have  factual  information. 
I  fully  appreciate  that  there  can  be,  of 
course,  an  honest  difference  of  opinion 
respecting  figures,  but  I  believe  that  the 
committee,  the  Defense  Establishment, 
and  the  Government  itself  have  tried  to 
present  to  the  best  of  their  ability  figures 
upon  which  the  committee  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  might  rely.  So  they  were  not  fig¬ 
ures  merely  pulled  out  of  the  hat  by 
somebody  in  the  Pentagon  entirely  re¬ 
gardless  of  what  the  facts  might  be. 

Mr.  President,  I  note  from  the  bottom 
of  page  1779  of  the  Congressional  Rec¬ 
ord  for  March  1  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  states  that  under  the  terms  of 
his  amendment  a  young  man  could  pre¬ 
sent  himself  for  induction  at  the  age 
of  18. 

He  therefore  concludes  that  actually 
his  amendment  involves  only  3  months 
difference,  instead  of  6  months — ac¬ 
cording  to  his  remarks  as  found  on  page 
1785. 

With  all  due  respect  to  the  Senator’s 
logic,  I  would  point  out  that  this  is  a 
very  material  oversimplification  of  the 
facts. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  when  he 
states  that  the  young  man  who  wishes  to 
volunteer  for  induction  may  do  so. 

Obviously  that  same  young  man  could 
have  enlisted  in  the  Armed  Forces  even 
at  the  age  of  17 — a  year  earlier — with  his 
parents’  consent. 

But  the  great  bulk  of  persons  who  en¬ 
ter  the  services  through  induction  do  not 
volunteer  for  induction.  They  enter  the 
services  as  part  of  a  call,  and  as  part  of 
a  regular  quota. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  under  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  bill  the  requirement  to  register 


is  imposed  upon  a  young  man  at  age 
18 — the  same  age  as  has  been  prescribed 
all  along  by  the  1948  act. 

However,  the  committee  bill  also  im¬ 
poses  an  obligation  for  service  at  this 
age.  Hence,  the  classification  and  other 
preinduction  processes  may  begin  at  18, 
instead  of  19,  as  is  the  case  today. 

The  registrant  has  a  prescribed  pe¬ 
riod  of  days  in  which  to  present  him¬ 
self  for  registration. 

Following  that,  his  local  board  must 
convene  on  his  case  and  direct  that  the 
classification  questionnaire  be  mailed  to 
the  individual. 

Here  again  the  individual  has  a  pre¬ 
scribed  number  of  days  in  which  to  fill 
out  the  questionnaire  and  return  it  to 
his  local  board. 

The  local  board  must  then  meet,  con¬ 
sider  his  case,  and  decide  upon  his  clas¬ 
sification. 

Again  the  individual  has  a  prescribed 
number  of  days  in  which  to  appeal  his 
classification.  If  he  does  appeal  it,  his 
induction  cannot  be  accomplished  until 
final  decision  is  made  by  the  appeal 
board. 

The  average  time  consumed  by  these 
steps  is  90  days. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  these  are  all  time- 
consuming  measures.  We  all  admit 
that.  But  they  add  up  to  the  demo¬ 
cratic  way  of  accomplishing  this  process. 

The  Selective  Service  System  is  not  a 
military  organization.  It  has  no  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Department  of  Defense. 
It  is  not  under  the  control  or  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Department  of  Defense.  Its 
sole  function  is  to  meet  calls  which  are 
approved  by  the  President  for  induction 
of  men  into  the  Armed  Forces. 

Selective  Service  personnel  are  mainly 
volunteer  workers,  selected  because  of 
their  high  standing  and  reputation  for 
integrity  among  their  neighbors. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  under  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment  none  of  the  classifica¬ 
tion  procedure  could  start  until  age  18 
years  and  6  months.  As  a  consequence 
the  earliest  possible  date  of  induction, 
excepting  for  the  relatively  few  who  vol¬ 
unteer  for  induction,  would  be  18  years 
and  9  months. 

We  have  ample  evidence — simply  look 
at  the  record — that  in  the  very  imme¬ 
diate  future  we  must  induct  men  sub¬ 
stantially  below  the  age  of  18  years  and  9 
months  if  we  are  to  meet  our  manpower 
requirements. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  virtually  hamstrings  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  System  in  its  ability  to  meet 
quotas. 

It  will  result  in  an  arbitrary  treatment 
of  registrants,  and  a  revised  deferment 
policy,  the  rigidity  and  inflexibility  of 
which  this  country  has  never  seen. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
4  minutes’  time  allotted  to  the  Senator 
from  California  have  expired. 

Mi-.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  me  a 
couple  of  additional  minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  that  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  just  left  the  Chamber,  but 
he  has  allotted  the  remaining  time.  I 


myself,  however,  will  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  California  an  additional  min¬ 
ute.  That  will  be  taken  out  of  my  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Very  well. 

Mr.  President,  I  suggest  that  we  must 
be  realistic  in  this  matter.  We  must  tell 
the  people  the  truth.  We  cannot  delude 
them  by  any  implication  that  there  is 
money  in  cur  manpower  bank  which  is 
not  there. 

The  Senator  oversimplifies  the  situ¬ 
ation  when  he  says  that  his  amendment 
simply  involves  a  mere  matter  of  3 
months. 

He  is  confusing  his  amendment  with 
the  House  version  of  the  bill. 

His  amendment  definitely  involves  a 
period  of  6  full  months. 

His  adroit  suggestion  that  the  armed 
services  should  be  good  fellows  and  adopt 
his  amendment  is  impossible  for  them  to 
accept  if  they  are  to  do  their  duty  to 
their  country. 

His  implication  that  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  have  said  they  could  live  with  this 
amendment  is  unfortunate.  It  confuses 
two  completely  different  proposals — the 
House  version  and  the  Morse  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Kefauver]  3  minutes. 

The’  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Tennessee  is  recognized 
for  3  minutes. 

Mr.  KEFAUVER.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  not  use  all  the  time  allotted  to  me. 
I  merely  wish  to  say  respecting  the  issue 
involved  that  I  have  never  been  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  committee  before  whom  a  matter 
has  been  more  fully  considered  pro  and 
con  than  the  subject  now  before  the 
Senate  was  considered  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  of  the  Senate,  and 
particularly  by  the  subcommittee 
headed  by  the  distinguished  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson].  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  parents  of  the  young  men  and 
the  young  men  themselves  who  may  be 
called  for  service  can  know  that  every 
idea  has  been  explored,  that  the  whole 
matter  has  been  most  fully  considered, 
and  that  the  authorities,  both  pro  and 
con  on  the  matter  of  age  for  induction 
and  conditions  of  induction  have  been 
given  an  opportunity  of  fully  expressing 
their  views. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  matter  nar¬ 
rows  itself  down  to  a  rather  small  field 
of  controversy.  From  looking  over  the 
report  and  reading  the  excellent  hear¬ 
ings  conducted  by  the  committee,  it 
seems  to  me  the  preponderance  of  the 
evidence  and  certainly  to  my  mind  the 
more  practical  approach  is  in  favor  of 
the  bill  as  it  is  now  presented. 

I  have  been  particularly  interested  in 
what  the  educators  have  had  to  say,  as 
it  appears  on  page  23  of  the  report,  re¬ 
specting  whether  18  years  and  3  months 
is  a  better  age  at  which  to  induct  the 
boys  than  18  years  and  9  months.  The 
men  upon  whom  I  believe  the  Nation 
can  place  the  best  reliance  favor  the 
provision  now  set  forth  in  the  bill  fixing 
the  period  between  high  school  and  col¬ 
lege,  or  going  into  some  avocation,  as 
the  best  interim  time  at  which  young 
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men  cr.n  get  away  for  their  military 
service. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  hope  the 
viewpoint  of  the  majority  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  the  preponderant  majority  and 
also,  it  seems  to  me  the  greater  number 
of  educators  who  have  given  the  matter 
study,  will  prevail  when  the  question  is 
voted  upon.  Correspondence  I  have  re¬ 
ceived  from  both  educators  and  the 
young  men  themselves  express  the  view¬ 
point  favoring  adoption  of  the  bill  as 
reported  by  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  has 
expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  4  minutes  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Chapman]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kentucky  is  recognized  for 
4  minutes. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.  Mr.  President,  during 
the  hearings  on  this  bill  your  committee 
sought  information  from  every  available 
source.  There  were  some  voices  of  dis¬ 
sension,  but  the  overwhelming  prepon¬ 
derance  of  opinion  was  in  favor  of  plac¬ 
ing  the  13-year-old  boys  in  their  coun¬ 
try’s  uniform  for  military  training  and 
service. 

If  we  do  not  induct  and  train  the  18- 
year-old  boys,  it  will  be  necessary  either 
practically  to  destroy  the  National  Guard 
by  inducting  its  members  as  individuals, 
or  to  tear  veterans  of  World  War  II 
away  from  the  industrial  and  agricul¬ 
tural  life  of  America,  many  of  them  in 
critical  work;  drag  them  away  from  the 
homes  they  have  established  and  have 
assumed  obligations  to  support,  and  re¬ 
draft  them — those  who  served  in  World 
War  II — into  the  military  service,  to 
which  they  already  have  given  much  of 
the  best  time  of  their  youth,  and  many 
of  them  at  the  age  of  18. 

Mr.  President,  training  and  service  by 
18-year-old  boys  will  cause  less  inter¬ 
ruption  of  the  normal  processes  of 
American  life,  will  interfere  in  a  smaller 
degree  with  education,  with  the  con¬ 
tinuity  of  industrial  and  agricultural 
production,  and  will  disrupt  less  the 
promising  home  life  of  young  America, 
than  would  induction  atr  any  other  age. 

It  was  not  with  lack  of  extraordinary 
experience  and  vast  knowledge  that  our 
great  leaders  in  World  War  II,  upon 
whose  judgment,  wisdom,  and  leader¬ 
ship  we  depend  now  to  build  a  great  de¬ 
fensive  force,  told  us,  with  complete 
agreement,  ‘‘that  experience  in  both 
world  wars  has  shown  that  men  of  18 
are  among  the  bravest  and  best 
fighters.” 

Mr.  President,  I  should  feel  sadly  re¬ 
miss  in  the  performance  of  my  duty  as  a 
Senator  if  I  fail  to  say  a  few  words  in 
behalf  of  a  very  fine,  capable,  and  de¬ 
pendable  young  man,  who  in  some 
quarters  seems  to  be  woefully  misunder¬ 
stood.  I  refer  to  the  subject  of  this 
argument  which  has  been  raging  for 
weeks— the  young  man  himself,  the 
controversial  18-year-old.  For  several 
months  a  number  of  well-intentioned  but 
misguided  people  have  reflected  unfairly 
on  his  reputation,  by  portraying  him, 
not  as  the  alert,  brave,  vigorous,  depend¬ 
able  young  American  patriot  that  he  is, 


but  as  a  juvenile,  and  irresponsible 
weakling,  a  problem  child  not  to  be 
trusted  beyond  his  home  town  or  his 
immediate  neighborhood. 

All  of  us  have  received  scores  of  let¬ 
ters  about  this  young  man.  I  have  re¬ 
ceived  a  few  from  teachers,  a  few  from 
fond  mothers,  whose  sentiments  I  re¬ 
spect  sincerely,  and  a  very,  very  few 
from  fathers. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question  at  this 
point? 

Mr.  CHAPMAN.  I  am  sorry  that  I 
cannot  yield  because  cf  the  limitation 
of  time. 

Mr.  President,  some  people  may  think 
this  robust,  vigorous,  young  man  is  a 
baby,  but  he  knows  he  is  not  a  baby. 
Some  witnesses  have  protested  against 
calling  him  to  the  colors,  but  he  has  not 
protested.  I  have  not  received  one  let¬ 
ter  of  protest  from  young  America. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has 
expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  permit  me  to  ask 
a  question  of  him? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  in  the  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  cooperate 
completely  with  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia.  I  have  7  minutes  remaining.  I 
would  yield  a  few  minutes  now  to  the 
Senator  from  Montana;  and  then  I  won¬ 
der  whether  we  could  have  a  gentlemen’s 
understanding  that  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  would  have  the  last  5  minutes, 
and  that  I  would  have  the  last  5  minutes 
preceding  his  5-minute  period. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That' will  be  agree¬ 
able. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Montana 
[Mr.  EctonL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Montana  is  recognized  for 
2  minutes. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  at  the 
outset  let  me  say  that  I  have  the  pro- 
foundest  respect  for  every  member  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  and  I 
realize  what  a  difficult  task  they  have 
had  in  preparing  this  bill  and  making  it 
ready  for  action  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Since  I  am  not  a  member  of  the 
committee,  I  am  somewhat  reluctant  to 
question  the  committee’s  recommenda¬ 
tions. 

However,  Mr.  President,  at  the  same 
time  I  wish  to  pay  my  respects  and  com¬ 
pliments  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  who  is  a  member 
of  the  committee,  for  bringing  before 
the  Senate  many  figures  and  many  argu¬ 
ments  of  which  I  think  we,  as  Senators, 
and  also  the  people  of  the  United  States 
should  be  aware. 

Mr.  President,  throughout  this  debate 
there  have  been  certain  irreconcilable 
arguments,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 
At  the  beginning,  I  understood  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  lower  the  draft 
age  to  18  years  in  order  to  give  the 
armed  services  a  "shot  in  the  arm,”  so 
to  speak,  to  build  up  our  potential  armed 
strength.  However,  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  has  brought  out  the  fact  that 
the  military  authorities  of  the  United 
States  do  not  have  any  idea  of  induct¬ 


ing  the  18-year-olds  and  getting  them 
in  uniform  and  actual  combat  service 
before  1952.  If  that  is  the  case,  I  wish 
to  know  why  objection  is  entertained 
against  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Montana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Montana  whatever  additional  time 
he  may  need. 

Mr.  ECTON.  Mr.  President,  on  this 
question  I  think  there  has  been  gross 
misunderstanding  among  the  people  of 
the  United  States.  There  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  juggling  of  figures.  When 
we  deal  with  this  question,  we  should 
not  juggle  the  lives  of  young  America. 

Of  course  the  18-year-old  boys  would 
not  write  to  us;  but  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
have  heard  from  thousands  of  mothers 
and  fathers  and  I  have  heard  from  hun¬ 
dreds  of  brothers  who  served  in  the  last 
war  and  who  do  not  want  their  “kid 
brothers”  to  be  inducted  at  18  years  of 
age. 

I  intend  to  support  the  amendment 
of  the  distinguished  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  As  I  view  the  matter,  Mr. 
President,  there  is  no  possibility  of  re¬ 
lieving  the  Reserves  in  the  Korean  situa¬ 
tion  at  the  present  time,  even  if  we  lower 
the  draft  age.  We  could  not  possibly 
get  the  newly  inducted  boys  to  Korea 
soon  enough  to  relieve  the  Reserves. 

It  is  proposed  that  we  draft  these 
young  boys  to  serve  in  various  countries 
throughout  the  world;  yet  only  one  of 
those  countries  requires  its  18-year-old 
boys  to  be  drafted  into  its  military 
service. 

So  it  seems  to  me  that  we  shall  have 
gone  far  enough  if  we  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon, 
lowering  the  draft  age  to  18y2  years  of 
age. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  [Mr.  Cain]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  asks  the  Senator  from  Washing¬ 
ton  to  wait  1  minute  until  we  can  get 
the  time  straightened  out.  The  Chair 
understands  from  the  Parliamentarian 
that  3  minutes  remain  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  and  19  minutes  remain  to 
the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  has  yielded 
3  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Wash¬ 
ington,  who  is  recognized  at  this  time. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Washington  has  not  been 
moved  by  the  amended  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon.  I  began  to  lose  my  interest  in 
the  Senator’s  original  amendment  when 
its  author  began  to  spin  like  a  top  last 
Friday  afternoon,  in  answer  to  questions. 

Mr.  President,  I  trust  that  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  will  vote  down  this 
amendment,  not  primarily  because  it  is  a 
bad  amendment,  as  I  believe  it  to  be,  but 
because  the  Senate  understands  the 
committee’s  position  and  believes  that 
position  to  be  sound,  reasonable,  fair, 
and  in  the  national  interest. 

For  over  2  months  I  have  listened  to, 
and  carefully  studied,  every  available  ar¬ 
gument  given  as  to  why  18-year-olds 
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should  not  be  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  for  training  and  service.  I  can 
sincerely  say  today  that  I  have  yet  to 
hear  a  single  substantial  reason  why  18- 
year-olds  are  essentially  different  from 
18  Vz  -year-olds. 

Some  have  said  that  a  man  at  18  is 
immature,  hardly  more  than  a  baby  out 
of  his  mother’s  arms.  They  have  said 
that  he  needs  the  sheltering  protection 
of  his  home,  his  family,  and  his  commu¬ 
nity.  I  have  been  unimpressed  by  these 
arguments.  I  cannot  see  that  a  man 
age  18  is  a  baby  one  day  and  a  mature 
man  6  months  later.  I  cannot  believe 
that  there  is  any  reason  for  thinking 
that  a  family  that  has  not  constructive¬ 
ly  influenced  a  man’s  character  in  18 
years  can  do  so  in  an  additional  6 
months. 

At  age  18,  few  men  have  married,  and 
even  fewer  are  fathers.  Age  18  is  the 
time  when  a  man  can  contribute  his 
military  service  at  the  lowest  cost  to 
family  and  community  life. 

There  are  other  considerations  that 
we  must  face  in  deciding  the  minimum 
age  at  which  a  man  becomes  eligible  for 
induction.  The  first  of  these  is  one  that 
is  all  too  often  overlooked  in  these  dis¬ 
cussions,  namely,  the  Question  of  our 
military  security  and  how  we  can  meet 
our  basic  military  needs. 

In  making  our  plans  for  the  future  we 
cannot  afford  to  place  so  rigid  a  limita¬ 
tion  on  the  availability  of  men  for  our 
Armed  Forces  that  our  national  security 
can  be  imperiled. 

Returning  once  more  to  the  question 
of  whether  or  not  wTe  should  make  18- 
year-olds  eligible  for  induction  I  cannot 
avoid  raising  the  question  as  to  what  is 
the  alternative.  If  we  do  not  make  18- 
year-olds  available,  and  I  remind  you 
that  they  will  be  taken  when  they  are  19 
anyway,  whom  should  we  take?  Should 
we  take  older  men  with  children;  men 
with  family  responsibilities,  men  who  are 
performing  essential  jobs  in  our  facto¬ 
ries  and  on  our  farms?  Would  this  not 
be  more  disruptive  in  every  sense  than 
taking  18-year-olds? 

Is  it  fair  to  ask  the  veterans  of  World 
War  II  to  serve  again?  To  ask  men  who 
have  already  given  many  years  of  their 
lives  to  the  national  service  to  take  up 
arms  again?  I  think  the  answer  to  these 
questions  is  clear. 

Then,  too,  we  must  consider  the 
members  of  our  Reserve  Forces  who 
have  already  been  called  in  for  their 
second  tour  of  duty  and  those  that  will 
be  called  in  during  coming  months. 
These  men,  in  joining  the  Reserves,  vol¬ 
untarily  assumed  the  obligation  of  de¬ 
fending  their  country  in  times  of  crises. 
However,  from  the  standpoint  of  justice 
we  cannot  expect  these  men  to  serve 
for  long  periods  of  time.  Many  of  them 
have  left  their  families  and  interrupted 
their  careers  at  great  personal  sacrifice, 
and  have  caused  hardship  to  their  fami¬ 
lies  and  loved  ones.  We  must  set  as  an 
objective  the  early  return  of  these  men 
to  their  civilian  lives  and  pursuits. 
The  sooner  we  can  develop  a  reservoir 
of  trained  men  as  replacements  for 
them,  the  sooner  we  can  accomplish 
their  return. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Washington 
has  expired. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
chairman  permit  me  to  finish  this  sen¬ 
tence  and  several  brief  concluding 
paragraphs? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  one  more 
minute  to  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  the  build¬ 
ing  of  such  a  Reserve  is  one  of  the 
prime  features  of  the  bill  which  is  now 
before  the  Senate. 

From  the  viewpoint  of  the  young  man 
himself  who  may  be  called  to  serve  sud¬ 
denly  at  some  future  time,  it  seems  only 
fair  to  give  him  the  benefit  of  proper 
training  before  his  possible  involvement 
in  combat.  We  should  be  doing  these 
men  no  favor  by  delaying  their  induc¬ 
tion  and  their  training  until  the  crisis 
was  at  hand  and  they  would  be  needed 
hurriedly  and,  like  all  too  many  times  in 
the  past,  be  sent  into  battle  ill  prepared 
and  insufficiently  trained.  Too  many 
of  our  young  men  rest  in  soldiers’  graves 
as  witness  to  the  danger  of  such  a  short¬ 
sighted  policy. 

What  we  are  really  talking  about  is  the 
6-month  period  between  age  18  and  age 
18  V2.  What  reason  can  there  be  for  de¬ 
laying  induction  for  these  6  months?  A 
man  cannot  get  a  worth-while  job  in 
that  period  and  make  any  progress  to¬ 
ward  his  lifetime  career.  Nor  can  he 
make  any  substantial  progress  toward 
acquiring  his  higher  education.  It 
would  be  for  most  young  men  a  deadly 
waiting  period  of  inactivity  and  frustra¬ 
tion.  Anything  that  he  might  start  dur¬ 
ing  that  period  would  be  shortly 
interrupted. 

In  short,  I  can  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  distinguish  between  the  18-year- 
old  and  the  18 ^-year-old.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  I  can  see  every  reason  why  we 
should  not  distinguish  between  them — • 
from  the  viewpoint  of  the  man’s  own 
future,  from  the  viewpoint  of  our  com¬ 
munity  lives,  from  the  viewpoint  of  as¬ 
suring  justice  to  our  reserves  and  to  our 
veterans,  and,  finally,  from  the  viewpoint 
of  safeguarding  our  national  security. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  distinguished  majority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr. 
McFarland] 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arizona  is  recognized. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
there  is  little  that  can  be  added  to  this 
discussion.  As  I  have  previously  stated, 
this  is  probably  the  most  important  bill 
which  will  come  before  this  session  of 
Congress. 

Why  is  it  important?  It  is  important 
because  this  Nation  and  the  world  are 
confronted  with  a  crisis.  The  pending 
legislation  has  been  drafted  to  meet  that 
crisis.  It  has  a  dual  purpose.  It  is  de¬ 
signed  to  bring  about  peace  in  a  troubled 
world  by  making  our  Armed  Forces  so 
strong  that  certain  nations  which  recog¬ 
nize  and  respect  might,  and  might  alone, 
will  think  long  before  taking  actions 
which  would  involve  us  in  world  war 


III.  Its  second  purpose  is  to  prepare 
this  republic  to  meet  any  military  con¬ 
tingency  which  may  arise  in  the  future. 

I  say  we  cannot  meet  either  of  those 
objectives  by  half-way  measures.  The 
distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio  has  said 
that  we  should  adopt  this  amendment  in 
order  to  limit  the  number  of  American 
Armed  Forces.  There  is,  of  course,  a  far 
more  proper  and  specific  way  to  do  that. 
If  the  distinguished  Senator  wants  to 
limit  the  number  of  men  and  women  in 
our  Armed  Forces,  he  should  introduce  a 
bill  which  will  have  that  for  its  purpose. 
That  is  the  proper  way  the  logical  way, 
and  the  direct  way  to  do  it. 

We  should  not  snipe  at  basic  defense 
legislation  by  indirect  methods.  We 
should  not  tear  down  by  indirection  the 
very  measures  which  will  keep  us  ade¬ 
quately  prepared;  and  all  of  us  agree 
that  under  existing  world  conditions  the 
United  States  of  America  quickly  must 
become  adequately  prepared  and  must 
remain  so.  How  else  are  we  going  to  do 
that  than  by  facing  up  to  our  respons- 
bilities  on  the  legislation  now  before  the 
Senate? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Should  we  not 
only  do  that,  but  also  give  them  time  to 
make  plans,  in  order  that  they  may  be 
prepared,  should  we  not? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  appreciate  the 
Senator’s  suggestion. 

Mr.  President,  how  are  we  going  to  be 
adequately  prepared?  That  is  the  prob¬ 
lem  which  confronts  us  today.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  in  the  debate  again  and 
again  that  we  must  take  men  who  have 
wives  and  children,  or  we  must  take  vet¬ 
erans,  or  we  must  take  men  below  the 
age  of  19.  I  agree  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Washington  that  it  makes 
little  difference  to  a  young  man  whether 
he  is  called  today  or  3  months  from  to¬ 
day,  since  the  bill  proposes  a  system  of 
priorities.  The  committee’s  carefully 
worked  out  provision  for  priorities,  under 
which  all  men  between  tfie  ages  of  19 
and  26  shall  be  taken  first,  and  then  the 
men  under  the  age  of  19,  makes  mean¬ 
ingless  this  quibbling  over  a  period  of 
3  months? 

Mr.  President,  none  of  us  likes  the  idea 
of  drafting  our  young  men.  It  is  no 
pleasant  task  to  order  any  man,  regard¬ 
less  of  age,  to  military  duty.  I  do  not 
like  it.  None  of  us  derives  any  satisfac¬ 
tion  or  happiness  from  it.  I  wish  de¬ 
voutly  that  we  lived  in  times  when  cur 
country  did  not  face  such  needs;  when 
we  could  disarm  and  forget  militarism 
and  war.  But  that  is  not  the  kind  of 
a  world  we  are  in;  we  must  face  the  bit¬ 
ter  realities,  the  hard  facts  before  us. 
If  we  do  otherwise,  we  shall  be  false  to 
our  trust  and  unworthy  of  our  responsi¬ 
bilities  to  the  citizens  of  this  Nation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  me  an¬ 
other  half  minute? 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  the  Senator 
an  additional  half  minute. 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  It  is  my  conten¬ 
tion  that  we  cannot  afford  to  play  with 
the  defense  of  the  Nation.  We  dare  not 
again  face  the  contingency  which  we 
met  in  the  last  war.  In  considering  this 
question  I  think  it  is  useful  to  point  out 
that  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Ohio  voted  against  the  draft  in  1940;  and 
he  voted  against  an  extension  of  the 
draft,  immediately  prior  to  the  attack  on 
Pearl  Harbor.  Where  would  our  coun¬ 
try  have  been  on  building  up  a  defense 
force  had  we  followed  the  advice  of  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio  then? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  for  a  question? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  can  tell  the  Senator 
where  we  would  have  been.  We  would 
have  been  exactly  where  we  are  today, 
because  there  was  not  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  the  day  of  the  Pearl  Harbor 
attack  one  man  more  than  could  have 
been  obtained  through  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ment.  Under  the  figures  which  then 
existed,  there  was  no  evidence  of  the 
necessity  for  the  draft  at  that  time,  and 
we  would  have  done  equally  well  without 
it. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona  has 
expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
6  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  chairman  of  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  which  wrote  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  rise  to  speak  in  opposition  to  the 
amendment  now  before  the  Senate. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  philosophy  of  this 
amendment;  I  am  opposed  to  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment;  I  am  opposed  to 
the  results  this  amendment  would  pro¬ 
duce  ;  and  I  am  most  especially  opposed 
to  the  inequities  this  amendment  would 
write  into  law. 

Let  me  emphasize  that  my  opposition 
is  directed  wholly  and  solely  at  the 
amendment.  Nothing  I  shall  say  is  in¬ 
tended  to  reflect  upon  the  sponsor  of  this 
amendment,  for  whom  I  hold  the  very 
highest  esteem  and  respect — and  whose 
courage  and  ability  and  tenacity  I  fre¬ 
quently  envy. 

As  I  understand  this  amendment — 
which  would  fix  the  age  of  service  eligi¬ 
bility  at  I8V2  years — really  18  years  and 
9  months — for  our  young  men — its 
fundamental  purpose  is  to  reduce,  rather 
than  increase,  the  manpower  available 
to  the  Armed  Forces. 

I  cannot,  at  this  hour  in  the  world’s 
history,  lend  my  support  to  any  legisla¬ 
tive  proposal  which  would  deliberately 
reduce  the  number  of  men  available  for 
service  in  this  Nation’s  fighting  forces. 

The  whole  purpose  of  this  bill — S.  1 — > 
is  to  make  certain  that  we,  as  a  nation, 
have  sufficient  men  available,  when  and 
if  necessary,  to  meet  the  minimum  de¬ 
fense  requirements  of  our  security.  This 
is  not  a  bill  to  force  all  men  between  the 
ages  18  and  25  into  service  and  thus 
create  and  maintain  a  permanent  large 


military  force.  That  is  not  the  purpose 
at  all. 

This  is  simply  a  bill  to  make  available 
an  adequate  pool  of  manpower — a  pool 
that  can  be  tapped,  as  needed. 

What  does  this  amendment  propose  to 
do? 

It  proposes  to  make  a  muddy  little 
puddle  out  of  our  manpower  pool. 

This  amendment  proposes  that  we 
write  into  the.  laws  of  this  Nation  an  of¬ 
ficial  and  formal  expression  of  our  dis¬ 
trust  of  our  military  leaders — our  own 
military  leaders. 

If  all-out  war — or  some  more  appar¬ 
ent  threat  to  our  security  materialized — 
the  18-year-olds  might  be  called  up  a 
few  weeks  before  18  y2  years.  But,  even 
then,  it  is  most  unlikely,  if  not  impos¬ 
sible,  that  any  boy  would  go  into  service 
before  he  is  18  years  and  3  months  old. 

That  is  what  our  military  leaders  have 
told  us  would  take  place.  It  is  not 
merely  a  promise  from  them;  it  is  not 
merely  frosting  on  the  cake.  Anyone 
can  look  at  the  records  of  selective-serv¬ 
ice  experience  and  reach  the  same  con¬ 
clusion,  come  up  with  the  same  facts. 

Anyone  could  do  that.  But  this 
amendment  disregards  the  facts — scoffs 
at  them,  mocks  them.  This  amendment 
says,  loudly  and  brazenly,  “General  Mar¬ 
shall,  General  Bradley,  General  Collins, 
Admiral  Sherman,  General  Vanden- 
berg — gentlemen,  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States;  consider  your  recommen¬ 
dations  no  good ;  we  don’t  trust  you.” 

That  is  what  this  amendment  says. 
If  you  believe  that— and  I,  for  one,  do 
not — then  I  say  you  are  wasting  your 
time  debating  such  a  minor  matter  as 
the  Morse  amendment,  as  amended  two 
or  three  times  since  it  was  first  sub¬ 
mitted. 

If  Senators  believe  we  cannot  trust 
General  Marshall  and  General  Bradley 
and  all  the  other  military  leaders,  then 
I  tell  them  that  they  ought  to  be  crying 
in  alarm  about  the  impending  doom  of 
the  Republic. 

The  philosophy  of  this  amendment 
goes  deeper.  It  is  an  attempt  to  tie  the 
military’s  hands — knowingly  and  delib¬ 
erately.  I  was  shocked  when  I  heard  ex¬ 
pressed  upon  this  floor  the  justification 
that  Congress  ought  to  limit  the  mili¬ 
tary  to  some  fixed  number  of  men  lower 
than  the  military’s  own  estimate  of  need. 
It  was  said  that  if  we  would  deny  the 
military  the  manpower  they  asked  for, 
they  might  learn  to  get  by  on  less. 

How  shocking.  What  are  we  trying 
to  do  here?  Are  we  trying  to  make  this 
Nation  strong,  or  are  we  attempting  to 
punish  the  military  of  our  Nation? 

Last  July  the  military  had  fewer  men 
than  they  needed  in  Korea.  Divisions 
were  stretched  across  the  Korean  hills 
with  barely  enough  men  to  space  two 
or  three  or  four  men  per  mile.  Those 
man — those  boys — learned  a  lot,  per¬ 
haps;  more  than  many  of  us  here  will 
ever  know.  But  tens  of  thousands  of 
those  boys  carried  their  education  to  the 
grave. 

I  did  not  hear  these  Chambers  echo¬ 
ing  last  July  and  August — or  even  last 
December — with  cries  of  “Don’t  send  re¬ 
inforcements  to  Korea;  let  our  boys  learn 


to  fight  against  heavy  odds.”  I  heard 
no  such  cries,  but  that  is  just  what  we 
are  hearing  now. 

Mr.  President,  there  have  been  mo¬ 
ments  in  history  when  we  could  indulge 
the  beneficial  course  of  reshaping,  re¬ 
molding,  reforming,  and  reeducating  our 
Armed  Forces.  Personally,  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  this  present  moment  is  an 
opportune  time  to  indulge  such  prac¬ 
tices. 

I  want  to  face  the  people  of  my  State 
and  my  Nation  and  say  that  I  believe 
we  have  taken  a  wise  course  of  action 
looking  toward  building  up  our  strength 
against  communism. 

I  am  not  at  all  interested — though 
some  here  may  be — in  returning  home 
and  saying,  “We  did  a  great  thing  in 
the  Senate;  we  told  the  military  they 
would  have  to  get  by  with  one-third  less 
men  than  they  need.” 

I  do  not  conceive  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  engage  in  a  war  with  the  Pentagon 
over  the  fundamentals  of  our  strength. 
I  do  conceive  it  to  be  my  duty  to  make 
sure  that  the  Pentagon  has  what  is 
needed  to  engage  in  any  war  that  may 
come  with  our  sworn  enemies. 

That  is  why  I  oppose  the  philosophy 
of  this  amendment — a  philosophy  I  con¬ 
sider  to  be  destructive,  not  constructive. 
That  is  why  I  oppose  the  results  of  this 
amendment — results  which  add  nothing 
to  our  national  strength,  but  which  do 
subtract  from  our  strength. 

There  is  another  question  about  this 
amendment  which  I  want  to  discuss. 
What  would  we  be  doing  by  giving  6 
months  to  these  18-year-old  youths? 
What  would  we  be  doing  for  the  boy? 
We  would  not  be  giving  him  time  to  com¬ 
plete  more  college  work.  We  would  not 
be  giving  him  time  to  become  a  skilled 
technician  of  any  sort  in  any  vital  work. 
Of  those  things  we  can  be  sure. 

Give  him  this  6  months,  and  we  are 
only  adding  six  more  pointless  months 
of  waiting  to  his  life.  We  are  actually 
giving  him  nothing;  we  are  taking  from 
his  life  six  useful  months. 

If  he  is  18,  he  is  not  going  to  find  jobs 
easier  to  secure  because  we  vote  him  6 
months  of  exemption  from  the  draft. 
Indeed,  by  adding  6  months  to  the  18- 
year-old  induction  age,  we  would  do  a 
disservice  to  the  youth — we  would  force 
upon  him  six  frustrating,  wasted  months 
of  waiting. 

Let  me  add  that  we  would  not  be  do¬ 
ing  anything  for  the  parents,  either. 
Let  us  not  be  misled  about  that.  We 
would  not  be  keeping  the  18-year-old 
home  by  voting  for  this  amendment,  if 
that  is  the  purpose.  We  would  rather 
be  voting  for  a  hypocrisy  which  would 
haunt  us  if  we  tried  to  tell  parents  of 
18-year-olds  that  we  could  keep  their 
boys  home.  I  sincerely  believe  our  po¬ 
sition  would  be  more  respected  and 
more  tenable  if  we  took  the  boys  at 
the  clear  and  unmistakble  age  of  18, 
rather  than  to  tack  on  the  illusion  of  6 
months. 

But  my  principal  objection  to  this 
amendment  is  that  I  am  unwilling  to 
make  a  promise  to  these  18-year-old 
boys  that  I  cannot  make  to  the  veterans 
of  World  War  II.  This  amendment 
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promises  the  18-year-old  boy  6  months 
of  freedom  from  service.  This  amend¬ 
ment  says,  “We  don’t  want  you  to  be 
disturbed  at  age  18 ;  we  want  you  to  have 
time  to  cavort  and  play  and  have  a 
good  time  and  perhaps  grow  to  matu¬ 
rity,  so  we  are  giving  you  6  months.” 

While  we  are  giving  those  boys  those 
6  months,  keep  in  mind  that  because'of 
that  delay,  because  of  our  desire  that 
these  18-year-olds  enjoy  themselves, 
we  are  very  likely  causing  men  28  and 
30  and  35  and  older,  men  with  families 
and  important  jobs  and  heavy  debts  to 
go  into  service  again  as  Reserves  and 
National  Guard  men.  That  would  be 
the  result. 

We  would  be  giving  the  18-year-old 
6  months  to  play;  6  months  to  have  a 
good  time;  6  months  to  make  no  worth¬ 
while  contribution  to  the  Nation.  At  the 
same  time,  Senators,  we  would  be  tear¬ 
ing  away  from  their  homes,  away  from 
their  families,  away  from  their  jobs, 
away  from  their  hopes  and  achieve¬ 
ments,  men  who  have  fought  once,  men 
who  have  already  given  generously  of 
their  lives. 

Is  it  worth  it?  Are  Senators  willing 
to  justify  the  necessity  for  this  6  months 
for  18-year-olds  to  the  wives  of  the  men 
30  and  35  and  40  years  old  who  will  be 
writing  us  when  their  husbands  are 
called  back  into  service? 

I  say  these  things  because  I  am  anx¬ 
ious  that  the  bill,  in  its  final  form,  be 
an  equitable,  logical,  forthright  bill.  I 
do  not  believe  that  this  amendment 
would  be  fair.  I  do  not  believe  it  would 
serve  the  best  interests  of  the  Nation.  I 
believe  it  is  possible  to  institute  reforms 
in  the  military  without  jeopardizing  our 
security.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  18- 
year-old  deserves  special  treatment  by 
being  shown  favoritism  we  cannot  ex¬ 
tend  the  veterans  in  our  Reserve  and 
Guard  units. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  rejected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  who  has  remaining  3  minutes, 
to  be  followed  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia,  who  has  4  minutes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  cannot 
quite  figure  out  the  position  taken  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 
whether  ne  is  for  the  military  on  those 
points  on  which  he  agrees  with  them,  or 
whether  he  is  with  them  in  all  respects, 
because  the  Senator  from  Texas  laid 
great  emphasis  in  the  past  debate  on  the 
parts  of  the  bill  in  which  he  disagreed 
with  Generals  Marshall,  Bradley,  Eisen¬ 
hower,  and  others. 

Now  I  find  myself  subject  to  the  criti¬ 
cism  that  because  I  think  there  are  fur¬ 
ther  disagreements  which  we  ought  to 
express,  I  am  weakening  the  defenses  of 
my  country.  What  I  am  saying  to  the 
Senate  today  is,  ‘‘Here  is  the  opportunity 
to  perform  a  necessary  duty,  namely,  to 
exercise  constitutional  checks  upon  the- 
military,  and  really  to  put  into  effect  by 
this  bill  some  of  the  checks  which  need  to 
be  put  into  effect  if  we  are  to  have  an 
efficient  military  establishment.” 

Incidentally,  Mr.  President,  in  this 
amendment  I  seek  to  put  into  effect 
the  testimony  of  the  military,  given  time 


and  time  again  in  the  hearings,  that  they 
are  not  going  to  take  boys  until  they  are 
18  years  and  6  months  old.  They  did  not 
seem  to  want  a  provision  to  that  effect 
written  into  the  law  as  a  check,  but  I 
think  we  should  impose  it  upon  them. 

Next  I  wish  to  answer  the  Senator  from 
Washington  and  the  Senator  from  Ari- 
zone  as  to  what  is  going  to  happen  to 
the  boys  who  are  18  years  old,  or  18  years 
and  6  months  or  1? 'years  and  9  months 
old.  Many  thousands  of  them  will  spend 
from  6  months  to  9  months  in  school, 
which  will  be  a  school  term.  The  testi- 
money  shows  that  when  we  take  a  group 
of  boys  into  the  Army  before  they  go  to 
college,  and  compare  them  with  boys  who 
go  into  the  Army  after  they  have  spent 
a  term  or  two  in  college,  a  larger  per¬ 
centage  of  the  latter  group  come  back 
to  college  after  the  service  than  do  the 
first  group.  So,  Mr.  President,  to  argue 
that  the  period  of  time  before  induction 
is  going  to  be  wasted  cannot  be  recon¬ 
ciled  with  the  record  before  us. 

In  my  remaining  moment  I  wish  very 
quickly  to  say  that  my  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  a  prohibition  upon  the  military 
which  will  prevent  them  from  inducting 
a  boy  until  he  reaches  the  age  of  18  years 
and  6  months.  My  amendment  will 
carry  out  what  I  think  is  a  much  needed 
check.  My  amendment  coulld  not  have 
all  the  effects  the  proponents  of  the  bill 
proclaim,  because  the  military  itself,  as 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry]  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taft]  have  already  pointed  out  in 
the  debate  again  today,  states  that  it 
does  not  contemplate  taking  the  boys  un¬ 
til  sometime  in  1952,  and  probably  in  July 
of  that  year. 

Finally,  Mr.  President,  let  me  say  that 
at  the  present  time  the  military,  if  we 
give  them  this  bill  in  toto,  cannot  begin 
to  absorb  the  manpower  to  be  provided 
for  a  great  many  months  to  come.  Con¬ 
gress  will  be  in  session,  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Congress  to  maintain  a  peri¬ 
odic  check  upon  the  military  by  making 
them  come  before  us  and  justify  their 
demands.  We  should  not  give  them  the 
blanket  discretionary  power  which  the 
bill  would  give  them. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senate  will  do  well  to  bear  in  mind  that 
this  amendment  is  one  of  a  series  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  impose 
what  he  chooses  to  call  “a  constitutional 
check”  upon  the  military.  If  we  im¬ 
pose  all  the  constitutional  checks  urged 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  we  will 
check  ourselves  out  of  any  army  even 
one  of  the  size  of  the  forces  he  would 
approve,  3,100,000  men,  unless  we  are 
willing  to  go  back  to  the  veterans  who 
served  in  World  War  II  and  say  to  them, 
‘‘You  must  come  into  the  service,  even 
though  you  served  4  years,  commencing 
at  the  age  of  18  years  and  3  months,  be¬ 
fore  any  of  your  fellows  below  the  age 
of  18%  can  possible  see  service  in  the 
military  forces  at  this  time.” 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  repeat¬ 
edly  condemned  the  statistics  offered  to 
the  committee  by  the  witnessess.  He 
says  they  are  not  reliable;  but  he  pre- 
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sents  no  comparable  statistics  of  his 
own  which  would  show  the  committee’s 
statistics  to  be  wrong. 

He  has  expressed  distrust  of  the  mili¬ 
tary.  He  has  repeated  again  and  again 
that  we  must  not  let  the  military  have 
a  free  rein.  He  well  knows  that  the  pri¬ 
orities  established  in  the  bill  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  are  contrary  to  the  urgings  of 
the  military.  We  were  trying  to  protect 
those  18  year  of  age  until  all  those  above 
that  age  had  been  called. 

The  Senator  says  the  military  have 
changed  their  position.  I  submit  they 
have  not  changed  their  positions  any 
oftener  than  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
has  changed  his  position  on  the  amend¬ 
ment.  On  Friday  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate: 

I  believe  the  so-called  priorities  offered  by 
the  committee  do  not  mean  anything  in 
practice.  I  do  not  SRieve,  they  are  prac¬ 
ticable. 

He  was  then  asked  the  question  spe¬ 
cifically  by  the  Senator  from  Texas: 

I  understood  the  Senator  to  have  felt  all 
along  that  it  was  a  mistake  to  put  the  pri¬ 
orities  in  the  bill. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  stated : 

I  still  do. 

That  was  Friday  of  last  week,  and 
today  he  embraced  the  priorities.  So  it 
is  apparent,  Mr.  President,  that  both  the 
Senator  and  those  in  the  military  need 
not  stand  in  fear  of  being  accused  of 
having  small  minds,  because  consistency 
presents  nothing  in  the  way  of  a  hob¬ 
goblin  to  them. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  go  about  writing 
a  bill  for  the  defense  of  the  Nation 
based  on  mistrust  of  the  military  leaders, 
I  submit  we  should  adopt  a  new  philos¬ 
ophy  instead  of  trying  to  rearm.  We 
should  begin  schooling  ourselves  in 
Ghandi’s  civil-disobedience  program 
rather  than  start  a  rearmament  pro¬ 
gram  under  leaders  in  whom  we  have 
no  faith.  That  will  lead  to  certain 
defeat. 

Why  should  we  doubt  Dwight  D.  Eisen¬ 
hower?  Has  he  served  his  Nation  so 
ill  that  we  should  scorn  his  testimony 
when  he  comes  as  a  witness?  Why 
should  we  say  that  George  C.  Marshall’s 
service  to  this  Nation  is  such  that  we 
should  be  suspicious  of  every  word  he 
utters  when  he  comes  to  advise  with  the 
committee  charged  with  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  raising  an  army?  Have  men 
such  as  Bradley,  men  like  Sherman,  or 
Collins — has  the  service  they  rendered 
at  a  time  when  we  were  in  dire  peril — 
been  of  such  a  character  that  we  should 
distrust  them  and  say,  “Oh,  no;  this  is 
the  issue,  and  the  ‘brass,’  the  military 
do  not  know  what  they  are  talking 
about.” 

We  did  not  adopt  every  suggestion  of 
the  military  in  drafting  this  bill,  but 
we  do  not  offer  it  in  a  spirit  of  distrust. 
We  offer  it  as  a  means  of  raising  an 
armed  force,  to  defend  our  America, 
under  the  leadership  of  men  who  have 
served  us  well  and  whom  we  trust.  We 
must  strengthen  our  defenses,  and  this 
is  true  whether  our  foreign  policy  be 
that  proposed  by  Truman,  Wlieriy, 
Eisenhower,  Taft,  or  Hoover.  If  we 
start  whittling  at  this  bill  with  such 
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amendments  as  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
proposes,  we  impair  and  endanger  our 
defenses  and  all  that  we  hold  dear. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  expired. 
All  time  for  debate  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  as  modified. 

Mr.  MORSE  and  other  Senators  re¬ 
quested  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Aiken 

Green 

Malone 

Anderson 

Hayden 

Martin 

Bennett 

Hendrickson 

Maybank 

Benton 

Hennings^ 

Millikin 

Brewster 

Hickenlcoper 

Monroney 

Bricker 

Hill 

Morse 

Butler,  Md. 

Hoey 

Mundt 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Holland 

Neely 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Cain 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

Capehart 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Carlson 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstali 

Connally 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Cordon 

Kem 

Smathers 

Dirksen 

Kerr 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  C 

Duff 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Taft 

Eastland 

Lehman 

Thye 

Ecton  , 

Lodge 

Tobey 

Ellender 

Long 

Watkins 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

Welker 

Flanders 

McClellan 

Wherry 

Frear 

McFarland 

Williams 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Young 

George 

McMahon 

Gillette 

Magnuson 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray]  and  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]  are  absent  on  public 
business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mrs.  Smith]  are  necessarily  absent. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness  at 
the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum 
is  present.  The  question  is  on  agreeing 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  as  modi¬ 
fied.  The  yeas  and  nays  have  been  or¬ 
dered.  The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  McCARRAN  (when  his  name  was 
called)  .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  junior  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements],  who  is  unavoidably  absent 
because  of  illness.  If  he  were  present 
and  voting,  he  would  vote  “nay.”  If  I 
were  permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote 
“yea.”  I  withhold  my  vote. 

Mr.  SCHOEPPEL  (when  his  name  was 
called) .  On  this  vote  I  have  a  pair  with 
the  Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Spark¬ 


man],  who  is  absent  on  important  pub¬ 
lic  business.  If  he  were  present  and  vot¬ 
ing,  he  would  vote  “nay.”  If  I  were 
permitted  to  vote,  I  would  vote  “yea.”  I 
withhold  my  vote. 

The  roll  call  was  concluded. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray]  is  absent  on  public  business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs.  Smith], 
who  is  necessarily  absent,  is  paired  with 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley],  who  is  absent  on  official  busi¬ 
ness.  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Maine  would  vote  “yea,”  and 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  would  vote 
“nay.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  is  necessarily  absent.  If 
present,  he  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 
He  is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  31, 
nays  55,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 31 


Bennett 

Ferguson 

Morse 

Brewster 

Gillette 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hendrickson 

O’Conor 

Butler,  Md. 

Hickenlooper 

Taft 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Ives 

Watkins 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Welker 

Carlson 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Wherry 

Case 

Kem 

Williams 

Dirksen 

Kilgore 

Young 

Dworshak 

Langer 

Ecton 

Malone 

NAYS— 55 

Aiken 

Hennings 

Martin 

Anderson 

Hill 

Maybank 

Benton 

Hoey 

Millikin 

Byrd 

Holland 

Monroney 

Cain 

Humphrey 

Neely 

Chapman 

Hunt 

Nixon 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pastore 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Russell 

Duff 

Knowland 

Saltonstali 

Eastland 

Lehman 

Smathers 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Flanders 

Long 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Frear 

McClellan  9 

Stennis 

Fulbrigh't 

McFarland 

Thye 

George 

McKellar 

Tobey 

Green 

McMahon 

Hayden 

Magnuson 

NOT  VOTING— 

10 

Bridges 

Murray 

Vandenberg 

Clements 

Schoeppel 

Wiley 

McCarran 

Smith,  Maine 

McCarthy 

Sparkman 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Morse,  as  modified,  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
call  up  my  amendment  lettered  “  ‘B,’ 
2-27-51,”  star  print,  so  it  can  be  the 
pending  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  73,  line  21, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “twenty-six” 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-one.” 

On  page  77,  beginning  with  line  6,  it  is 
proposed  to  strike  out  all  down  to  and 
including  line  9. 

On  page  78,  lines  8  and  9,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  strike  out  “twenty-six”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-one.” 

On  page  91,  beginning  with  line  8,  it 
Is  proposed  to  strike  out  all  down  to  and 


including  line  13  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  the  following: 

(z)  Section  21  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
striking  out  “July  9,  1951,  and  subject  to  the 
limitations  imposed  by  section  2  of  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  Act  of  1918,  as  amended,”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘‘July  1,  1953.” 

MESSAGE  OP  AFFECTION  AND  ENCOUR¬ 
AGEMENT  TO  SENATOR  VANDENBERG 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  on  be¬ 
half  of  myself,  the  distinguished  major¬ 
ity  and  minority  leaders,  and  all  other 
Members  of  the  Senate  who  wish  to  be 
assbciated  in  sponsoring  it,  I  send  to  the 
desk  a  resolution.  The  proposal  is  that 
the  Senate  express  itself  as  hoping  and 
praying  for  the  early  recovery  and  return 
of  out  great  and  eminent  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Van- 
denber6]  .  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  resolution  be  read  and  immediately 
considered.  I  ask  further  that  permis¬ 
sion  be  granted  to  all  Senators  who  wish 
to  be  considered  as  cosponsors  of  the 
resolution  to  affix  their  names  to  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu¬ 
tion  will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate.', 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  91)  was  read, 
as  follows:  \ 

Whereas  out  well-beloved  colleague,  the 
senior  Senator5  from  Michigan,  has  recently 
been  forced  by  illness  to  be  absent  from  the 
sessions  of  this  body  to  which-  he  has  long 
contributed  so  much  in  both  leadership  and 
statesmanship;  and 

Whereas  the  Senate,  like  the  Nation,  holds 
him  in  high  and  affectionate  regard  and 
hopes  for  his  early  return  to  the  debates  and 
deliberations  to  wiiich  he  has  always  given  ' 
so  much  of  himself  and  of  his  constructive 
thought;  and 

Whereas  the  knowledge  of  the  affection  in 
which  his  colleagues  hold  him  may  speed  his 
recovery  and  return:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  the5  senior  Senator  from 
Michigan  be  informed  of  the  full  and  fervent 
sense  of  the  Senate  that  his  complete  and 
early  recovery  is  hoped  and  prayed  for;  and 
be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
be  instructed  to  convey  the  sense  of  this  res¬ 
olution,  suitably  expressed  and  inscribed,  to 
the  senior  Senator  from  Michigan,  together 
with  the  best  wishes  and  affectionate  regards 
of  the  Members  of  this  body. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  submission  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion  by  the  Senator,  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Lehman]?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and 
the  resolution  is  received. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  won¬ 
der  if  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  York, will  permit  the  names  of  the 
entire  membership  of  the  Seriate  to  ap¬ 
pear  as  cosponsors  in  the  submission  of 
the  resolution.  I  am  satisfied  that  every 
Member  of  the  United  States  Senate 
agrees  wholeheartedly  with  the  senti¬ 
ments  expressed  in  the  resolution.  I 
believe  that  if  the  distinguished  Senator 
would  amend  his  request  so  that  all 
Members  of  the  United  States  Senate 
might  join  as  cosponsors,  it  would  be  . 
a  very  fine  thing  to  do  for  the  Senator 
from  Michigan.  I  am  sure  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York  would  extend  to 
every  other  Member  of  the  Senate  the 
privilege  of  joining  in  the  very  fine  sen¬ 
timents  expressed  in  the  resolution. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Of  course  I  accept 
that  suggestion  with  a  great  deal  of 
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pleasure.  I  had  hoped  that  such  a  sug¬ 
gestion  would  be  offered,  and  that  every 
Member  of  the  Senate  might  join. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Let  the 
Chair  suggest  that  the  resolution  might 
be  modified  so  as  to  show  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  who  submits  it  does  so  not  only  for 
himself  but  for  the  entire  membership 
of  the  Senate,  without  placing  each 
individual  name  on  the  resolution. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  accept  that  sugges¬ 
tion. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  Senator  modifying  his 
resolution  to  that  effect?  The  Chair 
hears  none. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
hope  the  Senate  will,  by  unanimous  vote, 
act  immediately  upon  the  resolution.  I 
wish  to  say  that  I  have  been  in  commu¬ 
nication  with  my  senior  colleague  from 
Michigan,  and  from  his  letters  I  know 
he  is  in  poor  health  at  the  present  time. 
My  colleague  will  greatly  appreciate,  as 
will  his  family,  and  all  the  people  of 
my  State,  as  well  as  the  people  of  the 
other  States  of  the  Nation,  the  adoption 
of  such  a  mark  of  affection  toward  my 
colleague  as  this  resolution  in  which  we 
express  the  hope  for  his  speedy  recovery 
and  for  his  early  return  to  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  where  he  is  so  greatly  needed 
at  the  present  moment  in  the  world’s 
crisis. 

Mr.  O’MAHONEY.  Mr.  President,  I 
make  the  suggestion  that  the  Senate, 
when  it  reaches  the  point  of  indicating 
its  approval  of  this  resolution,  do  so  by 
a  rising  vote.  I  know  that  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  feels  as  I  do,  that  the 
distinguished  senior  Senator  from  Mich¬ 
igan  is  one  of  the  ablest,  most  useful,  and 
influential  Members  of  this  body,  a  man 
of  highest  character  and  discernment, 
and  that  we  all  desire  to  honor  him  by 
a  rising  vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  vote  being  taken  by  a 
rising  vote  when  it  is  taken?  The  Chair 
hears  none. 

Mr.  WHERRY  and  other  Senators. 
Vote! 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeng  to  the  resolution.  [Put¬ 
ting  the  question.]  The  resolution  is 
adopted  unanimously  by  a  rising  vote. 

PROSPECTS  FOR  AN  EASTER  RECESS- 
LEGISLATIVE  PROGRAM  / 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  in 
a  few  moments  I  shall  present  a  request 
for  unanimous  consent  that  routine 
business  may  be  transacted.  Before  do¬ 
ing  so,  however,  I  wish  tp'say  that  I  am 
sincerely  pleased  that  tiie  junior  Senator 
from  New  York  has  offered  the  resolu¬ 
tion  respecting  the  senior  Senator  from 
Michigan.  Every  Senator  wishes  to  do 
or  say  something'  that  may  encourage 
the  senior  Senator  from  Michigan  and 
help  toward  speedy  recovery. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  been  asked 
whether  thg  Senate  would  take  an  Easter 
recess.  The  Senate  has  a  substantial 
program  before  it.  But  it  is  my  hope 
we  cair  work  out  an  agenda  which  we 
can  act  upon  in  time  to  take  an  Easter 
recess  in  order  that  Senators  who  live 
near  the  Capital  may  return  to  their 


homes  to  attend  to  their  affairs,  and  so 
that  other  Senators  may  catch  up  with 
work  in  their  offices. 

If  we  are  to  take  such  a  recess,  how¬ 
ever,  we  must  have  the  cooperation  of 
the  entire  membership  of  the  Senate, 
of  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle, 
in  the  little  more  than  2  weeks  before 
Easter. 

I  compliment  my  friends  on  the  other 
side  of  the  aisle  for  the  splendid  manner 
in  which  they  have  cooperated  with  me 
as  majority  leader  thus  far.  The  spirit 
has  been  fine.  I  am  sure  it  is  the  kind  of 
spirit  the  people  of  the  country  want  to 
see  prevail  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  MAGNUSON.  I  think  all  of  us 
would  like  to  know  that  after  the  Sen¬ 
ate  has  disposed  of  the  bill  now  pending, 
the  next  order  of  business  will  be  the 
question  of  troops  to  be  sent  to  Europe. 
Is  it  the  plan  to  take  up  the  resolution 
dealing  with  that  subject  next? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes;  but  before, 
that  is  done  a  few  bills,  none  of  whicja 
should  take  very  much  time,  shouldybe 
acted  upon.  However,  the  resolution 
dealing  with  troops  for  Europe  wAl  be 
the  next  major  business  to  comq-'before 
the  Senate,  / 

In  a  day  or  two  I  hope  toysubmit  to 
the  majority  policy  committee  for  its 
approval  an  outline  of  whkt  should  be 
done  before  Easter  and  wg  will  then  sub¬ 
mit  the  program  to  the'minority  for  its 
approval.  If  we  work-  out  the  schedule 
thus  proposed  and /Conform  to  it,  the 
Senate  can  arrange  an  Easter  vacation. 
Otherwise  we  shall  have  to  continue 
working  -through  the  Easter  holidays 
without  a  rece&s,  as  we  have  done  in  re¬ 
cent  years.  J 

Of  course,  the  first  consideration  in 
adopting  such  a  plan  and  thus  permit¬ 
ting  an  Easter  vacation  to  be  taken  is  to 
expedite  passage  of  the  legislation  now 
before  us.  The  bill  we  are  now  debating 
is,  as  I  have  previously  stated,  very  im¬ 
portant.  I  do  not  want  the  Senate  to 
limit  anyone  who  wishes  to  speak  or  try 
to  limit  any  particular  line  of  debate.  I 
want  every  Member  of  the  Senate  to 
have  full  opportunity  of  expressing  him¬ 
self  upon  the  bill. 

Nevertheless,  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
schedule  we  hope  to  submit  and  have  an 
Easter  vacation  the  Senate  must  expe¬ 
dite  action  on  the  bill  before  us.  It  may 
become  necessary  that  the  Senate  sit 
longer  hours  in  order  to  dispose  of  the 
legislative  agenda  which  must  be  met 
before  the  end  of  this  month.  For  that 
reason,  I  hope  the  Senate  will  be  willing 
to  work  a  little  longer  than  usual  today. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  How  long  a  vacation 
does  the  Senator  have  in  mind? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  will  submit  the 
proposal  for  a  vacation  together  with  the 
agenda  of  legislation.  The  House  ex¬ 
pects  to  take  a  recess  of  about  10  days. 
Whether  the  Senate  can  do  as  well  will 
depend  upon  whether  we  can  dispose  of 
what  is  before  us.  The  business  of  the 
Senate  must,  of  course,  come  first.  How¬ 


ever,  I  believe  that  if  we  all  put  our 
shoulders  to  the  wheel  we  can  consider 
the  legislation  which  must  be  disposed  of 
and  be  ready  to  take  a  recess  when  the 
Easter  holidays  come.  I  shall  submit  a 
definite  plan  in  a  few  days. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Does  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader  have  any  defi¬ 
nite  plan  with  reference  to  the  date  of 
the  next  call  of  the  calendar? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  is  my  hope  that 
we  can  call  the  calendar  not  later  than 
next  Monday.  If  I  knew  when  the  Sen¬ 
ate  would  complete  action  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill,  I  could  now  make  a  definite 
announcement  with  respect  to  a  date  for 
the  calendar  call.  I  hope  we  can  com¬ 
plete  action  on  the  pending  bill  by 
Wednesday  evening  or,  at  the  latest,  by 
Thursday  evening.  If  I  was  certain  the 
Senate  would  complete  action  on  the  bill 
on  Wednesday,  I  would  give  notice  now 
of  a  call  of  the  calendar  for  next  Thurs¬ 
day,  but  until  we  know  when  we  will  fin¬ 
ish  with  the  pending  bill,  I  cannot  give 
notice.  Naturally  every  Senator  would 
like  to  have  a  little  advance  notice  of 
when  the  calendar  will  be  called.  At  the 
latest,  however,  I  would  say  the  calendar 
will  be  called  next  Monday. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  Easter 
Sunday  falls  on  the  25th  of  March.  As 
I  understand,  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  proposes  to  submit  a  plan,  which 
will  require  action  by  the  majority,  for 
legislation  to  be  acted  upon  in  order 
that  an  Easter  vacation  may  be  had. 
If  proposed  legislation  can  be  completed 
as  scheduled  is  it  proposed  that  a  short 
Easter  vacation  shall  be  taken? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  is  what  I 
would  hope  for. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  the  Senator’s 
plan  and  the  plan  of  the  majority  to 
submit  to  the  majority  Members  such 
legislation  as  is  to  be  taken  up  between 
now  and  the  Easter  holidays,  that  is 
between  now  and  the  weekend  prior  to 
Easter  Sunday? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes;  and  also  to 
submit  it  to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska 
and  the  minority  Members  for  their  ap¬ 
proval. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wish  to  thank  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  for  giving 
us  that  much  consideration.  I  also  wish 
to  acknowledge  the  flattering  remarks 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Arizona  re¬ 
specting  the  cooperation  he  has  received 
from  the  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
aisle.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  that  he  has  our  coopera¬ 
tion.  There  might  be  some  question  as 
to  the  proposed  schedule.  That  sched¬ 
ule  must  be  referred  for  approval  to  the 
minority.  We  would  be  glad  to  have  a 
plan  submitted  to  us.  But,  after  all,  it 
Is  the  responsibility  of  the  majority  lead¬ 
er  to  present  and  attempt  to  carry  out 
a  program  for  the  Senate. 

Whether  some  of  us  would  like  such 
a  program  or  not,  makes  no  difference. 
The  majority  leader  must  work  out  and 
present  his  plan.  I  assure  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader,  however,  that 
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he  will  receive  our  cooperation  in  at¬ 
tempting  to  deal  with  matters  he  pre¬ 
sents  to  us  for  our  attention.  The  ma¬ 
jority  leader  now  contemplates  working 
out  and  presenting  a  plan  for  the  Senate 
to  act  upon.  I  wish  to  commend  him  for 
making  that  proposal. 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
thank  the  minority  leader.  Of  course, 
the  plan  for  an  Easter  recess  is  contin¬ 
gent  wholly  upon  the  ability  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  dispose  of  the  legislation  proposed 
under  tne  schedule. 

UDUBON  CENTENNIAL  YEAR 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  yield  for  a 
question?  \  j 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  knows  that  about 
a  week  ago  l’\addressed  to  him  an  in¬ 
quiry,  which  I  also  addressed  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  minority  leader,  as  to  wheth-  , 
er  they  were  willing  to  have  called  up 
Senate  bill  248,  Calendar  No.  123,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  President  to  issue  a  procla¬ 
mation  designating  1951  as  Audubon 
Centennial  Year,  this  being  the  one  hun¬ 
dredth  year  since  of 'death  of  John  James  : 
Audubon.  Both  L\  them  were  kind 
enough  to  say  that  when  the  proper  time 
was  reached,  they  would  be  agreeable 
to  having  the  biH  called  up. 

I  wish  to  sevve  notice  that  if  there 
is  no  objection,  I  expect  to  call  up  that 
bill  at  the  end  of  the  transaction  of 
routine  business  today. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  no  objection,  but  I  do  not  believe 
there  will  be  a  lull  in  our  business  today. 

I  certainly,  hope  there  will  hot  be;  it  is 
my  hope  that  a  great  deal  of  business 
will  be  transacted  today. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

On  his  own  request,  and  by  unani¬ 
mous  consent,  Mr.  Lehman  was  excused 
from  further  attendance  on  the  session 
of  the  Senate  today. 

CORRECTION  OF  THE  RECORD 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  for  Friday,  March  2,  1951, 
on  page  1834,  in  the  middle  column,  the 
next  to  the  last  line  be  corrected  by 
Changing  the  figure  1,000,000  to  100,000,- 

/ooo. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  correc-  i 
tion  will  be  made. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 
AMENDMENT 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
and  send  to  the  desk  an  amendment 
which  I  ask  to  have  printed.  I  offered 
the  amendment  in  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  and  I  shall  offer  it  again  if 
my  21  months’  service  amendment  is 
defeated.  This  amendment  calls  for  24 
months’  service. 

I  should  like  to  say  good-naturedly  to 
my  friends  who  are  supporting  the  bill 
and  are  opposing  me  that  I  think  I  have 
the  votes  to  pass  the  24  months’  service 
amendment?*  and  I  may  have  the  votes 
to  adopt  the  21  months’  service  amend¬ 
ment. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  received,  printed,  and  lie 
on  the  table. 

| 

TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mi’.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Senators! 
may  be  permitted  to  introduce  bills  and 
joint  resolutions,  present  petitions  and 
memorials,  and  submit  routine  matters 
for  the  Record,  without  debate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETCl 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Report  of  International  Claims 
Commission 

A  letter  from,  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
State,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  re¬ 
port  of  the  International  Claims  Commission 
of  the  United  States,  for  the  period  ended 
December  31,\l950  (with  an  accompanying 
report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions.  \ 

Acceptance  of  (Conditional  Gifts  for 
Defence  Effort 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed 
legislation  to  authorize  the  acceptance  of 
conditional  gifts  to  further  the  defense  ef¬ 
fort  (with  an  accompanying  paper);  to  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Departments.  \ 

Repeal  of  Certain  Obsolete  Laws  Relating 
to  Post  Office  Department 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Postmaster  Gen¬ 
eral,  transmitting  a  draft  of  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  to  repeal  certain  obsolete  laws  relat-/ 
ing  to  the  Post  Office  Department  (With  ail 
accompanying  paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

Rearming  of  Germany 

A  letter  from  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Congressional  Relations,  Department 
of  State,  transmitting  a  letter  from  Josef 
Sprinzak,  president  of  the  Israel  Ifnesseth, 
and  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Israel  Knes- 
seth,  relating  to  the  rearming  of  Germany 
(with  accompanying  papers) ;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Relations,  j 
Amendment  of  Federal  Credit  Union  Act 

A  letter  from  the  Acting/ Administrator, 
Federal  Security  Agency,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  proposed  legislation  to  amend  the  Federal 
Credit  Union  Act  (with  /an  accompanying 
paper) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency.  / 

Report  on  Effects  oe/ Pollution  of  Water 
on  Wildlife 

A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
reporting,  pursuant' to  law,  on  the  effects  of 
domestic  sewage,  mining,  petroleum,  and  in¬ 
dustrial  wastes,  erosion  silt,  and  other  pol¬ 
luting  substances  on  wildlife;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works. 

Audit  Report  of  Federal  Housing 
!  Administration 

A  letter  ^rom  the  Acting  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States,  transmitting,  pur¬ 
suant  to  law,  an  audit  report  of  the  Federal 
Housing  Administration,  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  June  30,  1950  (with  an  accompanying 
report) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Departments. 

/  Disposition  of  Executive  Papers 

A  letter  from  the  Archivist  of  the  United 
States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to  law,  a  list 
ft  papers  and  documents  on  the  files  of  sev¬ 
eral  departments  and  agencies  of  the  Gov¬ 


ernment  which  are  not  needed  in  the  conduct 
of  business  and  have  no  permanent  value  or 
historical  interest,  and  requesting  action 
looking  to  their  disposition  (with  accom¬ 
panying  papers) ;  to  a  Joint  Select  Committee 
on  the  Disposition  of  Papers  in  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Departments. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  appointed  Mr. 
Johnston  of  South  Carolina  and  Mr. 
Langer  members  of  the  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate,  or  presented,  and  referred  as 
indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT; 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  South  Dakota,  relating  to  pro¬ 
tection  of  private  property  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  power  transmission  lines;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

(See  concurrent  resolution  printed  in  full 
when  presented  by  Mr.  Mundt  on  March  2, 
1951,  p.  1807,  Congressional  Record.) 

An  act  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
North  Carolina;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary: 

“An  act  ratifying  a  proposed  amendment  to 

the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  of 

America,  relating  to  the  terms  of  office 

of  the  President  of  the  United  States 

“Whereas  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled  (two-thirds  of  each 
House  concurring  therein),  propose  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  to  become 
valid  as  part  of  the  said  Constitution  when 
ratified  by  the  legislatures  of  the  several 
States,  in  words  as  follows,  to  wit: 

“  'Resolved,  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled  ( two-thirds 
of  each  House  concurring  therein),  That  the 
following  article  is  hereby  proposed  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  which  shall  be  valid  to  all  in¬ 
tents  and  purposes  as  part  of  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  when  ratified  by  the  legislatures  of 
three-fourths  of  the  several  States; 

" '  “article  — 

“‘“Section  1.  No  person  shall  be  elected 
to  the  office  of  the  President  more  than  twice, 
and  no  person  who  has  held  the  office  of 
President  or  acted  as  President  for  more 
than  2  years  of  a  term  to  which  some  other 
person  was  elected  President  shall  be  elected 
to  the  office  of  President  more  than  once. 
But  this  article  shall  not  apply  to  any  person 
holding  the  office  of  President  when  this 
article  was  proposed  by  the  Congress,  and 
shall  not  prevent  any  person  who  may  be 
holding  the  office  of  President,  or  acting  as 
President,  during  the  term  within  which 
this  article  becomes  operative  from  holding 
the  office  of  President  or  acting  as  President 
during  the  remainder  of  such  term. 

“  *  “Sec.  2.  This  article  shall  be  inopera¬ 
tive  unless  it  shall  have  been  ratified  as  an 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  by  the  leg¬ 
islatures  of  three-fourths  of  the  several 
States  within  7  years  from  the  date  of  its 
submission  to  the  States  by  the  Congress:”  ’ 
Now,  therefore, 

“The  General  Assembly  of  North  Carolina 
do  enact: 

“  ‘Section  1.  That  the  said  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  of  America  set  out  in  the  pre¬ 
amble  to  this  act  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
ratified  by  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State 
of  North  Carolina. 

“  ‘Sec.  2.  That  certified  copies  of  this  pre¬ 
amble  and  act  be  forwarded  by  the  governor 
of  this  State  to  the  Secretary  of  State  at 
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Under  the  terms  of  my  joint  resolution 
the.  Department  of  the  Treasury  would 
be  in  charge  of  the  process  of  liquida¬ 
tion.  .During  the  period  of  the  present 
emergency,  certain  Government  loans 
may  be  necessary  in  connection  with  de¬ 
fense  production.  I  believe  that  ap¬ 
propriate  machinery  should  be  set  up 
in  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  to 
make  such  loans.  There  is  no  reason 
why  the  death  agony  of  the  RFC  should 
be  prolonged  for  this  purpose. 

The  RFC  was  se’c  up  in  1932  as  a  tem¬ 
porary  lending  agency*— to  exist  for  just 
1  year.  But  as  in  the  case  of  so  many 
temporary  agencies  here  in  Washington, 
the  RFC  has  lived  on  ahd  on.  Like 
Topsy,  it  has  grown  bigger'^nd  bigger. 
At  the  same  time  it  has  become  more 
and  more  corrupt. 

Under  the  law  the  RFC  is  supposed  to 
make  loans  to  corporations  and  business¬ 
men  only  if  they  cannot  obtain  financial 
help  elsewhere  on  reasonable  terms. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  this  point  for  a  brief 
comment? 

Mr.  KEM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  wish  to  advise  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  that  the  RFC 
mortification  has  already  set  in. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  KEM.  I  propose  that  the  death 
agony  not  be  continued  unduly. 

As  I  was  saying,  Mr.  President,  under 
the  law  the  RFC  is  supposed  to  make 
loans  to  corporations  and  businessmen 
only  if  they  cannot  obtain  financial  help 
elsewhere  on  reasonable  terms.  All 
loans  must  be  in  the  public  interest. 
There  must  be  at  least  a  reasonable 
chance  of  their  being  repaid. 

The  disclosures  brought  about  by  the 
subcommittee  headed  by  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Fttlbric-ht]  make 
it  clear  that  as  a  result  of  political 
pressure,  many  unsound  loans  in  large 
amounts  have  been  made  by  the  RFC. 
In  many  cases  the  intent  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  been  completely  disregarded. 
The  people  have  taken  heavy  losses. 

The  aromas  emitting  from  RFC,  this 
“royal  fruit  cake,”  indicate  that  it  is 
spoiled  through  and  through. 

In  the  year  1948  I  asked  the  Senate, 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency 
to  look  into  the  RFC.  I  had  particu¬ 
larly  in  mind  what  seemed  to  be  a  "fla¬ 
grant  case  of  a  loan  to  the  Air  eon- Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co.,  of  Kansas  City.  The 
request  for  this  loan  was  disapproved  by 
the  Kansas  City  office  of  the/ftFC.  The 
reason  was  simple :  There  did  not  appear 
to  be  a  reasonable  probability  of  repay¬ 
ment  of  the  lean.  This  auction  was  sum¬ 
marily  reversed,  and  the  loan  was  or¬ 
dered  to  be  made  by  the  Washington  of¬ 
fice  of  the  RFC.  /Aireon  was  a  “war 
baby.”  At  the  termination  of  its  war 
contracts,  Aireon  branched  out  into  the 
manufacture  of  juke  boxes,  a  field  in 
which  it  had  Had  no  previous  experience 
in  either  manufacturing  or  marketing. 
The  timipg  is  significant.  On  January 
23,  1947/the  RFC  granted  a  loan  in  the 
sum  of'  $2,000,000.  In  November  1947 
the  Afreon  filed  a  petition  of  bankruptcy. 

Mr.  President,  one  of  the  fundamen¬ 
tal  principles  of  American  constitution¬ 
al  government  is  that  the  control  of  the 


Federal  purse  strings  should  remain 
firmly  in  the  hands  of  the  elected  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  people  in  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  purse  strings  should  not  be 
turned  over  to  power-grabbing,  self- 
seeking  bureaucrats  who  never  are  called 
on  to  answer  to  the  people. 

However,  that  is  exactly  what  has 
taken  place  in  the  case  of  RFC.  It  has 
become  a  wide-open  political  grab  bag 
for  White  House  favorites. 

I  doubt  that  the  plan  to  replace  RFC's 
five-man  board  of  directors  with  a  sin¬ 
gle  administrator  would  solve  the  prob¬ 
lem.  Congress  cannot  legislate  honesty, 
or  good  management  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government.  Congress- 
cannot  do  away  with  favoritism  and  in¬ 
fluence  simply  by  passing  a  bill.  That 
is  the  responsibility  of  the  President. 
His  duty  is  to  carry  out  laws  passed  by 
the  Congress  honestly  and  efficiently. 
This  he  can  do  by  appointing  good  men 
to  office. 

Since  the  President  is  apparently  un¬ 
willing  to  clean  up  the  RFC,  Congress 
should  do  away  with  the  agency  alto¬ 
gether.  It  is  intolerable  for  bureaucrats 
to  be  playing  politics  with  the  people’s 
money  while  our  young  men  fight  and 
die  in  Korea. 

DISQUALIFICATION  OF  COMMUNIST  AT¬ 
TORNEYS  TO  PRACTICE  BEFORE  FED¬ 
ERAL  COURTS 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  for  appropriate  reference  a  resolu¬ 
tion  favoring  the  disqualification  of 
Communist  attorneys  to  practice  before 
Federal  courts,  and  denying  admission 
to  practice  in  Federal  courts  of  Com¬ 
munists,  and  I  ask  uftanimous  consent 
that  I  may  address  the.  Senate  for  1 
minute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu¬ 
tion  will  be  received  and  appropriately 
referred,  and,  without  objection,  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  may  proceed. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  92)  was  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judici¬ 
ary,  "as  follows: 

.Whereas  official  findings  of  congressional 
committees  and  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  and  proceedings  in  recent 
trials  In  the  Federal  courts  present  an 
abundance  of  evidence  showing  the  menace 
and  the  dangers  of  Communist  activities 
in  the  United  States  and  Its  possessions  and 
Territories;  and 

Whereas  the  direction  and  control  of  the 
world  Communist  movement  is  vested  in  and 
exercised  by  the  Communist  dictatorship  of 
a  foreign  nation;  and 

Whereas  the  security  and  safety  of  the 
United  States  and  its  Constitution  require 
that  protections  and  the  integrity  of  our 
judicial  system  be  maintained;  and 

Whereas  the  individual  Communist  has  no 
loyalty  to  the  United  States  but  owes  his 
allegiance  to  a  foreign  group  which  controls 
his  every  action  and  which,  through  the  en¬ 
deavors  of  Communist  lawyers,  threatens  the 
rights  of  all  American  citizens;  and 

Whereas  lawyers  are  officers  of  our  courts, 
and  take  oaths  to  support  the  Constitution 
and  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  as  such 
have  a  particular  and  important  responsi¬ 
bility  toward  upholding  the  judicial  proc¬ 
esses:  Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States  that  any  member  of  the 
legal  profession  who  is  known  or  is  proven  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party  be 
disqualified  from  practice  before  any  Federal 


court;  and  that  admission  to  practice  in  any' 
Federal  court  be  denied  any  person  known  to 
be  or  proven  to  be  a  Communist. 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  more 
and  more  it  becomes  apparent  that  the 
only  way  successfully  to  combat  in  this 
country  the  infiltration  and  propaganda 
tactics  of  communism,  which  have 
worked  to  the  destruction, ’of  so  many 
other  nations  and  peopled,  is  to  render 
powerless  each  Communist  group  which 
is  working  in  the  various  phases  of 
American  life.  / 

Members  of  the  bar  and  the  citizens 
generally  have  had  particular  occasion 
to  note  the  sometimes  devastating  effi¬ 
ciency  with  which  a  few  lawyers,  indi¬ 
cating  Communist  tendencies,  have 
been  able  td  delay  or  obstruct  efforts  to 
enforce  the  laws  with  respect  to  sub¬ 
versive  activities. 

Under  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  every  right  of  every  person  ac¬ 
cused  of  any  crime  must  be  zealously 
protected.  But  such  a  spectacle  as  was 
enacted  in  New  York  when  11  leading 
Communists  were  tried  amounted  to 
nothing  less  than  a  travesty  of  justice. 

Through  the  efforts  of  certain  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  bar,  working  in  the  interest 
of  communism,  the  rights  of  millions  of 
Americans  were  flouted  to  an  extent  that 
if  permitted  generally,  would  seriously 
jeopardize  the  American  judicial  proc¬ 
esses. 

And  make  no  mistake  about  it,  similar 
efforts  on  a  less  spectacular  scale  in 
various  sections  of  the  country  give 
clear  indication  that  the  Communist 
lawyers,  and  those  following  the  party 
line,  are  prepared  to  go  to  any  and  every 
length  in  order  to  impede  or  actually 
to  prevent  the  application  of  our  laws 
regarding  treason  and  other  subversive 
efforts.  Obviously,  to  permit  continu¬ 
ance  of  such  a  situation  is  to  give  aid 
and  support  to  an  enemy  whose  avowed 
purpose  is  the  destruction  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  form  of  government. 

It  is  impossible  for  a  member  of  the 
Communist  Party  to  adhere  to  the  prin¬ 
ciples  of  that  organization  and  at  the 
same  time  live  up  to  the  oath  he  is  re¬ 
quired  to  take  in  being  admitted  to  prac¬ 
tice  in  the  United  States  courts. 

The  oath  which  is  administered  to  all 
prospective  members  of  the  bar  stipu¬ 
lates  that  they  stand  ready  to  support 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
No  Communist  can  truthfully  take  that 
oath  and  five  up  to  it  as  long  as  he  re¬ 
main  true  to  the  principles  of  the  organ¬ 
ization. 

An  attorney  is  an  officer  of  the  court. 
How  illogical  it  is  to  vest  a  Communist 
with  such  a  high  responsibility  when  the 
tenets  of  his  subversive  organization  are 
directly  oppposed  to  every  consideration 
upon  Which  rests  the  majesty  and  dig¬ 
nity  of  the  law,  as  enshrined  in  the  judi¬ 
cial  branch  of  our  Government. 

How  contradictory  it  is  for  a  lawyer  to 
take  an  oath  to  uphold  the  judicial  sys¬ 
tem  of  our  country  when  the  Communist 
movement  of  which  he  is  a  member  has 
operated  everywhere  to  destroy  com¬ 
pletely  the  rights  of  individuals  and  to 
make  a  mockery  of  judicial  processes. 

The  Communist  organization  in  the 
United  States  is  definitely  not  simply  a 
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political  organization.  It  is  a  world  con¬ 
spiracy,  dedicated  to  the  overthrow  of 
the' American  system  of  government  and 
of  American  institutions  by  any  means, 
violent  qr  otherwise.  Its  agents,  there¬ 
fore,  can  never  accord  to  any  American 
institution^,  judicial  •  or  otherwise,  the 
loyalty  which  is  so  paramount  in  an  offi¬ 
cer  of  the  very  courts  upon  which  the 
basis  of  American  institutions  depend. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING- 
AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  TAFT  submitted  an  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the 
bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  de¬ 
fense  by  establishing  a  universal  training 
program,  and  for  other  purposes,  which 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  CASE  submitted  an  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  1,  supra,  which  was  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado  (for  him- 
seld  and  Mr.  Brickek)  submitted  amend¬ 
ments  intended  to  be  proposed  by  them, 
jointly,  to  Senate  bill  1,  supra,  which 
were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  CORDON  submitted  an  amend¬ 
ment  intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to 
Senate  bill  1,  supra,  which  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed. 

ADDRESS  BY  SENATOR  LEHMAN  AT  CON- 
FERENCE  OF  CIVIL  LIBERTIES  CLEAR¬ 
ING  HOUSE 

[Mr.  PASTORE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  deliv¬ 
ered  by  Senator  Lehman  at  the  conference  of 
Civil  Liberties  Clearing  House  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  on  March  1,  1951,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

WE  SHALL  PREVAIL— ADDRESS  BY  REPRE¬ 
SENTATIVE  RIBICOFF,  OF  CONNECTI¬ 
CUT 

[Mr.  McMAHON  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  en¬ 
titled  “We  Shall  Prevail,”  delivered  by  Repre¬ 
sentative  A.  A.  Ribicoff,  of  Connecticut,  at 
convocation  exercises,  Hollins  College,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  on  February  21,  1951,  which  will  ap¬ 
pear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

ADDRESS  BY  GOVERNOR  BATTLE  OF  VIR¬ 
GINIA  TO  UNIVERSITY  OF  VIRGINIA 
ALUMNI 

[Mr.  STENNIS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  de¬ 
livered  by  Governor  Battle  of  Virginia  before 
the  Washington  Chapter,  University  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  Alumni,  on  February  8,  1951,  which  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  Appendix.] 

STATEMENT  BY  DR.  LEV  V.  DOBRIANSKY 

[Mr.  KNOWLAND  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement 
regarding  American  participation  in  the  de¬ 
fense  of  Europe,  made  by  Dr.  Lev  E.  Dcbrian- 
sky,  professor  of  Georgetown  University  and 
president  of  the  Ukrainian  Congress  Com¬ 
mittee  of  America,  before  a  joint  session  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
and  Armed  Services,  Tuesday,  February  20, 
1951,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

HOW  TO  WIN  THE  WAR  OF  IDEAS— EX¬ 
CERPTS  FROM  SPEECH  BY  THOMAS 
DORGAN 

[Mr.  LODGE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  excerpts  from 
the  speech  delivered  by  Thomas  Dorgan, 
clerk  of  Suffolk  Superior  Civil  Court,  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Dorchester  Klwanis  Club  on  Feb¬ 


ruary  27,  1951,  which  appears  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix.] 

MOST  COURAGEOUS  COMEBACK  IN  HIS¬ 
TORY-ARTICLE  BY  PAUL  HOFFMAN 
[Mr.  LODGE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “Most  Courageous  Comeback  in  His¬ 
tory,”  written  by  Paul  Hoffman,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  February  5,  1950,  issue  of  Life 
magazine,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  TRAGEDY  OF  GEORGE  MARSHALL- 
ARTICLE  BY  WALTER  TROHAN 
[Mr.  JENNER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  entitled 
"The  Tragedy  of  George  Marshall,”  written 
by  Walter  Trohan,  and  published  in  the 
American  Mercury  for  March  1951,  which  ap- 
S  pears  in  the  Appendix.] 

TRIBUTE  TO  THOMAS  A.  EDISON— EDI¬ 
TORIAL  FROM  LAKE  LAND  (N.  J.) 

NEWS 

[Mr.  DANGER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “An  Indomitable  Spirit,”  published  in 
•  the  Lake  Land  (N.  J.)  News  of  February 
5,  1951,  which  appears  in  tne  Appendix.] 

INFLATION— EDITORIAL  FROM  THE 
CHRISTIAN  SCIENCE  MONITOR 
[Mr.  BRICKER  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial 
J  entitled  “Stop  Stoking  Inflation,”  published 
in  the '^Christian  Science  Monitor  of  Monday, 
February  12,  1951,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix/]. 

HERBERT  HOOVER:  A  PROPHET  WITH 
VISION— EDITORIAL  FROM  HURON  (S. 
DAK.)  DADTS? ..PLAINSMAN 

[Mr.  MUNDT  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the-.RECORD  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “A  Prophet  Without  Proper  Credit,” 
published  in  the  Daily  Plainsman  of  Huron, 
S.  Dak.,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

POSTAL  AIDE,  TROLLEY  LINE  PLAN  NEW 
ROAD  HAZARDS— ARTICLE  BY  IVAN  H. 
PETERMAN 

[Mr.  MARTIN  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “Postal  Aide,  Trolly  Line  Plan  New 
Road  Hazards,”  written  by  Ivan  H.  Peterman, 
and  published  in  the  Philadelphia  InquU'ier, 
of  February  21,  1950,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

NATIONAL  PLANNING  ASSOCIATION 
ENDORSES  RENEGOTIATION 

[Mr.  CASE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement 
entitled  “Renegotiation  of  Defense  Con¬ 
tracts,”  by  the  Business  Committee  on  Na¬ 
tional  Policy  of  the  National  Planning  As¬ 
sociation,  which  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

DISCRIMINATION— EDITORIAL  FROM  THE 
SATURDAY  REVIEW  OF  LITERATURE 
[Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial 
entitled  “Discrimination,”  published  in  the 
current  issue  of  the  Saturday  Review  of 
Literature,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

KENNETH  C.  VIPOND 

[Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina  asked 
and  obtained  leave  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  entitled  “Kenneth  C. 
Vipond,”  published  in  the  Washington  Star 
of  March  1,  1951,  which  appears  in  the 
Appendix.] 

UNESCO  AND  THE  CULTIVATION  OF 
HUMAN  RIGHTS— ADDRESS  BY  RICH¬ 
ARD  H.  HEINDEL 

[Mr.  BENTON  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printed  llT  the  Record  an  address 
on  the  subject  UNESCO  and  the  Cultiva¬ 


tion  of  Human  Rights,  delivered  by  Rich¬ 
ard  H.  Heindel,  Deputy  Director  of  the 
UNESCO  Relations  Staff,  Department’  of 
State,  at  the  1951  convention  of  the  American 
Association  of  School  Administrators  at 
Atlantic  City,  N.  J.,  February  22,  1951,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

THE  POSTAL  SERVICE— EDITORIAL  FROM 
THE  CHICAGO  DAILY  NEWS 

[Mr.  NEELY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “Fourth  Class  Service,”  published  in 
the  Chicago  Daily  News,  which  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

RAILROADS:  A  VITAL  NATIONAL  ASSET- 

ADDRESS  BY  IJON.  LEONIDAS  C.  DYER 

[Mr.  KEM  a?ked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  address  on 
the  subject]/ Railroads:  A  Vital  National 
Asset,  delivered  by  former  Representative 
Leonidas  /C.  Dyer,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  at  a 
meeting  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  Club  of  St. 
Louis,,  on  February  15,  1951,  which  appears 
in  the  Appendix.] 

COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  DURING  SENATE 
SESSION 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service  be  allowed  to  sit  during  the 
session  of  the  Senate  tomorrow  after¬ 
noon. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  I  wonder  whether  the  majority 
leader  heard  the  request  made  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina.  I  should 
like  to  protect  the  majority  leader,  who 
recently  stated  he  was  going  to  object  to 
any  committee  meetings  while  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  was  before  the  Senate.  He  gave 
me  that  assurance,  and  I  gave  him  the 
assurance  that  if  he  did  not  object,  I 
would;  so  I  shall  help  him  out  now,  by 
objecting. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Objection  is 
heard  to  the  request. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  RALPH  VOSSERINK,  A 

KNOWN  COMMUNIST,  TO  AN  OFFICIAL 

POSITION  IN  HAWAII 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  at  this  point  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent,  first  of  all,  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record  an  editorial  entitled  “An  Occa¬ 
sion  for  Sympathy  and  Pity.”  The  edi¬ 
torial  appeared  in  the  Honolulu  Star 
Bulletin  on  February  19,  1951. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows; 

An  Occasion  for  Sympathy  and  Pity 

Mayor  Wilson’s  proposal  to  appoint  one  of 
the  “reluctant  39”  to  the  city  traffic  safety 
commission  is  an  occasion  for  sympathy  and 
pity  rather  than  for  acrid  criticism. 

Ralph  Vossbrink  is  the  man.  He  refused, 
before  the  Walter  committee  on  un-Ameri¬ 
canism  here  last  spring,  to  answer  commit¬ 
tee  questions  concerning  Communist  affilia¬ 
tion. 

The  stand  of  the  “reluctant  39”  and  other 
unresponsive  witnesses  has  been  upheld  by 
a  Supreme  Court  decision.  The  Court’s  rea¬ 
soning  is  simple — that  they  were  within  their 
rights  in  refusing  to  answer  questions  if  they 
felt  that  their  answers  would  tend  to  in¬ 
criminate  them. 

But  the  Court  decision  did  not  remove  from 
them  the  record  that  they  had  been  held  in 
contempt  of  Congress  for  their  refusal  to  an¬ 
swer  the  congressional  committee's  inquiries. 
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In  1948  the  American  manufacturers  im¬ 
posed  their  own  embargo  on  India  and  rej 
fusifd  to  export  the  thorium  products  to  Ii 
dial  The  New  Delhi  Government  complained 
to  tbe  State  Department  that  the  action  jof 
the  American  manufacturers  would  plunge 
Indial  into  darkness.  The  State  Department 
contacted  the  industrialists  and  hinted  Very 
strongly  that  unless  the  export  of  the  tho¬ 
rium  product  was  resumed,  reprisals  wbuld 
be  taken.  Since  the  manufacturers  /  deal 
principally  with  the  Government,  they  ac¬ 
cepted  ffiie  State  Department’s  strong/hints' 
and  resumed  exports  to  India. 

When  president  Truman  requested  Con¬ 
gress  not  Vo  play  politics  with  human  suffer¬ 
ing  and  tb  appropriate  $200,000,000  /to  save 
the  India®,  people  from  famine,  American 
industrialists  once  more  approanhed  the 
State  Department.  They  pointed/out  that 
while  relien  for  India  should  not  be  sub¬ 
jected  to  political  or  economic  Considera¬ 
tions,  or  to  any  quid  pro  quo,  it  might  be 
useful  to  ask\  the  New  Delhi  Government  to 
reconsider  it^i  embargo  on  monozite  sands. 

American  industry  pointed  oi/t  that  since 
1946  India  hadvbeen  losing  at  leiUt  $3, 500, COO 
a  year  from  the  export  of  that  material; 
that  India  now  has  a  stockpile  of  at  least 
10,000  tons  of  tpe  sands,  while  the  American 
Government  now  has  only  1  percent  of  the 
stockpile  it  needs;  and,  finally,  that  Ameri¬ 
can  importers  ware  willing  jto  pay  cash  on 
the  barrelhead  faf  every  ton  of  sand  pur¬ 
chased  from  Ii 

The  top  State  Department  officials  listened 
sympathetically  to  ;,the  industrialists’  argu¬ 
ments.  But  they  ppinted  out  that  it  would 
not  be  ethical  and  yvould  be  prejudicial  to 
our  foreign  policy  in  our  Government  made 
friendly,  direct  representations  to  New  Delhi 
on  such  a  commercial  /natter  at  this  time. 

Evidently  our  policy/ makers  were  afraid 
that  America  would  be  Accused  of  colonialism 


if  we  urged  a  friendly 
we  are  expected  to 
to  let  us  buy  some 
monozite. 

Congress  now  intend: 
matter. 


FREI 


KARL  MARX  O] 

Mr.  MALONE.’  Mr. 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at /this  poiiat  a  quotation 
from  Karl  Ma/x  on  free  trade,  dated 


1848. 


/ 


overnment,  to  whom 
d'  out  a  large  dole, 
its  vast  surplus  of 


to  look  into  the 


TRADE — 1848 
resident,  I  ask 


There  being- no  objection,  the  matter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  ifi  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Karl  Marx  on  Free  Trade — 1848 
Karl  Marx,/  the  outstanding.  Communist 
revolutionist  of  all  time,  made  a'  very  signifi¬ 
cant  address  more  than  102  y^ars  ago  on 
the  subject  of  free  trade  before  the  “Demo¬ 
cratic  Clut*  Brussels,  Belgium,  January  9, 
1848.”  He  said  at  that  time :  \ 

“In  his/  celebrated  work  upon  political 
economy  he  (Ricardo,  the  leading  economist 
of  his  tin/e)  says:  ‘If  instead  of  growing  our 
own  corn  *  *  *  we  discover  a  new  mar¬ 

ket  frorji  which  we  can  supply  ourselves 
at  a  cheaper  price,  wages  will  fall 
and  profits  rise.  The  fall  in  the  price  of 
agricultural  produce  reduces  the  wages,  not 
only  of  the  laborer  employed  in  cultivating 
the  sail,  but  also  of  all  those  employed  in 
comnjferce  or  manufacture.’ 

“Besides  this,  the  protective  system  helps 
to  develop  free  competition  within  a  nation. 
Henpe  we  see  that  in  countries  where  the 
bourgeoisie  is  beginning  to  make  itself  felt 
as  a  class,  in  Germany  for  example,  it  makes 
great  efforts  to  obtain  protective  duties. 
They  serve  the  bourgeoisie  as  weapons 
against  feudalism  and  absolute  monarchy, 
as  a  means  for  the  concentration  of  its  own 
powers  for  the  realization  of  fr.ee  trade  with¬ 
in  the  country. 


s  “But,  generally  speaking,  the  protective 
system  in  these  days  is  conservative,  while 
the  'free  trade  system  works  destructively. 
It  breaks  up  old  nationalities  arid  carries 
antagoni&tq.  of  proletariat  axrd  bourgeoisie 
to  the  utterhaost  point.  In  ar  word,  the  free 
trade  system  hastens  the'social  revolution. 
In  this  revolutionary -Sfense  alone,  gentle¬ 
men,  I  am  in  favor  pf/free  trade.” 

The  principle  lqat  not.changed  in  the  102 
years  since  th§  outstanding  Communist  of 
all  time  said- '"in  effect  that  free  trade  de¬ 
stroys  the/workingman,  and  ribw,  since  the 
investment  in  industry  has  rised  from  a  few 
dollars  per  employed  man  to  an  average"  of 
approximately  $10,000,  the  investor  is  an 
.equal  victim. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
before  the  Senate  is  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon,  which  has  been 
stated. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  on  Aug¬ 
ust  29,  1950,  in  a  speech  in  the  Senate,  I 
made  the  following  statement: 

We  should  not  leave  Washington  until  we 
have  amended  the  Selective  Service  Act  so 
that  it  can  provide  an  army  of  at  least  30 
divisions  *  *  *.  The  present  law  is  not 

intended  to  carry  a  manpower  procurement 
load  above  2,500,000  men.  We  should  set  up 
the  legal  machinery  now.  It  is  better  to 
have  it  and  not  need  it  than  to  need  it  and 
not  have  it. 

On  September  8,  1950,  I  stated  on  the 
Senate  floor : 

All  that  we  have  in  the  way  af  a  Presiden¬ 
tial  announcement,  is  that  there  must  be 
3,000,000  men  in  the  Armed  Forces  as  a 
whole,  which  would  be  a  good  start  if  we  are 
to  have  them  all  by  June  30,  1951.  But  the 
President’s  message  carefully  did  not  specify 
the  year  by  which  these  3,000,000  men  would 
have  to  be  in  the  service. 

And  Congress,  the  body  of  which  we  are 
members,  has  not  even  amended  the  Selective 
Service  Act  so  as  to  make  possible  the  pro¬ 
curement  of  enough  manpower  for  a  3,000- 
000-man  Armed  Force.  Present  law  still  ef¬ 
fectively  limits  us  to  a  total  not  exceeding 
2,500,000  men,  regardless  of  certain  gestures 
to  the  contrary.  We  have  taken  off  the 
numerical  limit,  but  actually  the  law  was 
never  designed  to  yield  more  than  2,500,000 
men,  and  the  best  experts  I  can  find  think 
that  it  will  not. 

Obviously  we  should  have  taken  steps 
last  summer  to  increase  the  amount  of 
available  military  manpower,  and  our 
failure  to  do  so  has  seriously  weakened 
our  efforts  in  Korea.  Proof  .of  this  is 
found  in  the  testimony  of  Secretary  of 
Defense  Marshall  before  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  on  January 
23,  1951.  I  should  like  now  to  make  a 
fairly  extended  quotation  from  the 
statement  of  Secretary  Marshall  to  the 
House  Committee  on  Armed  Services: 

In  that  dilemma,  General  MacArthur  made 
a  very  courageous  decision  and  moved  into 
the  ranks  of  those  divisions — and  there  were 
only  four  to  five,  four  to  start  with  and  later 
a  fifth  one,  but  largely  into  those  four  divi¬ 
sions — some  30,000  Koreans.  So  in  order  to 
save  ourselves  in  that  situation  of  combat,  we 
had  to  depend  on  men  that  had  only  had 
three  weeks  of  training  and  some  with  no 
training  and  put  them  into  American  units 
to  a  tune  of  some  36  percent.  And  as  late 


as  November  when  I  came  into  the  Defense 
Department,  I  found  that  those  units  were 
still  20  percent  short  in  American  manpower 
in  their  ranks.  In  addition  to  that,  they 
created  a  great  many  of  these  South  Korean 
units,  maybe  10  divisions.  We  undertook 
to  create  one  every  four  weeks.  Well,  when 
it  took  us  almost  2  years  to  get  our  divisiors 
ready  for  heavy  fighting  in  Europe  and  in 
the  Southwest  Pacific,  you  can  realize  what 
it  was  to  turn  out  a  division  of  South 
Koreans  with  their  difficulty  of  understand¬ 
ing  our  weapons  and  our  conceptions  of  dis¬ 
cipline  and  tactics  in  only  4  weeks’  time. 
Nevertheless,  that  was  done  and  we  made  the 
fight  on  that  basis. 

Now  the  interesting  thing  I  would  like  to 
explain  to  you  now  is  that  we  still  have  not 
made  up  the  deficiencies.  And  I  am  in¬ 
formed,  when  I  have  checked  through  all 
the  records,  it  will  be  until  the  1st  of  April 
before  we  make  good  on  the  men  required 
to  put  General  MacArthur’s  existing  forces 
up  to  its  strength. 

I  ask  Senators  to  underline  the  first  of 
April.  I  now  continue  the  quotation 
from  General  Marshall’s  statement 
before  the  House  committee: 

I  find  in  going  back  through  the  devel¬ 
opment  that  throughout  the  months  of 
September,  October  and  November,  practi¬ 
cally  all  the  selective-service  men  were 
being  put  into  the  ranks  of  units  in  this 
country  to  meet  the  continued  draft  on 
those  ranks  for  men  to  be  sent  to  Korea. 
So  it  was  not  until  in  October  that  the  first 
small  beginning  was  made  to  put  men  into 
normal  basic  training,  to  provide  the  man¬ 
power  that  we  needed.  But  it  could  only  be 
a  small  beginning.  They  increased  the 
number  of  camps  from  4  to  19.  Nine  of 
those  I  think  were  the  basic  camps  where 
you  deal  with  the  first  6  weeks  and  the 
others  were  the  camps  where  the  men  took 
the  final  8  weeks  in  whatever  their  arm 
was — Artillery,  Engineers,  Signal  Corps,  the 
tanks,  and  so  on — to  complete  the  14  weeks’ 
training.  They  held  on  to  the  proposition 
throughout  that  no  men  should  be  sent  of 
that  selective-service  draft  who  had  not 
had  14  weeks’  training.  But  that  meant 
that  we  had  to  put  these  men  in  units  in 
this  country,  take  the  men  out  of  the  units 
in  this  country  and  ship  them  to  General 
MacArthur. 

I  interpolate  there,  in  the  middle  of 
this  quotation  of  General  Marshall  to 
point  out  what  a  difference  it  makes  to 
the  soldier  between  fighting  as  an  indi¬ 
vidual  and  being  sent  as  an  individual  to 
some  unit  where  he  is  a  stranger,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other  hand,  going 
into  the  combat  zone  as  a  member  of  the 
unit,  surrounded  by  people  he  knows, 
and  who  know  him.  It  is  putting  a  man 
at  a  very  grave  disadvantage  if,  because 
of  our  unpreparedness,  we  compel  him 
to  go  as  an  individual  replacement,  in¬ 
stead  of  going  as  part  of  a  team.  But 
that  is  what  we  have  had  to  do  and  what 
we  are  still  doing.  I  continue  reading 
from  General  Marshall’s  statement: 

His  needs  have  averaged  along  from 
month  to  month  here  about  15,000  a 
month — not  new  units,  but  replacements. 
As  I  say,  under  the  present  situation,  it 
appears  to  be  about  the  1st  of  April  when 
they  will  have  fully  filled  the  ranks  with 
American  soldiers  in  American  units  in 
Korea. 

To  give  you  one  division  of  his,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  Seventh  Division,  there  were  7,800 
Koreans  put  into  its  ranks  before  it  left 
Japan  and  went  into  Korea.  That  is  a 
very  large  percentage  of  the  whole  and 
that  was  quite  a  predicament  in  which 
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the  United  States  Government  should  find 
itself  regarding  its  men. 

I  interpolate  at  that  point,  indeed, 
yes,  it  is  quite,  a  predicament  that  this 
great  country  should  have  been  in  such 
a  situation  that  it  could  not  support  its 
own  people  overseas  in  a  more  effective 
way.  The  defense  authorities  did  the 
best  they  could  at  the  time,  but  the  sit¬ 
uation  showed  how  unprepared  we  were. 

I  proceed  with  the  quotation: 

Those  things  I  think  are  lost  sight  of  in 
the  debate  of  why  we  did  this  and  why  we 
did  that.  What  X  am  talking  about  exclu¬ 
sively  are  the  military  factors  of  why  we 
were  in  this  predicament  in  connection  with 
our  military  force  and  how  we  can  avoid  its 
repetition  in  the  future,  along  with  the 
authorization  that  permits  us  to  build  up 
as  rapidly  as  possible  at  the  present  time. 

Now,  on  the  1st  of  December  they  be¬ 
gan  going  into  these  training  camps  for 
basic  training  in  larger  numbers.  I  think 
the  September  quota  that  went  directly 
into  those  camps  was  some  40-odd  thou¬ 
sand.  But  the  interesting  thing  to  me  is 
that  the  first  normal  graduates  of  that  basic 
training  will  not  come  out  until  the  last 
week  in  January.  Under  the  present  situa¬ 
tion — I  am  rather  hesitant  about  talking 
about  this  publicly,  but  I  think  it  is  better 
to  do  it  because  the  manpower  bill  is  so 
important  to  us  that  we  should  have  as 
complete  an  understanding  as  possible  in 
your  minds.  But  the  product  of  normal 
basic  training,  which  is  the  foundation  of 
any  unit,  will  be  about  5,000  at  the  end  of 
January,  6,000  in  February,  something  like 
12,000,  I  think,  in  March,  22,000  in  April, 
30,000  in  May,  and  40,000  in  June  and  July, 
and  finally  in  August  we  reach  60,000.  Yet 
at  the  same  time  we  will  have  been  taking 
during  January,  February  and  March — that 
is  as  far  as  we  have  gone  in  announce¬ 
ments — 80,000  men  a  month. 

That  is  the  end  of  the  quotation  from 
General  Marshall. 

It  is  clear  from  General  Marshall’s 
testimony  that  General  MacArthur’s 
forces  will  not  be  up  to  strength  until 
April  1.  Who  can  doubt  that  if  we  had 
changed  the  Selective  Service  Act  last 
summer,  as  we  should  have  done,  that 
his  forces  would  have  been  brought  up 
to  strength  much  sooner? 

There  are  those  who  say  that  there  is 
no  use  crying  over  spilt  milk,  but  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  very  definitely  the  duty  of  a 
Senator  to  cry  over  spilt  milk  and  to  do 
so  somewhat  vociferously  so  that  we  can 
learn  by  our  mistakes,  and  not  repeat 
them,  and  not  pretend  we  did  not  know 
anything  about  them,  but  be  prepared  so 
that  we  may  not  repeat  them.  Our 
omission  of  last  summer  has  now  been 
remedied.  The  bill  before  us  is  one 
which  I  support.  The  committee  is  to 
be  congratulated  for  an  honest,  demo¬ 
cratic,  and  efficient  effort  to  meet  the 
Soviet  threat.  It  seems  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  times.  It  will  give  us  the 
military  manpower  which  is  the  indis¬ 
pensable  base  for  the  rebuilding  of  all 
strength  in  the  free  world — military, 
economic,  political,  and  spiritual.  It  is 
fair  and  democratic  in  the  way  it  ob¬ 
tains  the  manpower  and  does  not  require 
those  who  have  already  fought  in  World 
War  n,  including  those  who  went  into 
World  War  II  as  very  young  boys,  to 
carry  the  load  in  our  present  alert  once 
again.  It  will  confront  many  young  men 


in  America  with  many  a  disagreeable 
prospect,  which  is  inevitable.  Regard¬ 
less  of  how  the  bill  is  drawn,  the  bring¬ 
ing  of  men  into  the  armed  services  is  a 
disagreeable  and  unhappy  business. 
But  it  is  worth  engaging  in  a  disagree¬ 
able  and  unhappy  business  if  by  so  doing 
we  can  avoid  the  tragedy  of  all-out  war. 

The  bill  contains  one  title  in  which  I 
am  particularly  interested.  This  is  title 
II,  which  increases  to  25,000  men  per 
year  for  5  years  the  selected  aliens  al¬ 
ready  authorized  under  the  terms  of  the 
Lodge-Philbin  Act,  which  became  law 
last  summer.  There  is  still  a  great  op¬ 
portunity  to  obtain  the  services  of  highly 
selected  men  who  can  help  us  both  in  a 
strictly  military  sense  and  by  their 
knowledge  of  foreign  languages  and 
cultures.-  After  5  years,  these  men  should 
make  excellent  citizens.  They  should 
provide  the  nucleus  around  which  other 
and  larger  units  could  be  built.  They 
can  be  an  important  factor  in  the  en¬ 
couragement  which  I  hope  we  shall  give 
to  the  attempts  of  the  free  world  to 
throw  off  the  yoke  of  Communist  dicta¬ 
torship  and  domination.  It  is  a  pity  that 
although  the  Lodge-Philbin  Act  has  been 
on  the  books  since  June  1950  that  as  of 
last  week  not  one  single  man  has  been 
enlisted  under  its  provisions.  Congress 
passes  laws,  but  the  Executive  must  ad¬ 
minister  them,  and  all  I  can  do  is  to 
reiterate  once  again  my  prayers  that  the 
executive  branch  will  not  continue  t» 
think  of  these  problems  in  the  old- 
fashioned,  wooden,  dry-as-dust  terms; 
that  they  will  meet  the  challenge  which 
these  alien  young  men  present  and  meet 
it  with  imagination  and  energy ;  and  that 
they  will  realize  that  individual  allies 
who  fight  on  our  side,  in  our  uniform 
and  under  our  flag,  are  every  bit  as  good 
as  allies  who  fight  in  their  uniform  and 
under  their  flag  by  our  side. 

Mr.  President,  these  young  men  would 
not  make  it  unnecessary  for  our  own 
young  men  to  be  drafted.  But  they  may 
some  time  make  it  possible  to  avoid  the 
tragic  necessity  of  some  of  our  young 
men  being  killed.  That  is  a  good  deal 
better. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,-  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  the  Senator  knows, 
I  am  an  enthusiastic  supporter  of  his 
amendment.  However,  I  wish  to  know 
whether  I  correctly  understood  an  ob¬ 
servation  which  he  made  a  few  moments 
ago.  Am  I  correct  in  understanding  that 
on  the  statute  books  today  there  is  a 
law  which  permits  the  enlistment  of 
qualified  aliens  to  a  total  number  of 
2,500? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Yes;  2,500. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us 
how  long  the  law  has  been  on  the  statute 
books? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Since  June  1950.  Let 
me  say  that  there  is  not  another  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  who  has  seen  the  po¬ 
tentialities  of  this  subject  better  than 
has  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  J  appreciate  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  comment.  My  interest  lies  in  the 
fact  that  I  believe  the  provision  to  be 


one  of  the  best  ways  of  winning  free¬ 
dom  abroad  and  of  inculcating  in  for¬ 
eign  countries  some  of  the  basic  prin¬ 
ciples  of  our  democratic  way  of  life. 

So  that  the  Record  may  be  perfectly 
clear  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Senator 
whether  I  am  to  understand  that  the 
military  has  yet  to  enlist  the  first  man 
under  a  law  which  has  been  on  the 
statute  books  since  June  1950. 

Mr.  LODGE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  dwell  on  that 
point  in  my  own  time  and  in  my  own 
way  at  a  later  time.  Suffice  it  to  say 
that  it  is  another  good  example  of  what 
I  had  in  mind  when  I  spoke  of  the 
wasteful  manpower  practices  of  the 
military.  It  represents  another  example 
of  waste. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  point  out  that 
I  have  been  following  up  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  law.  I  received  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  some 
time  ago  stating  that  the  reason  the 
Army  was  not  enlisting  men  was  be¬ 
cause  the  clearance  of  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  and  the  Department  of  Justice  had 
not  been  obtained.  I  found  later  that 
clearance  by  the  State  Department  had 
been  given  and  that  the  whole  matter 
was  being  held  up  by  the  Department  of 
Justice.  Pour  or  five  days  ago  I  re¬ 
ceived  word  that  the  Department  of  Jus¬ 
tice  was  no  longer  interposing  any  ob¬ 
jection.  As  to  why  no  men  are  being, 
enlisted  now,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
can  guess  as  well  as  I  can. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  may  say  that  I  sup¬ 
ported  the  Senator’s  amendment,  which 
has  now  been  a  law  of  the  land  since  last 
June.  I  think  the  Senator  made  a  very 
fine  contribution  to  our  military  effort 
by  sponsoring  the  act.  I  hope  it  will  be 
possible  to  take  in  more  such  men,  if  it 
is  possible  to  get  them.  Would  the  Sen¬ 
ator  be  willing  to  inform  the  Senate 
where  such  men  can  be  obtained?  In 
other  words,  where  are  such  men  avail¬ 
able  for  enlistment? 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  program  I  have  in 
mind  is  not  limited  to  any  one  country 
or  to  any  one  race.  Undoubtedly,  there 
are  many  such  men  in  the  Far  East. 
They  could  be  obtained  for  service  in  the 
Far  East.  I  have  not  made  a  study  of 
the  subject  so  far  as  the  Far  East  is  con¬ 
cerned  to  the  extent  that  I  have  studied 
the  subject  in  Europe.  However,  the 
principle  is  good,  whether  it  is  applied  to 
the  Far  East  or  to  Europe.  That  is  why 
I  feel  we  should  take  for  service  Chinese 
guerrillas  and  Nationalist  Chinese,  or 
anyone  else,  to  help  carry  the  load  of 
combat  in  the  Orient.  Insofar  as 
Europe  is  concerned,  the  best  estimate 
I  can  get  is  that  there  exists  a  manpower 
pool  of  men  of  effective  military  age 
which  runs  as  high  as  2,000,000  men. 
They  could  be  found  in  many  countries. 
They  could  be  found  in  countries  behind 
the  iron  curtain,  in  displaced-persons 
camps,  and  oh  this  side  of  the  iron  cur¬ 
tain.  They  would  embrace  Latvians, 
Estonians,  Lithuanians,  stateless  Rus¬ 
sians,  Poles,  Czechs,  Slovaks,  Hun¬ 
garians,  Rumanians,  and  Bulgarians. 
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To  describe  them  briefly,  they  would  be 
young  stateless  Slavs. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Are  such  men  lo¬ 
cated  in  displaced  persons  camps? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Not  all  of  them,  but  it 
Is  believed  that  they  would  come  from 
wherever  they  are  if  they  had  some  as¬ 
surance  that  they  would  have  an  army  in 
which  to  be  received  and  given  a  chance 
to  serve  in  the  struggle  against  com¬ 
munism. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Are  any  of  them  in 
Atlantic  Pact  countries? 

Mr.  LODGE.  No;  I  do  not  think  so. 
They  would  supplement  the  efforts  of  the 
Atlantic  Pact  nations.  Atlantic  Pact 
countries  are  nations  themselves,  and 
they  have  armies  of  their  own.  The 
purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to  provide 
an  army  for  men  who  want  to  be  on  our 
side  and  who  have  not  an  army  of  their 
own  to  join. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Could  not  such  a 
man  join  an  army  of  an  Atlantic  Pact 
nation  as  well  as  he  could  join  our  Army? 

Mr.  LODGE.  He  could  not  do  so  now. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Why  not? 

Mr.  LODGE.  Because  there  is  not  a 
European  army,  as  such,  in  existence.  I 
am  hopeful  that  one  will  be  created. 
When  that  time  comes,  which  I  hope  will 
be  soon,  or  at  least  within  a  year,  I  would 
favor  taking  the  bulk  of  such  men  into 
a  European  army. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Do  any  of  the  At¬ 
lantic  Pact  nations  have  a  law  under 
which  such  men  could  enlist  in  a  so- 
called  foreign  legion?  - 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  French  have  had  a 
foreign  legion  for  a  great  many  years. 
I  believe  the  British  now  have  a  law 
under  which  certain  selected  aliens 
could  be  enlisted  in  the  British  Army. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator 
know  how  France  and  England  are  get¬ 
ting  along  in  that  regard?  Are  any  men 
being  enlisted  in  their  foreign  legions? 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  French  have  had  a 
foreign  legion  for  many  years.  It  is 
very  much  of  a  going  concern.  It  is 
fighting  in  Indochina  and  it  is  serving 
in  North  Africa.  It  is  a  very  efficient 
organization.  I  was  close  to  it  at  one 
time.  I  think  anyone  who  has  ever 
served  close  to  it  will  agree  that  on  the 
battlefield  it  is  a  very  efficient  outfit. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator 
know  the  size  of  the  French  Foreign  Le¬ 
gion? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  would  have  to  guess 
as  to  its  size.  I  think  it  consists  of  less 
than  a  hundred  thousand  men. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  Senator 
know  how  the  English  law  operates? 
Are  the  British  getting  any  enlistments 
in  the  foreign  legion? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  do  not  know.  I 
would  have  to  look  it  up. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  What  is  giving  me 
some  concern  is  why  some  of  the  At¬ 
lantic  Pact  nations  do  not  pass  laws 
which  would  make  it  possible  to  place 
such  men  in  their  armies.  The  Euro¬ 
pean  nations  are  very  much  closer  to  the 
homes  of  the  men.  The  men  would  not 
have  to  travel  all  the  way  to  the  United 
States.  They  would  be  able  to  stay  near 
to  their  homes. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Let  me  say  that,  of 
course,  the  classification  of  aliens  which 


Is  provided  for  in  the  pending  bill  would 
embrace  men  who  would  come  to  this 
country,  because  they  would  be  very 
highly  selected  men,  who  would  be,  we 
hope,  material  for  officer  and  non-com¬ 
missioned  officer  grades,  and  would  have 
an  eligibility  for  citizenship  at  the  end 
of  5  years.  The  second  category  of  peo¬ 
ple  that  I  have  in  mind  would  never  come 
to  this  country.  They  would  be  enlisted 
abroad,  serve  abroad,  and  be  discharged 
abroad.  They  would  serve  for  2  years, 
and  they  would  not  be  eligible  for  citi¬ 
zenship.  As  to  why  nations  in  Europe 
do  not  enlist  such  men  I  can  only  say 
that  the  nations  over  there  have  only  re¬ 
cently  started  building  up  their  military 
strength.  The  reason  they  did  not  build 
up  their  military  strength  before  this 
time  is  in  part  because  we  told  them  not 
to  do  so,  but  to  concentrate,  instead,  on 
building  up  their  economic  strength. 
The  Senator  knows  that  history  as  well 
as  I  do.  The  French  are  taking  the 
leadership  in  setting  up  a  European 
army  which,  instead  of  being  under  the 
civilian  government  of  any  one  of  the 
countries  involved,  would  be  Unde'S  the 
defense  ministers  of  the  countries.  It 
would  be  an  army  of  Europe.  I  hope 
something  is  done  with  it.  If  so,  the 
countries  over  there  will  be  in  a  position 
to  take  some  of  these  young  aliens. 

The  whole  object  of  everything  I  am 
trying  to  do  in  the  field  of  military  and 
foreign  policy  is  to  make  it  possible  to 
get  effective  partners  so  that  they  can 
share  with  us  as  much  of  the  responsi¬ 
bility  and  expense  as  possible. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  what  I  had 
in  mind  when  I  asked  the  Senator  if  he 
had  any  information  which  indicated 
that  the  Atlantic  Pact  nations,  our  al- 
alies,  are  making  it  possible  for  the  peo¬ 
ple  without  homes — they  might  be 
termed  displaced  persons — to  enlist  in 
their  armies  nearby. 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  short  answer  is 
“Yes,”  they  are  making  plans  to  do  so, 
but  at  the  present  time,  if  the  Senator 
were  a  young  stateless  anti-Communist 
Slav  and  wanted  to  get  himself  in  line 
to  carry  part  of  this  load,  he  would  say 
to  himself,  “The  best  organization  that 
I  know  of  that  can  take  me  and  give  me 
my  inoculations  against  typhoid,  give  me 
a  pair  of  pants  and  a  good  pair  of  shoes, 
put  a  gun  in  my  hands  and  train  me, 
house  me,  feed  me,  and  lead  me  in  com¬ 
bat  is  the  United  Statds  Army.”  That  is 
the  realism  of  the  situation.  When  a 
man  is  thinking  about  entrusting  his  life 
to  some  military  organization,  he  wants 
to  join  something  that  is  real,  and  not 
some  paper  organization  which  is  being 
discussed  by  the  politicians. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  talking  about 
the  national  forces  of  the  Atlantic  Pact 
nations,  not  an  international  army. 
Why  is  it  that  the  British,  the  French, 
the  Belgians,  the  Dutch,  the  Norwegians, 
and  the  Danes  cannot  have  a  similar 
program? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
trouble  in  Europe,  any  more  than  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time,  is  a  man¬ 
power  shortage.  The  trouble  is  that  the 
nations  have  not  been  oriented  toward 
building  military  strength.  The  thing 
that  is  lagging  now  in  most  of  those 


countries  is  not  the  availability  of  man¬ 
power.  It  is  the  availability  of  equip¬ 
ment,  materiel,  supplies,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  understood  the 
Senator  to  say  a  moment  ago  that  this 
country — and  particularly  the  adminis¬ 
tration,  I  assume — advised  them  not  to 
build  up  their  defense  forces,  but  to  con¬ 
centrate  their  efforts  on  economic  de¬ 
velopment. 

Mr.  LODGE.  During  the  last  3  years 
of  the  Marshall  plan. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Including  the  last  2 
years,  since  the  Atlantic  Pact  was  ap¬ 
proved. 

Mr.  LODGE.  None  of  us  has  been 
doing  very  much  in  a  military  way;  and 
that  goes  for  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  wish  the  Senator 
would  answer  the  question  as  to  whether 
or  not  since  the  pact  was  approved  we 
have  advised  our  Atlantic  Pact  partners 
to  concentrate  on  economic  progress 
rather  than  to  build  up  their  defenses. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  know  no  secrets.  I 
know  nothing  that  is  not  available  to 
the  Senator  from  Utah.  However,  I  will 
say  that  in  the  past  few  months  we  have 
very  definitely  made  it  clear  that  we 
expect  those  nations  to  make  a  full  and 
realistic  effort  at  arming  themselves.  I 
do  not  think  any  of  them  is  in  any  doubt 
about  it  at  all.  If  they  could  read  the 
remarks  made  in  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate,  I  am  sure  they  would  be  in  even  less 
doubt.  That  is  what  we  expect  them 
to  do,  and  I  think  that  is  what  they  ex¬ 
pect  to  do.  My  whole  point  is  that, 
taking  the  thing  in  proportion,  they  are 
doing  about  as  well  as  we  are  doing, 
making  allowance  for  the  fact  that  we 
are  bigger  than  they  are. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  does  not  hap¬ 
pen  to  be  an  answer  to  the  question 
which  I  asked. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  want  to  answer  the 
Senator’s  question. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  like  to  know 
if  the  administration  has  given  the  in¬ 
structions  which  the  Senator  seems  to 
say  it  has  given  to  the  Atlantic  Pact 
nations,  to  build  up  their  economic  pro¬ 
grams  rather  than  to  build  up  their  de¬ 
fense  forces.  If  that  has  been  done 
since  the  approval  of  the  Atlantic  Pact 
nearly  2  years  ago,  I  think  we  should 
know  it.  If  the  Senator  has  any  in¬ 
formation  on  that  point,  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  have  it. 

Mr.  LODGE.  My  belief  is  that  we 
continued  to  tell  them  to  stress  their 
economic  development  after  the  Atlantic 
Pact  was  written.  Last  year  I  felt  that 
we  ought  to  begin  to  work  the  Marshall 
plan  into  the  rearmament  program.  I 
proposed  certain  language  for  the  ECA 
Act,  and  we  had  a  hearing  on  it.  That 
language  would  have  provided  that  the 
counterpart  funds  in  those  countries  be 
used  for  building  military  equipment. 
There  was  some  difference  of  opinion 
with  me  on  that  subject  at  that  time. 
I  think  we  have  been  a  little  late  in  tell¬ 
ing  them  to  change  over.  I  think  we 
have  been  very  late  in  changing  over 
ourselves.  That  is  the  whole  burden  of 
my  speech  this  afternoon — that  what  we 
are  doing  now  we  should  have  done  a 
long  time  ago. 
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Mr.  WATKINS.  I  realize  that;  but 
we  were  told  during  the  consideration  of 
the  Atlantic  Pact  that  time  was  of  the 
essence,  and  that  the  pact  had  to  be 
ratified  so  that  our  European  allies 
would  get  busy  and  build  up  their  forces, 
and  we  could  send  equipment  to  them. 
We  appropriated  some  $1,300,000,000  to 
do  the  job..  But  in  spite  of  all  that, 
apparently  someone  in  authority  here 
has  told  the  other  members  of  the  pact 
to  concentrate  on  economic  development 
and  not  pay  so  much  attention  to  build¬ 
ing  up  their  defense  forces. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  mystery  as  to  who  it  was.  It  was 
the  ECA. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  the  ECA  have 
authority  to  pass  upon  matters  of 
defense? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  think  the  ECA  told 
them,  “We  expect  you  to  build  up  your 
economic  strength.”  There  must  be  eco¬ 
nomic  strength  if  we  are  to  have  a  strong 
military  system. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  •  I  understand  that. 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  two  are  related.  I 
have  felt  that  the  ECA  should  have 
shifted  emphasis  to  the  military  long 
before  it  did,  and  I  have  said  so. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  am  glad  that  the 
Senator  agrees.  I  recall  that  during 
the  debate  on  the  Atlantic  Pact  we  were 
told  that  time  was  of  the  essence,  and 
that  we  had  to  act  promptly  to  ratify 
the  pact  and  get  them  the  money,  the 
means,  so  that  they  could  go  ahead  and 
build  up  their  forces.  If  the  Senator  is 
correct  in  the  assumption  that  we  placed 
emphasis  on  something  else,  perhaps  we 
are  responsible  for  the  present  condition 
of  Western  European  defense,  which  is 
practically  nothing  against  any  possible 
Russian  onslaught  in  the  immediate 
future. 

Mr.  LODGE.  We  are  partly  respon¬ 
sible. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  is  another  item 
on  the  list. 

Mr.  LODGE.  It  is  a  very  long  list. 
That  certainly  is  an  item  on  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  think  the  Senator 
does  not  agree  with  that  policy.  I  take 
it  from  what  he  has  said  that  he  does 
not  agree  with  the  policy  of  the  admin¬ 
istration,  which  places  emphasis, 
through  the  ECA,  on  economic  recovery 
rather  than  on  building  up  their  armed 
forces  to  defend  themselves. 

Mr.  LODGE.  The  Marshall  plan  has 
been  a  great  success.  Without  the 
Marshall  plan  we  could  not  have  mili¬ 
tary  strength  at  all.  We  cannot  build 
military  strength  in  a  country  where 
there  is  no  morale,  and  where  the  civil¬ 
ian  population  is  hardly  eating.  That  is 
obvious.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  Sena¬ 
tor  is  trying  to  get  me  to  admit  that 
either  we  do  economic  work  or  we  do 
military  work,  and  that  we  were  wrong 
not  to  do  military  work  exclusively.  The 
Senator  is  too  intelligent  to  want  me  to 
make  an  admission  like  that.  I  certainly 
would  not  make  it. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  believe  that  some 
members  of  the  Foreign  Relations  Com¬ 
mittee  told  us  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
that  it  was  time  to  get  the  question  set¬ 
tled,  so  that  the  other  nations  could 
build  up  their  armed  forces.  I  am  quite 


disillusioned  when  I  learn  that,  after  all, 
probably  it  was  not  so  important,  and 
that*we  emphasized  economic  recovery, 
rather  than  getting  the  Western  Euro¬ 
pean  people  busy  to  defend  themselves. 

Now  we  are  requested  to  pass  a  draft 
bill  to  take  the  18-year-old  boys,  to 
make  up.  apparently,  for  the  lack  of  in¬ 
terest  of  those  countries,  or  probably 
their  policy,  following  our  advice,  of  not 
getting  ready  to  defend  -themselves. 
That  is  a  thing  which  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  ought  to  know.  I  did  not  know  that 
that  was  actually  the  fact.  I  have  sus¬ 
pected  it.  This  is  the  first  time  I  have 
heard  anyone  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  more  or  less  officially  from  the  For¬ 
eign  Relations  Committee,  admit  that 
that  was  what  happened. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  will  say  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Utah  that  I  am  not  official,  any 
more  than  he  is. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  At  least  the  Senator 
is  a  member  of  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  and  I  am  not. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  am  a  member  of  the 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  but  I  am 
not  at'all  official  in  the  sense  in  which 
the  Senator  uses  that  term.  I  have  said 
for  years  that  we  have  been  late,  and  that 
we  have  dragged  our  feet.  We  have 
lacked  vision.  We  have  thrown  away 
the  initiative  which  we  had  won  by  force 
of  arms.  We  have  made  a  series  of  tragic 
miscalculations,  any  one  of  which  might 
have  resulted  in  disaster.  I  hope  and 
believe  that  we  are  going  to  work  out  of 
it,  and  that  we  are  going  to  regain  the 
initiative  which  we  threw  away.  But 
there  is  no  doubt  that  our  leadership  was 
dreadfully  lacking  in  vision  and  fore¬ 
sight  in  1945  and  1946  and  at  other  times. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  But  we  are  still  asked 
to  follow  that  same  leadership  at  the 
present  time,  are  we  not? 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  do  not  know  who  is 
asking  the  Senator  to  do  what. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  mean  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LODGE.  It  is  more  a  case  of  prod¬ 
ding  them  to  do  the  right  thing  than  it 
is  of  following  them.  I  think  they  are 
often  too  little  and  too  late.  I  do  not 
believe  that  we  should  try  to  put  ob¬ 
stacles  in  their  path  at  those  times  when 
they  happen  to  do  the  right  thing.  On 
the  contrary,  I  think  we  ought  to  be  urg¬ 
ing  them  on  to  greater  efforts.  I  will 
join  the  Senator  from  Utah  at  any  time 
in  urging  the  administration  to  go  faster 
and  do  more.  Will  the  Senator  join  with 
me? 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  certainly  will  join 
with  the  Senator.  I  have  been  working 
on  the  problem  for  several  years.  How¬ 
ever,  it  seems  that  we  should  have  started 
10  years  ago  to  get  immediate  action. 
After  all  the  arguments  which  have  been 
made,  we  have  taken  action  and  have 
voted  appropriations.  After  appropri¬ 
ating  something  like  $60,000,000,000  for 
our  own  defense,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  armaments  to  the  other  nations, 
we  learn  that  they  are  practically  with¬ 
out  any  defense.  * 

We  now  say,  “Well,  they  are  doing  as 
well  as  we  are,  because,  after  all,  we  ad¬ 
vised  them,  laid  emphasis  on  economic 
recovery,  and  did  not  pay  too  much  at¬ 
tention  to  defense.”  It  seems  to  me  that 


kind  of  leadership  does  not  merit  the 
confidence  of  the  American  people.  I  do 
not  believe  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  or  any  of  the  others  of  us  are 
going  to  get  anywhere  in  following  that 
kind  of  leadership.  Since  we  cannot  re¬ 
ceive  such  leadership,  we  as  Members  of 
the  Senate  should  provide  the  leadership. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Since  the  leadership 
does  not  go  out  of  office  until  January 
1953  under  the  Constitution,  we  cannot 
expect  any  change  until  then. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  administration 
is  not  leading.  The  people  are  far  out 
in  front,  and  the  Congress  should  come 
somewhere  up  near  to  the  point  where 
the  people  are  now. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  am  100  percent  with 
the  Senator  from  Utah  that  public 
opinion  has  been  far  ahead  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  on  many  an  occasion.  As  one 
of  the  first  Members  of  this  body  to  point 
out  the  tragic  errors  of  those  who  are  in 
power,  I  cannot  but  agree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  when  he  adverts  to  those  errors. 

I  now  yield  the  floor. 

COST  OP  LIVING  AND  ROLL-BACK  OP 

PRICES— CORRESPONDENCE  BETWEEN 

SENATOR  LODGE  AND  ERIC  A.  JOHN¬ 
STON 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  correspondence  which  I  have 
had  with  Mr.  Eric  A.  Johnston,  Economic 
Stabilization  Administrator,  concerning 
the  present  cost  of  living  and  the  need 
for  rolling  back  prices  of  the  necessities 
of  life  to  the  June  1950  level. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  corre¬ 
spondence  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

February  6,  1951. 

Eric  A.  Johnston, 

Administrator,  Economic  Stabilisation 

Agency,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Administrator:  Information  fur¬ 
nished  to  me  by  the  Library  of  Congress  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  Consumer’s  Price  Index  for 
moderate  income  families  in  large  cities  has 
increased  since  June  15,  1950,  by  more  than 
11  percent  in  food  and  clothing,  more  than 
5  percent  in  fuel,  electricity  and  refrigera¬ 
tion  and  almost  20  percent  on  house  furnish¬ 
ings. 

I  very  much  doubt  that  the  incomes,  wages, 
and  salaries  of  consumers  have  had  a  cor¬ 
responding  increase  and  I  would  like  to  ask 
you,  therefore,  to  use  your  authority  at  Price 
Administrator  to  roll  back  the  prices  to  the 
level  which  prevailed  on  June  15. 

I  would  like  very  much  to  have  your  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  request. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr., 

United  States  Senator. 

Economic  Stabilization  Agency, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  February  27,  1951. 
Hon.  Henry  Cabot  Lodge,  Jr., 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Lodge:  With  further  refer¬ 
ence  to  your  letters  of  February  6  and  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  let  me  say  that  I  feel  as  keenly  as 
you  do  about  the  hardships  endured  by  con¬ 
sumers  as  a  consequence  of  the  rapid  rise 
in  prices  since  last  June.  As  an  initial  meas¬ 
ure  to  stop  this  upward  spiral  we  undertook 
the  drastic  move  of  a  general  price-wage 
freeze  a  month  ago.  You  are  fully  conscious, 
I  am  sure,  of  the  enormous  complexity  of  our 
economy  and  of  the  need  to  keep  it  func¬ 
tioning  as  smoothly  as  possible  in  order  to 
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maintain  a  maximum  flow  of  goods  and  serv¬ 
ices.  In  taking  rapid  and  across-the-board 
action  to  stop  inflation,  therefore,  we  must 
proceed  in  ways  which  do  not  defeat  the 
major  objectives  of  our  national  policy.  Had 
we  attempted  to  turn  the  clock  back  sud¬ 
denly  and  without  regard  to  the  extent  to 
which  price  and  wage  changes  over  a  period 
of  8  months  had  developed  throughout 
the  economy,  we  would  have  Inevitably 
brought  on  severe  dislocations,  inequities, 
and  stoppages  of  production  at  greater  cost 
to  our  defense  effort. 

We  are  now  engaged  in  bringing  inflation 
to  a  full  halt  by  the  development  of  policies 
and  standards  in  every  field  which  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  a  stable  price  level  and  by  mak¬ 
ing  our  controls  effective  through  the  con¬ 
struction  of  regulations  tailored  to  meet 
specific  areas.  In  this  process  we  shall  make 
every  effort  to  achieve  roll-backs  in  prices 
where  they  are  practicable  and  justifiable. 
I  am  glad  to  know  from  your  letter  that  you 
recognize  the  need  for  roll-backs  and  will 
support  us  in  our  efforts  to  achieve  them. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Eric  A.  Johnston. 

AUDUBON  CENTENNIAL  YEAR 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  pur¬ 
suant  to  notice  which  I  gave  earlier  this 
afternoon  I  now  ask  unanimous  consent 
to  have  considered,  out  of  order.  Calen¬ 
dar  No.  123,  Senate  bill  248,  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
issue  a  proclamation  designating  1951  as 
Audubon  Centennial  Year.  I  should  say 
that  about  a  week  ago,  realizing  that  the 
year  is  rapidly  passing — the  year  which 
is  sought  to  be  proclaimed  as  the  year  of 
observance  of  the  Audubon  Centennial 
honoring  this  great  naturalist  and  artist, 
I  approached  the  majority  and  minority 
leaders  and  obtained  from  them  the  as¬ 
surance  that  they  would  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  having  this  bill  considered  at  the 
first  possible  opportunity  when  there 
was  a  lull  in  the  Senate  proceedings.  I 
believe  there  will  be  no  debate  on  the 
measure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
will  be  stated  by  title  for  the  information 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  bill  (S.  248) 
authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  issue  a  proclamation  designat¬ 
ing  1951  as  Audubon  Centennial  Year. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (S.  248), 
which  is  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  President  of 
the  United  States  is  hereby  authorized  to 
issue  a  proclamation  designating  1951  as 
Audubon  Centennial  Year  in  observance  of 
the  one-hundredth  anniversary  of  the  death 
of.  John  James  Audubon. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
leave  to  address  the  Senate  for  2  min¬ 
utes  upon  this  measure. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  Senator  from  Florida  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  would  gladly  per¬ 
mit  the  bill  to  be  passed  without  any  dis¬ 
cussion  at  all,  except  for  the  fact  that 
I  think  the  bill  relates  to  an  historical 
occasion  which  deserves  mention  in  the 
Congressional  Record. 

John  James  Audubon  was  not  only 
one  of  the  world’s  greatest  naturalists 
and  she  greatest  painter  of  birds  and 


animals  we  have  ever  had  in  America, 
but  he  made  his  hundreds  of  paintings 
which  constitute  by  far  the  greatest  col¬ 
lection  of  such  paintings  in  existence, 
from  natural  life,  as  found  by  him  from 
Labrador  to  the  Florida  keys  and  from 
Pennsylvania  to  Texas.  He  had  to  un¬ 
dertake  much  traveling  at  a  time  when 
travel  was  very  difficult.  He  did  his  very 
valuable  work  when  there  were  no 
mounted  specimens  and  no  pictures, 
when  he  had  to  observe  the  birds  in  their 
^natural  habitat  in  order  to  preserve  for 
mankind  and  for  all  time  the  beautiful 
pictures  of  American  bird  life  as  our 
birds  then  existed  in  profusion. 

Unfortunately,  quite  a  number  of  the 
birds  which  he  portrayed  have  now  be¬ 
come  extinct.  Fortunately,  he  faithfully 
portrayed  and  preserved  their  beauty  for 
all  of  us  for  all  time. 

Mr.  President,  without  saying  more  on 
the  general  subject,  I  should  like  to  add 
that  in  Florida  we  have  particular  rea¬ 
son  "to  be  grateful  to  the  great  society 
which  bears  the  name  of  Audubon, 
through  a  period  of  service  of  more  than 
40  years  that  society  alone  was  able  to 
preserve  from  destruction  and  probable 
extinction  certain  rare  varieties  of  birds 
and  the  other  animal  and  vegetable  life 
now  protected  by  our  Government  in  the 
Everglades  National  Park.  That  service 
of  love  was  rendered,  notwithstanding 
the  slaying  of  one  of  the  wardens,  the 
numerous  hardships  and  difficulties  and 
the  great  expense  which  was  entailed.  I 
am  sure  that  all  lovers  of  nature  in  the 
United  States  would  want  tribute  to  be 
here  given  to  the  Audubon  Society,  which 
is  carrying  on  so  nobly  in  the  traditions 
of  John  James  Audubon. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
a  member  of  the  committee  which  heard 
the  evidence  in  support  of  the  bill.  I 
wish  to  be  associated  with  the  Senator 
from  Florida  in  the  comments  he  has  so 
eloquently  made  with  respect  to  the  ob¬ 
jectives  of  the  bill  and  the  work  which 
has  been  done  by  the  Audubon  Society 
and  the  one  for  whom  it  was  named.  I 
wish  to  say  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
that  this  bill  does  not  propose  an  appro¬ 
priation  or  call  for  the  payment  of  any 
money.  It  is  one  of  those  rare  measures 
which  sometimes  come  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Therefore  I  am  most  heartily  in 
favor  of  its  immediate  passage. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
as  a  New  Englander,  I  wish  to  add  a  word 
in  favor  of  the  measure  providing  for  an 
Audubon  centennial  year.  Audubon 
painted  many  New  England  birds  and 
animals.  He  was  in  New  England  for  a 
considerable  time.  As  the  proud  pos¬ 
sessor  of  a  volume  of  his  paintings,  I  cer¬ 
tainly  am  very  happy  to  join  in  urging 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S.  248)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
speak  very  briefly  respecting  my  amend¬ 
ment  lettered  B,  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  before  the  Senate.  I  wish  to  ad¬ 
vert  for  a  moment  to  the  history  of  the 
amendment  in  the  committee.  After 
thorough  discussion,  I  was  delighted 
with  the  fact  that  when  the  roll  was 
called  my  very  good  friend,  the  very 
able  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell],  voted  with  me  in  support  of  the 
21-month  service  amendment.  We 
stood  alone.  But  I  do  not  think  that  is 
a  new  experience  for  either  one  of  us. 
I  then  offered,  in  committee,  as  I  now 
have  pending  at  the  desk,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  an  amendment  to  limit  the  period 
of  service  to  24  months.  Once  again  the 
very  able  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  voted  with  me  on  that  amend¬ 
ment.  Again  we  stood  alone.  But  if  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  had  the  same 
experience  that  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  had  in  his  conversations  with 
colleagues  on  the  committee  he  prob¬ 
ably  knows  that  some  colleagues  on  the 
committee  said  that  although  they  voted 
against  me  and  against  him,  they 
thought  there  was  a  great  deal  of  merit 
in  both  the  21 -month  service  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  24-month  service  amend¬ 
ment.  I  make  these  comments  about 
my  plan  to  offer  a  24-month  service 
amendment  if  I  lose  on  the  21 -month 
amendment  because  I  wish  to  get  the 
record  straight,  at  least.  If  I  should 
lose  in  my  effort  to  secure  the  adoption 
of  the  21 -month  service  amendment, 
and  then  were  to  offer  my  24-month 
service  amendment,  I  suppose  I  would 
then  be  charged  with  inconsistency,  as 
I  was  charged  the  other  day,  and  as  I 
was  charged  again  today — simply  be¬ 
cause  I  try  to  be  a  practical  legislator 
and  take  into  account  the  parliamentary 
situation  which  confronts  us  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  as  we  come  to  vote  on 
various  proposals.  The  other  day  I  ex¬ 
plained  all  of  this  in  the  Record  in  some 
detail,  so  I  shall  not  dwell  on  it  very  long 
today,  other  than  to  say  that  when  I  am 
found  agreeing  to  modify  a  proposal  or 
to  perfect  one  of  my  amendments,  it  is 
usually  the  result  of  one  of  two  things 
which  has  happened  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate :  either  I  have  become  con¬ 
vinced  that  on  the  merits,  I  should  have 
had  the  modification  in  the  amendment 
in  the  first  sentence:  or,  second,  I  shall 
be  frank  to  say,  as  I  was  last  Friday — 
for  which  I  have  today  been  charged 
with  inconsistency — that  although  I  am 
still  of  the  opinion  that  the  proposed 
modification  does  not  fully  coincide  with 
my  view  in  the  matter,  nevertheless  I 
would  be  willing  to  accept  the  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  final  result  would  be  better 
than  what  was  proposed  in  the  bill  then 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  let  the  first  among  us 
who  has  not  followed  the  same  parlia¬ 
mentary  course  of  action,  stand  up  and 
profess  his  -  innocence  regarding  never 
yielding  to  the  necessary  legislative  proc¬ 
ess  of  going  along  with  conscionable 
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compromises  in  order  to  win,  if  he  can, 
a  majority  vote  for  a  final  result  which 
he  thinks  will  be  better  than  what  is 
proposed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  by 
the  proponents  of  a  bill  which  he  seeks 
to  have  modified. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 

Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Stennis  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  amendment  B, 
which  is  now  before  us,  calls  for  21 
months  of  service.  I  understood  the 
able  Senator  from  Oregon  to  say  that 
he  also  has  an  amendment  calling  for 
24  months  of  service. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  the  Senator  will  per¬ 
mit  me  to  make  a  comment  at  this  point, 

1  should  first  like  to  ask  a  question  in 
connection  with  the  comment.  One 
point  which  occurs  to  me,  as  I  hear  the 
amendment  explained,  is  that  I  have 
understood  that  the  26-month  period 
which  has  been  referred  to  has  been 
selected  primarily  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  possible  for  each  person  in¬ 
ducted  to  have  1  month  of  annual 
leave  each  year.  In  other  words,  the 
figure  26  months  is  arrived  at  by  adding 

2  months  for  such  annual  leave  to  the 
period  of  service  for  24  months.  I 
further  understand  that  if  the  taking  of 
annual  leave  were  optional,  the  induc¬ 
tees  could  then  be  discharged  after  24 
months  of  service,  if  they  chose  not  to 
take  their  annual  leave  during  each  of 
the  2  years ;  or  they  could  be  discharged 
after  24  months  of  service  if  they  chose 
not  to  take  their  leave.  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  Senator  whether  my  under¬ 
standing  of  that  matter  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
that  he  is  correct,  in  that  that  is  what 
we  are  told  will  happen? 

Mr.  THYE.  At  least  that  was  the 
explanation  given  as  to  the  committee’s 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  question  asked 
in  that  connection,  when  it  was  ex¬ 
plained  that  if  the  boy  wished  to  forego 
his  annual  leave,  he  could  obtain  his  dis¬ 
charge  after  24  months,  and  thereupon 
could  enter  school  or  college,  and  that 
the  taking  of  annual  leave  would  be 
optional. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  me  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota  that  is  part  of  the 
explanation  given  by  the  majority  for 
the  proposed  26-month  term  of  service 
which  would  result  from  the  enactment 
of  this  bill ;  but  it  is  completely  unsatis¬ 
factory  to  me,  as  I  shall  explain  in  some 
little  detail  as  I  proceed  with  my  re¬ 
marks  when  I  reach  that  point  in  my 
speech.  • 

Suffice  it  to  say  now  that  I  think  that 
is  a  part  of  the  come-on  or  of  what  I 
call  the  sales  talk  for  this  bill.  How¬ 
ever,  I  think  it  creates  great  administra¬ 
tive  difficulties,  and  I  think  it  is  a  very 
unsound  basis  on  which  to  try  to  sell 
this  bill  to  the  American  people. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hol¬ 
land  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 


from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  THYE.  Let  me  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  I  think  he  is  entirely  correct, 
namely,  that  so  far  as  the  young  men 
of  this  country  are  concerned,  in  most 
cases  they  would  take  their  annual  leave 
as  it  accrued,  and  thus  would  have  to 
remain  in  the  service  for  26  months. 
Certainly  if  I  were  in  such  a  position,  I 
would  take  my  annual  leave  as  fast  as  I 
earned  it.  That  was  my  experience 
when  I  was  in  the  service.  The  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Holland],  who  now  is  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer  of  the  Senate,  was  in  the 
service  during  World  War  I;  and  if  he 
were  now  in  the  service,  I  am  sure  he 
would  take  his  annual  leave  as  fast  as 
he  earned  it. 

However,  I  now  understand  that  it  is 
the  assumption  that  if  the  inductees  did 
not  take  their  annual  leave  they  would 
be  out  of  the  service  sooner  than  26 
months. 

On  the  other  hand,  I  believe  the  young 
men  will  take  their  annual  leave.  If  they 
do,  under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  they 
would  serve  for  26  months.  If  they  serve 
for  26  months,  the  question  of  whether 
they  wTould  be  back  in  college  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  college  year  is  one  with 
which  the  committee  should  concern  it¬ 
self,  because  I  believe  we  should  expect 
the  boys  who  are  inducted  to  take  their 
annual  leave.  Certainly,  the  boys  who 
are  inducted  now  will  take  their  annual 
leave  as  rapidly  as  they  earn  it.  It  ac¬ 
crues  at  the  rate  of  2%  days  for  each 
month  of  service,  as  I  understand.  Does 
the  Senator  agree  that  that  is  correct? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  boys  now  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  are  being  treated  differently  from  the 
way  we  propose  to  treat  those  who  are 
inducted  under  this  measure.  I  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  that  it  is  my 
conviction  that  he  is  right  in  regard  to 
his  24  months’  service  amendment.  It 
is  not  my  conviction,  if  I  may  state  my 
conviction  now,  that  I  would  agree  to  his 
amendment  .which  calls  for  21  months  of 
service. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  only  ask  the  Senator 
to  hear  me  through,  as  I  am  sure  he  will. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  know  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  so  well  that  I  know  that 
if  I  could  make  an  argument  which  he 
could  not  answer,  in  regard  to  my  21 
months’  service  amendment,  he  would 
then  come  over  to  my  side;  in  other 
words,  he  would  then  favor  the  adoption 
of  my  amendment  calling  for  21  months 
of  service. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  would  be  apt  to. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Not  only  would  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota  be  apt  to,  but  I 
know  he  would  then  favor  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  THYE.  After  all,  the  purpose  of 
debate  is  to  enable  us  to  obtain  all  pos¬ 
sible  information,  and  particularly  on 
the  basis  of  questions  which  we  may  ask. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota  that  I  did  not  in¬ 
tend  to  discuss  the  leave  matter  at  this 


point  of  my  speech.  However,  I  shall 
discuss  it  at  this  point  because  I  think  in 
the  interest  of  having  continuity  on  this 
question  in  the  Record  we  should  com¬ 
plete  our  discussion  of  it  at  this  point. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  to  me  at  this  time? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  in  line 
with  what  I  was  just  saying,  as  soon  as 
I  finish  yielding  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  I  shall  take  up  the  leave 
issue. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  appre¬ 
ciate  the  courtesy  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  in  yielding  to  me. 

It  seems  to  me  that  when  we  take  up 
the  question  of  leave,  we  come  to  the 
question  of  longevity  pay,  and  then  a 
very  interesting  question  arises,  namely, 
if  26  months  is  decided  upon  as  the 
term  of  service,  but  if  those  who  serve 
forego  their  annual  leave,  and  thus 
serve  for  only  24  months,  will  24  months 
or  26  months  be  used  as  the  basis  for 
computing  longevity  pay? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Twenty-six  months. 

Mi-.  CASE.  Is  that  set  forth  in  the 
bill? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No,  it  is  not  set  out  in 
the  bill;  I  think  it  should  have  been. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  should  be  spelled  out, 
I  believe;  because  if  an  inductee  serves 
for  24  months,  and  then  has  2  months 
of  annual  leave,  which  he  takes,  he 
would  get  credit  for  26  months  of  serv¬ 
ice,  which  would  be  2  more  months 
than  he  actually  served;  and  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  longevity  pay,  he  would  re¬ 
ceive  credit  for  the  full  26  months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  purpose  is  that 
such  persons  who  serve  shall  receive  all 
the  benefits  accruing  to  any  other  serv¬ 
icemen — benefits  such  as  family  assist¬ 
ance  and  other  benefits  which  would 
accrue  to  any  serviceman  during  the 
period  of  terminal  leave.  That  is  if  he 
gets  out  at  the  end  of  24  months  he 
would  still  receive  his  pay  and  benefits 
for  26  months. 

Mr.  CASE.  So  that  if  the  man  only 
serves  the  24  months  of  active  duty  he 
still  has  the  benefit  of  the  26  months’ 
service? 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  still  gets  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  26  months’  service,  and  I  think 
it  figures  out  26  months  and  1  week. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  to  say  this 
about  the  matter  of  leave,  one  of  the 
things,  indeed,  which  I  think  wrong 
with  this  compromise.  Let  us  not  fool 
ourselves.  This  is  another  one  of  these 
little  “come-ons”  put  into  the  bill,  to 
give  the  public  the  impression  that 
things  are  not  so  bad;  but  I  want  to  say 
this  kind  of  provision  in  the  bill  disturbs 
me  very  very  much,  as  to  the  tone  of 
the  entire  bill.  I  think  we  ought  to  do 
things  very  directly.  I  think  this  leave 
provision  which  is  provided  for  in  this 
bill  is  going  to  permit  a  great  deal  of 
indirection  and  cause  considerable  con¬ 
fusion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mi-.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas? 
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Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  am  going  to  fin¬ 
ish  my  explanation  of  this.  I  shall  then 
be  very  happy  to  yield.  I  think  this 
leave  provision  which  is  provided  for  in 
this  bill  is  going  to  cause  a  great  deal 
of  confusion  and  a  great  deal  of  mis¬ 
leading  of  these  boys.  I  do  not  want 
to  be  a  party  to  it. 

The  second  point  I  want  to  make  is 
that  a  leave  system  in  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  is  either  desirable  for  the  boy 
or  it  is  not  desirable  for  the  boy.  This 
system  we  have  worked  out,  of  2Vz  days 
a  month  leave  for  the  boy,  much  of 
which  we  know  is  accumulated  as  his 
period  of  service  goes  by,  has  either  been 
placed  in  the  bill  by  the  military  because 
they  think  it  is  helpful  to  the  morale 
and  health  of  the  boy  in  the  service,  or 
there  is  no  reason  for  it.  I  know  of  no 
other  justification  for  it. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  I  say  it  is  wrong 
to  say  to  the  boy,  while  he  is  serving 
under  all  those  pressures  which  go  along 
with  military  service,  “We  are  just  going 
to  leave  it  up  to  your  individual  discre¬ 
tion  and  your  own  judgment.”  In  actual 
practice,  the  boy  is  not  going  to  have 
much  discretion,  because  it  does  not  work 
out  in  the  Army  or  in  any  other  branch 
of  the  military  service  that  the  boy  is 
going  to  exercise  very  much  discretion 
about  these  things. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  mo¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Will  the 
Senator  point  out  what  he  is  talking 
about  regarding  the  leave  provision? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Texas  just  walked 
through  the  door,  and  did  not  get  my  in¬ 
troductory  remarks.  Had  he  been  here 
from  the  beginning,  I  do  not  think  he 
would  have  to  ask  me  what  I  am  talking 
about. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
entered  the  door  and  heard  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  talking  about  the  leave 
provision.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  that  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  does  not  remember  that  the  leave 
provision  was  stricken  from  the  bill  by 
the  full  committee  and  that  there  is  no 
such  provision  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
have  the  Senator  refer  me  to  the  page. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sena¬ 
tor  will  turn  to  page  73 - 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  under  the  present  bill  which  is  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate,  the  term  of  service  has 
been  cut  down  to  26  months,  with  the 
understanding  that  the  boy  can  take  his 
leave  or  accumulate  it.  It  is  my  under¬ 
standing  that  in  actual  practice  if  he 
accumulates  his  leave  his  service  would 
amount  to  the  equivalent  of  26  months 
and  1  week. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sena¬ 
tor  will  yield  for  an  explanation,  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  of¬ 
fered  an  amendment  in  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  which  resulted  in  striking  out  the 
leave  provision  of  26  months  and  1  week. 

If  the  Senator  will  turn  to  page  73, 
line  19,  the  Senator  will  discover  the  fol¬ 
lowing  language : 

(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall 


serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  for  a  period  of  26  consecutive 
months - 

Mr.  MORSE.  How  about  i.is  leave? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  There  is  no 
leave  in  it.  When  he  wants  to  take  leave, 
he  takes  it.  The  effect  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Byrd]  was  to  strike  out  the  sub¬ 
committee’s  provision.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  been  speaking  for  sev¬ 
eral  days  about  a  provision  which  was 
stricken  out  in  the  full  committee.  I 
thank  the  Senator  for  having  yielded  to 
me,  so  I  could  get  him  straight  on  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Let  us  see  whether  we 
are  straight  cn  it.  Under  the  bill  in  its 
present  form,  does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  think  it  possible  for  the  boy  to 
accumulate  his  leave  and  get  cut  sooner? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  thinks  it  is  possible  for  the 
boy  to  get  what  the  law  allows  him  under 
another  statute,  namely,  2%  days  a 
month. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  the  Senator  to 
tell  the  Senate  what  the  majority  thinks 
the  boy  can  get  under  the  present  law, 
along  with  this  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  major¬ 
ity  thinks  the  boy  will  get  2  V2  days’  leave 
a  month,  whenever  he  desires  to  take  it, 
just  as  he  would  under  the  Senator’s  21, 
or  under  the  Senator’s  24,  but  not  as  the 
subcommittee  originally  recommended, 
26  months  and  1  week. 

Mr.  MORSE.  And  what  does  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  committee  think  the  boy 
will  be  allowed  to  do  under  the  present 
wording  of  the  bill,  as  far  as  accumulat¬ 
ing  his  leave,  so  he  can  get  out  in  the  24 
months?  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
wants  it  distinctly  understood  in  the 
Record  that  the  reason,  in  his  opinion, 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  bill  about 
leave  is  that,  after  there  was  discussion 
in  the  committee  about  the  subject  of 
leave,  it  was  felt  that  it  could  be  cut  down 
to  the  26  months’  figure,  and  then  the 
boy  could  accumulate  his  leave  and  get 
out  in  24  months,  and  that  the  impres¬ 
sion  will  still  be  left  with  the  country 
that  the  committee  has  reported  a  26 
months’  bill,  under  which  the  boy  may 
accumulate  his  leave  and  can  get  out  in 
24  months.  That  is  the  position  of  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  and  his  in¬ 
terpretation  of  what  the  committee  is 
seeking  to  accomplish.  What  I  want  the 
Record  to  show  is  that  I  think  this  is  a 
bill  for  26  months  of  military  service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  MORSE.  And  that,  no  matter 
what  is  done  about  the  leave,  in  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  cases,  under 
the  pressures  of  the  officers  and  his  col¬ 
leagues  in  the  service,  the  boy  himself 
not  knowing  what  is  going  to  be  ahead 
of  him  for  the  next  year,  is  going  to  take 
the  leave  as  it  arises,  as  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  has  pointed  out. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  But  does  not 
the  Senator  want  his  colleagues  to  under¬ 
stand  that  the  only  difference  between 
the  committee  bill  and  the  Senator’s 
amendment  is  that  the  committee  bill 
provides  26  months,  and  the  Senator’s 
amendment  provides  21  months,  and  the 
leave  applies  to  both  at  the  rate  of  2Vz 
days  a  month? 


Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  no  question 
about  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  thinks  the  boy 
can  take  his  2V2  days’  leave  per  month 
whenever  he  chooses.  If  he  chooses  to 
let  it  accumulate,  he  may  do  so,  just  as 
he  can  under  the  Senator’s  21  months, 
and  just  as  he  can  under  the  Senator’s 
24  months.  But  the  bill  says  nothing 
about  accumulation  of  leave,  and  says 
nothing  about  25  months  and  1  week. 
The  Senator  has  been  talking  about  26 
months  and  1  week,  and  it  was  stricken 
out  by  the.  full  committee. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  to  discuss  it 
with  the  Senator. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  Fresident,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  FRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No,  I  want  to  discuss 
this  with  the  Senator  from  Texas.  And 
does  the  Senator  from  Texas  recall  that, 
when  the  Senator  from  Virginia  talked 
about  accumulating  the  leave,  the  con¬ 
sensus  around  the  table  was  that  that 
end  could  be  accomplished  without  put¬ 
ting  that  language  in  the  bill,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd]  in  regard 
to  leave  would  not  be  necessary,  because, 
as  the  bill  is  presently  worded,  and  under 
the  existing  law,  he  thought  he  might 
be  allowed  to  accumulate  that  leave? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  has  the  same  recollection  as  the 
Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  has  been  my  under¬ 
standing  that  the  25-month  term  was 
adopted  by  the  majority  because  they 
believed  their  plan  for  accumulating 
leave  would  be  accomplished  just  as  well 
that  way. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  But  that 
can  be  done  under  existing  law.  There 
is  no  one  thing  in  this  bill  about  leave. 
The  Senator  is  talking  about  26  months 
and  1  week,  and  the  Senator  from  Texas 
was  hoping  that  the  Senator  would  ad¬ 
mit  that  it  had  been  stricken  out  from 
the  bill.  If  the  Senator  does  not  wish 
to  admit  it,  and  if  he  wants  to  continue 
to  leave  the  impression  that  the  bill  pro¬ 
vides  for  26  months  and  1  week,  it  is 
up  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  But 
the  Senator  from  Texas  wants  the 
Record  to  show  that  it  was  stricken  out 
of  the  bill  in  the  full  committee,  and 
that  there  is  no  language  in  the  bill  at 
the  present  time  which  refers  to  leave. 

That  is  all  the  Senator  from  Texas 
wants  the  Record  to  show. 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  no  question 
about  that,  but  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
does  want  the  Senate  to  understand  the 
history  of  this  bill  and  to  understand 
that  the  committee  first  had  a  so-called 
leave  provision  in  it,  and  it  was  then 
stricken  out  because  the  committee’s  po¬ 
sition  was,  “It  is  surplusage,  anyway, 
because  a  man  can  get  out  in  24  months 
if  he  exercises  his  accumulated  leave 
privilege.” 

Furthermore  I  thought  and  still  do 
that  under  item  C  beginning  on  line  20 
of  page  77  of  the  bill  the  President  could 
by  executive  order  decrease  the  period 
of  active  service  by  providing  for  some 
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such  leave  plan  as  the  committee  had 
under  consideration  and  that  therefore 
the  original  language  in  the  bill  as  re¬ 
ported  by  the  subcommittee  was  no 
longer  needed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  One  more 
thing.  The  Senator  will  admit,  if  he 
will  turn  to  page  33  of  the  report,  that 
there  is  no  provision  in  the  bill  for  26 
months  and  5  days  service. 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  total  amount  of  service  the  boy 
would  be  subject  to,  if  he  does  not  take 
his  leave,  will  be  the  equivalent  of  26 
months  and  1  week,  and  if  I  am  in  error, 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  be  corrected. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  is  in  error,  and  he  has  been  in  error 
ever  since  the  Byrd  amendment  was 
voted  on.  The  Senator  from  Texas  has 
attempted  to  point  out  that  error.  If  the 
Senator  will  read  the  language  again,  he 
will  not  find  the  1-week  provision  in¬ 
cluded,  except  in  his  conversation.  The 
bill  says  26  consecutive  months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  has  based  his  comments  on  his 
understanding  of  the  last  discussion  we 
had  in  executive  session  as  to  what  the 
effect  of  the  provision  would  be  on  a  boy, 
and  we  will  have  to  get  the  minutes  of 
that  meeting,  if  minutes  there  are.  If 
there  are  minutes,  I  think  they  will  show 
that,  under  discussion  with  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  it  was  demonstrated  that 
the  total  time  was  to  be  26  months  and 
1  week.  If  I  am  in  error  about  that,  I 
shall  be  very  happy  to  get  the  record 
corrected.  However,  I  shall  continue  to 
press  for  my  21  months  service  amend¬ 
ment,  because  I  think  it  is  preferable  to 
the  26  months  flat  proposal  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sena¬ 
tor  will  look  at  page  33  of  the  report, 
great  lawyer  that  the  Senator  is,  I  have 
no  doubt  he  will  know  that  the  period  is 
26  months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  is  not  a  very  good  lawyer,  but  he  is 
good  enough  of  a  country  lawyer  to 
know  that  it  is  necessary  to  get  behind 
the  language  of  a  bill  to  find  out  what 
it  really  means  in  administration.  What 
I  am  going  to  keep  on  trying  to  find  out 
is  what  the  26  months  in  the  bill  means 
in  application  when  it  comes  to  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  leave.  When  we  get  the  record 
of  the  discussion  we  had  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  about  the  leave  matter,  as  the 
committee  decided  they  would  strike  the 
language  about  leave  because  the  rest  of 
the  language  of  the  bill  would  accom¬ 
plish  the  same  end  and  I  think  will  show 
the  basis  of  my  understanding  about 
this  problem.  I  say  again  that  I  believe 
the  26  months  is  entirely  too  long  a  serv¬ 
ice  period  to  accomplish  the  purpose  to 
which  I  shall  address  myself  in  a 
moment. 

Mi-.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Regardless 
of  what  the  evaluation  of  the  Senator  is 
of  himself,  and  his  capacity  as  a  lawyer, 
the  Senator  from  Texas  has  every  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  legal  ability  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
is  very  confident  that  if  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  will  turn  to  page  33  of  the  re¬ 
port  he  will  realize  that  the  period  of 
service  is  to  be  25  consecutive  months. 


The  Senator  from  Oregon  correctly 
states  the  position  of  the  subcommittee, 
but  when  we  got  to  the  full  committee 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd! 
took  the  position  that  the  whole  matter 
of  leave  was  confusing.  He  said  the 
subcommittee  recommended  26  months 
and  1  week,  but  that  we  should  cut  that 
out  and  leave  it  at  26  months.  After 
some  discussion  it  was  decided  that  we 
would  leave  the  period  of  service  at  26 
months.  That  is  the  way  the  language 
reads, and  that  is  what  the  minutes 
show.  I  wanted  to  clarify  the  Senator 
on  this  matter,  and  now  that  his  think¬ 
ing  has  been  clarified  he  knows  it  is  26 
months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
my  argument  as  to  why  21  months  would 
be  better  than  26,  with  the  understand¬ 
ing  that  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
thought  that  they  could  accomplish  the 
same  leave  objective  on  the  26th  month’s 
basis  as  they  could  on  the  basis  of  the 
language  of  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the 
subcommittee.  I  shall  not  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  that  is  one  of  the  effects 
they  tried  to  accomplish  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE  and  Mr.  THYE  addressed 
the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota,  and  then  I 
shall  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Would  it  help  any  to  ask 
whether,  if  a  soldier  should  serve  with¬ 
out  taking  any  leave,  he  could  serve  for 
24  months  and  then  be  entitled  to  leave 
on  the  basis  of  26  months?  If  he  had 
leave  for  26  months  at  2x/2  days  a  month, 
that  would  amount  to  65  days.  So,  is  it 
faff  to  say  that  one  might  serve  24  con¬ 
secutive  months  without  taking  any 
leave,  and  have  65  days  of  service  leave 
coming? 

Mi*.  MORSE.  That  was  my  under¬ 
standing,  but  unless  I  misunderstood  the 
Senator  from  Texas,  I  do  not  believe 
that  is  his  understanding.  I  shall  look 
into  that  matter  further  when  I  get  off 
the  floor,  but  my  understanding  is  ex¬ 
actly  the  same  as  that  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  now  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  THYE.  The  question  occurs  to 
me,  how  did  the  Senator  arrive  at  26 
months?  Perhaps  this  question  should 
be  directed  to  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee,  the  Senator  from  Texas. 
Why  was  the  figure  of  26  months  arrived 
at?  Why  did  the  committee  not  select 
an  even  2 -year  period? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  would  prefer  to  have 
the  Senator  ask  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas  when  he  is  making  his  explanation 
of  the  bill.  I  want  the  Record  to  show 
why  I  think  it  was  done,  and  I  want  to 
be  perfectly  fair  to  the  Senator  from 
Texas.  I  want  him  in  his  time  to  give 
his  explanation  of  the  bill  in  respect  to 
its  relation  to  my  amendment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  yield,  I  do  not  wish  to  explain 
it,  but  I  should  like  to  call  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 


to  page  33  of  the  report,  where  he  will 
find  the  information  as  to  why  the  com¬ 
mittee  arrived  at  the  figure  about  which 
he  inquired. 

Mr.  THYE.  Page  33  of  the  report? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  that  is  the  part 
of  the  committee  report  which  s:ts  forth 
the  majority’s  explanation.  It  does  not 
change  my  opinion  as  to  why  I  think  the 
provision  is  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  the  Senator  will  yield 
further,  I  may  say  that  I  have  studied 
the  report  and  have  found  a  great  deal 
of  language  in  the  report  which  is  just 
so  many  words.  That  is  what  led  me  to 
ask  the  question.  I  have  studied  the  re¬ 
port,  and  I  have  found  more  large  words 
in  it  that  are  not  commonly  used  than  I 
have  read  in  quite  a  while  in  any  report, 
and  that  is  what  led  me  to  ask  the 
question. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  apologizes  to  the  Senator 
for  using  the  language  employed  in  the 
report.  If  the  Senator  will  give  us  the 
kind  of  language  he  would  like  to  have 
used,  the  next  report  will  be  consonant 
with  his  wishes. 

Mr.  THYE.  If  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  will  allow  me,  I  realize  that  the 
committee  which  writes  a  report  is  re¬ 
sponsible  for  writing  the  report.  I  am 
just  as  much  concerned  about  cur  na¬ 
tional  defense,  possibly,  as  is  any  other 
Senator  on  this  floor,  and  I  read  this  re¬ 
port  for  the  sole  purpose  of  attempting 
to  make  up  my  mind  as  to  what  my  po¬ 
sition  would  be  on  the  various  amend¬ 
ments  which  would  come  before  the 
Senate.  As  I  read  the  report,  I  could 
not  help  realizing  that  in  view  of  some  of 
the  language  in  the  report,  one  had  to 
be  a  Philadelphia  lawyer  before  he  could 
understand  the  intent  of  the  language. 
I  am  sorry  if  I  happen  to  come  from  a 
section  of  the  country  where  we  are  not 
quite  as  qualified  to  understand  the  big 
words  which  may  sometimes  be  used  as 
others  are;  but  I  may  say  that  in  Min¬ 
nesota  there  are  some  very  intelligent 
people. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  What  is  the 
language  which  the  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  cannot  understand?  I  have  be¬ 
fore  me  page  33  of  the  report.  I  am  not 
a  Philadelphia  lawyer  or  any  other  kind 
of  a  lawyer,  but  if  there  is  anything  on 
page  33  which  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota  cannot  understand,  I  should  like  to 
have  him  tell  me  what  it  is,  and  I  shall 
try  to  explain  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Texas  and 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  will  retire 
to  the  cloakroom  and  discuss  the  matter, 
I  am  sure  they  can  clear  up  their  views 
about  the  report  very  quickly.  I  may 
say  that  I  thought  the  report  was  a  -very 
good  report  in  presenting  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  and  the 
majority  of  the  committee,  and  I  con¬ 
gratulate  the  Senator  from  Texas  on  the 
report.  I  merely  wish  to  take  certain 
exceptions  to  the  report,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  President,  my  interpretation  as 
to  why  the  provision  for  26  months  was 
adopted,  was  that  there  was  a  desire  to 
work  out  a  compromise  in  the  commit¬ 
tee.  That  was  a  perfectly  proper  desire. 
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and  the  procedure  was  perfectly  proper. 
We  follow  said  procedure  all  the  time. 
We  have  to  get  different  points  of  view 
together,  in  order  to  get  a  majority  vote 
and  get  a  bill  out  at  all.  I  think  that  is 
exactly  what  happened  in  this  case. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  there  was  a 
recognition  on  the  part  of  the  majority 
of  the  committee  that  the  27  months’ 
case  was  not  very  effectively  made  by 
the  military.  I  think  also  that  the  ma¬ 
jority  was  a  little  uncertain  about  sup¬ 
porting  a  27  months’  program,  when 
General  Eisenhower  himself,  in  testify¬ 
ing  before  the  committee — and  I  do  not 
quote  him  verbatim,  but  I  am  sure  I  am 
quoting  his  meaning  exactly — said  that 
in  his  personal  calculations — and  he  was 
very  careful  to  point  out  that  he  had  not 
discussed  the  subject  with  the  people  in 
the  Pentagon — he  had  struck  upon  the 
figure  of  25  months.  As  committees  op¬ 
erate,  the  majority  was  then  confronted 
with  answering  the  position  taken  by  the 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  in  asking 
for  21  months.  I  think  the  greatest  in¬ 
fluence  upon  the  committee  was  the  fact 
that  the  very  able  chairman,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  made 
perfectly  clear  that  he  was  voting  for 
21  months,  which  he  did,  and  that  fail¬ 
ing  to  have  21  months  adopted  he  would 
vote  for  24  months,  which  he  did.  My 
personal  opinion  is  that  the  majority 
felt  that  they  would  be  in  a  stronger  po¬ 
sition  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  if  they 
did  not  take  exactly  what  the  military 
had  asked  for,  but  cut  the  time  down 
a  little.  So  they  none  too  generously  cut 
off  a  month,  and  left  it  at  26  months. 
That  is  my  interpretation  of  how  we  got 
the  figure  of  26.  It  was  all  a  part  of 
the  compromise  procedure  which  char¬ 
acterizes  committees  working  on  a  bill. 

Why  do  I  think  21  months  would  be 
better  than  either  27  months,  which  was 
the  period  asked  for  by  the  military,  or 
26  months,  the  period  asked  by  the  com¬ 
mittee?  It  is  because  the  military  has 
convinced  me  for  some  years  now  that 
it  is  very  important  for  the  security  of 
our  country  that  we  build  up  as  fast  as 
we  can  the  largest  possible  pool  of  mili- 
taryily  trained  manpower.  Further¬ 
more,  Mi-.  President,  I  have  been  con¬ 
vinced  by  the  military  in  that  regard  by 
the  argument  that  if  we  do  not  have 
such  a  pool  of  trained  manpower,  the 
military  will  have  to  draw  heavily  on 
the  Reserves,  many  of  whom  are  veter¬ 
ans,  or  upon  the  veterans  themselves, 
who  have  already  served  a  considerable 
period  of  time  in  World  War  II,  to  go  into 
service  immediately  in  case  a  sudden 
emergency,  calling  for  an  increase  of 
our  manpower,  should  be  visited  upon  us. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  make  such  a 
heavy  call  upon  the  Reserves  or  upon 
the  veterans,  when  we  have  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  in  this  country  of  turning  to  a 
very  large  pool  of  manpower,  which  un¬ 
der  a  21 -month  training  period  is  capa¬ 
ble  thereafter  of  being  called  upon  first 
in  case  of  a  sudden  emergency. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  not  going  to  argue 
at  great  length  this  afternoon  in  sup¬ 
port  of  my  amendment  because  I  think 
very  little  argument  is  needed.  There 
cannot  be  any  denying  the  fact  that  if 


it  is  true,  as  the  military  has  kept  in¬ 
sisting  before  the  committee,  that  the 
period  of  greatest  emergency  for  our 
country  is  the  next  4-year  period,  then 
we  must  train  men  as  fast  as  we  can. 
The  military  officials  keep  telling  us  that 
if  we  can  only  get  through  the  next 
4-year  period  we  will  have  a  good  chance 
of  averting  world  war  III.  I  believe  that 
to  be  true.  Therefore,  it  should  not  take 
much  argument  to  prove  that  we  could 
train  many  more  men  under  a'21-month 
training  period  than  we  could  under  a 
27-  month  or  26-month  program,  the 
first  proposed  by  the  military,  and  the 
second  proposed  by  way  of  a  compro¬ 
mise  by  the  majority  of  the  committee. 
I  think  it  is  important  that  we  do  so, 
Mr.  President.  I  want  to  see  to  it  that 
we  train  as  many  people  as  we  can  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  4  years.  It  is  necessary 
that  we  give  as  many  people  as  we  can 
some  basic  training,  and  some  practice 
in  the  field.  As  I  said  earlier  this  after¬ 
noon,  one  of  my  reasons  for  being  such 
an  ardent  proponent  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  is  that  I  think  such  a  pro¬ 
gram — and  it  should  have  been  started 
many  years  ago — would  have  given  us 
a  reservoir  of  men  in  this  country  who 
had  received  basic  training  in  the  use 
of  weapons  and  in  the  various  problems 
that  go  into  a  4-  to  6-month  basic  train¬ 
ing  program.  We  need  such  trained  men 
for  use  to  us  in  case  of  a  sudden  emer¬ 
gency,  and  those  not  called  for  combat 
service  could  be  used  on  the  home  front 
for  civilian  defense  purposes.  One  of  the 
reasons  for  my  believing  in  a  universal 
military  training  program  is  that,  aside 
from  giving  our  men  basic  training, 
which  they  would  need  as  a  basis  for 
further  training  for  combat,  it  would 
give  them  the  kind  of  basic  training 
which  would  be  of  very  great  assistance 
in  civilian  defense  in  the  various  target 
areas  of  the  United  States.  Let  there 
be  no  mistake  about  it  that  if  war  should 
come  with  Russia  as  soon  as  next  week 
our  military  experts  are  agreed  that 
some  of  the  target  areas  in  the  United 
States  would  be  hit.  In  such  event,  we 
would  need  a  trained  manpower  on  the 
home  front  to  take  over  immediately  the 
whole  problem  of  civilian  defense.  That 
is  one  of  the  reasons  I  wanted  for  some 
years  to  have  a  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  program  in  force,  so  that  we  could 
get  the  largest  possible  pool  of  trained 
manpower. 

Mr.  President,  what  are  the  facts  in 
regard  to  the  kind  of  training  a  man 
would  receive  under  a  21-month  pro¬ 
gram?  In  discussing  the  question,  we 
must  keep  in  mind  that  we  have  two 
bodies  of  military  manpower.  We  have 
enlistees  and  we  have  draftees.  We  are 
talking  today  about  draftees.  Enlistees 
go  in  for  a  longer  period  of  service  than 
draftees.  As  another  amendment  of 
mine  discloses,  I  think  we  take  men  for 
too  long  a  period  of  enlistment.  Unless 
we  can  work  out  a  ratio  under  which  the 
services,  including  the  Navy  and  the  Air 
Force,  would  be  required  to  take  a  pro¬ 
portionate  share  of  the  inductees  our  se¬ 
lective-service  procedure  is  unfair  to  the 
inductee.  I  think  that  we  are  taking  too 
many  enlistees  in  the  Navy  and  Air  Force 


under  the  terrific  pressure  which  is 
brought  to  bear  on  the  young  men,  that 
if  they  do  not  enlist  in  the  Air  Force  or 
the  Navy  they  are  likely  to  be  drafted 
into  the  infantry.  If  we  keep  in  mind 
the  distinction  between  the  enlistee 
group  and  the  draftee  group,  we  will  find 
that  for  the  most  part  the  trainees  for 
the  highly  technical  jobs  in  the  Military 
Establishment  are  selected,  if  possible, 
from  the  ranks  of  the  enlistees,  in  the 
first  instance.  Not  all  such  jobs  are  filled 
in  that  way.  I  want  it  to  be  perfectly 
clear  in  the  Record  that  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  understands,  as  do 
other  members  of  the  committee,  that 
there  are  some  jobs  in  the  Army  which 
call  for  training  in  excess  of  the  basic 
period  of  4  to  6  months,  but  that  they  are 
small  in  number  compared  with  the  total 
manpower  force  in  the  Army.  Further¬ 
more,  Mr..  President,  if  the  Selective 
Service  Act  operates  efficiently,  and  these 
men  are  placed  in  accordance  with  their 
special  aptitudes  and  backgrounds,  the 
period  of  training  for  so-called  specialty 
jobs  would  be  much  shorter  than  is 
thought  to  be  necessary  on  the  basis  of 
taking  all  men  who  have  never  had  any 
experience  whatsoever  with  the  type  of 
work  performed  in  such  jobs.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  take  the  case  of  a  mechanic.  I 
am  not  arguing  that  a  mechanic  for 
service  on  Army  tanks,  Army  trucks,  or 
other  Army  mechanical  equipment,  can 
be  trained  in  a  few  months.  However,  I 
am  saying  that  of  the  total  number  of 
inductees  who  are  to  be  taken  through 
the  draft,  if  an  efficient  job  has  been 
done  in  classifying  them  in  accordance 
with  their  past  experience  and  their 
aptitudes  and  training,  among  those 
draftees  a  large  body  of  mechanics,  or 
men  with  mechanical  training  can  be 
assigned  to  the  so-called  mechanic  spe¬ 
cialty  jobs.  Thus  the  period  of  time  for 
their  training  will  be  much  shorter  than 
some  of  my  friends  on  the  majority  side 
of  this  issue  would  lead  us  to  believe. 

But  with  respect  to  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  inductees,  the  hearings 
of  the  committee  leave  no  room  for 
doubt  that  the  basic  training  necessary 
to  make  combat  soldiers  of  them  will  re¬ 
quire  from  4  to  6  months.  That  is  the 
base  statistic  which  I  do  not  wish  to  lose 
sight  of  in  this  debate  on  the  length-of- 
service  issue. 

If  that  be  true — and  it  is  true,  because 
in  all  our  discussion  of  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  program,  the  period  of 
basic  training  has  been  assumed  to  be 
from  4  to  6  months — we  must  eliminate 
that  period  from  any  calculation  as  to 
the  amount  of  time  these  men  will  be 
available  for  assignment  in  the  field,  al¬ 
though  it  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
when  we  are  training  a  great  many  of 
those  men  in  continental  United  States, 
during  the  basic  training  period  we  have 
a  substantial  number  of  men  in  this 
country  for  so-called  domestic  defense, 
leaving  our  foreign  assignments  for  the 
men  who  have  already  received  the  basic 
training. 

But  I  say,  if  it  is  true — and  it  certain¬ 
ly  iS — that  they  can  get  this  training  in 
from  4  to  6  months,  we  must  add  to  this 
figure  of  4  to  6  months  the  time  required 
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for  transporting  these  men  back  and 
forth  to  their  assignments.  The  military 
should  be  required  to  eliminate  some  of 
the  time  which  the  men  spend  standing 
around  waiting  for  the  cumbersome  mili¬ 
tary  red  tape  to  spin  itself.  That  proc¬ 
ess  is  wasteful  of  a  great  amount  of 
time.  The  majority  have  said  that  in 
round  numbers  we  must  count  on  an¬ 
other  2  months  for  waiting  and  travel 
time.  So  that  brings  us  up  to  6  to  8 
months.  Then  they  talk  about  2  months’ 
leave.  As  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  leave 
is  not  going  to  be  taken  all  in  one  chunk. 
If  the  leave  service  is  properly  adminis¬ 
tered  in  the  Military  Establishment,  the 
leave  will  be  periodic,  so  that  it  can  be 
helpful  to  the  boy  from  the  standpoint 
of  his  morale  and  health.  However,  I 
will  lump  in  that  2  months’  time  in  these 
calculations. 

That  gets  us  up  to  8  to  10  months. 
Thus,  giving  to  the  military  all  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  time  element  in  its  favor,  my 
amendment  would  leave  11  to  13  months, 
after  the  man  has  been  trained,  for  ac¬ 
tual  field  practice  and  service.  I  think 
that  is  long  enough,  as  of  now,  in  view 
of  any  plans  which  have  been  presented 
by  the  military  to  date  in  regard  to  their 
future  use  of  manpower  abroad,  either 
in  Europe  or  in  Korea.  When  they  want 
to  come  before  us  and  frankly  tell  us 
what  their  plan  is,  if  any,  for  any  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  number  of  men  in  Europe  or 
any  extension  of  the  number  of  men  in 
Korea,  I  will  then  be  willing  to  consider 
what  additional  legislation  they  need  to 
supply  additional  manpower. 

But  I  am  not  going  to  vote  on  legisla¬ 
tion  in  terms  of  some  possible  conjec¬ 
turing  on  the  part  of  the  military,  or  on 
the  basis  of  any  such  vague  statement 
as  General  Marshall  made  the  other  day 
before  the  House  committee,  in  respect 
to  this  manpower  bill  not  leaving  the 
military  in  a  position  so  that  it  can  in¬ 
crease  its  ceiling  beyond  four  million  if 
it  decides  all  of  a  sudden  that  It  wishes 
to  do  so.  As  to  that,  I  simply  say  that 
General  Marshall  should  be  required  to 
come  before  the  Congress  and  prove  the 
military  need,  because,  as  I  said  before, 
that  is  one  of  the  constitutional  checks 
which  we  should  exercise  npon  the  mili¬ 
tary. 

So  when  we  give  the  benefit  of  the 
doubt  to  the  military  in  respect  to  the 
time  element,  it  is  not  true  that  the 
amendment  of  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  cripples  the  military.  We  have 
been  operating  under  a  21 -month  serv¬ 
ice  provision  for  quite  some  time.  It  is 
rather  interesting  that  the  military,  in 
their  testimony,  did  not  say  anything 
particularly  negative  about  the  21- 
month  program  under  which  we  have 
been  operating.  Certainly  they  would 
like  to  have  27  months,  but  they  were  not 
heard  to  say  before  us  that  they  have  not 
been  doing  a  good  job  of  training  these 
men  under  a  21 -month  program.  To  the 
contrary,  the  impression  that  they  left 
with  the  committee,  or  at  least  left  with 
me — and  I  speak  only  for  myself — is  that 
they  are  rather  proud  of  the  job  they 
have  been  doing  under  a  21 -month  serv¬ 
ice  program. 

I  was  not  surprised  that  they  wanted 
more  time.  I  am  never  surprised  when 


the  military  wants  more  of  anything,  be¬ 
cause  my  experience  with  them  is  that 
they  always  want  more  of  everything 
that  they  think  they  can  get  out  of  the 
Congress.  But  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is 
very  important  that  we  keep  some  limi¬ 
tations  or  checks  upon  them,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  they  are  not  going  to  send 
more  than  100,000  men  to  Europe  for 
some  time  in  the  future,  subject  to  the 
understanding  that  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  and  Defense  Department  inten¬ 
tions  will  remain  somewhat  the  same  as 
they  are  at  the  present  time.  The  De¬ 
fense  Department  has  not  told  us  in 
committee  that  they  have  any  plans  for 
a  large  increase  in  the  operations  in 
Korea.  I  would  that  they  either  would 
have  such  plans  or  follow  a  course  of 
action  which  would  stop  the  large  num¬ 
ber  of  casualties  which  we  are  suffering 
in  Korea,  by  falling  back  to  a  line  of 
defense  which  would  save  us  those  cas¬ 
ualties  until  the  international  diplomats, 
the  administration,  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  the  military  can  get  together 
on  some  blueprint  of  action  in  Asia. 
Therefore  I  say  that  in  view  of  the  rep¬ 
resentations  which  the  military  have 
made  to  us,  I  do  not  believe  that  they 
have  made  a  case  for  more  than  21 
months  of  service,  as  of  now. 

Furthermore,  Mr.  President,  I  think  it 
is  very  unfair,  as  I  stated  the  other  day, 
to  take  men  into  the  armed  services,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  24-  and  25-year-old  men, 
who  are  being  taken  out  of  their  grocery 
stores,  their  accounting  offices,  and  their 
various  economic  enterprises,  for  any 
period  of  time  longer  than  is  necessary 
to  give  them  the  training  they  need  to 
defend  this  country  in  case  of  an  all-out 
war,  and  to  put  that  training  into  field 
service  practice  for  a  reasonable  period 
of  time.  I  say  that  an  amendment 
which  provides  for  approximately  a  year 
of  field  service  after  basic  training  is  a 
pretty  fair  and  reasonable  proposal.  I 
think  it  could  provide  for  a  year  of  such 
service  if  the  military  were  to  improve 
some  of  its  operations  so  as  to  cut  down 
some  of  the  loss  of  time  caused  by  its 
wasteful  practices,  I  say  that  any  pro¬ 
posal  which  gives  the  inductees  a  year  of 
field  training,  in  view  of  present  ten¬ 
sions,  is  fair  and  reasonable. 

Then,  Mr.  President,  I  am  thinking, 
as  I  have  said  so  many  tifnes  in  the 
hearings  and  in  the  executive  sessions 
of  the  committee,  of  those  boys  who  will 
not  get  any  training  at  all  if  3  years  from 
now,  for  example,  an  all-out  war  breaks 
with  Russia.  We  know  that  then  men 
eligible  for  military  service  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  who  have  not  had  any  training  at 
all,  will  find  themselves  lucky  indeed  if 
they  do  not  get  into  combat  within  3  or 
4  months  after  the  outbreak  of  that  war. 
We  have  done  that  in  the  past,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent.  It  has  been  unfair  to  thousands 
of  American  boys  who  have  found  them¬ 
selves  in  the  front  line  with  less  than  4 
months’  training.  Now  we  have  a 
chance  of  training  a  much  larger  number 
of  boys  in  the  time  that  apparently  is 
being  allowed  us  before  the  possibilities 
of  an  all-out  war  develops,  by  adopting 
a  21  months’  service  program.  I  think 
we  ought  to  adopt  it. 

I  think  the  Senator  from  Texas  knows 
from  conversations  I  have  had  with  him, 


that  I  am  in  some  doubt,  although  I  have 
not  given  up  all  hope  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  Senate  will  go  for  21  months.  I 
am  going  to  give  the  Members  of  the 
Senate  a  chance  to  do  so  unless  it  seems 
wise  to  work  out  a  compromise.  But  if 
I  fail  to  receive  a  majority  for  the  21 
months’  period  provision,  I  am  going  to 
offer  my  next  amendment,  which  is  for 
24  months’  service,  and  I  am  very  hope¬ 
ful,  on  the  basis  of  a  considerable  num¬ 
ber  of  conversations  I  have  had  with 
Members  of  the  Senate  today  in  the 
cloakroom,  that  the  yea-and-nay  vote 
on  that  amendment  will  show  that  I  have 
the  votes  for  24  months,  and  that,  in  my 
opinion,  of  course,  is  better  than  26 
months.  That  will  enable  us  to  train 
some  more  men  than  can  be  trained 
under  the  26  months’  program.  Al¬ 
though  it  is  not  what  I  would  like  to  see 
the  Senate  adopt,  if  I  lose  on  the  21 
months’  provision  I  will,  on  the  old  legis¬ 
lative  theory  that  part  of  a  loaf  is  better 
than  none,  push  the  24  months’  amend¬ 
ment.  However,  I  might  consider  a 
compromise  on  24  months  before  we  vote 
on  21  months  if  such  an  agreement  can 
be  reached  among  us. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  have  now 
made  the  argument — supplementing  the 
argument  I  have  made  twice  before  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate — on  the  21 
months’  amendment,  and  I  hope  we  can 
have  an  early  roll-call  vote. 

Before  I  yield  the  floor  I  want  to  say 
in  good  nature  that  I  hope  the  majority 
leader  has  already  discovered  that  it 
would  have  been  a  good  timesaver  if  we 
had  adopted  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  I  was  willing  to  go  along  with 
the  other  day  for  a  final  vote  on  the  bill 
next  Wednesday. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  not  endeavoring  to  make 
the  majority  leader  sorry  because  he  did 
not  agree  to  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr.  MORSE.  No,  no.  I  have  been 
talking  about  30  minutes  and  am  about 
through  discussing  this  particular 
amendment.  I  wish  to  say  to  my  good 
friend  from  Georgia  that  I  went  along 
with  the  request  for  unanimous  consent 
on  the  time  to  vote  on  my  first  amend¬ 
ment.  Although  I  do  not  like  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreements,  I  will  say  that 
whenever  my  amendments  are  involved 
before  the  Senate,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  very  sporting  of  me  to  let  my 
attitude  on  a  general  policy  or  procedure 
in  the  Senate  cause  me  to  block  unani¬ 
mous-consent  voting  agreements  on  my 
own  amendments.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  enter  into  a  unanimous-consent  vot¬ 
ing  agreement  now  this  afternoon  on 
the  pending  amendment  or  on  the  bill, 
but  I  just  want  the  Record  to  show  that 
the  responsibility  for  not  having  a  unan¬ 
imous-consent  voting  agreement  will 
have  to  be  placed  at  the  doorstep  of  the 
majority  leader.  If  there  is  any  rule  of 
germaneness  that  it  is  desired  to  have 
included  in  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  to  vote  on  a  certain  hour,  I  should 
like  to  have  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
write  it  out,  because  I  know  that  if  he 
writes  it  out,  he  will  have  it  to  his  com- 
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plete  saisfaction  so  far  as  the  rule  of 
germaneness  is  concerned.  I  said  the 
other  day  that  any  provision  with  re¬ 
spect  to  germaneness  that  Senators 
wanted  to  place  in  the  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  request  could  be  placed  in  it.  So  I 
do  not  want  to  hear  even  a  whisper  that 
my  unanimous- consent  agreement  has 
some  “sleeper”  in  it  about  some  role  of 
germaneness.  Let  the  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  of  the  aisle  write  in  the  agree¬ 
ment  the  rule  of  germaneness  and  I  will 
accept  it.  I  will  pass  judgment  on  the 
rest  of  it,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  permits  of  adequate  de¬ 
bate  on  the  amendments  as  they  come 
along. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  my  close  and 
personal  friend,  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Did  I  under¬ 
stand  the  Senator  from  Oregon  to  say 
that  he  would  be  willing  to  enter  into  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  now  on 
the  amendment  he  has  offered  and  which 
is  now  pending? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes  and  all  other 
amendments  I  may  offer.  I  do  not  want 
the  Senator  from  Texas  to  continue 
with  the  assumption  which,  based  upon 
his  arguments,  I  feel  he  has  been  mak¬ 
ing,  along  with  my  good  friend  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Washington  [Mr.  Cain],  that 
I  am  going  to  call  up  all  my  amendments. 
The  amendments  I  shall  call  up  depend 
upon  what  happens  to  my  earlier 
amendments. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  What  time 
would  the  Senator  from  Oregon  suggest 
as  the  time  for  a  vote? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Texas  make  any  sug¬ 
gestion  respecting  time.  I  can  almost 
give  him  the  assurance  that  I  will  go 
along  with  him  respecting  the  time,  be¬ 
cause  I  am  ready  to  vote. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  many 
amendments  does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  propose  to  call  up? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  know  how 
many  amendments  I  may  call  up. 
That  dees  not  make  any  difference,  how¬ 
ever,  from  the  standpoint  of  fixing  the 
time  to  vote.  If  the  Senator  will  sug¬ 
gest  a  time  for  voting,  I  will  be  able 
to  call-up  the  amendments  I  may  wish 
to  call  up  during  that  period  of  time. 

I  hope,  as  I  yield  the  floor  now  and 
somebody  else  proceeds  to  discuss  my 
amendment,  that  some  of  the  Senators 
on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle  will  give 
me  an  invitation  to  step  out  into  the 
cloak  room  with  them  and  we  will  dis¬ 
cuss  proposals  for  an  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  agreement  to  vote,  because  I  am 
ready  and  willing,  and  I  have  been  ever 
since  the  other  afternoon  when  I  offered 
my  unanimous-consent  agreement  to 
vote  on  Wednesday. 

I  now  yield  the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  this  amendment  would  provide 
that  there  be  no  change  in  the  present 
21 -month  period  of  service  for  men  in¬ 
ducted  through  selective  service  and  for 
members  of  the  reserve  component  who 
are  ordered  to  active  duty. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee,  it  is  merely  another 


method  of  hacking  at  our  armed  forces 
at  a  time  when  the  danger  is  overwhelm¬ 
ing  and  the  need  is  great. 

What  would  it  do? 

First,  it  would  add  approximately  20 
percent  to  our  manpower  requirements 
for  one  of  the  major  segments  of  our 
active  duty  personnel.  Second,  it  would 
seriously — perhaps  disastrously — reduce 
the  combat  effectiveness  of  all  three  of 
the  services  by  depriving  them,  during 
the  next  2  years  alone,  of  5  months  of 
the  most  productive  and  effective  service 
of  nearly  a  million  and  a  half  men. 

Third,  beginning  in ,  June  1952,  it 
would  impose  upon  us  an  additional 
manpower  requirement  which  would 
claw  far  more  deeply  into  the  18-year- 
old  group  than  the  plan  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  formulated. 

Fourth,  if  the  period  of  service  were 
reduced  from  26  months  to  21  months, 
it  would  mean  that  during  the  next  2 
years  alone  we  would  be  required  to  re¬ 
place,  5  months  ahead  of  present  sched¬ 
ule,  all  of  the  men  who  have  been  in¬ 
ducted  or  ordered  to  active  duty  from 
the  reserves — even  those  who  have  had 
no  previous  service  and  are  not  veterans. 

Fifth,  ft  will  make  it  completely  im¬ 
possible  to  screen  out  the  deserving  vet¬ 
erans  from  the  reserve  components  now 
on  active  duty — men  who  have  sacri¬ 
ficed  much  in  combat  during  World  War 
II — men  who  have  family  responsi¬ 
bilities,  many  of  whom  were  themselves 
inducted  at  the  age  of  18  during  World 
War  H.  Under  the  committee’s  recom¬ 
mendations,  it  might  well  be  possible 
that  many  of  these  men  could  return 
to  their  homes  before  their  full  tour  of 
duty  had  expired. 

Count  them  up.  One,  two,  three, 
four,  five.  This  amendment  strikes  5 
telling  blows  at  our  national  security. 
This  might  well  be  called  the  5-in-l 
amendment. 

This  amendment  would  mean  that  in 
the  next  2  years  alone  we  would  have  to 
provide  300,000  additional  men,  150,000 
each  year.  The  only  place  to  find  these 
men  would  be  to  call  up  additional  vet¬ 
erans,  rip  apart  the  existing  National 
Guard  units  and  call  them  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  as  individuals,  or  to  grab  additional 
men  from  the  18-year-old  group. 

Beginning  in  June,  1952,  the  date 
when  the  annual  turnover  will  begin  to 
stabilize  at  approximately  900,000  mini¬ 
mum  under  the  bill  as  recommended  by 
the  committee,  we  would  be  confronted 
with  an  annual  manpower  requirement 
which  would  be  impossible  to  sustain. 

It  is  weli  to  remember  that  in  this 
world,  over  which  hangs  -the  ever-pres¬ 
ent  hammer  and  sickle  of  the  Red  Nazis, 
combat  effectiveness  is  essential.  We 
need  it  now — not  tomorrow.  We  do  not 
want  to  wait  until  tomrrow  or  the  day 
after  tomorrow. 

Reducing  the  period  of  service  from 
26  months  to  21  months  will,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  testimony  of  the  Chairman  of 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  General  Bradley, 
reduce  the  military  effectiveness  of  our 
overseas  combat  forces  by  almost  50  per¬ 
cent. 

Of  the  3,500,000-man  Armed  Force 
which  is  anticipated,  a  certain  minimum 
of  men  must  be  in  combat  units.  If  we 


reduce  the  term  of  service,  it  will  mean 
that  we  shall  have  more  men  coming 
into  training,  and  thus  shall  require 
that  more  men  be  withdrawn  from  our 
combat  forces,  for  training  purposes.  It 
will  also  require  that  more  men  be  with¬ 
drawn  from  our  combat  forces,  for  the 
purpose  of  running  the  pipeline  overseas 
and  back.  What  is  the  significance  of 
this?  It  is  simply  that  we  shall  have  to 
increase  the  over-all  strength  of  our 
Armed  Forces  in  order  to  maintain  the 
necessary  combat  strength. 

This  means  a  further  drain  on  our 
manpower  pool.  Senators  can  readily 
see  that  this  amendment  effectively  pulls 
the  plug  out  of  our  manpower  pool,  per¬ 
mitting  our  precious  manpower  to  dis¬ 
appear  needlessly  down  the  drain. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  very  expertly  analyzed  this  prob¬ 
lem  during  the  course  of  his  remarks  on 
the  opening  day  of  the  consideration  of 
the  pending  bill.  No  one  is  more  hope¬ 
ful  than  I  am  of  seeing  the  period  of 
service  reduced  from  26  months  to  21 
months  or  18  months  or  even  less;  but 
the  inescapable  fact  is  that  we  cannot 
sustain  a  force  of  3,500,000  men  on  a 
basis  of  21  months  of  service,  unless  we 
call  upon  far  greater  numbers  of  18- 
year-olds  than  are  contemplated  under 
the  terms  of  this  bill. 

We  cannot  compromise  with  uncom¬ 
promising  facts,  Mr.  President.  We  must 
meet  this  issue  head-on.  We  cannot 
maintain  the  force  which  is  necessary 
for  our  Nation’s  security,  and  at  the 
same  time  retain  the  induction  period 
at  21  months.  The  bill  contains  ample 
provision  by  which  this  period  can  be 
reduced  overnight,  either  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  or,  if  he  fails  to  do  that,  by.  the 
Congress. 

I  recommend  that  this  amendment, 
with  its  five  strikes  against  security,  be 
rejected. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  point  out  to 
the  Senate  at  this  time  that  by  the  series 
of  amendments  offered,  including  the 
one  calling  for  service  by  those  18  years 
and  9  months  of  age,  which  amendment 
was  defeated  so  overwhelmingly  earlier 
in  the  day,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
would  eliminate  from  the  manpower  pool 
1,273,000  persons.  However,  the  bill,  as 
it  relates  to  18-year-olds  and  19-year- 
olds,  would  make  eligible  and  available 
for  the  manpower  pool  only  545,000  men. 
Yet  by  the  amendments  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  alone,  more  than  1,273,000 
would  be  eliminated.  So  if  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
should  prevail,  it  would  have  been  better 
to  merely  have  extended  the  present  act, 
instead  of  bringing  in  any  recommenda¬ 
tions  whatever. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  rejected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  in  opening  his  dis¬ 
cussion  on  this  amendment,  stated — and 
correctly — that  when  this  matter  was 
considered  in  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  there  were  two  votes  in  favor 
of  a  21  months’  service  limitation,  and 
and  that  I  was  one  of  those  who  voted 
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for  that  limitation.  I  did  so,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  in  the  belief  that  men  who  were 
inducted  into  the  services — all  into  the 
Army,  and  almost  all  of  them  into  the 
infantry — should  have  a  break  and  a 
shorter  service  than  those  who  willingly 
and  by  their  own  choice  enlist  in  the 
Air  Force  or  in  the  Navy. 

I  have  somewhat  modified  my  view 
since  the  occasion  to  which  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Oregon  has  re¬ 
ferred.  If  it  is  any  consolation  to  him, 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  join  him  in  a 
little  inconsistency.  I  do  not  do  so  in 
the  hope  that  I  can  share  the  credit  for 
having  a  great  mind  which  would  not 
fear  the  hobgoblin  of  inconsistency,  but 
I  do  so  because  I  have  met  the  hard  facts 
in  this  case  and  have  concluded  that  a 
21 -month  period  is  too  short  to  enable 
us  to  meet  our  manpower  requirements, 
particularly  because  they  have  been 
somewhat  raised  since  the  bill  was  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  26  months  is 
too  long  a  period  of  service  at  a  time 
when  we  are  not  engaged  in  an  all-out 
war;  and  I  wish  here  and  now  to  express 
my  deep  regret — regret  even  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  real  embarrassment — that  my 
views  on  this  subject  are  divergent  from 
those  of  the  overwhelming  majority  of 
the  committee  over  which  I  am  honored 
to  preside.  I  never  suffered  much  more 
anguish  of  spirit  and  soul  over  any  mat¬ 
ter  than  I  have  over  this  question  of  the 
length  of  service. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  at  this  point? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield, 

Mr.  THYE.  The  able  and  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  has  just  touched  on 
the  question  of  whether  the  period  of 
service  shall  be  26  months  or  whether  it 
shall  be  a  lesser  number  of  months.  My 
own  feeling  was  that  there  should  be  a 
lesser  number,  such  as  24.  Assume  that 
a  boy  will  graduate  from  high  school  in 
June,  and  immediately  will  either  enlist 
or  be  drafted.  If  he  serves  24  months 
and  then  is  discharged,  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances,  probably  he  will  return  to 
his  community  in  either  June  or  July. 
Then  he  will  have  a  month  or  6  weeks 
in  which  to  make  a  selection  of  the  col¬ 
lege  in  which  he  would  like  to  enroll. 
That  is  not  too  long  a  time,  because  that 
boy  would  like  to  have  a  few  leisure  days, 
and  he  would  be  justly  entitled  to  them, 
after  24  months  of  service. 

For  that  reason  I  felt  that  possibly 
we  would  be  doing  the  youths  we  are 
taking  into  the  military  service  greater 
justice  if  we  provided  for  24  months  of 
service,  rather  than  26  months.  If 
young  men  go  into  the  service  imme¬ 
diately  upon  the  completion  of  their 
high-school  courses,  they  will  return, 
from  service  just  in  time  to  enroll  at 
the  beginning  of  the  college  year,  inas¬ 
much  as  the  college  terms  begin  in  the 
fall  of  the  year.  That  is  why  I  felt 
that  it  is  better  to  provide  for  24  months 
of  service,  rather  than  26  months. 

So  I  asked  why  the  committee  selected 
the  26-month  figure,  and  why  the  com¬ 
mittee  did  not  select  24  months.  I  said 
to  my  very  able  and  much  admired 
friend,  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 


[Mr.  Morse],  that  I  would  agree  with 
him  if  he  would  offer  his  24-month 
amendment  and  would  drop  his  21- 
month  amendment.  I  said  that  then 
I  would  immediately  support  him  in 
regard  to  the  24-month  provision. 

I  am  very  happy  to  hear  that  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  himself  is 
of  the  conviction  that  a  24-month  period 
is  better  than  a  26-month  period. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  able  Senator 
from  Oregon  whether  he  will  lay  aside 
his  21 -month  amendment  and  will  work 
on  his  24-month  amendment.  Then  let 
us  see  whether  we  can  arrive  at  an 
agreement  as  to  24  months,  instead  of 

26  months. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  thank  the  Chair  and 
also  the  Senator  from  Georgia  for 
yielding. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  of 
course  what  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota  has  said  has  much  meat. 

There  is  another  reason  why,  in  my 
opinion — and  this  is  a  very  frank  state¬ 
ment — the  24- month  period  is  preferable 
to  the  26-month  period,  namely,  that 
today  there  is  a  very  decided  disposi¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  young  men  who 
are  reaching  the  age  of  military  service 
to  avoid  service  in  the  Ground  Forces  of 
the  Nation.  There  has  been  a  tremen¬ 
dous  rush  of  enlistments  into  the  Air 
Force  and  into  the  Navy.  Many  young 
men  are  willing  to  enlist  for  terms  of 
3  years,  or  4  years,  or  5  years  of  service  in 
those  branches,  rather  than  take  their 
chances  upon  induction  into  the  Army. 
Therefore,  the  Army  should  be  made  a 
little  more  attractive  than  this  bill  pro¬ 
poses  to  make  it.  That  is  another  reason 
why  I  favor  the  24  months  of  service.  If 
we  provide  a  slightly  shorter  term  of 
service,  more  young  men  will  present 
themselves  for  induction  into  the  Army, 
and  the  Army  will  be  given  some  of  the 
cream,  at  least  in  numbers,  of  the  men 
who  have  been  enlisting  in  the  Air  Force 
and  in  the  Navy. 

The  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  asked 
why  the  committee  took  this  action.  The 
reason  is  very  simple.  The  action  was 
taken  because  the  vote  was  overwhelm¬ 
ingly  in  favor  of  a  period  of  service  of 

27  months,  and  there  was  very  strong 
argument  made  to  the  committee  for  a 
period  of  30  months. 

Mr.  President,  I  had  hoped  that  some¬ 
one  else  would  offer  the  amendment  I 
am  about  to  propose  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  I  have  sat 
here  until  the  Chair  called  for  a  vote 
upon  the  amendment.  No  one  else  has 
offered  it,  and  so,  if  it  is  in  order,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  propose  an  amedment  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  to  strike  out,  wherever  they  may 
appear,  the  words  “twenty-one”  and  in¬ 
sert  “twenty-four.”  In  my  opinion,  it 
will  save  us  a  great  deal  of  time. 

To  be  perfectly  candid  with  my  friend 
from  Oregon,  I  do  not  think  there  is  even 
a  remote  possibility  that  he  will  have  the 
votes  which  would  shorten  the  period  to 
21  months.  I  say  that,  as  one  who  has 
changed  his  mind,  and  who  thinks  it 
would  be  unwise  at  this  time  to  have  the 
21  months’  period  of  service,  but  who 


does  believe  that  24  months  of  required 
service  under  the  terms  of  this  bill  would 
be  sufficient. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  In  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  Morse,  wherever  they  appear,  it 
is  proposed  to  strike  out  the  words 
“twenty-one”  and  insert  “twenty-four.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  fi’om  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  don’t  think  the  Sena¬ 
tor  should  be  too  sure  that  there  is  no 
possibility  of  my  amendment  passing. 
I  think  it  has  a  chance  of  passing  but 
not  as  good  a  chance  as  my  24  months’ 
service  proposal.  I  can  still  count,  and 
I  think  the  Senator  from  Georgia  is 
correct  in  saying  that,  if  we  were  to 
count  noses  now,  I  would  not  get  a  ma¬ 
jority  for  the  21  months’  proposal. 

As  I  said  earlier,  after  a  vote  on  my 
21  months’  amendment,  on  which  I  sur¬ 
mised  I  may  be  defeated,  I  intend,  as 
evidenced  by  the  fact  that  I  already  have 
an  amendment  for  24  months  at  the 
desk,  to  call  it  up.  If  my  amendment, 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georga  were  voted  down,  my 
next  move  would  be  for  24  months.  I  do 
not  know  what  assurance  the  Senator' 
from  Georgia  can  give  me,  but  I  should 
like  to  try  to  find  out.  If  he  thinks 
that  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  and  other  members  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  would  permit  the  substitution  of 
“24”  for  “21”  and  take  the  matter  to 
conference,  where  there  would  be  a 
chance  to  discuss  it,  and  if  he  wants  to 
make  that  suggestion,  I  would  be  very 
glad  to  substitute  “24”  for  “21,”  and  have 
it  go  to  conference. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  give  the  Senator  any  assurance  what¬ 
ever,  except  that  he  will  get  the  vote 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  for  24 
months,  but  will  not  get  it  for  21.  I 
understood  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Thye]  had  made  a  similar  state¬ 
ment,  that  he  would  support  the  24- 
month  period,  but  could  not  support  the 
21;  so  there  are  two  votes  for  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  could  tell  the  Senator 
of  many  more. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  Senator  has 
offered  his  amendment,  has  he  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  think  the  thing 
to  do  is  to  vote  on  it.  If  we  vote  on  the 
amendment  now,  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  will  probably  pre¬ 
vail,  and  we  shall  make  some  progress; 
but  if  we  talk  for  another  day,  we  may 
not. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  to  the  amendment  of  tha 
Senator  from  Oregon. 
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Mr.  MORSE.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum.  , 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  a  quorum  call  be  rescinded  and  that 
further  proceedings  under  the  call  be 
suspended. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  after  a 
conference  with  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  [Mr.  Russell]  ,  I  have  agreed  to  with¬ 
drawing  the  quorum  call  and  to  the  sub¬ 
stitution  in  my  amendment  of  24  months 
in  place  of  21  months.  I  suggest  that 
the  amendment  as  thus  modified,  in¬ 
corporating  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  with  mine,  be  put  to  a 
vote. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  Does  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia  withdraw  his  amend¬ 
ment  thereto? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No,  Mr.  President;  I 
do  not. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
unaware  of  the  fact  that  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  had  stepped  out  of  the 
Chamber. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  desire  to  modify 
his  own  amendment? 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  makes  no  difference 
to  me  as  to  which  way  it  is  done. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  perfectly  agree¬ 
able  to  me.  I  simply  did  not  understand 
the  parliamentary  situation  when  I  re¬ 
turned  to  the  Chamber. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  was  not  on 
the  floor  as  I  thought  he  was.  I  said 
that  I  would  agree  to  withdraw  the  quo¬ 
rum  call  and  proceed  to  vote  on  the 
amendment  calling  for  24  months,  and 
that  I  was  perfectly  willing  to  have  my 
amendment  so  modified. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  perfectly 
agreeable  to  me.  I  am  seeking  objec¬ 
tives,  Mr.  President.  I  am  trying  to  get 
somewhere  on  this  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  amendment  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon,  as  modified. 

The  amendment,  as  modified,  was 
agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill  is 
open  to  further  amendment.  If  there 
be  no  further  amendment,  the  question 
is  on  the  committee  amendment,  as 
amended. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  call  up  my 
amendment  limiting  to  18  months  the 
term  of  service  of  veterans  who  have 
had  6  months’  service.  It  is  identified  as 
amendment  C. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  91,  be¬ 
ginning  with  line  8,  it  is  proposed  to 
strike  out  all  down  to  and  including  line 
13  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(z)  Section  21  of  such  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 


“Sec.  21.  Until  July  1,  1953,  the  President 
shall  be  authorized  to  order  into  the  active 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States, 
with  or  without  their  consent,  any  or  all 
members  and  units  of  any  or  all  Reserve 
components  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  and  retired  personnel  of  the 
Regular  Armed  Forces.  The  period  of  time 
for  which  any  person  who  has  served  on 
active  duty  in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  for  a  period  of  6  months 
or  more  prior  to  June  25,  1948,  may  be 
ordered  into  the  active  military  or  naval 
service  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  not  exceed  18  consecutive  months  and 
the  period  of  time  for  which  any  other  per¬ 
son  may  be  ordered  into  the  active  military 
or  naval  service  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  not  eseeed  26  consecutive 
months.” 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
make  a  very  brief  statement  in  support 
of  my  amendment.  I  believe  it  is  a  fair 
amendment,  if  the  desire  is  to  be  just  to 
veterans  who  have  already  served  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  time  which  would  at  least  be 
equal  to  the  period  of  basic  training. 
They  have  had  their  basic  training.  We 
haye  just  agreed  to  a  term  of  service  of 
24  months  for  the  new  inductee.  He 
will  not  have  had  any  basic  training, 
and  I  believe  that  if  we  call  veterans 
back  into  the  service  as  reservists  we  at 
least  ought  to  give  them  credit  for  their 
basic  training.  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to 
limit  their  term  of  service  to  18  months 
in  comparison  with  the  24  months  for 
the  draftees. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  this  amendment  would  limit  the 
active  service  of  any  reservist,  who  has 
had  more  than  6  months  of  active  serv¬ 
ice  prior  to  the  date  fixed  in  the  amend¬ 
ment,  to  IS  months. 

But  this  amendment  affects  all  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Reserve  who  have  had  as 
much  as  6  months  of  prior  active  serv¬ 
ice.  It  affects  the  members  of  the  Or¬ 
ganized  Reserve  who  were  on  a  pay  and 
retirement  status  the  same  as  it  affects 
those  in  the  Inactive  Reserve  who  were 
receiving  no  pay,  no  instruction,  no  re¬ 
tirement  benefits.  It  gives  the  same  ben¬ 
efits  to  those  who  have  had  no  combat 
and  who  have  been  in  the  Reserve  only 
since  World  War  II,  as  it  gives  to  those 
who  suffered  great  hardship  while  fight¬ 
ing  in  the  last  war.  This  amendment  is 
loosely  drawn  and  creates  as  many  new 
inequities  as  it  seeks  to  correct. 

Much  ill  will  and  dissatisfaction  will 
be  caused  if  it  is  adopted.  It  cannot  be¬ 
gin  to  operate  effectively  for  many 
months.  By  that  time  the  present  in¬ 
equities  created  by  our  helter-skelter  re¬ 
call  program  the  past  few  months  will 
have  largely  disappeared.  That  is,  they 
will  have  disappeared  if  this  bill  is  not 
disfigured  beyond  recognition  by  hastily 
thought  out  amendments  which  will  put 
a  hopeless  drain  on  our  manpower  and 
prevent  the  planned  rotation  of  the  re¬ 
servists  which  the  committee  seeks  to 
accomplish. 

The  committee  considered  all  of  these 
problems  at  great  length.  Much  care 
and  study  went  into  the  final  draft  which 
is  before  us.  If  we  here  embark  upon  a 
course  of  rewriting  legislation  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate — a  course  of  legisla¬ 
tion  by  whim,  by  impulse,  by  instinct — 
then  we  might  as  well  throw  the  com¬ 
mittee  system  out  of  the  window. 


Under  the  bill  as  written,  it  may  well 
be  that  a  reasonable  and  equitable  plan 
for  rotating  reservists  with  long  periods 
of  prior  service  may  be  effected.  That 
is  one  of  our  specific  targets.  We  are  as 
alert  to  this  problem  as  the  Senator  from 
Oregon.  But  the  problem  cannot  be 
solved  by  wishful  thinking.- 

Another  basic  objection  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  that  it  imposes  an  arbitrary  time 
which  precludes  any  orderly  plan  for 
rotating  thousands  of  reservists  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  merits  of  each  particular  case. 
It  would  mean  that  nearly  400,000  indi- 
vaduals,  all  in  one  bundle,  might  be  dis¬ 
charged  from  the  service  some  time  this 
year  nearly  8  months  before  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  their  period  cf  service.  It  allows 
no  flexibility.  It  makes  it  impossible  to 
select  the  more  worthy  cases  first.  It  is 
a  strait-jacket  upon  the  imagination  of 
those  who  would  work  out  the  details  of 
the  more  equitable  committee  plan. 

It  would  mean  that  many  reservists 
with  little  prior  service  would  be  dis¬ 
charged  before  trained  replacements  be¬ 
came  available.  It  would  therefore  step 
up  our  rate  of  turn-over  to  a  point  which 
is  beyond  the  capacity  of  our  available 
manpower  pool  to  supply — unless  we 
reinforce  that  pool  by  taking  a  large 
number  of  18-year-olds  who  would  not 
normally  be  inducted  until  the  age  of  19. 

The  amendment  is  a  pleasing  subter¬ 
fuge,  a  gaudy  trinket  on  a  bargain 
counter,  pleasing  to  the  eye  but  of  little 
worth. 

The  objectives  are  worthy  ones,  but 
the  overriding  fact  remains  that  we  are 
limited  by  the  lack  of  available  man¬ 
power.  There  is  no  lack  of  desire  on 
our  part  to  minimize  the  sacrifices  re¬ 
quired  of  the  reservists. 

We  have  repeatedly  stressed  that  the 
only  sources  for  additional  men  are  the 
veterans  of  the  last  war,  or  tearing  apart 
the  organized  units  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents,  or  taking  more  young  men  from 
the  pool  of  18-year-olds. 

We  cannot  provide  additional  defer¬ 
ments,  shorten  the  period  of  service,  ar¬ 
bitrarily  send  large  numbers  of  men 
home,  cut  the  enlistment  period  in  half, 
take  a  slash  here,  take  a  slice  there,  and 
puli  manpower  out  of  the  air. 

This  amendment  carries  with  it  an 
additional  manpower  requirement  of 
proportions.  It  does  nothing  to  provide 
additional  men. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  be  rejected. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  have  one  change  made  in  the 
amendment,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we 
have  just  adopted  a  24-month-service- 
period  provision.  In  line  6,  page  2,  the 
figure  should  be  changed  from  "26”  to 
“24.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
modifies  his  amendment.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  as 
modified.  [Putting  the  question.]  The 
“noes”  appear  to  have  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  for  a  division. 

On  a  division,  the  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  now 
wish  to  call  up  my  amendment  identified 
as  amendment  E.  I  ask  to  have  it  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  stated. 
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The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  83,  line 
8,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “seventy- 
five  thousand”  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  “one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand.” 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  know 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  this 
amendment  on  the  part  of  certain  Sen¬ 
ators  who  are  not  now  present.  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  senior  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Ives]  contemplated  proposing 
some  modification  of  the  amend¬ 
ment;  but  I  am  not  quite  certain  about 
that.  I  believe  he  is  being  notified  that 
the  amendment  has  been  called.  I  shall 
give  my  explanation  of  the  amendment, 
because  I  hope  we  can  get  to  a  vote  on 
it  before  the  day  closes. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  stated  the  other 
day,  I  believe  our  greatest  hope  of  re¬ 
taining  our  superiority  over  Russia  is  in 
the  field  of  science  and  technology,  and 
we  should  not  run  any  danger  whatso¬ 
ever  of  sacrificing  that  superiority. 

As  I  listened  to  the  witnesses  who 
testified  in  regard  to  the  75,000  students 
the  authorities  intend  to  set  aside  for 
the  next  3-year  period  for  training  I 
felt  that  that  was  not  a  sufficiently 
large  number.  In  checking  up  with  edu¬ 
cational  leaders  in  the  country,  and  a 
good  many  teachers,  I  am  satisfied  it  is 
not  sufficiently  large,  although  I  am  very 
frank  to  say  to  the  Senate  that  I  be¬ 
lieve  there  are  many  difficulties  inherent 
in  this  entire  program. 

I  believe  that  as  the  problem  is  covered 
in  the  bill,  the  provision  is  very  cumber¬ 
some  complicated  and  fuzzy.  We  hear 
talk  about  requiring  the  boys  to  get 
their  basic  training.  I  wonder  where 
they  are  to  get  it,  and  how  that  matter  is 
to  be  handled.  Are  they  to  be  put  in 
some  special  training  corps?  That  is 
not  clear  to  me,  and  never  became  clear 
to  me  during  the  hearings. 

I  then  wonder,  if  we  are  selecting  some 
student  because  he  has  shown  special 
aptitude  as  a  biochemist,  for  example, 
or  special  aptitude  as  a  potential  nuclear 
physicist  or  special  aptitude  as  a  research 
man  in  some  phase  iof  medicine,  whether 
we  are  not  wasting  our  time  in  giving 
that  particular  individual  so-called 
basic  training.  Are  we  going  to  assign 
him,  as  any  other  draftee,  to  the  basic 
training  through  which  other  draftees 
Will  go? 

Then  I  am  disturbed  about  putting 
the  label  “deferment”  on  him  even  after 
we  get  through  giving  him  the  basic 
training  which  I  understand  is  contem¬ 
plated.  It  is  provided  that  he  shall  per¬ 
form  military  service  after  he  has  had 
this  training,  and  I  think  he  should  per¬ 
form  such  military  service.  In  fact,  I 
think  we  should  work  out  a  program 
under  which  the  boys,  if  they  are  selected 
for  this  training,  will  perform  a  longer 
period  of  service  for  the  military  than 
other  boys. 

There  are  so  many  ramifications  to 
this  problem  which  have  not  been 
worked  out  in  the  bill,  and  there  are  so 
many  problems  which  I  think  would  be 
created  by  it  even  though  a  civilian  com¬ 
mission  is  created  to  handle  the  matter, 
that  I  do  not  believe  anyone  can  read 
the  bill,  with  this  particular  section  in 
view,  and  have  clearly  in  mind  exactly 
what  is  going  to  happen. 


First,  if  we  are  to  do  the  job  this  year, 
we  have  not  provided  for  a  sufficient 
number  of  men  to  take  the  special  train¬ 
ing.  Second,  I  cannot  see  the  desirabil¬ 
ity  of  requiring  so-called  basic  military 
training  for  these  special  students  before 
we  put  them  in  the  laboratory  for  study. 
Third,  I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  defer¬ 
ment  for  them.  All  through  the  hear¬ 
ings  I  have  said  we  ought  to  work  out  a 
joint  military-educational  program  for 
the  so-called  special  students,  which 
would  require  an  additional  term  of  mili¬ 
tary  service  after  they  had  completed 
their  educational  training.  I  say  that 
because  in  this  program  it  is  possible  for 
the  civilian  commissioners  who  are 
going  to  administer  the  program  to  take 
an  exceptionally  able  boy  and  have  the 
expenses  of  this  training  paid  by  the 
Government.  That  was  not  originally 
suggested  by  the  military,  Mr.  President. 
It  came  out  of  discussion  in  committee. 
The  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 
in  his  fair  way,  argued  along  with  me 
that  we  had  to  have  the  program  worked 
out  in  economic  fairness  to  everyone 
concerned.  We  should  not  pick  out  only 
certain  boys  whose  parents  are  able  to 
pay  for  their  college  training,  and  say 
to  them,  “We  will  give  you  special  treat¬ 
ment  under  the  selective-service  law.” 
We  must  always  keep  before  us  the  duty 
of  seeing  to  it  that  the  law  is  working 
democratically  and  uniformly  on  our 
population,  taking  into  account  the  in¬ 
dividual  differences  that  flow  from  dif¬ 
ferences  in  aptitudes  and  skills.  We  can 
only  justify  this  program  if  it  can  be  jus¬ 
tified  at  all  on  the  ground  that  our  de¬ 
fense  needs,  our  military  needs  call  for 
training  a  group  of  superior  students 
along  the  lines  of  this  section  of  the  bill. 
I  think  we  have  in  the  Record  a  clear 
agreement  that  the  civilian  commission 
would  be  able  to  take  a  poor  boy,  for 
example,  who  shows  exceptional  ability 
in  one  of  the  sciences,  and  train  him  at 
Government  expense.  However,  I  feel 
that  the  blueprint  should  have  been 
made  clearer  than  it  has  been  in  the  bill 
in  regard  to  the  class  of  students  to 
which  I  have  referred,  which  would 
bring  about — and  I  know  many  people 
do  not  like  my  referring  to  it  in  this 
way — a  marriage  between  our  military 
training  program  and  our  colleges  in  re¬ 
spect  to  the  training  to  be  given  to  spe¬ 
cial  students.  I  am  still  hopeful  it  can 
be  done.  I  think  it  should  be  done.  I 
certainly  think  that  the  limit  should  be  a 
selection  of  students  which  would  give 
us  a  pool  of  exceptionally  able  students 
to  be  trained  in  the  sciences.  Then  we 
would  be  free  at  a  subsequent  date  to 
deal  further  with  the  problem.  It  can 
be  said  by  anyone,  and  I  think  quite 
truly,  that  my  amendment  does  not  go 
far  enough.  I  do  not  have  any  blue¬ 
print  as  to  exactly  how  such  boys  are  to 
be  handled  and  trained.  I  think  the 
civilian  commission  program  should  be 
frequently  reviewed  by  Congress  in 
order  to  make  certain  that  it  is  following 
principles  which  we  can  approve.  At 
least  we  should  provide  a  pool  of  150,000. 
The  commission,  under  my  amendment, 
would  not  be  required  to  take  150,000. 
They  are  not  required  under  the  present 
bill  to  take  75,000.  Under  my  amend¬ 


ment  they  could  go  as  high  as  150,000 
if  they  find  a  need  for  going  that  high 
in  getting  qualified  students  to  perform 
that  kind  of  special  military  service  for 
their  Government. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  a  moment.  For  the 
purpose  of  the  legislative  record,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  future  reference,  I  want 
the  Record  to  show  that  I  think  it  is  very 
important  that  the  commission  to  be 
created  under  the  bill  should  work  out 
a  program  which  would  require  the  stu¬ 
dents,  once  they  are  trained  as  doctors, 
biochemists,  or  nuclear  physicists,  to 
perform  service  for  the  military  beyond 
the  time  of  service  required  of  other  in¬ 
ductees.  That  may  require  subsequent 
congressional  action,  and  I  am  willing 
to  let  that  await  future  action.  At  least 
I  think  we  ought  to  require  a  pool  of 
150,000  of  these  special  students  if  we 
are  to  have  any  at  all.  It  may  be  that 
we  should  not  have  any  at  all  in  view 
of  the  vagueness  of  the  present  wording 
of  the  section. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Does  the  Senator  un¬ 
derstand  that  under  section  C  of  the 
bill  at  the  “termination  of  such  period 
of  suspension”  the  person  shall  serve  a 
period  equivalent  to  the  amount  of  time 
suspended? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  my  understand¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Therefore  he  would 
not  get  credit,  in  the  cast  of  a  24-month 
period  of  service,  for  the  amount  of  time 
he  spent  in  college? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  he  would  get  credit 
only  for  his  basic  training. 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Only  for  his  basic- 
training  period? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  want  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York  that  when  the 
pending  amendment  was  called  up  I  said 
I  understood  there  were  other  Senators 
who  were  interested  in  it,  and  that  they 
would  perhaps  have  some  amendments 
to  propose.  I  said  that  I  thought  the 
Senator  from  New  York  was  one  of  the 
Senators.  I  went  ahead  with  the  ex¬ 
planation  of  my  amendment,  knowing 
that  notice  would  be  given  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  York  that  the  amendment 
was  being  considered. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  make  a  comment  at  this  point, 
if  I  may.  I  am  really  disturbed  by  the 
comparatively  unimportant  position  to 
which  the  term  “humanities,”  as  it  ap¬ 
pears  on  line  11,  at  page  83,  has  been 
relegated.  I  doubt  that  it  would  be  pos¬ 
sible  properly  to  amend  the  bill  in  a  way 
which  would  convey  the  meaning  I  have 
in  mind  with  reference  to  the  emphasis 
which  I  believe  should  be  placed  on  the 
humanities.  In  all  that  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Oregon  has  said, 
he  has  mentioned  only  the  scientific 
aspect.  He  has  not  mentioned  the  hu¬ 
manities  at  all.  He  has  not  mentioned 
the  liberal  arts.  Mr.  President,  if  we  are 
going  to  set  up  a  system  of  this  kind, 
which  might  finally  be  permanent,  it 
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seems  to  me  that  we  would  be  making 
a  very  grave  mistake  if  we  were  to  place 
the  humanities,  the  liberal  arts,  at  the 
tail  end  of  the  educational  parade.  All 
of  us  time  and  again  have  heard  com¬ 
ment  by  many  people,  and  not  only  by 
educa'tors,  over  the  way  in  which  in  Nazi 
Germany,  and  prior  to  the  time  of  naz- 
ism,  the  liberal  arts  were  relegated  to  a 
secondary  position  and  finally  removed 
entirely  from  the  educational  picture  in 
Germany.  All  the  emphasis  was  placed 
on  science. 

Mr.  President,  please  do  not  misun¬ 
derstand  me.  I  give  to  science  all  the 
credit  to  which  science  can  possibly  lay 
claim.  It  is  vitally  important.  How¬ 
ever,  I  feel  very  strongly  about  this  ques¬ 
tion,  and  I  should  like  to  inquire  of 
someone  representing  the  committee — 
and  I  assume  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
does  that  himself — as  to  whether  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  committee  to  treat 
the  liberal  arts  as  of  secondary 
importance. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  make 
two  points  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
New  York.  Speaking  only  for  myself 
and  not  for  the  committee,  I  completely 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  New  York 
that  there  is  a  need  for  working  out  a 
much  better  coordinated  program  be¬ 
tween  the  colleges  of  America  and  the 
Military  Establishment.  I  do  not  know 
how  anyone  could  stress  it  more  than  I 
have  in  public  hearings  and  in  executive 
sessions  of  the  committee.  I  think  it  is 
a  great  mistake  to  relegate  the  humani¬ 
ties  in  the  way  they  have  been  relegated 
in  this  bill. 

The  second  thing  which  I  wish  to  say 
to  the  Senator  from  New  York  is  that  I 
think  we  are  very  fortunate  even  to  have 
the  word  “humanities”  in  the  bill,  be¬ 
cause  at  one  time  in  our  executive  ses¬ 
sions  an  attempt  was  made  within  the 
committee  to  eliminate  all  reference  to 
the  humanities  entirely.  The  record 
will  show  that. 

Being  confronted  with  that  situation 
in  committee,  I  think  the  Senator  from 
New  York  can  understand  a  little  better 
why  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  has 
at  least  been  stressing  the  development 
of  the  sciences  and  the  technologies. 
But  if  we  had,  as  I  think  we  should  have, 
a  better  coordinated  program  for  the 
years  immediately  ahead,  as  between 
our  military  defense  training  program 
and  our  educational  defense  training 
program,  we  would  have  much  greater 
emphasis  on  the  humanities. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  should  like  to  inquire, 
for  example,  why  three  specific,  broad 
fields — and  probably  the  most  important 
ones,  but  only  three  in  the  whole  area 
of  the  healing  art — were  specifically 
mentioned  in  the  bill — namely,  medi¬ 
cine,  dentistry,  and  osteopathy.  I  grant 
that  they  are  important.  However, 
there  are  other  phases  in  the  area  of  the 
healing  art  which  are  also  important. 

In  this  connection  it  occurs  to  me  that 
all  the  emphasis  in  the  entire  expression 
in  this  particular  subsection  is  being 
placed  on  science.  It  is  being  directed 
at  medicine  in  one  form  or  another. 
Again,  I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunder¬ 
stood.  I  do  not  in  any  sense  wish  to 
convey  the  idea  that  these  things  should 


♦not  be  emphasized,  but  they  should  not 
be  emphasized  to  the  exclusion,  or 
almost  the  exclusion,  of  the  other  mat¬ 
ters  which  I  have  tried  to  point  out  this 
afternoon. 

I  am  wondering  if  that  verbiage  could 
not  possibly  be  changed  in  such  a  way 
that  the  bill,  which  may  be  an  act  for 
considerable  time,  could  not  be  regarded 
as  a  directive  by  the  Govei-nment  to  con¬ 
centrate  on  science,  but  rather  as  ap¬ 
plicable  equally  to  all  education,  includ¬ 
ing  science  and  the  liberal  arts,  or  the 
humanities,  as  expressed  in  the  bill.  I 
think  that  is  the  way  the  approach 
should  be  made,  so  that  when  the  board 
is  established,  if  it  is  to  be  established, 
its  members  will  not  feel  impelled,  per¬ 
haps,  to  direct  their  chief  attention  to 
the  field  of  science. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  a  moment.  I  should 
like  to  say  to  my  good  friend  from  New 
York  that  I  think  we  are  faced  with  a 
practical  situation.  Within  the  commit¬ 
tee  the  preponderant  point  of  view  was 
that  as  of  now,  the  special  training  for 
the  short  period  of  time  covered  in  the 
bill  should  go  into  the  fields  of  the 
sciences  and  the  technologies.  In  fair¬ 
ness  to  the  committee — although  I  wish 
members  of  the  committee  to  speak  for 
themselves— it  was  pointed  out  in  our 
discussions  that  it  will  be  only  a  rela¬ 
tively  short  time  before  a  large  number 
of  students  will  be  coming  back  to  the 
colleges  to  study  in  the  humanities,  as 
the  inductees  take  the  benefit  of  what 
I  think  we  all  know  will  undoubtedly  be 
an  extension  of  the  GI  bill  of  rights  for 
educational  training,  at  least  in  some 
form.  So  in  committee  it  was  pointed 
out  over  and  over  again  that  this  provi¬ 
sion  under  discussion  was  going  to  be 
only  for  a  short  period  of  time,  and  that 
although  there  might  be  some  dropping 
off  in  enrollment  in  the  humanities,  we 
cannot  afford  a  great  dropoff  in  the  reg¬ 
istration  of  our  superior  students  in  the 
field  of  sciences  and  technologies  even 
for  a  short  period  of  time. 

Mr.  IVES.  This  provision  applies, 
does  it  not,  only  for  a  short  period  of 
time? 

Mr:  MORSE.  Oh,  yes.  The  75,000 
limitation  extends  to  June  30,  1954. 

Mr.  IVES.  That  is  what  the  language 
of  the  bill  provides. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Only  for  a  3 -year 
period. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  question.  Even  though  the 
provision  be  applied  for  only  a  3-year 
period,  does  not  the  Senator  feel  that 
having  the  language  in  the  bill,  expressed 
as  it  is,  would  thus  set  a  precedent  as  to 
later  determination  in  this  matter? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  in  a  moment, 
but  I  should  like  to  say  in  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  New  York  that  I  think  the 
committee  would  tell  him  that  under 
the  language  of  the  bill  the  commission 
would  have  the  authority  to  select  su¬ 
perior  students  in  the  humanities.  It  is 
not  estopped  from  doing  so.  However, 
I  believe  that  the  Senator  is  correct,  in 
that  the  emphasis  of  the  committee  and 
of  the  language  of  the  bill  shows  that 


it  is  on  the  sciences.  I  would  that  the 
program  were  more  broad,  but  it  just 
does  not  happen  to  be.  I  would  join  with 
the  Senator  from  New  York  in  any  at¬ 
tempt  to  broaden  it,  but  I  will  tell  him  in 
advance  that  he  and  I  will  find  ourselves 
in  the  minority  on  any  vote  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  broadening  the  provision.  Never¬ 
theless,  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  join  in 
an  attempt  to  broaden  the  language. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  is  not  contemplating  any  amend¬ 
ment.  I  doubt  that  an  amendment 
would  help  the  situation  without  causing 
new  complications.  I  am  ti’ying  to  find 
out  what  the  intent  behind  it  is.  After 
all,  the  word  "humanities”  does  occur 
in  the  verbiage  of  this  particular  sub¬ 
section.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
would  like  to  have  cleared  up  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  the  humanities,  as 
that  term  is  used  in  the  bill,  are  sup¬ 
posed  to  be  secondary  to  the  other  things 
which  are  included. 

Mr.  MORSE.  All  I  can  say,  speaking 
for  myself,  is  that  the  intent  is  to  give 
the  civilian  commission  the  authority  to 
select,  within  their  discretion,  certain 
superior  students  in  the  humanities  and 
have  the  deferment  procedures  of  the 
bill  applied  to  those  students.  I  believe 
that  if  I  were  on  the  commission,  how¬ 
ever,  and  read  the  committee  hearings — 
as  they  will — as  well  as  the  report,  and 
the  bill  itself,  I  would  be  pretty  sure  that 
what  was  intended  was  that  science  and 
technology  were  to  be  emphasized  over 
and  above  the  humanities.  I  think  that 
is  pretty  much  the  meaning  of  the 
language. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  president,  having  very 
rapidly  gone  through  the  report  of  the 
committee,  it  occurs  to  me  that  that  is 
the  essence  of  the  report  itself. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President— 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
invite  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
New  York  to  paragraph  (g)  on  page  £8. 
As  the  Senator  fi’om  Oregon  has  so  well 
pointed  out,  until  June  1, 1954,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  could  defer  the  75,000  men  approved 
by  a  civilian  commission  after  competi¬ 
tive  examination.  In  connection  with 
that  situation,  we  discussed  the  humani¬ 
ties  and  the  liberal  arts,  as  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  has  said.  However,  these 
75,000  men  are  essential  for  scientific  and 
engineering  pux'poses. 

Furthermore,  there  will  be  going  to 
the  colleges  a  minimum  of  50,000  a  year 
in  connection  with  ROTC.  In  addition, 
there  will  be  the  IV-F’s  and  certain  other 
students  who  will  not  be  within  the  age 
limit.  Then,  provided  we  do  not  become 
involved  in  an  all-out  war,  and  provided 
there  are  a  sufficient  number  of  men, 
there  will  be  additional  deferments, 
under  the  authority  of  the  President, 
under  subsection  (g)  (1)  on  page  83. 

I  am  merely  expressing  my  own 
opinion  when  I  say  that  sufficient  pro¬ 
vision  is  made  for  the  humanities  and  the 
liberal  arts.  The  Senator  from  New  York 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  the  additional  ex¬ 
ceptions. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  so  that  the  Senator  from 
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New  York  may  ask  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hoey 
in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  yield  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  IVES.  Is  it  the  understanding  of 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  that 
during  the  3-year  interval  the  humani¬ 
ties  are  to  be  placed  in  a  secondary  posi¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  do  not  so  un¬ 
derstand.  I  understand  that  the  75,000 
men  can  be  deferred  as  a  result  of  com¬ 
petitive  examination  by  a  civilian  group, 
for  the  various  studies  set  forth  on  page 
83.  There  is  no  separation  of  any  cer¬ 
tain  number  of  men  into  the  sciences  or 
the  humanities,  or  osteopathy,  dentistry, 
medicine,  or  anything  else.  That  is  en¬ 
tirely  up  to  the  five -man  civilian  com¬ 
mission. 

Mr.  IVES.  Then  is  it  the  Senator’s 
understanding,  and  is  it  his  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  legislative  intent,  that  the 
humanities  rank  equally  with  all  the 
other  categories  which  are  listed? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  my  un¬ 
derstanding.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  must  not  forget  that  this  exception 
applies  only  for  3  years. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  understand. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  that  time  the 
five-man  board,  which  the  committee 
hopes  will  be  an  able  board  of  educators 
and  others  who  understand  the  problem, 
would  select  able  students  to  the  number 
of  75,000,  who  would  be  prospectively 
good  in  their  various  fields. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  should  like  to  make 
an  inquiry  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  r.s  to  what  yardstick  the 
commission  is  going  to  use. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  yardstick 
of  ability. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  On  what  basis? 
Will  it  be  on  the  basis  of  an  examination 
or  what? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  On  fair  com¬ 
petitive  examination  open  to  men  from 
all  sections  of  the  country,  and.„with  no 
restrictions  because  of  financial  ability 
to  pay. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Who  is  going  to 
write  the  examination?  What  are  the 
candidates  going  to  do,  answer  100  ques¬ 
tions? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  left,  as  I 
understand,  to  the  five-man  board. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  five-man  board 
is  going  to  write  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Will  they  possibly 
write  100  questions  to  be  asked,  200  ques¬ 
tions,  or  300  questions? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  would  assume 
that  they  would  arrive  at  a  conclusion  as 
to  the  means  which  would  give  them  the 
best  opportunity  to  determine  the  best 
scholars  with  the  best  prospective  ca¬ 
pacity  to  become  leaders  in  their  re¬ 
spective  fields  of  science,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Without  having 
experience  with  the  boys,  or  without 
knowing  anything  about  them  at  all, 


the  board  would  simply  throw  down  be-  * 
fore  them  100  or  200  questions? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  board 
would  have  the  academic  records  of  the 
boys.  These  boys  are  going  to  have  4 
months’  basic  training. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  board  would 
have  only  their  high-school  record. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  would  have 
their  academic  record,  and  the  result  of 
a  fair  competitive  examination.  I  sup¬ 
pose  the  examination  will  be  somewhat 
along  the  line  of  the  collegiate  methods 
of  examination. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  But  the  Congress 
is  leaving  it  entirely  in  the  discretion  of 
the  board. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  correct, 
in  my  opinion. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  have  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  shall  offer  later  which  pro¬ 
vides  a  standard,  which  would  be  fixed 
by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
without  leaving  it  to  the  board. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
be  through  in  a  moment.  Because  I 
think  it  is  important  for  the  future  work 
of  the  Commission  that  we  make  a  clear 
record  today  as  to  the  meaning  of  this 
provision  in  the  bill,  I  want  to  say,  speak¬ 
ing  only  as  one  member  of  the  commit¬ 
tee,  that  it  was  my  feeling  that  the  at¬ 
titude  of  the  committee  was  that  the 
greater  emphasis  should  be  placed  on 
training  in  the  sciences  and  the  tech¬ 
nologies.  We  had  some  discussion  of 
the  need  for  some  linguistic  training, 
within  the  field  of  the  humanities,  quite 
a  bit  of  discussion  about  the  importance 
of  having  some  people  trained  in  foreign 
languages  to  be  available  to  us  in  our 
military  intelligence  work;  people 
trained  in  Russian  and  Chinese,  and  all 
the  other  languages  with  which  the  mili¬ 
tary  intelligence  has  to  deal.  There  was 
some  discussion  that  it  was  important,  of 
course,  to  continue  some  of  these  supe¬ 
rior  students  in  the  humanities.  But  I 
think  I  would  be  guilty  of  misleading 
that  civilian  commission  if  I  at  least,  as 
a  member  of  the  committee,  did  not 
make  clear  that  it  was  my  understanding 
that  the  real  purpose  of  this  exception 
was  to  retain  these  students  in  the  field 
of  science  and  technology  and  medical 
training.  I  do  not  know  what  other  in¬ 
terpretation  one  could  possibly  make 
when  it  really  was  seriously  discussed 
for  a  time  in  one  of  our  executive  ses¬ 
sions  that  the  word  “humanities”  ought 
to  be  stricken  entirely,  because  it  was 
thought  it  would  open  too  broad  a  train¬ 
ing  for  these  students  and  might  sacri¬ 
fice  selecting  the  number  of  students 
that  otherwise  would  be  selected  within 
the  75,000  for  scientific  training.  That 
was  the  impression  that  was  left  with 
me. 

So  I  say  that  if  I  were  a  member  of 
the  commission,  Mr.  President  I  would 
be  rather  inclined  to  think  that  the  ob¬ 
jective  was  to  limit  even  the  training 
within  the  humanities  to  the  linguistic 
training  and  those  special  fields  within 
the  humanities  that  would  be  of  particu¬ 
lar  benefit  to  the  military  an  dto  mili¬ 
tary  intelligence,  particularly  in  case  of 
an  all-out  war.  It  seemed  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  committee 


that  the  broader  base  of  training  in  the 
humanities  would  have  to  wait,  as  far  as 
these  students  who  are  being  inducted 
are  concerned,  until  they  get  back  out  of 
military  service. 

It  was  at  that  point  in  our  committee 
hearings,  I  think  that  the  Record  will 
also  show,  that  after  quite  a  bit  of  argu¬ 
ment  was  presented,  the  conclusion  was 
reached  that  after  all  there  would  still 
be  a  large  number  of  students  left  in 
college  until  1954  .  There  will  be  many 
women,  there  will  be  many  IV-F’s ;  there 
will  be  a  considerable  number  of  persons 
who  would  be  deferred  for  other  reasons. 
Thus  it  was  argued  in  committee  that 
the  humanities  would  not  suffer  as  much 
as  we  might  at  first  think  they  would. 
So  the  real  danger — and  I  am  giving  the 
Senate  my  interpretation  of  the  attitude 
of  the  committee  in  executive  session — is 
that  we  will  suffer  immediately  from  a 
break  in  the  training  of  men  in  those 
special  skills  so  essential  for  maintaining 
military  superiority  over  Russia. 

I  think  I  have  been  fair  in  my  state¬ 
ment.  I  will  leave  it  to  the  chairman 
of  the  committee.  If  I  have  not  been, 
I  want  him  to  correct  me,  because  I  think 
that  what  is  being  said  these  few  minutes 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  right  now, 
along  with  the  transcribed  records  of 
our  committee  hearings  and  along  with 
the  committee  report — are  going  to  be 
pretty  much  the  bible  that  will  be  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  civilian  commission,  at 
least  in  getting  itself  organized  and  out¬ 
lining  for  itself  the  scope  of  its  work.  I 
wish  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
would  correct  me  if  he  thinks  I  have 
given  to  the  slightest  degree  a  wrong  im¬ 
pression  of  committee  intent. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Oregon.  I  might  say 
that  my  general  impression  of  the  intent 
of  the  committee,  from  all  the  discussion 
at  the  time  this  section  of  the  bill  was 
adopted,  is  in  general  accord  with  what 
has  been  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon.  It  was  primarily  intended  as  a 
means  of  avoiding  a  hiatus  in  the  gradu¬ 
ation  of  doctors  and  dentists  and  special 
scientists  in  the  various  engineering 
fields. 

I  was  one  of  those  who  raised  some 
question  about  the  meaning  of  the  word 
“humanities.”  I  was  not  too  familiar 
with  the  pedagogic  definition  of  the  term. 
I  thought  the  term  was  a  little  too  nebu¬ 
lous  to  be  placed  in  the  bill.  But,  of 
course,  it  was  said  that  before  a  doctor 
could  be  fully  educated,  he  had  to  be 
given  a  preliminary  course  in  the  hu¬ 
manities.  That  is  necessary  before  he 
can  get  through  the  medical  college.  The 
same  is  true  with  respect  to  the  training 
of  those  who  are  to  be  skilled  in  Russian, 
Chinese,  and  other  languages. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  well 
stated  my  understanding  of  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  committee  in  having  the  3- 
year  period  during  which  75,000  men  are 
deferred  from  their  service  after  they 
have  had  their  preliminary  training.  It 
was  to  avoid  any  interruption  in  service, 
to  the  people  of  the  Nation  and  to  the 
armed  services,  of  doctors,  dentists,  and 
men  who  are  highly  skilled  in  various 
technical  services,  such  as  chemical  en- 
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gineering  and  other  fields  of  engineering. 
That  was  my  understanding. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  question  I  would  raise 
with  the  Senator  from  Oregon  also  ap¬ 
plies  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia.  Is 
it  the  understanding  of  either  Senator 
that  the  emphasis  here  is  by  action  of 
the  committee  placed  on  the  scientists 
on  the  fields  of  the  healing  art,  and  on 
matters  of  that  particular  kind,  which 
are  scientific,  and  that  the  humanities 
or  the  liberal  arts  are  in  a  secondary 
position? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  was  my  impres¬ 
sion.  We  included  the  humanities  for 
those  special  subjects  which  would  be  of 
help  to  the  military. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  understand  that  those 
in  the  medical  profession  always  have 
to  take  a  certain  amount  of  the  human¬ 
ities  in  order  to  qualify  to  enter  the 
profession.  The  point  I  am  trying  to 
find  out  is  what  the  intent  was.  I  under¬ 
stood  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
to  say  that  all  these  categories  rank 
equally. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  think  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  expressed 
the  situation,  as  did  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  very  clearly. 
The  first  emphasis  before  the  committee 
by  the  witnesses  was  on  science  and  engi¬ 
neering.  Then  either  in  a  letter  sent  to 
the  committee  or  through  a  witness  we 
had  testimony  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  liberal  arts  and  the  humanities.  The 
humanities  were  included  as  a  broad 
general  term  on  the  theory  that  we  need¬ 
ed  individuals  who  would  understand 
different  languages,  and  be  able  to  teach, 
as  we  needed  them,  persons  in  the  engi¬ 
neering  and  the  medical  sciences.  So 
when  the  provision  dealing  with  the 
humanities  was  placed  in  the  bill,  it  is 
my  understanding  that  all  essential  fields 
of  study  are  included,  and  that  the  board 
of  five  should  pick  out  the  best  students 
who  would  be  prospective  leaders 
in  any  of  these  fields.  The  main  em¬ 
phasis  by  Such  men  as  Vannevar  Bush 
is  on  science  and  engineering,  but  the 
humanities  were  included. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  bill,  the  five 
members  of  the  commission  can  decide 
to  take  some  leaders  in  the  humanities, 
as  well  as  in  other  fields. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  IVES.  Was  any  question  raised 
in  regard  to  the  matter  of  establishing 
this  as  a  precedent  in  connection  with 
a  future  bill  for  permanent  action  of 
this  type? 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  was  a  great  deal 
of  discussion  in  regard  to  what  might 
have  to  be  done  in  the  future  in  regard 
to  bringing  about  a  closer  relationship 
between  an  educational  program  and  a 
military  program,  depending  upon  what 
tonditions  will  be  a  few  years  hence. 
However,  I  have  to  say  to  the  Senator 
from  New  STork  that  I  do  not  think  we 
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can  find  in  the  Record  any  great  amount 
of  discussion  which  could  be  looked  upon 
as  a  commitment  that  any  of  us  intends 
to  have  the  authorities  go  ahead  with 
a  more  permanent  program.  It  is  to  be 
a  very  temporary  matter. 

There  was  a  great  deal  of  discussion 
to  the  effect  that  if  we  can  get  over  the 
period  of  the  next  3  or  4  years  we  shall 
not  have  to  worry  about  having  all  the 
students  we  need  in  these  specialities, 
because  the  boys  then  will  be  coming 
back  from  military  service,  and  they  can 
take  the  special  training  under  a  bill  of 
GI  educational  rights. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
another  question,  if  he  will  yield  further. 
Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  IVES.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  or  does  any  other  member  of 
the  committee  who  happens  to  be  in  the 
Chamber  at  this  time  feel  that  this 
amendment  would  establish  a  precedent 
which,  in  any  permanent  set-up  that 
might  ultimately  be  established,  would 
result  in  having  the  humanities  relegated 
to  a  secondary  spot? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  wish  to  say  that 
my  impression  is  completely  the  opposite, 
namely,  that  this  amendment  has  no 
permanent  value,  but  is  just  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  covering  the  hiatus  which  will 
exist  for  the  next  3  or  4  years,  and  is 
not  to  be  looked  upon  as  a  precedent. 
In  fact,  it  was  pointed  out  in  the  hear¬ 
ings  that  we  hoped  the  commission, 
through  its  work,  will  be  able  in  the 
years  immediately  ahead  to  prepare  for 
us  a  report  which  will  be  of  use  to  us 
when  we  come  to  consider  some  years 
hence,  the  entire  question  of  a  bill  of 
educational  rights. 

However,  let  it  be  said  with  emphasis, 
Mr.  President,  that  this  amendment  is 
not  offered  as  one  to  establish  a  prece¬ 
dent  for  any  long-time,  permanent  pro¬ 
gram  in  this  field  of  education. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  willing  to  yield 
the  floor,  or  I  shall  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  for  a  question. 

Mr.  CASE.  Is  there  some  reason  for 
the  difference  in  treatment  proposed  to 
be  accorded  to  those  who  would  be  sus¬ 
pended  from  service  for  training  in  the 
humanities  or  in  scientific  work,  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  treatment  of  those  for 
whom  service  is  deferred  by  reason  of 
their  being  in  the  ROTC?  The  distinc¬ 
tion  to  which  I  call  attention  arises  from 
the  fact  that  apparently  those  who  are 
deferred  because  they  are  in  the  Reserve 
Officers’  Training  Corps  will  have  to 
agree,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission, 
if  one  is  tendered  to  them;  but  I  do  not 
find  provision  for  a  similar  requirement 
of  service  for  those  who  would  be  de¬ 
ferred  for  educational  reasons. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  will  recall 
that  during  World  War  II,  considerable 
complaint  was  made  to  Congress  because 
those  who  received  free  medical  training 
had  no  requirement  of  intern  service  or 
service  after  the  war  was  over. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  has  placed  his  finger  upon 


what  I  think  is  one  of  the  administra¬ 
tive  weaknesses  of  this  section  of  the 
bill.  I  think  we  should  have  had  sub¬ 
mitted  to  us  a  blueprint  program  as  to 
what  the  obligations  of  these  students 
would  be  after  they  have  completed  their 
service;  but  we  note  that  the  bill  does 
not  specifically  say  what  kind  of  service 
that  shall  be.  I  think  such  persons 
should  be  placed  on  a  basis  at  least  com¬ 
parable  to  that  of  those  in  the  ROTC 
program.  It  should  be  understood  that 
as  they  take  this  training  and  receive  all 
the  benefits  from  it,  they  wrill  be  com¬ 
mitted  to  special  assignment  after  they 
have  completed  the  training — assign¬ 
ments  for  the  benefit  of  the  Military 
Establishment. 

Again  I  am  simply  recalling,  as  best 
I  can,  some  of  the  discussion  which  oc¬ 
curred  in  the  committee.  Let  me  men¬ 
tion  this:  We  discussed  there,  one  day, 
the  suggestion  of  some  that  such  stu¬ 
dents  could  be  assigned  to  private  in¬ 
dustry  for  a  period  of  time,  following 
their  training,  to  work  out  the  length  of 
service  they  would  owe  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  after  that,  assuming  that  the  par¬ 
ticular  private  industry,  for  example, 
was  working  on  a  research  project  which 
was  of  concern  to  the  Navy  or  the  Air 
Force  or  the  Army. 

I  had  some  puzzlement  about  that  and 
some  grave  doubts  about  it.  I  doubt  the 
wisdom  of  such  assignments  to  private 
industry  unless  some  carefully  worked 
out  safeguards  are  provided. 

However,  this  can  be  said,  let  me  say 
to  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota: 
This  matter  is  so  indefinite  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  that  about  all  we  are  doing  is 
committing  ourselves  to  the  principle 
of  setting  aside  75,000  students,  to  be 
handled  in  such  a  way  as  the  civilian 
commission  which  is  provided  for  in  the 
bill  develops.  We  shall  have  time  in  the 
future,  of  course,  if  we  as  a  Congress  do 
not  like  the  way  the  commission  op¬ 
erates,  to  put  some  checks  on  it. 

That  is  not  the  way  I  like  to  have  this 
matter  worked  out;  but,  in  all  fairness,  I 
say  that  even  though  the  blueprint  is 
not  provided,  there  will  be  adquate  time, 
before  this  matter  is  worked  out,  for  us 
as  a  Congress  to  put  some  checks  upon 
any  plan  developed. 

Mr.  CASE.  Then,  am  I  correct  in 
understanding  that  as  to  those  who  are 
in  the  ROTC,  the  committee  amendment 
proposes  that  although  they  will  not 
have  their  training  paid  for,  other  than 
by  such  allowances  as  are  available  to 
the  ROTC,  they  must  agree,  in  writing, 
to  serve  for  2  years  of  active  duty  after 
the  receipt  of  commissions;!  whereas  with 
respect  to  the  75,000  persons  referred 
as  being  given  scientific  training,  the 
President  will  be  authorized  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  such  costs  of  tuition, 
books,  laboratory  fees,  subsistence, 
travel,  and  other  necessary  expenses  of 
any  persons  who  are  selected,  but  in 
return  for  that  there  is  no  requirement 
for  intern  service  or  any  other  service, 
which  would  be  agreed  to  in  writing, 
by  the  person  involved? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  in  return  for  that, 
the  law  would  provide  that  after  they 
received  the  training,  they  would  have 
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to  complete  the  part  of  their  military 
training  which  they  did  not  complete 
before  they  went  into  the  special  train¬ 
ing;  and  the  law  would  require  that 
they  must  take  the  4  months  of  basic 
training  before  they  start  their  special 
educational  training. 

So  under  the  amendment,  as  proposed 
to  be  adopted  by  us,  after  those  students 
finished  the  special  training,  they  still 
would  owe  the  Government  20  months 
of  military  service.  The  nature  of  that 
service  is  not  stated  in  the  bill.  How¬ 
ever,  their  liability  for  the  service  is 
clear;  they  still  would  owe  20  months  of 
so-called  military  service  to  their  Gov¬ 
ernment,  after  they  completed  their 
education. 

Mr.  CASE.  Within  the  discretion  of 
the  President? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  they  will  owe  that 
much.  The  bill  provides  that  within  the 
discretion  of  the  President,  or  of  the 
civilian  commission  acting  in  his  behalf, 
some  boys  who  cannot  pay  for  their  own 
education  may  be  selected.  Again,  I 
think  the  understanding  is  that  most  of 
the  boys  to  be  deferred  under  this  part 
of  the  program  will  pay  for  their  own 
education.  However,  we  do  not  want 
the  commission  to  be  in  a  position  where 
it  will  have  to  turn  down  a  boy  who, 
on  the  competitive  examinations,  ranks 
very,  very  high  as  a  possible  nuclear 
physicist,  for  example,  simply  because 
he  comes  from  a  very  poor  family  and 
cannot  pay  his  college  expense.  We  be¬ 
lieve  that  in  such  a  case  that  boy,  at  the 
discretion  of  the  President,  can  have  his 
expenses  paid. 

I  am  very  much  puzzled  about  that, 
too,  let  me  say,  because  this  question  of 
what  is  a  democratic  principle  in  con¬ 
nection  with  such  matters  works  both 
ways.  Surely  it  is  democratic  to  take 
the  poor  boy  and  say  the  Government 
is  going  to  pay  his  expenses,  but  there 
is  a  tendency,  I  think,  for  people  to 
assume  that  there  is  no  principle  of 
democracy  violated  if  we  say,  “But  it  is 
all  right  for  the  boy  who  can  pay  his 
expenses  to  be  required  to  pay  them.” 

I  do  not  believe  that.  If  we  are  going 
to  follow  the  principle  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  paying  the  expenses,  I  believe 
we  have  no  right  to  discriminate  against 
the  boy  who  comes  from  a  well-to-do 
family  and  to  say  to  him,  “Your  family 
must  pay  your  expenses,”  while,  to  the 
boy  coming  fi’om  a  poor  family,  it  is 
said,  “The  Government  will  pay  your 
expenses.”  I  always  have  difficulty  in 
reconciling  such  a  distinction. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Ives!  has  just  suggested  to  me,  in  whis¬ 
pered  conversation,  that  what  I  am 
really  saying  is  that  this  character  of 
training  should  be  provided  on  the  basis 
of  scholarships  and  fellowships.  I  think 
that  is  right  and  that  is  the  way  these 
special  students  should  be  handled.  If 
a  boy  gets  a  scholarship  or  a  fellowship 
on  the  basis  of  his  ability,  not  on  the 
basis  of  the  ability  of  his  father  to  pay 
for  his  education,  we  are  then  carrying 
out  a  policy  of  nondiscrimination  in 
selecting  these  boys. 

What  we  are  trying  to  do  in  our  fellow¬ 
ship  and  scholarship  program  through 


the  great  foundations,  is  to  recognize 
ability,  not  economic  status.  But  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  did  not  raise 
that  question,  though  it  is  impliedly  in¬ 
volved  in  the  question  he  asked.  But 
my  categorical  answer  to  his  question, 
“Does  this  draw  a  distinction  between 
the  ROTC  boy  and  these  special  stu¬ 
dents?”  is  “Yes.”  Again  I  raise  the  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  whether  that  is  as  fair  as  it 
ought  to  be. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  in  either  case  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  may  require  service,  more  or 
less,  in  return  for  the  free  training  given. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes;  but  I  do  not  know 
what  kind.  We  know  the  kind  of  service 
it  will  require  from  the  ROTC  boy.  Pie 
must  take  a  Reserve  commission  and 
serve  in  the  ranks  for  at  least  a  period 
of  2  years.  But  we  do  not  know  yet  what 
the  nature  of  this  service  of  the  special 
student  is. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Indiana? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  going  to  yield  the 
floor  in  a  moment.  The  Senator  from 
Indiana  may  then  offer  his  amendment. 
I  merely  want  to  say  in  conclusion  that 
there  was  another  feature  of  this  whole 
problem  which  disturbed  me  a  little  bit. 
It  is  the  matter  of  geographic  distribu¬ 
tion  of  students.  Of  course,  the  danger 
of  that  argument  is  that  one  may  be 
charged  in  making  it,  with  trying  to 
provide  students  for  various  State  insti¬ 
tutions  in  various  parts  of  the  country; 
and  that  may  be  involved  somewhat. 

But  I  think  it  only  fair,  as  we  adopt 
such  a  principle  as  is  involved  in  this 
section  of  the  bill,  that  we  include  cer¬ 
tain  safeguards  which  will  prevent  the 
concentration  of  these  students  in  cer¬ 
tain  institutions.  If  we  have  150,000  of 
them,  it  is  a  little  easier  to  work  out  a 
fair  geographic  distribution  of  them 
than  if  we  have  a  smaller  number.  I 
merely  mention  that  in  passing.  I  think 
we  need  to  keep  reinforced  our  scientific 
departments  and  our  humanitarian  de¬ 
partments  in  some  of  our  institutions, 
which  are  doing  a  splendid  job  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  besides  the  East. 
I  had  hoped  we  could  work  out  a  little 
clearer  blueprint  on  that.  But  I  was  not 
very  successful  on  it,  and  I  merely  re¬ 
port  my  failure  to  the  Senate,  so  that  at 
least,  somewhere  in  the  Record,  someone 
will  have  said  that  he  thought  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  geographic  distribution  ought  to 
have  been  written  into  the  bill. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  desire  to  propound 
an  inquiry  with  reference  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  pending  measure  to  the  act 
which  was  approved  May  10,  1950,  which 
is  the  National  Science  Foundation  Act. 
Under  the  terms  of  that  act,  the  Founda¬ 
tion  exists  chiefly  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  identity  of  students  who 
should  have  scholarships  or  graduate 
fellowships  in  the  sciences.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  will  remember  that  under  section 
10  of  that  act,  among  other  things,  there 
is  provision  for  the  widest  possible 


geographical  distribution  of  the  scholar¬ 
ships  or  fellowships,  and  that  the  deci¬ 
sion  is  to  be  made  by  the  Foundation. 

The  question  in  my  mind  at  the  mo¬ 
ment  is  this :  If  we  either  adopt  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  amendment,  to  raise  the  number 
of  possible  exemptions  to  150,000,  or 
leave  it  at  75,000,  what  is  going  to  hap¬ 
pen  with  respect  to  the  impact  of  the 
exemption,  or  suspension  of  the  period  of 
service,  of  those  persons  with  scholar¬ 
ships  or  fellowships,  which  may  have 
been  granted  to  others  in  the  field  of 
science  by  the  Science  Foundation? 
Where  the  two  happen  to  coincide,  of 
course,  there  is  no  problem.  But  where 
the  Science  Foundation  has  selected  cer¬ 
tain  ones  to  be  the  beneficiaries  of 
scholarships  or  fellowships,  and  the 
board  created  by  this  bill  selects  others, 
does  it  mean,  then,  that  our  work  in 
connection  with  the  National  Science 
Foundation  Act  goes  for  naught,  and 
that  the  particular  beneficiaries  of  that 
act  may  become  cannon  fodder,  while 
the  persons  selected  under  this  bill, 
alone,  will  get  the  opportunity  for  fur¬ 
ther  study? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  can  only  give  the  Sena¬ 
tor  my  impression.  I  know  of  no  dis¬ 
cussion  in  the  record  which  bears  upon 
the  point  raised  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Oregon.  But  it  would  be  my  in¬ 
terpretation  that  this  law  would  apply 
in  respect  to  any  of  the  students  con¬ 
cerned,  and  that  the  National  Science 
Foundation  would  not  be  in  a  position 
of  exempting  students  who  otherwise 
would  be  drafted  under  this  law. 

Furthermore,  I  think  that  the  National 
Science  Foundation  program  will  be 
dealing  for  the  most  part,  particularly 
if  this  law  is  passed,  with  students  be¬ 
yond  the  age  limit  of  these  particular 
students,  and  will  probably  be  dealing 
pretty  much,  I  should  think,  with  the 
Fh.  D.  candidates  and  advanced  students 
who  have  already  had  their  so-called 
basic  scientific  educational  training. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Will  not  this  bill  as 
finally  passed,  since  it  is  an  amendment 
to  the  Selective  Service  Act,  apply  to  all 
persons  up  to  the  age  of  26? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes,  '  think  it  will. 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  that  event,  would 
it  not,  almost  of  necessity,  include  the 
scholarships  referred  to? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  as  to  those 
students  in  the  age  category,  it  would 
supersede  the  other  act. 

Mr.  CORDON.  If  it  were  intended  to 
be  limited,  as  the  language  indicates,  to 
the  18-year-olds  only,  or  to  those  who 
come  in  at  the  end  of  basic  training,  it 
might  not  affect  the  older  men;  but  if  it 
does  affect  them,  then  there  would  be 
two  boards  set  up  to  do  the  same  thing, 
one  prevailing  over  the  other.  Is  that 
substantially  correct? 

Mr.  MORSE.  One  is  on  a  broader 
basis  than  the  other.  I  think  this  bill  is 
on  a  broader  base  than  the  National 
Science  Foundation  group.  I  think  it 
would  handle  more  students. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Do  I  understand  the 
Senator  to  say  that  the  Science  Four- 
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dation  Act  received  no  consideration  by 
the  committee,  at  all? 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  was  some  pass¬ 
ing  reference  to  it,  but  I  never  heard  any 
detailed  discussion  of  the  relationship 
of  this  to  the  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion  Act.  I  think  something  was  said 
one  day,  and  the  question  was  raised  as 
to  whether  the  Chairman  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Science  Foundation  had  been  se¬ 
lected  yet.  I  do  not  know  what  the  facts 
are,  I  may  say  to  my  colleague,  but  my 
understanding  is  that  the  National 
Science  Foundation  program  has  not 
moved  ahead  very  rapidly. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  while  I  am  on  my  feet, 
I  might  as  well  get  a  few  other  observa¬ 
tions  into  the  Record.  I  should  like  to 
say,  in  the  first  place,  that  if  we  are 
going  to  attempt  to  set  up  two  classes 
of  citizenship,  a  first  class  and  a  second 
class,  I  think  my  colleague’s  figure  of 
150,000  is  not  too  great.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  oppose  either  150,000  or 
75,000.  I  oppose  any  exemption  what¬ 
ever  based  upon  the  philosophy  that 
there  shall  be  a  discrimination  in  the 
degree  of  sacrifice  which  American 
youth  may  be  called  upon  to  make.  Cer¬ 
tainly  in  this  case,  as  I  view  it,  there  is 
discrimination. 

Truly,  Mr.  President,  attempt  has|  been 
made  to  lessen  the  discrimination  among 
the  elect. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  a  moment.  The 
poor  boy  who  can  pass  the  examination 
has  the  same  chance  as  has  the  rich. 
The  Government  will  see  the  poor  boy 
through  if  he  shows  worthiness,  and  abil¬ 
ity  in  his  work.  But  the  discrimination 
is  that  in  the  philosophy  there  is  one 
group  of  American  citizens  who  can  be 
exempt  from  a  sacrifice  which  others 
must  make. 

According  to  the  reading  in  the  bill, 
I  understand  that  one  can  say  that  is 
not  true  because  those  who  are  selected 
simply  have  their  period  of  training 
suspended,  and  may  be  called  upon  later 
to  have  the  training.  But  that  is  a  dif¬ 
ference  in  words  and  not  in  fact,  as  I 
shall  disclose  in  a  moment. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  was  interested  in  v/hat 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  said  about  not 
being  in  favor  of  any  exemption  at  all; 
and  I  agree  with  him.  Does  not  the  Sen¬ 
ator  feel  that  this  exemption,  whether  it 
applies  to  75,000  or  150,000,  will  favor 
boys  whose  parents  are  sufficiently  well 
to  do  to  send  them  to  private  schools, 
where  they  may  receive  the  individual 
attention  which  will  enable  them  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  technical  ability  perhaps  out  of 
proportion  to  their  actual  capacity?  We 
know  that  there  are  private  schools 
which  train  boys  to  pass  the  entrance 
examinations  for  Annapolis  and  West 
Point,  for  instance,  and  they  do  their 
work  well,  so  far  as  the  number  of  grad¬ 
uates  passing  with  high  marks  is  con¬ 
cerned.  Could  they  not  be  trained  in  the 
same  way  to  pass  the  examinations  which 
would  demonstrate  their  technical  abil¬ 
ity,  and  perhaps  give  them  an  advantage 
over  a  boy  who  goes  into  the  public 


school  and  is  simply  run  through  the 
mill  before  he  goes  into  the  service? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  has  put  his  finger  upon  another 
possible  basis  for  discrimination,  in  that 
there  may  arise  cramming  schools. 
Many  parents,  because  they  feel  that 
their  children  are  far  above  the  aver¬ 
age,  will  seek  to  have  their  offspring  put 
into  the  select-exempt  class,  and  will, 
of  course,  do  everything  in  their  power 
to  have  their  youngsters  trained  to  pass 
the  examinations  just  as  soon  as  they 
possibly  can,  in  order  that  the  young 
men  may  be  equipped  with  that  special¬ 
ized  training  which  will  permit  of  the 
passing  of  the  examinations. 

There  will,  of  course,  I  suppose,  be  the 
type  of  examination  worked  out  that  is 
now  used  in  the  Military  and  Naval 
Academies,  examinations  in  which  apti¬ 
tude  and  various  other  things  are  con¬ 
sidered,  other  than  knowledge  in  the 
field  of  mathematics,  and  the  like,  inci¬ 
dent  to  the  regular  courses  which  young 
men  take  in  school. 

However,  there  is  a  greater  danger. 
Inasmuch  as  the  particular  provision,  I 
am  discussing  will  run  for  4  years  for 
those  who  will  be  exempted  or  for  whom 
there  will  be,  first,  a  suspension  of  the 
obligation  of  training,  and,  of  course, 
later  complete  excuse  from  it,  there  is  a 
greater  danger  that  we  will  find  sub¬ 
stantially  all  those  in  the  groups  com¬ 
posed  of  individuals  of  the  highest  ages, 
26,  25,  24,  or  23,  those  who  have  had  an 
opportunity  for  study  beyond  high 
school.  So  that  within  the  group  which 
may  be  called  for  service  under  the  bill, 
if  it  be  amended  as  it  is  proposed  to  be 
amended,  there  is  a  very  grave  danger 
that  the  group  which  will  be  discrimi¬ 
nated  against  will  be  the  18-year-olds, 
that  it  will  be  the  youngsters  just  out  of 
high  school,  the  ones  who  have  had  no 
opportunity  for  training  and  schooling 
in  the  institutions  of  higher  learning. 
They  will  be  the  ones  who  will  be  dis¬ 
criminated  against  under  any  type  of  re¬ 
quired  examination  which  possibly  could 
be  provided. 

Everybody  knows  that  the  boys  in 
high  school  are  not  themselves  so  men¬ 
tally  equipped  that  anyone,  I  do  not  care 
how  wise  he  may  be  or  how  much  he 
knows  of  psychology,  psychiatry,  or 
what  have  you,  can  go  among  them  and, 
out  of  a  million,  pick  75,000  and  be  even 
75  percent  correct,  or  50  percent  correct. 
I  doubt  if  he  can  be  2  5 -percent  correct. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Would  not  the  Sen¬ 
ator  believe  that  a  better  plan  might  be 
to  take  a  percentage  out  of  those  in  the 
freshman  or  sophomore  or  junior  classes 
in  high  school,  and  avoid  the  difficulty 
the  Senator  has  described? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  senior  Senator 
from  Oregon  believes  there  should  be  no 
exemption.  If  I  could  have  my  way 
about  it,  if  we  are  to  have  a  call  for 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces,  I  would  have 
no  exemption  of  anybody  within  the  class 
limits,  except  those  who  were  physically 
incapable  of  performing  service.  That 
is  the  fair,  nondiscriminatory,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  democratic  way  of  proceeding. 


Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  In  a  moment.  There 
must  be  some  exemption  on  the  family 
basis,  and  that  sort  of  thing,  but  that  is 
because  there  are  duties  which  one  must 
perform  possibly  just  as  high  as  the  duty 
of  serving  his  country,  namely,  for  in¬ 
stance,  the  duty  of  serving  his  family. 
But  when  it  come  to  the  type  of  exemp¬ 
tion  proposed,  I  cannot  find  it  in  me  to 
support  it  at  the  figure  150,000,  75,000, 
or  1. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  LONG.  There  are  points  the  Sen¬ 
ator  raises  which  I  think  might  be  an¬ 
swered,  at  least  so  far  as  the  administra¬ 
tion  is  concerned.  It  is  true  that  an 
elder  man  would  stand  a  better  chance 
of  making  a  high  grade  on  an  examina¬ 
tion;  I  am  sure  the  Senator  is  correct 
about  that.  But  it  was  my  experience  in 
the  service  that  many  of  the  examina¬ 
tions  were  based  on  an  adjustment  of 
values,  so  that  an  elder  man  had  to  make 
a  substantially  higher  grade  in  order  to 
rate  higher  than  a  younger  man.  I  be¬ 
lieve  all  the  authorities  comply  with  that 
procedure,  I  wondered  if  the  Senator  had 
given  though  to  that. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Of  course,  I  recognize 
that  a  board  worthy  of  the  name  will  do 
#it,s  best  to  equalize  the  advantages  and 
the  disadvantages,  but  in  the  end,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  they  cannot  be  equal¬ 
ized.  If  the  bill  is  enacted  as  proposed, 
we  would  still  have  the  basic  vice  that 
one  class  would  be  set  up  and  relieved 
of  obligations  which  we  place  on  the 
shoulders  of  those  less  fortunate.  That 
is  the  thing  which  is  abhorrent  to  me  in 
this  sort  of  exemption,  and  the  reason 
why  at  the  appropriate  time  I  shall  move 
to  strike  the  whole  provision  from  the 
bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  my  col¬ 
league. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Would  my  colleague 
feel  the  same  way  about  special  training 
if  there  had  been  worked  out  a  program 
which  put  the  boys  into  the  Army  at  the 
time  of  induction,  took  them  through 
their  course  of  training,  and  then  re¬ 
quired  that  they  give  to  the  Military 
Establishment  a  certain  period  of  serv¬ 
ice,  in  consideration  of  the  fact  that  they 
had  been  given  such  special  training? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Unquestionably  so. 
I  want  to  see  that  the  primary  obliga¬ 
tion  of  a  citizen  to  bare  his  breast  to 
death,  if  necessary,  is  equally  borne. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  he  were  given  train¬ 
ing  which  placed  such  obligation  upon 
him,  but  if  the  military  said  that  instead 
of  working  in  a  mechanical  shop  in  some 
airport,  many  miles  away  from  any  com¬ 
bat,  they  will  put  him  in  an  atomic- 
bomb  laboratory,  in  order  to  bring  to 
bear  his  special  knowledge  of  physics, 
and  wanted  him  to  understand  that  he 
was  in  uniform  and  subject  to  military 
discipline,  would  the  Senator  object? 

Mr.  CORDON.  To  the  extent  that  I 
recognize  the  necessity  of  that  sort  of 
thing,  there  cannot  be  logical  objection. 
At  least  let  us  observe  the  basic  equities 
of  calling  all  within  the  age  ranges  into 
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service  putting  them  into  uniform,  and 
subjecting  them  to  the  same  disciplines 
ana  the  same  controls. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Without  deferment. 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  So  far  as  that  princi¬ 
ple  is  concerned,  may  I  say  to  my  col¬ 
league  that  I  argued  for  such  a  princi¬ 
ple  at  length.  That  is  what  I  meant 
when  I  said  that  to  the  extent  we  must 
have  a  special  educational  program  we 
should  have  a  so-called  marriage  of  our 
colleges  and  the  Military  Establishment. 
The  boys  in  service,  while  they  were 
getting  their  training,  would  be  subject 
to  military  discipline,  plus  the  future  ob¬ 
ligation  to  serve  further. 

Mr.  CORDON.  My  colleague'  pre¬ 
sented  the  same  views  to  me  before  the 
debate  commenced. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Yes. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  If  I  un¬ 
derstood  the  senior  Senator  from 
Oregon,  he  said  he  believed  there  should 
be  no  exemptions  whatsoever  from  mili¬ 
tary  service.  Where  are  we  to  get  the 
men  for  our  colleges?  Where  are  we 
going  to  get  the  students  for  our  col¬ 
leges?  How  are  we  to  maintain  student 
attendance? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  question  is  not 
where  we  are  going  to  get  them.  The 
question  is,  Which  is  more  important — . 
equity  and  equality  in  sacrifice,  or  spe¬ 
cial  consideration  in  order  to  have  stu¬ 
dents  in  college? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  distinguished  Senator 
what  he  suposes  would  happen  to  our 
country  if  we  robbed  our  colleges  of  stu¬ 
dents  during  the  time  they  ordinarily 
get  their  students.  What  would  be  the 
condition  of  our  country  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  in  5  or  10  years? 

Mr.  CORDON.  There  would  not  be 
any  robbery  of  the  colleges.  I  can  hope 
that  all  who  are  inducted  into  service 
would  not  occupy  graves  all  around  the 
earth,  but  would  return.  My  colleague 
has  succeeded  in  reducing  the  term  of 
service  by  2  months.  I  congratulate  him. 
There  will  be  hiatus.  We  shall  have  to 
completely  reorganize  our  educational 
system  if  the  philosophy  of  the  bill  is 
maintained.  I  do  not  mean  the  exemp¬ 
tion  provision,  but  the  philosophy  of 
universal-military  service.  We  shall 
have  to  reorganize  our  educational  sys¬ 
tem  and  much  of  our  economic  system 
if  we  are  to  protect  ourselves  in  this  way 
from  the  dangers  we  all  understand,  ad¬ 
mit,  and  concede  confronts  us  today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Certainly. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  do  not  understand  the 
difference  between  deferring  the  2-year 
service  of  the  75,000  students  for  4 
years,  or  whatever  time  it  may  be,  so 
that  they  may  acquire  certain  desired 
knowledge,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  send¬ 
ing  a  number  of  boys  to  West  Point  and 
deferring  their  services  for  4  years  while 
they  are  educated  to  become  officers  in 
the  Army.  What  is  the  difference? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  difference  lies 
chiefly  in  the  fact  that  those  who  are 
sent  to  military  schools  are  sent  there 


for  the  purpose  of  later  on  having  a  more 
important  part  in  the  military  service 
on  the  battlefield.  Those  for  whom  sus¬ 
pension  of  training  is  provided  in  the 
bill  may  never  wear  a  uniform. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Why  not?  They  would 
be  required  to  give  2  years  of  service 
later  on. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  has  not 
fully  understood  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAFT.  They  could  then  be  de¬ 
ferred,  or  the  training  postponed,  as 
would  be  the  case  of  any  man  in  the 
Army  who  might  be  sent  to  a  physics 
laboratory  to  perform  certain  specialized 
work.  However,  they  are  liable  to  that 
service;  are  they  not? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Under  the  terms  of  the 
bill,  the  President  may  by  regulation 
leave  them  for  the  rest  of  their  lives  in 
some  special  service. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  he  may  take  one  and 
a  half  million  of  the  3,500,000  men  and 
order  them  to  serve  where  they  may 
never  see  combat  service.  May  I  also  ask 
the  Senator,  inasmuch  as  he  wants  to  re¬ 
tain  the  right  of  equality  of  sacrifice, 
what  he  thinks  of  paragraph  2?  Under 
paragraph  2  any  man  could  go  to  a  col¬ 
lege,  get  into  ROTC  in  his  freshman 
year,  and  then  stay  in  college  and  in 
ROTC.  He  could  thus  gradually  be¬ 
come  an  officer,  just  as  he  could  at  West 
Point.  I  am  not  certain  of  the  total 
number  of  men  which  is  contemplated 
under,  the  bill.  However,  under  para¬ 
graph  2  the  service  of  such  a  man  is  de¬ 
ferred  indefinitely  while  they  learn  to 
become  officers.  After  that,  they  may 
never  serve  in  the  Armed  Forces  at  the 
front. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  read  from  page  85 : 

(B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accegt  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  depart¬ 
ment  having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less  than  2 
years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  com¬ 
mission; 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  seems  to  be  exactly 
the  same  obligation  assumed  by  the  75,- 
000  boys  who  are  sent  to  college.  I  do 
not  see  any  difference. 

Mr.  CORDON.  It  is  completely  differ¬ 
ent. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Will  the  Senator  yield 
further? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 

-  Mr.  TAFT.  Under  the  ROTC  provi¬ 
sion  every  17-year-old  boy  can  go  to  col¬ 
lege,  and,  if  he  is  smart  enough,  get  into 
ROTC,  and  then  have  the  right  to  be 
deferred  for  a  period,  as  I  see  it,  equal  to 
the  other  periods.  I  am  merely  sug¬ 
gesting  that  the  Senator  cannot,  under 
this  kind  of  bill,  hope  to  obtain  the  ideal 
perfection  with  respect  to  equality  of 
service  of  which  he  speaks. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Senator  was  on  the  floor  when  I  said 
I  wanted  no  deferment.  I  also  recognize 
the  fact  that  we  must  have  an  increase  in 
our  Armed  Forces  at  the  present  time. 
I  have  gone  over  the  bill.  There  are  a 
number  of  things  about  it  which  I  do  not 
like.  I  want  to  vote  for  the  bill.  I  shall 
vote  for  it  whether  the  motion  which  I 
shall  make  later  prevails  or  does  not  pre¬ 
vail.  However,  I  do  not  like  the  philos¬ 


ophy  of  the  particular  type  of  exemption 
which  is  made  by  the  bill.  For  that  rea¬ 
son  I  shall  attempt  to  take  it  out  of  the 
bill. '  I  want  the  Record  to  show  my 
position. 

Mr.  GREEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
the  attention  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 
I  think  he  said  that  75,000  men  would 
still  be  in  military  service.  If  he  will 
read  the  bill  carefully  at  page  83,  in 
lines  12  and  13,  he  will  see  that  it  says: 

While  so  engaged  such  persons  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  be  in  the  military  service 
(active  or  inactive)  for  any  purpose. 

Mr.  TAFT.  That  is  only  during  the 
period  of  their  service.  They  must  still 
serve  2  years  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  GREEN.  But  the  Senator  said 
while  they  were  pursuing  their  studies 
they  were  still  in  the  military  service. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  made  a  mistake  if  I  said 
that.  I  did  not  intend  to  say  it.  ROTC 
might  be  said  to  be  military  service,  al¬ 
though  I  think  that  is  open  to  question. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mi-.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Let  us  not  forget  that 
a  time  limit  is  placed  upon  the  operation 
of  this  particular  provision.  The  pur¬ 
pose,  as  indicated  by  that  time  limit,  is 
to  take  this  group  out  from  any  possi¬ 
bility  of  active  service  in  the  period  im¬ 
mediately  ahead,  in  this  period  of 
emergency  when  we  must  build  up  our 
Armed  Forces.  That  is  the  purpose  of 
it.  They  are  just  as  far  removed  from 
any  obligation  to  go  into  service  and 
take  their  share  of  the  high  obligation 
of  service  under  the  terms  of  this  bill 
as  they  would  be  were  they  entirely  ex¬ 
empt. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  two  questions  in  connection 
with  the  discussion  which  has  been  had 
with  respect  to  the  ROTC.  The  first 
question  is:  Is  it  not  true  that  a  young 
man  who  is  in  the  ROTC  today  must 
obligate  himself  to  serve  two  full  years 
in  the  Army  after  he  receives  his  com¬ 
mission,  and  that  he  is  indefinitely  sub¬ 
ject  to  call  in  case  of  war? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  did  not  understand 
the  last  part  of  the  Senator’s  question. 

Mr.  LODGE.  As  a  Reserve  officer  he 
is  subject  to  call  for  an  indefinite  period 
in  case  of  war,  in  addition  to  the  2  years 
he  has  agreed  to  serve. 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing,  although  I  am  not  an  expert 
in  the  military  field,  as  is  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts., 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  believe  that  is  true. 

Mr.  CORDON.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Is  it  not  true  also  that 
the  statistics  indicate  that  among  sec¬ 
ond  lieutenants  in  the  combat  branches 
of  the  Army  the  casualties  are  higher 
than  in  any  other  group  in  the  armed 
services? 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  is  better 
informed  on  that  subject  than  I  am. 
Upon  his  statement  that  it  is  true,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  accept  it  and 
accord  it  absolute  verity. 
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Mr.  LODGE.  I  believe  that  is  true.  I 
believe  further  that  during  World  War 
II — and  I  think  I  am  quoting  him  cor¬ 
rectly — General  Marshall  said,  “The 
greatest  asset  we  had  was  the  ROTC.” 
So  it  seems  to  me  that  the  ROTC  can 
very  definitely  be  counted  as  a  fighting, 
integral  part  of  our  Military  Establish¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  agree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  100  percent.  What  I  object  to  is 
this  particular  provision,  which  exempts 
up  to  75,000  men  from  any  possibility 
of  service  in  the  present  emergency, 
which  we  can  certainly  hope  will  not 
extend  beyond  4  years.  The  philosophy 
of  the  bilfis  that  it  will  not. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  the 
floor  in  my  own  right  when  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  presents  itself. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
yield  the  floor? 

Mr.  MORSE.  May  I  finish  this  com¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  question  about  the  fact  that  over 
the  years  the  ROTC  has  produced  some 
of  the  most  able  officers  in  our  entire 
Military  Establishment.  I  do  not  know 
where  the  so-called  Regulars  would  have 
been  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  officers 
trained  in  the  ROTC. 

Mr.  LODGE.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  make  a  brief  statement  to  the 
Senate.  It  will  require  only  2  or  3 
minutes  to  do  so. 

This  particular  part  of  the  bill  was 
given  exactly  the  same  detailed,  meticu¬ 
lous,  close  attention  as  were  all  other 
phases  of  the  bill.  It  was  given  just  as 
close  attention  as  the  18-year-old  pro¬ 
vision,  the  length-of -service  provision, 
or  any  other  portion  of  the  bill. 

On  this  particular  issue  we  heard  49 
competent  witnesses.  Of  those  49,  36 
favored  excusing  these  men  while  they 
were  students.  That  is  not  deferment. 
That  is  the  wrong  term.  They  are 
never  deferred.  They  are  merely  ex¬ 
cused  while  they  are  students;  36  favored 
the  bill  as  written;  13  requested  that 
there  be  a  larger  number. 

I  believe  that  one  thing  about  which 
Senators  are  not  completely  informed  is 
that  in  the  last  session  of  the  Eighty- 
first  Congress  we  passed  a  physicians’ 
and  dentists’  draft  bill,  which  allowed 
premedical,  predental,  preveterinary,  or 
preosteopathic  students,  as  well  as  op¬ 
tometry  students,  to  be  excused  from 
service  while  they  were  pursuing  their 
particular  studies.  That  provision  is 
written  directly  into  the  law.  The  Pres¬ 
ident  is  given  authority  to  excuse  them. 
So,  in  addition  to  the  75,000,  we  have 
those  5  categories  which  are  exempt 
from  present  service,  regardless  of  the 
bill  we  are  considering  today.  That  is 
the  law  as  it  now  stands. 

Adding  these  together,  we  have 
90,000 — not  50,000 — ROTC,  together  with 
approximately  26,000  IV-F’s,  and  25,000 
veterans  of  World  War  II  who  will  still 
be  in  school.  We  find  that  the  over-all 
total  male  enrollment  for  4  years  would 
be  approximately  845,000  students. 


It  is  estimated  that  at  no  time  during 
the  period  of  the  operation  of  this  pro¬ 
gram,  between  now  and  1954,  would  the 
enrollment  of  male  freshmen,  not  in¬ 
cluding  those  under  18  years  of  age,  fall 
below  the  mark  of  191,000;  and  the  total 
male  enrollment  in  college  would  not  de¬ 
cline  below  719,000.  That  is  a  minimum 
which  is  very  close  to  the  1939  prewar 
total  enrollment-  of  male  students. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  shall  be  through  in  a 
moment  os  so,  if  I  may  complete  my 
statement. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  written  into 
the  bill,  but  I  understand  that  it  is  con¬ 
templated  that  we  shall  not  disturb  the 
two  upper  classes  in  college  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time.  The  statement  was  made  that 
four  of  five  would  not  be  touched.  I 
think  we  all  understand  how  imperative 
it  is  that  students  who  have  only  2  years 
to  go  to  finish  their  college  courses 
should  not  be  disturbed.  It  is  contem¬ 
plated  that  that  shall  not  be  done. 

Today  the  American  Council  on  Edu¬ 
cation  issued  a  press  release  which  has 
just  come  to  my  attention.  I  wish  to 
read  two  short  paragraphs  from  it.  The 
first  paragraph  reads  as  follows; 

If  the  bill  is  passed  with  the  amendments 
voted  by  the  Armed  Forces  Subcommittee  of 
the  Senate,  prohibiting  induction  of  18-year- 
olds  until  the  19-26  age  groups  have  been 
inducted,  there  should  be  no  appreciable  ef¬ 
fect  on  male  enrollment  in  the  fall  of  1951. 

The  other  paragraph  reads  as  follows ; 

If  the  bill  is  passed  with  the  amendments 
voted  by  the  Armed  Forces  Subcommittee  of 
the  Senate,  prohibiting  the  induction  of  18- 
year  olds  until  the  19-26  age  groups  have 
been  inducted,  the  Department  of  Defense 
plan  calls  for  the  Induction  of  200,000  college 
students  in  the  summer  of  1951.  This  num¬ 
ber  will  presumably  include  those  from  the 
deferred  and  postponed  groups  who  have 
enlisted  or  may  enlist  before  July  1. 

Here  is  the  principal  point  of  this 
paragraph : 

If  all  are  taken,  there  will  be  a  decrease 
in  male,  nonveteran  enrollment  of  approxi¬ 
mately  20  percent  in  September.  (As  indi¬ 
cated  above,  practically  no  freshman  would 
be  subject  to  call.) 

I  should  like  to  say  again  to  the  Senate 
that  just  as  much  time  and  study  were 
devoted  to,  and  just  as  much  interest 
was  taken  in,  this  particular  part  of  the 
bill,  as  was  the  case  with  any  other  por¬ 
tion  of  the  bill.  Twelve  of  the  13  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
believe  that  75,000,  as  provided  by  in 
the  bill,  is  the  proper  figure. 

Let  me  say  a  word  about  administra¬ 
tion.  A  5-man  board  is  to  be  appoint¬ 
ed  to  select  the  75,000  students.  I  do  not 
believe  that  we  could  possibly  write  into 
the  bill  the  details  of  administration  of 
those  selections.  It  cannot  be  done.  I 
assure  Senators  that  selections  will  be 
made  by  the  most  modern  methods  of 
aptitude  tests  we  now  have.  That  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  bill  will  be  administered 
very  fairly. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  should  be  defeated. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  yield. 


Mr,  HOLLAND.  I  wonder  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  can  state  for  the  Record  what  was 
the  purpose  or  objective  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  in  bringing  out  this  particular  pro¬ 
vision?  Was  it  to  keep  up  to  a  certain 
level  of  attendance  at  the  colleges  and 
institutions  of  higher  learning  the  stu¬ 
dents  who  were  engaged  in  the  various 
classes  of  training  mentioned  in  the  bill, 
or  was  it  simply  to  keep  certain  kinds  of 
training  going  in  such  a  degree  as  to 
have  enough  students  to  supply  the  es¬ 
sential  needs  of  the  Nation  in  those  par¬ 
ticular  classifications? 

Mr.  HUNT.  The  latter  part  of  the 
Senator’s  question  was  primarily  the 
reason  why  the  committee  wrote  this 
provision  into  the  bill.  It  is  understood, 
as  has  been  said  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  this  afternoon,  that  in  the  third 
world  war,  if  there  should  be  one,  we  can 
not  depend  alone  on  the  members  of 
our  Military  Establshiment.  We  must 
depend,  other  than  on  manpower,  on 
our  technical  know-how  to  get  produc¬ 
tion  of  things  which  will  win  the  war. 
The  second  part  of  the  Senator’s  ques¬ 
tion  was  the  reason  why  we  wrote  in  the, 
provision  for  75,000. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  further? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  There  was  no  inten¬ 
tion  of  keeping  the  attendance  at  the 
colleges  or  universities  up  to  the  peace¬ 
time  average  of  attendance? 

Mr.  HUNT.  No,  it  was  not  for  that 
purpose.  However,  let  me  say  I  do  not 
think  we  can  proceed  any  longer  on  the 
theory  of  business  as  usual.  There  may 
be  some  small  minor  colleges  which  may 
be  hurt  somewhat.  Let  me  say  that  I 
believe  some  of  the  educators  who  testi¬ 
fied  against  the  bill  had  in  mind  more 
than  anything  else  the  loss  of  future 
enrollment  in  their  colleges  which  they 
would  suffer.  The  provision  was  not 
made  with  the  purpose  of  keeping  col¬ 
leges  alive.  It  was  to  protect  the  pres¬ 
ent  know-how  that  we  must  have. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  By  what  standard 
will  the  President  or  his  advisers  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  75,000  that  will  be  required 
out  of  the  inductees  or  enlistees,  or, 
if  a  smaller  number,  what  number  shall 
be  required? 

Mr.  HUNT.  The  75,000  figure  was 
arrived  at,  I  will  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  after  testimony  of  those  per¬ 
sons  we  thought  best  qualified  to  give  us 
testimony  regarding  the  proper  number 
to  select.  They  thought  75,000  was  the 
correct  number. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  call  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Senator  the  fact  that  the  bill 
does  not  prescribe  75,000  persons,  but 
says,  “not  to  exceed  75,000,”  leaving  to 
the  discretion  of  the  President  or  his 
advisers  the  determination  of  the  pre¬ 
cise  number  to  be  called  in  each  year. 
By  what  standard  and  with  what  objec¬ 
tives  in  view  is  that  specific  number, 
75,000  or  less,  to  be  determined? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  will  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Florida  that 
the  members  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  have  great  confidence  and  faith 
in  the  ability  of  those  who  now  are  at 
the  head  of  our  Military  Establishment, 
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and  we  believe  that  their  studies  and 
their  judgment  was  the  best  indication 
we  could  secure  with  reference  to  the 
proper  number. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  next  question,  if 
T  may  ask  it,  would  be:  Does  this  apply 
alike  to  inductees  and  enlistees  and  re¬ 
servists  called  up,  or  only  to  inductees 
and  enlistees,  or  only  to  inductees?  In 
other  words,  does  it  cover  one  class,  two 
classes,  or  all  three  classes? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  know  it  refers  only  to 
persons  of  college  age  inducted. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  does  not  apply 
then  to  volunteer  enlistees  or  reservists? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  am  advised  by  the  ex¬ 
pert  who  sits  beside  me  that  it  does  not. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  call  the  Senator’s 
attention,  if  I  may,  to  the  fact  that,  as 
stated  by  the  wording  which  applies,  the 
bill  uses  these  words - 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  ask  the  Senator  from 
what  page  he  is  reading. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Beginning  with  line 
3  on  page  83. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  I  think  I  am  wrong.  I 
think  any  person  who  has  just  completed 
his  basic  training  may  be  selected. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Then  it  does  apply  to 
inductees  and  enlistees? 

Mr.  HUNT.  Yes? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Equally? 

Mr.  HUNT.  Equally. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Very  well.  The  next 
question  I  should  like  to  ask  is  this: 
During  the  early  part  of  the  operation 
of  this  bill,  if  I  understand  the  report  of 
the  committee  correctly,  the  inductees 
will  be  almost  entirely  persons  of  the 
older  age  classification,  19  to  25,  that  is, 
persons  who  are  to  be  called  before  the 
calling  of  the  group  that  falls  between 
18  and  19  years.  Do  I  understand  that 
up  to  75,000  of  those  persons,  many  of 
whom  will  not  be  called  away  from  col¬ 
lege  work,  wdll  not  even  plan  for  college 
work,  will  be  chosen  in  order  to  obtain 
this  group  of  men? 

Mr.  HUNT.  Not  only  is  he  in  the  serv¬ 
ice;  he  would  not  be  given  the  privilege 
of  taking  the  various  tests  to  provide  him 
with  future  designation  as  one  of  those 
excused  for  training. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Senator  got  the  meaning  of  my  last 
question. 

Mr.  HUNT.  From  what  page  is  the 
Senator  reading? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  am  not  reading 
from  the  text.  I  am  stating  the  ques¬ 
tion  from  what  I  understand  of  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  committee  and  the  meaning 
of  the  bill,  which  will  require  that  in  the 
first  year  and  perhaps  the  first  2  years  of 
experience  under  this  bill  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  the  inductees  will  be  out  of  the 
older  groups.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  HUNT.  Above  19. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  At  the  time  that  the 
Inductees  are  of  that  age  group,  what 
will  be  the  necessity  for  picking  out 
freshmen  to  enter  college  and  univer¬ 
sities  from  that  older  group,  when  the 
young  group,  which  customarily  fur¬ 
nishes  the  freshmen  entering  colleges 
and  universities,  will  not  be  seriously  af¬ 
fected  by  the  bill  during  the  first  year 
or  two? 


Mr.  HUNT.  There  would  be  some 
question  in  my  mind  whether  there 
would  be  a  sufficient  number  out  of  the 
service  going  to  school  below  the  age 
of  19  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Nation  to  maintain  our  economy  and  at 
the  same  time  supply  the  Armed  Forces 
with  technical  knowledge. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  next  question  is 
this,  if  the  Senator  will  yield  further: 
Is  this  appointment  of  these  up  to  75,000 
persons  a  year  limited  to  those  who  will 
be  applicants  from  among  the  inductees 
and  enlistees,  or  does  it  require  a  comb¬ 
ing  of  all  the  inductees  and  enlistees  to 
decide  who  are  the  best  qualified? 

Mr.  HUNT.  Every  inductee  is  given 
the  opportunity,  but  there  will  be  no 
way  to  say  to  a  boy  “You  must  apply.” 
Does  that  explain  the  question? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  wish  the  Senator 
would  repeat  his  statement. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  say  every  inductee"  will 
be  given  the  opportunity,  but  there  is 
no  way  designated  whereby  the  armed 
services  can  say  to  a  boy,  “You  must  ap¬ 
ply.”  If  he  is  not  interested  and  does 
not  care  he  will  not  be  selected.  But 
every  boy  will  have  the  opportunity  to 
make  application. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  One  more  question. 
The  Senator  has  been  very  gracious. 
How  was  this  75,000  fixed?  Was  it  fixed 
with  the  view  to  allowing  a  full  quota 
of  the  age  groups  that  were  involved  to 
take  the  particular  classes  of  training 
that  were  intended  to  be  allowed  under 
this  program — the  full  peacetime  quota 
as  if  no  war  existed? 

Mr.  HUNT.  No;  it  was  based  under 
the  anticipated  requirements  to  main¬ 
tain  our  civilian  economy  and  also  to 
supply  the  Military  Establishment  with 
the  technological  know-how  they  must 
have.  Does  that  answer  the  Senator’s 
question? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor.  I  wish  to  ask  another  "question,  if 
I  may.  If  the  Senator  understands,  as  I 
believe  he  stated,  that  juniors  and  seniors 
now  in  college  are  not  to  be  affected  by 
the  bill  wThich  is  being  debated,  what  por¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  does  he  find  to  justify  that 
understanding? 

Mr.  HUNT.  That  was  dealt  with  only 
in  committee  discussions. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  means 
that  the  bill  itself  makes  no  provision 
which  allows  young  men  who  want  to 
remain  in  college  and  who  are  in  their 
third  or  fourth  years  to  remain  there, 
but  that  it  is  understood,  off  the  record, 
that  they  shall  have  that  privilege? 

Mr.  HUNT.  The  Senator  is  quite 
right  because  we  discussed  time  and  time 
again  what  poor  judgment  we  would 
show  if  we  took  into  the  armed  services 
a  boy  who  was  about  to  graduate  and 
whose  technical  knowledge  we  wanted. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Does  the  Senator 
think  it  is  wise  to  leave  the  bill  without 
any  statement  of  principle  or  any  stand¬ 
ard  at  all  in  this  matter  for  the  guid¬ 
ance  of  those  who  shall  handle  the  in¬ 
duction  of  men  into  the  service? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  believe  so,  because  I 
have  great  faith  in  those  who  are  at  the 
head  of  our  Military  Establishment.  I 
believe  they  are  doing  the  things  which 


are  best  both  for  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  and  for  our  civilian  economy. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Then  there  is  no 
thought  in  the  bill  to  preclude  by  regula¬ 
tions  and  administration  the  Selective 
Service  from  the  deferring  of  boys  who 
are  students  or  who  are  in  premedical 
or  predental  or  other  training,  or  actual¬ 
ly  taking  professional  work  or  work  in 
the  humanities? 

Mr.  HUNT.  Of  course,  under  the  ex¬ 
isting  law  no  boy  who  is  taking  medicine, 
dentistry,  veterinary  surgery,  optometry, 
or  osteopathy  can  be  drafted.  Those 
five  professions  now  cannot  be  touched. 
As  the  Senator  knows,  since  the  Korean 
incident  we  have  drafted  very,  *ery  few 
boys  out  of  college. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  make  a  comment,  for  one  of  the  things 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has  said  dis¬ 
turbs  me  very  much.  I  did  not  know  of 
any  existing  understanding  that  such 
person  who  now  are  attending  college 
will  be  allowed  to  complete  college.  I 
think  it  would  be  most  unfair  to  give 
them  such  an  exemption. 

It  is  one  thing  to  say,  “Here  is  a  group 
of  students  who  have  such  skills  that 
they  should  be  permitted  to  complete 
their  training  in  these  skills,  because 
that  training  will  be  of  great  service  to 
the  Military  Establishment  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  defense  program.”  On  the 
other  hand,  I  certainly  think  it  would 
be  most  unfortunate  for  us  to  have  any 
program  on  the  part  of  the  military,  by 
which  the  military  would  say,  “We  are 
going  to  permit  college  students,  as  col¬ 
lege  students,  to  complete  their  college 
training.”  In  my  judgment,  that  clearly 
would  be  undemocratic. 

I  know  of  no  reason  why  a  college  stu¬ 
dent  who  does  not  have  a  special  skill  or 
who  is  not  training  for  the  development 
of  some  special  skill  in  such  special 
fields  as  languages,  physics,  engineering, 
chemistry,  medicine,  or  any  of  the  other 
fields  especially  important  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  and  our  defense  efforts  should  be 
allowed  to  complete  his  college  training 
during  the  next  2  or  3  years,  simply  be¬ 
cause  he  happens  to  be  in  college  now.  I 
do  not  think  we  can  draw  any  such  dis¬ 
tinction  among  our  young  people  -inso¬ 
far  as  their  obligations  to  serve  right 
now  in  the  military  is  concerned. 

I  will  go  along  with  a  program  which 
seeks  to  set  aside  certain  students  who 
are  to  receive  training  which  will  be  of 
help  to  us  in  meeting  our  military  needs. 
But  I  wish  to  say  that  students  as  a 
class  should  take  their  sacrifices,  along 
with  all  others  in  this  country.  I  do 
not  wish  anything  I  have  said  this  after¬ 
noon  to  be  interpreted  by  anyone  as  be¬ 
ing  a  statement  by  one  who  is  interested 
in  saving  for  the  colleges  of  the  United 
States  a  single  enrollee.  I  am  not  inter¬ 
ested  in  protecting  college  enrollments. 
I  am  interested  in  what  colleges  can  do 
to  develop  special  skills  which  may  be 
of  service  to  the  security  of  our  country 
in  the  next  few  years. 

I  simply  wish  to  insert  that  note  of 
protest  here,  because  if  the  military 
have  any  such  program  as  suggested  by 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  in  respect 
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to  letting  students  now  in  college  finish 
their  college  courses  irrespective  of  their 
special  skills,  I  am  opposed  to  it.  There 
is  no  room  in  our  defense  program  for 
coddling  college  students.  Any  blanket 
exemption  of  them  until  they  finish  col¬ 
lege  would  be  most  unfair  and  undemo- 
cratic 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse], 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  this  question. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  On 
this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the 
roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson  and  Mr.  Chavez],  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland],  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Georc-e],  the 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette],  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  Hayden],  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  Hill],  the 
Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Kefauver]  , 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr. 
Maybank],  and  the  Senator  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Neely]  are  detained  on 
official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Leh¬ 
man]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray]  is  absent  on  public  business. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senators  from  New  Mexico 
[Mr.  Anderson  and  Mr.  Chavez],  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Byrd],  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clements], 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  East- 
land],  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
George],  the  Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Gillette],  the  Senator  from  Arizona 
[Mr.  Hayden],  the  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama  [Mr.  Hill],  the  Senator  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  Kefauver],  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman],  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank], 
and  the  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges],  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
[Mr.  McCarthy],  and  the  Senator  from 
Maine  [Mrs.  Smith]  are  necessarily  ab¬ 
sent.  If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Bridges] 
would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  is  absent  on  official  business.  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brew¬ 
ster],  the  Senator  from  Washington 
[Mr.  Cain],  the  Senator  from  "Vermont 
[Mr.  Flanders],  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  Malone],  the  Senator  from 
California  [Mr.  Nixon],  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Toeey],  and 
the  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Watkins] 


are  detained  on  official  business.  If 
present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders],  and  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  California  [Mr.  Nixon]  would 
each  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  3, 
nays  67,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 3 


Benton 

Ives 

NAYS— 67 

Morse 

Aiken 

Hickenlooper 

Millikin 

Bennett 

Hoey 

Monroney 

Bricker 

Holland 

Mundt 

Butler,  Md. 

Humphrey 

O’Conor 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hunt 

O’Mahoney 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Chapman 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Connally 

Kem 

Schoeppel 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Smathers 

Dirksen 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Douglas 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Duff 

Danger 

Sparkman 

Dworshak 

Lodge 

Stennis 

Ecton 

Long 

Taft 

Eilender 

McCarran 

Thye 

Ferguson 

McClellan 

Welker 

Frear 

McFarland 

Wherry 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Williams 

Green 

McMahon 

Young 

Hendrickson 

Magnuson 

, 

Hennings' 

Martin 

NOT  VOTING— 

-26 

Anderson 

George 

Murray 

Brewster 

Gillette 

Neely 

Bridges 

Hayden 

Nixon 

Byrd 

Hill 

Smith,  Maine 

Cain 

Kefauver 

Tobey 

Chavez 

Lehman 

Vandenberg 

Clements 

McCarthy 

Watkins 

Eastland 

Malone 

Wiley 

Flanders 

Maybank 

So  Mr.  Morse’s  amendment  was  re 
jected. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
offer  a  modification  of  my  amendments, 
lettered  “A.”  In  line  3,  I  should  like  to 
strike  out  the  word  “thirty”  and  insert 
“thirty-six”;  and,  in  line  6,  to  strike  out 
the  word  “thirty”  in  the  two  places  where 
it  occurs,  and  insert  in  both  places  the 
words  “thirty-six.” 

I  wish  to  say,  in  explanation  of  this 
perfecting  amendment,  I  think  that  in 
view  of  the  changes  which  were  made 
this  afternoon  in  the  length  of  service, 
and  in  view  of  certain  discussions  which 
I  have  had  with  colleagues  in  the  Senate, 
the  amendment  should  be  changed  from 
30  months  to  36  months.  I  should  like 
to  offer  the  amendment  now,  so  that  it 
may  be  the  pending  question  tomorrow. 
In  doing  that,  however,  I  wish  to  serve 
notice  that,  in  view  of  the  discussion  this 
afternoon  regarding  the  75,000  special 
students  I  may  tonight  join  with  cer¬ 
tain  of  my  colleagues  in  an  amend¬ 
ment,  to  be  offered  tomorrow,  proposing  j 
to  strike  out  the  entire  subsection  (d)  on 
page  83  from  the  bill.  I  think  the  dis-  j 
cussion  of  this  section  this  afternoon 
shows  it  would  be  such  a  confused  sec¬ 
tion  that  it  would  probably  be  better  not 
to  have  it  in  at  all. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  could  not 
hear  all  the  Senator  said,  but  as  I  under¬ 
stood,  he  is  proposing  to  modify  his 
amendment  lettered  "A.”  which  he 
expects  to  call  up  tomorrow.  It  is  an 
amendment  which  reads: 

(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  hereafter  no  person  shall  be  enlisted 


in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  for  an  enlistment 
period  in  excess  of  30  months.  The  period  of 
enlistment  of  any  person  who,  on  or  after 
June  27,  1950,  has  enlisted  in  any  of  the 
Armed  Forces  for  a  period  in  excess  of  30 
months  is  hereby  reduced  to  30  months. 

The  modified  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  proposes,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  to  reduce  the  period  of  enlist¬ 
ment  to  3  years  instead  of  30  months; 
am  I  correct? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct.  It  is 
for  an  enlistment  period  of  3  years 
instead  of  30  months. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  state  the  amendment,  as  mod¬ 
ified,  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was  read, 
as  follows: 

On  page  91,  between  lines  24  and  25,  insert 
the  following: 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  hereafter  no  person  shall  be  enlisted 
in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  for  an  enlist¬ 
ment  period  in  excess  of  36  months.  The 
period  of  enlistment  of  any  person  who,  on 
or  after  June  27,  1950,  has  enlisted  in  any 
of  the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period  in  excess  of 
36  months  is  hereby  reduced  to  36  months.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  the  amendment  lettered 
“A”  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  as  modified. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  express  to -Senators  my  appre¬ 
ciation  of  their  willingness  to  remain 
here,  to  work  and  to  accomplish  as  much 
as  we  have  accomplished  today.  I  should 
like  to  state,  however,  that  it  is  our  in¬ 
tention  to  finish  with  this  bill  Wednes¬ 
day  evening.  That  may  mean  a  late 
session  tomorrow  evening,  and  a  night 
session  Wednesday.  It  is  very  important 
to  conclude  action  on  the  bill.  I  give 
notice  now  that  we  will  have  to  work  a 
little  harder,  if  we  hope  _  to  take  an 
Easter  recess,  because  legislation  of  this 
kind  is  on  the  must  list. 

•PRICE  STABILIZATION— LIMITATION  OF 
\  MARGINS  OF  PROFIT 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
I  to  the  desk  a  resolution,  which  I  ask  to 
I  have  printed  and  lie  on  the  table.  I 
should,  like  to  serve  notice  now  that  I 
shall  call  up  the  resolution  immediately 
after  thexpending  measure  is  disposed  of. 
I  submit  the  resolution  for  myself  and 
on  behalf  of- my  colleague  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Frear],  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler], 
the  Senator  '.from  Maryland  [Mr. 
O'Conor],  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner],  I  ask  that  the  resolution 
be  read  for  the  information  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  \ 

The  PRESIDING'  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  resolution. 

The  resolution  (S.  Re^93)  submitted 
by  Mr.  Williams  (for  himself,  Mr.  Frear, 
Mr.  Butler  of  Maryland,  Mr.  O’Conor, 
and  Mr.  Jenner)  was  read  by  the  Chief 
Clerk,  as  follows:  \ 

Whereas  section  11  of  the  General  Ceiling 
Price  Regulation  issued  January  26,  1951, 
purports  to  establish  ceiling  prices  for  proc¬ 
essors,  manufacturers,  and  distributors  of 
certain  listed  agricultural  commodities  and 
their  products;  and 

Whereas  such  section  permits  such  ceilings 
to  be  increased  upon  the  basis  of  the  in- 
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creased  cost  of  isolated  purchases  of  such 
commodities  or  products,  but  does  not  re¬ 
quire*  such  ceilings  to  be  decreased  as  costs 
decrease;  and 

Whereas  sellers  are  therefore  free  in  many 
cases  to  increase  their  prices  and  derive  ex¬ 
cessive,  inequitable,  and  inflationary  profit 
margins  without  commensurate  increases  in 
their  average  costs,  and  without  benefit  to 
the  producer  of  the  listed  agricultural  com¬ 
modity;  and  \. 

Whereas  section  11  insofar  as  it  now  so 
purports  to  impose  ceiling  prices,  but  leaves 
sellers  free  to  raise  prices  .at  will,  is  false 
and  deceptive  and  encourages  abnormal,  ex¬ 
cessive,  and  inflationary  profit  margins:  Now, 
therefore,  be  it  V 

Resolved,  That  the  Director  of  Price  Stabi¬ 
lization  is  requested  to  amend  section  11  of 
the  General  Ceiling  Price  Regulation  sd  that 
its  provisions  will  not  under  any  circum¬ 
stances  accord  sellers  greater  than  their  nor¬ 
mal  margins  of  profit. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  res¬ 
olution  will  be  printed  and  lie  on  the 
table,  as  requested  by  the  Senator  from. 
Delaware. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  hope  that  the  Senator  would  ask 
that  the  resolution  go  to  committee.  It 
is  far  reaching.  It  is  a  resolution  which 
should  have  the  study  of  a  committee.  I 
believe  the  Senator  would  make  a  great 
deal  more  progress  if  he  would  ask  that 
his  resolution  be  referred  to  a  commit¬ 
tee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  I  dis¬ 
cussed  this  resolution  with  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  and  there  is  no  mis¬ 
understanding  on  behalf  of  anyone  with 
whom  I  discussed  it,  or  any  Member 
of  the  Senate.  The  bill  which  was 
passed  and  became  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  had  two  purposes;  first,  to  hold 
down  the  cost  to  the  consumer,  and,  sec¬ 
ond,  to  provide  adequate  safeguards  for/ 
the  farmer.  As  it  is  now  being  inter¬ 
preted,  the  act  is  nothing  more  than  a 
licensing  vehicle  for  a  group  of  wartime 
profiteers  who  are  using  it  for  their  ad¬ 
vantage. 

I  intend  to  discuss  the  question  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  In  my  opinion  the 
resolution  is  not  one  which  should  go  to 
a  committe,  but  I  think  it  is  something 
on  which  each  Member  of  the  Senate 
should  act  individually  in  order  that  all 
may  go  on  record. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  Members  of 
the  Senate  would  go  on  record  on  it  in¬ 
dividually  when  it  was  reported  to  the 
Senat^/Tmt  the  Senate  would  not  want 
to  tajce  action  on  the  resolution  without 
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its  reference  to  a  committee  and  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  of  a  committee. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  As  I  have  said,  I 
shall  later  on  discuss  the  resolution  and 
the  subject  it  involves. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORTS  OP  COMMITTEES 

The  following  favorable  reports  of 
nominations  were  submitted: 

By  Mr.  GEORGE,  from  the  Committee  on 
Finance  : 

George  G.  Jeck,  of  Atlantic,  Iowa,  to  be  col¬ 
lector  of  internal  revenue  for  the  district  of 
Iowa. 

By  Mr.  McCARRAN,  for  the  Committee  on 
tire  Judiciary: 

Daniel  Holcombe  Thomas,  to  be  United 
States'district  judge  for  the  southern  district 
of  Alabama,  vice  John  McDuffie,  deceased; 

Paul  D.  ghriver,  of  Colorado,  to  be  United 
States  judge  for  the  district  court  of  Guam; 

Charles  J.  McNamee,  of  Ohio,  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  northern  dis¬ 
trict  of  Ohio,  vice  Robert  N.  Wilkin,  retired; 

John  P.  Cowart,  OS  Georgia,  to  be  United 
States  attorney  for  the  /middle  district  of 
Georgia; 

J.  Ellis  Mundy,  of  feeorgia,  to  be  United 
States  attorney  for  the  northern  district  of 
Georgia;  /  \ 

J.  Saxton  Daniel,  of  Georgia,  to  be  United 
States  attorney  for  the  southern  district  of 
Georgia;  / 

James  G.  Mackey,  of  New  York,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  Guam; 

Edward  B.  Doyle,  of  Georgia,  to  be  United 
.Stages  marshal  for  the  middle  district  of 
Georgia; 

James  R.  Wright,  of  Texas,  to  be  United 
States  marshal  for  the  northern  district  of 
Texas;  and 

Joseph  Henry  Young,  of  Georgia,  to  be 
United  States  marshal  for  the  southern  dis¬ 
trict  of  Georgia. 

By  Mr.  EASTLAND,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary: 

Joseph  E.  Brown,  of  Mississippi,  to  be 
United  States  attorney  for  the  southern 
district  of  Mississippi. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
be  no  further  reports  the  clerk  will  pro¬ 
ceed  to  state  the  nominations  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  in  the  Public  Health 
Service. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  nomina¬ 


tions  be  confirmed  en  bloc,  and  that  the 
President  be  immediately  notified. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed 
en  bloc,  and  the  President  will  be  noti¬ 
fied  at  once. 

RECESS 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  as 
in  legislature  sessioryi  move  that  the 
Senate  take  a  recess  until  12  o’clock 
noon  tomorrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 
o’clock  and  5J,  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Tuesday, 
March  6,  1951,  at  12  o’clock  meridian. 
— 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
■fhe  Senate  March  5  (legislative  day  of 
January  29),  1951: 

Public  Health  Service 
The  following-named  candidates  for  ap¬ 
pointment  in  the  Regular  Corps  of  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service: 

To  be  senior  surgeon  ( equivalent  to  the  Army 
rank  of  lieutenant  colonel) ,  effective  date 
of  acceptance 
Emil  E.  Palmquist 

To  be  surgeon  ( equivalent  to  the  Army  rank 
of  major),  effective  date  of  acceptance 
Manly  B.  Root 

To  be  senior  assistant  surgeons  ( equivalent 
to  the  Army  rank  of  captain),  effective 
date  of  acceptance 
James  W.  Phipps 
Leo  R.  Melcher 
Robert  J.  Sillery 

To  be  assistant  surgeon  (equivalent  to  the 
Army  rank  of  first  lieutenant) ,  effective 
date  of  acceptance 
Harold  M.  Silver 

To\be  senior  assistant  dental  surgeon 
(equivalent  to  the  Army  rank  of  captain), 
effective  date  of  acceptance 
Irvin  F.-Buck 

To  be  pharmacist  (equivalent  to  the  Army 
rank  of  major) ,  effective  date  of  accept¬ 
ance 

Arthur  W.  Dodds 

I to  be  sanitary  engineer  (equivalent  to  the 
Army  rank  of  major),  effective  date  of  ac¬ 
ceptance  % 

Frederick  F.  Aldridge 

To  be  junior  assistant  sanitary  engineer 
(equivalent  to  the  Army  rank  of  second 
lieutenant) ,  effective  date  of  acceptance 
Morton  I.  Goldman 

To  be  senior  assistant  veterinarian  (equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  Army  rank  of  captain) ,  effective 
date  of  acceptance  v 

Harry  Rubin 
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1.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military-training  selective- 
service  hill  (up.  2059-67,  2070’,  2075-90  ,  2099-103).  Rejected  a  Horse. amendment 
to  limit  enlistments  to  3  years.  Sen.  Saltonstall  inserted  a, description  of 
v;ork  done  by  conscientious  objectors  during  World  War  II,  including  projects  on 
forestry  and  soil-conservation  camps,  farm  labor,  dairy  testing,  experiment 
stations,  etc.  (pu.  2030-l).  . 


"S.  RESETTLEMENT ;  INFORMATION.  Sen.  Hickenlopper  charged  that  the  Resettlement, 
^Nqniistration  used  "faked  pictures"  to  influence  Congress  to  grant  apur^jrt'Tationr 
for^^qat  agency’s  work  (pp*  2090-7). 

3.  ITOMINATIOlMNBfee  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  repined  favorably  the 
nomination  of  fth'fe^rt  Ramspeck  to  oe  a  Civil  Service  Cogjjirfssioner  (n.  2059)* 


4.  PERSONNEL*  EXPENBlTURES>^he  Joint  Committee  ojj^ifeduct ion  of  Nonessential  Eederr 

Exuenditures  submitted  a  ret!^  on  Governm^Kir*employinent  for  January  1951  (pp* 

.  2053-6). 

5.  PUBLIC  LANDS.  Received  a  S.  D^^^gisl^Mffe  resolution  requesting  payments  to 

States  and  subdivisions  ir^&fevi  of  taxes  onSS^deral  lands  (pp*  - 2052-3)  • 

6.  LEGISLATIVE  RECRGAlTjL&ATION.  A  summary  of  all  amendm^rvt^  to  the  Legislative  Re¬ 

organization  Aptf'of  1946 .‘was  ordered  printed  as  S.  Do cT^H^C p •  2058). 

7.  COlTTPAQr-RENEGOTIATION.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  that  the  confers  on  H.  R. 
V724T*  to  provide  for  the  renegotiation  of  contracts,  agreed  to  fileas^eport 

(p.  1)159)'*  ^ 


iouse 


JOT^OIT  PRICES.  Rem.  Gathings,  Ark.,  claimed  that  "ceilings  on  ra \r  cotton  ar^f 
^workable,"  discussed  efforts  which  have  heen  made  to  change  the  price  or€er, 
an'd  said  that  controls  ^should  he  applied  on  the  finished  product  in  ord^r  to 
hol\  down  the  price  of  cotton  goods  to  the  consuming  puhlic"  (up.  2023y4) . 


.  FCNlEIGI^SANFAIRS.  The  Subcommittee  on  federal  Relations  with  International  Org' 
anizatio\s  of  the  Expenditures  in  Executive  Departments  Committee  Submitted  i 


first  intermediate  renort  (H.  Rent..  210).  (p.  2049). 


its 


10.  HOUSING.  The\3anking  and  Currency  Committee  reported  without  amendment  H.  R. 

09 gg,  to  assist  the  provision  of  housing  and  community  facil-i^Cies  and  services 
required  in  connection  with  the  national  defense  (H.  Rep-t.  2ll)  (p*  20H9). 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


11. 


COTTOH  PRICES.  H.  R.  3076,  hy  Rep.  Rani: in,  Miss,,  ,  to  afiend  section  4o4  (d)  of 
the  Defense  Product  ion  \ct  of  1930>-  so  as  to  exempt  jetton  from  price  control;  .■ 
to  Banking  and  Currency  Commit  toe  (p.  20  50) .  Rep./ankin  discussed  the  purpose 
of  his  hill  and  inserted  t^e  text  (p.  2024). 

H.  R.  3077,  hy  Rep.  Smith,  Miss*,  and  S.  lOo0t  "by  Sen.  Kcfauvcr,  to  amend 
the  Defense  Production  Act  oj\l950»  so  as  to  ratuire  that  price  control  in  the 
case  of  cotton  he  established  only  through  ceilings  on  cotton  textiles  and 
other  cotton  end  products;  to  Backing  and  Currency  Committees  (up*  2050,  2057)* 
Sen.  Kefauver  inserted  his  statement  explaining  the  purpose  of  the  hills  and 
criticizing  the  . present  price .  order\pn  cotton  (pp.  2057~2) . 


12.  PERSONNEL .  H,  R.  3022,  hy  Rep*  Karst-c:jf  Mo  * ,  to  deny  benefits  under  the  Civil 
Service  Retirement  Act  to  persons  coj/icsbcd  of  felonies  involving  improper  use 
of  their  authority,  uower.,  influenc/,  or  privileges  as  Government  officers  or 
employees;  to  Post  Office  and  Civif  Serviced  Committee  (u*  2050)* 


13.  TRANSPORTATION.  H.  R.  3072,  by  Jeep*  Smith,  Mien*,  to  amend  the  act  entitled,- 

"An  act  to  crea-te  the  Inland  Waterways  Corporation  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  mandate  and  purpose  an  Congress  as  expressed  in  sections  201  and  500 
of  the  Transuortation  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  (p. 

2050). 


l4.  HEALTH.  H.  R.  3079»  by  jftep •  Burnside,  U.  Va. ,  to  provide  for  the  general  velfar< 
by  enabling  the  sever/.  States  to  make  more  adequate  profusion  for  the  health 
of  children  of  school  age  through  the  development  of  children* s  health  services 
for  the  prevention/ diagnosis,  and  treatment  of  physical  anH.  mental  defects  and 
conditions;  to  Infer  state  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  (p.\050). 


BANKING- ..tAE-lf :  CU/EITCY .  S.  J.  Rqs*  45,  by  Sen.  Douglas  (for  himsepf  and  Sens. 
Fulbright,  Fyfr.ders,  Gillette,  Tobey,  and  Thye) ,  to  vest  in  the  duly  consti¬ 
tuted  authorities  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  the  primary  power  a&cl  responsi¬ 
bility  foy regulating  the  supply,  availability,  and  cost  of  credit  i\ general; 
to  Banlciay  and  Currency  Committee  (p.  2057)*  Di  s  cuss  ion  by  Sen.  Douglas  of  the 
purpose/  of  the  measure,  including  an  article  by  Gardiner  C.  Means, "The  infla¬ 
tion  Crisis"  (pp.  2070-4). 


l6.  ROAD#;  TAXATION.  S.  1063,  by  Son.  Butler,  Nobr. ,  to  provide  for  the  deduction 
£p6m  gross  income  for  income-tax  purposes  of  expenses  incurred  by  farmers  in 
fuilding  roads;  to  Finance  Committee  (p.  2057)* 

/ 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  6  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Bricker  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz : 

1  On  page  87,  line  19,  change  the  period  to  a  comma  and 

2  add  the  following:  “and  any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily 

3  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  uni- 

4  versity,  or  similar  institution,  and  having  entered  such  insti- 

5  tution  prior  to  the  eighteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall, 

6  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred 

7  (A)  until  the  end  of  the  second  academic  year,  or  (B) 

8  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruc- 

9  tion,  whichever  is  the  earlier.” 

3-6-51 - A 


o 

Hi 

Pi 

co 


fed 
o 

5  w 


p 

p 

pi 


»d 

Hi 


O 


P 

CTQ 


CQ^ 

P 


P*. 

o> 


pi 

p 


cr 

<t> 


c-i 

'2 

d 

> 

p 

►< 


to 

o 


5.  ^ 

gj  OX 

Pi  L_i 


Hs  C“  P 

©  h-  •  p 


O  3 
(IQ  “ 


© 


S  cr  co 


'c 


p 


5  a> 


O' 

© 


Pj  p  O  £ 

H-h>  '—Jm  ^  ,-X 

®  2L  6  o 
d.  3  ^ 


ct> 


r39  S'? 

H  P  H,^ 
^  _  O 


p 


cr? 


a 

w 

w 

o 

n 

3 

W 

H 

3 

W 

o 

c-h 

3 

o 

^  , 

r-H 

CD 

i 

P"* 

ct> 

n 

z 

D 


<=r 
©  ©  “ 


W 

z 

H 


CO 

to 
I  o 


U1 


M  3 

CO  Q 

""  £ 

H 


a  LJ 

^  <72 


d 


c/3 


o 

p 


© 

3 

CP 

p 


K 


82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  116 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  6  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Bricker  to  the  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz: 

1  On  page  83,  beginning  with  line  3,  strike  out  all  through 

2  line  19  on  page  84. 

3  On  page  84,  line  20,  strike  out  “  (2)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

4  thereof  “(d)  (1)”. 

5  On  page  86,  line  10,  strike  out  “  (3)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

6  thereof  “  (2) 

7  On  page  86,  line  11,  strike  out  “  (2)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

8  thereof  “  ( 1 ) 

9  One  page  86,  line  18,  strike  out  “  (4)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 
10  thereof  “  (3)  ”. 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


Calendar  No.  1 1 6 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  6  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Humphrey  to  the  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  On  page  91, 
between  lines  13  and  14,  insert  the  following  new  subsection: 

1  (aa)  Such  Act  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 

2  of  title  I  the  following  new  section: 

3  “Sec.  22.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Armed  Services 

4  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Eepresenta- 

5  tives  to  review  the  provisions  of  this  title  not  later  than  the 

6  fifth  year  following  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951 

7  amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 

8  Act,  taking  into  consideration  the  then  existing  international 

9  situation  and  giving  due  regard  to  United  States  commit- 

10  ments  to  the  United  Nations.  Upon  the  completion  of  such 
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2  reviews,  the  committees  shall  report  to  their  respective 

2  Houses  and  shall  make  such  recommendations  with  respect  to 

3  modification  of  this  title  as  they  may  deem  desirable.” 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


2059 


statement  entitled  ‘‘Northwest  Power  Situ¬ 
ation,”  delivered  by  Rudy  Block  over  Station 
KSOMO,  Seattle,  on  Monday,  February  19, 
195^,  which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

ALLEN’S  FIRESIDE  THOUGHTS 

[Mn^  L ANGER  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  article  under 
the  caption  “Ed  Allen’s  fireside  thoughts,” 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

INCOME  iVx  EXEMPTIONS  FOR  MEMBERS 
OF  THE/ ARMED  FORCES— EDITORIAL 
FROM  THE  ARMY-NAVY-AIR  FORCE 
JOURNAL  ' 

[Mr.  LEHMAN  asked  and  obtained  leave 
to  have  printedUn  the  Record  an  editorial 
regarding  a  bill  providing  for  special  income 
tax  exemptions  for  ^11  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  published  in  the  Army-Navy-Air 
Force  Journal  op  February  24,  1951,  which 
appears  in  the  Appendix.] 

PROPOSED  LIQUIDATION  OF  RECON¬ 
STRUCTION  FINANCE  CORPORATION 

[Mr.  KEM  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  an  editorial  en¬ 
titled  “Reorganization — Of  Burial?”  pub¬ 
lished  in  today’s  New  York  Times,  which  ap¬ 
pears  in  the  Appendix.] 

MANPOWER— STATEMENT  BY  S.  ABBOT 
SMITH  BEFORE  SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  SE¬ 
LECT  COMMITTEE  ON  SMALL/BUSINESS 


[Mr.  BENTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  re¬ 
lating  to  manpower  made  by  S.  Abbot  Smith 
before  a  subcommittee  of  the  Select  Coinmit- 
tee  on  Small  Business,  on  March  6,  J951, 
which  appears  in  the  Appendix.] 


\ 

THE  LATE  FRANK  D.  SCOTT— RESOLU¬ 
TION  OF  MICHIGAN  HOUSE  OF  REPRE¬ 
SENTATIVES 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
present  and  ask  to  have  printed  in  the 
Record,  a  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Michigan  State  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  memorializing  the  death  of  Hoi 
Frank  D.  Scott,  formerly  a  Representa¬ 
tive  in  Congress  from  the  Eleventh  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Michigan. 

Mr.  Scott’s  service  in  Congress  pre¬ 
ceded  my  own  by  a  number  of  years,  but 
<J  was  privileged  to  know  him  and  to 
know  of  his  record  of  distinguished  serv¬ 
ice.  I  join  the  Michigan  House  in  ex¬ 
pressing  sincere  regrets  at  his  passing 
February  15. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  resolution  will  be  printed  in 
the  Record. 

The  resolution  is  as  follows: 

House  Resolution  14 

A  resolution  expressing  the  regret  of  the  leg¬ 
islature  on  the  death  of  Hon.  Frank  D. 
Scott,  formerly  a  Representative  in  the 
Congress  of  the  /United  States  from  the 
Eleventh  District  of  Michigan 
Whereas  Hon.  Frank  D.  Scott,  long  a  resi¬ 
dent  of  Alpena,  Mich.,  and  for  12  years  a 
Representative  from  Michigan  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  died  on  February 
12,  1951;  and 

Whereas  Hon.  Frank  D.  Scott  served  his 
home  city/ county,  and  State  in  public  life 
through  many  years  as  prosecuting  attorney 
of  Alpena  County  and  as  a  member  of  the 
State  senate  for  two  terms,  as  well  as  his 
subsequent  service  in  the  Congress,  and  in 
that  latter  service  received  the  honor  of  be¬ 
ing  , elected  as  chairman  of  the  great  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries, 
in  which  capacity  many  of  the  vital  prob¬ 
lems  of  Michigan  relative  to  its  maritime 
and  fishing  interests  came  to  his  attention. 


and  the  interests  of  his  native  State  therein 
were  well  protected  and  served;  and 

Whereas  his  many  friends  and  former  col 
leagues  in  the  legislature  and  the  Congresi 
deeply  regret  the  passing  of  a  great  and  sig¬ 
nificant  figure  in  public  life,  as  well  as  the 
loss  of  a  good  friend  and  public  servant: 
Now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved  by  the  house  of  representatives. 
That  the  regret  of  the  legislature  at  the  loss 
of  Hon.  Frank  D.  Scott  to  the  State  and  the 
Nation  is  hereby  profoundly  expressed,  and 
the  deep  sympathy  of  the  legislature  is  ex¬ 
tended  to  his  widow  and  his  family;  and  be 
it  further 

Resolved,  That  a  suitable  copy  of  this  res¬ 
olution  be  sent  to  Mrs.  Scott  and  to  each 
Member  of  the  Michigan  delegation  in  the 
Congress. 

Unanimously  adopted  by  the  House  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1951. 

Norman  E.  Philles, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

POSTMASTERS — EXECUTIVE  REPORTS 
OF  A  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mr.  President,  as  in  executive  session, 
from  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service,  I  report  favorably  the 
nominations  Of  33  postmasters.  They 
were  unanimously  ordered  reported  by 
the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomi¬ 
nations  will  be  received  and  placed  on 
the  Executive  Calendar. 

NOMINATION  OF  ROBERT  RAMSPECK  TO 

BE  CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSIONER— 
SCUTIVE  REPORT  OF  A  COMMITTEE 

r.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
Mi-.  President,  as  in  executive  session, 
from  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service,  I  report  favorably  the 
nomination  of  former  Representative 
Robert  Ramspeck,  of  Georgia,  to  be  a 
Civil  Service  Commissioner. 

The  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Chftl  Service  unanimously  agreed  to  this 
appointment  this  morning.  Many  mem¬ 
bers  Of  the  committee  paid  high  tribute 
to  Mr/  Ramspeck’s  nomination,  and  I 
want  to  say  at  this  time  that  I  think 
the  Government  and  the  general  public 
have  gained  immeasurably  from  this 
appointment. 

I  have  known  Bob  Ramspeck  for  a 
good  many  years,  and  I  know  of  no  man 
who  has  keener  knowledge  or  more  sym¬ 
pathy  for  the  civil-service  merit  system. 

We  in  the  Senate  should  be  highly 
pleased  that  Bob  Ramspeck  has  agreed 
to  accept  this  nomination,  and  we  wish 
him  well  in  his  new  duties. 

I  cannot  let  this  moment  pass  with¬ 
out  paying  tribute  to  the  man  whom 
Robert  Ramspeck  succeeds. 

Harry  Mitchell,  the  retiring  chairman 
of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  has 
served  long  and  faithfully  the  civil  serv¬ 
ants  and  the  general  public  of  his 
country. 

Harry  Mitchell  is  loved  and  respected 
by  all  who  know  him,  and  no  man  is 
held  in  higher  esteem  by  the  people 
who  work  with  him. 

Chairman  Mitchell’s  name  has  been 
written  deep  and  firm  in  the  annals  of 
Government  administration  and  he  will 
be  remembered  for  years  to  come  for 
his  great  service  to  the  American  public. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomi¬ 
nation  will  be  received  and  placed  on  the 
Executive  Calendar.  \ 


X 


OMINATTON  OF  F.  JOSEPH  DONOHUE  TQf 
BE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  COMMIS¬ 
SIONER — EXECUTIVE  REPORT  OF  A 

COMMITTEE  / 

\  / 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  as  iiy  ex¬ 
ecutive  session,  from  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia,  I  report  favor¬ 
ably  the  nomination  of  F.  Joseph'  Dono¬ 
hue,  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  be 
a  Commissioner  of  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  for  a  term  of  3  years'  It  is  a 
unanimous  report  of  the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  nomi¬ 
nation  will  be’received  and  placed  on  the 
Executive  Calendar. 

FAVORS  GRANTED  TO  MEMBERS  OF  CON¬ 
GRESS-PERSONAL  STATEMENT  BY 
j  SENATOR  LANGER 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  be  allowed  to 
jspeak  for  half  a  minute. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair*'  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  notice  in  this  morn¬ 
ing’s  Washington  Post  that  a  hotel  man 
in  Miami,  Fla./  by  the  name  of  Sax 
made  certain  statements  with  respect  to 
favors  granted  to  Members  of  Congress. 
I  read  from  the  article: 

Asked  If  fie  had  ever  offered  free  rooms  to 
Members  of  Congress,  Sax  said:  \ 

“I  wouldn’t  go  around  Inviting  anybody. 
But  if  they  come  here — we  have  had  Senators 
from  both  sides  of  the  fence  there.”  \ 

■I  Then  jie  enlarged: 

“We  don’t  have  to  go  out  and  tell  every¬ 
body.  We’d  have  48  Senators  down  there 
maybe'.  I  don’t  know.  Or.  96.” 

The  membership  of  the  Senate  totals  96. 

\ 

I,  wish  the  Record  to  show  that  at  no 
time  was  the  senior  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  ever  a  guest  of  Mr.  Sax,  or  of 
j  ifrny  of  the  three  hotels  mentioned. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com- 
;  mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur- 
!  poses. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  pending 
j  question  is  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse], 
lettered  "A”  as  modified. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  we 
:  have  the  amendment  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  read  the  amendment  as  modi- 
|  fled. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  91,  be¬ 
tween  lines  24  and  25,  it  is  proposed  to 
insert  the  following: 

(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  law,  hereafter  no  person  shall  be  enlisted 
in  any  of  the  Armed  Forces  for  an  enlistment 
period  in  excess  of  36  months.  The  period  of 
enlistment  of  any  person  who,  on  or  after 
]  June  27,  1950,  has  enlisted  in  any  of  the 
Armed  Forces  for  a  period  in  excess  of  36 
months  is  hereby  reduced  to  36  months. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall  be 
very  brief  in  support  of  this  amendment. 
I  wish  to  say  at  the  outset  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  amendment  is  to  help  cor¬ 
rect  what  I  think  has  been  a  very  bad 
practice  on  the  part  of  the  military,  par¬ 
ticularly  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy,  be¬ 
cause  since  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean 
War  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  have 
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been  enlisting  more  men  than  they  can 
properly  absorb. 

As  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  chairman  of  the 
Preparedness  Subcommittee  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee,  so  well 
stated  in  what  I  think  is  one  of  the  most 
important  reports  which  has  been  issued 
to  date  by  that  subcommittee,  the  Air 
Force  has  been  guilty  of  stockpiling  men. 
The  Senator  from  Texas  made  that 
statement  when  speaking  in  regard  to 
the  scandalous  conditions  which  char¬ 
acterized  the  Air  Force  operation  of  its 
manpower  policies  in  respect  to  Lack- 
land  Field,  Tex. 

As  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Navy  have  taken  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  attitude  of  thousands  of 
American  boys  since  the  outbreak  of  the 
Korean  War.  The  boys  have  rushed  to 
enlist  in  the  Air  Force  and  in  the  Navy 
in  order  to  avoid  the  possibility  of  being 
drafted  into  the  infantry. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  I  were  free  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  to  give  the  source 
of  certain  statements  which  I  am  now 
about  to  repeat;  but  I  am  not  free  to 
do  so,  because  it  would  prove  embarras¬ 
sing  to  certain  high  officials  in  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment.  However,  I  believe 
that  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate  know 
me  well  enough  to  be  assured  that  not 
only  will  I  respect  the  confidence,  but 
that  I  will  report  accurately  confidential 
information  without  disclosing  the  name 
of  the  person  who  gave  it  to  me. 

Mr.  President,  since  I  started  the  fight 
for  the  shortening  of  the  enlistment 
period,  a  total  of  four  men  high  in  the 
Military  Establishment  have  told  me 
that  I  am  absolutely  right  in  the  position 
I  am  taking  with  regard  to  reducing  the 
period  of  enlistments.  They  said  I  was 
wrong  in  my  30 -month  proposal  in  my 
original  amendment,  but  that  they 
thought  36  months  would  be  proper.  I 
have  modified  my  amendment  to  com¬ 
ply  with  their  advice,  to  36  months. 

Those  men  have  told  me  that  I  am 
also  right  in  stating  that  the  stockpiling 
practice  which  has  been  going  on  under 
the  4-year  enlistment  program  is  not 
only  working  a  great  hardship  upon  the 
boys,  but  is  working  an  injustice  to  the 
military  program  itself.  They  have  been 
taking  the  men  so  fast  that  they  cannot 
begin  to  absorb  them.  It  is  having  a 
detrimental  effect  upon  morale  within 
the  Armed  Forces,  and  they  have  had  to 
adjust  their  procedures  to  such  an  extent, 
as  was  pointed  out  by  the  Armed  Services 
Subcommittee  report  on  the  Lackland 
scandal,  that  they  have  reduced  their 
indoctrination  course  in  the  Air  Force 
from  14  weeks  to  14  days. 

Mr.  President,  what  does  that  mean? 
The  assumption  would  be  easy  to  make — 
but  the  facts  would  not  support  it — that 
when  the  boys  are  sent  from  the  over¬ 
stocked  bases,  so  far  as  manpower  is 
concerned,  they  are  going  to  get  their 
indoctrination  training  in  the  camps  or 
military  stations  to  which  they  are  sent. 
But  again  I  am  advised  by  reliable  friends 
in  the  Military  Establishment  that  that 
is  not  the  way  it  works.  The  result  is 
that  those  boys  do  not  complete  their 
indoctrination  course.  They  ought  to 


have  it  if  they  are  going  to  be  properly 
trained  for  service  in  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment. 

Next,  I  wish  to  emphasize  again  a  point 
which  I  made  time  and  time  again  in 
the  committee’s  discussions,  that  there  is 
'something  about  the  ethics  of  the  prac¬ 
tice  which  the  military  has  been  follow¬ 
ing  in  regard  to  enlistments  that  I  do 
not  like.  It  does  not  set  well  with  me, 
Mr.  President,  because  I  do  not  like  to 
see  my  Government  taking  advantage  of 
18-  and  19-year-old  boys  and  their  fears 
by  putting  the  kind  of  pressure  on  them 
which  has  been  put  on  them  in  the  re¬ 
cruiting  offices  by  the  recruiting  officers 
themselves  by  statements  to  the  effect 
that  if  they  will  only  enlist  in  the  Air 
Force  or  in  the  Navy  they  will  avoid  any 
danger  of  being  sent  into  the  infantry. 

I  have  had  a  considerable  amount  of 
correspondence  on  this  subject,  as  well 
as  advice  from  friends  in  the  Military 
Establishment.  I  have  had  considerable 
correspondence  not  only  with  parents, 
but  in  some  instances  with  the  boys 
themselves,  and  with  friends  of  boys  who 
have  enlisted.  I  am  satisfied,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent  that  it  is  accurate  to  say  that  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Navy  have  been  following 
what  amount  in  fact  and  effect  to  pres¬ 
sure  devices,  to  psychological  pressure  on 
these  boys  to  get  them  to  enlist  for  4- 
year  terms. 

It  probably  will  be  said — at  least  it 
has  been  in  the  argument  thus  far  on 
this  point — that  my  amendment,  of 
course,  will  in  effect  make  some  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  manpower  pool.  But  there 
is  nothing  that  stops  these  boys  from 
reenlisting  at  the  end  of  3  years  if  either 
the  Navy  or  the  Air  Force  can  sell  them 
their  program.  Reenlistment  is  open  to 
them.  But  let  me  forewarn  the  Senate 
today  that  if — and  again  I  underline  the 
word  “if”  in  this  hypothesis — that  if 
world  tensions  lessen  in  the  next  couple 
of  years,  as  we  all  hope  they  will,  we  are 
going  to  hear  plenty  about  these  boys 
who,  in  many  cases,  were,  in  effect,  pres¬ 
sured  psychologically  into  a  4 -year  en¬ 
listment. 

I  think  we  need  to  keep  in  mind  the 
fact  that  a  3-year  enlistment  program 
will  give  these  boys  the  training  they 
need  and  a  reasonable  time  to  put  their 
training  into  practice  in  the  various 
assignments  to  which  they  go.  Three 
years,  Mr.  President,  is  a  long  time  for 
an  enlistment,  and  if  I  am  correctly  in¬ 
formed  from  the  statistics  which  have 
been  presented  to  me  as  to  the  period  of 
enlistments  in  the  case  of  our  allies  in 
the  North  Atlantic  Pact,  it  is  above  the 
average  of  a  majority  of  them.  I  am 
not  proposing  an  enlistment  period 
which  could  possibly  be  interpreted 
abroad  as  any  weakening  whatsoever 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  in  the 
international  defense  program  under  the 
North  Atlantic  Pact,  but,  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  it  leaves  us  on  a  par  with  the  best 
and  superior  to  most  so  far  as  the  en¬ 
listment  period  is  concerned. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  it  were  possible 
that  the  step  I  now  have  in  mind  could 
be  taken  at  this  time,  but  it  is  not,  and 
I  am  therefore  not  going  to  offer  it,  be¬ 
cause  I  know  pretty  well  the  sentiment 
of  the  Senate  in  regard  to  it;  but  I  think 


that  sooner  or  later  we  must  come  to  a 
further  modification  of  our  enlistment 
program  in  order  to  make  our  selective 
service  law  function  more  democratically 
than  it  does  at  the  present  time,  by  so 
modifying  it  as  to  require  that  a  certain 
percentage  of  draftees  be  assigned  to  the 
Air  Force  and  to  the  Navy.  I  think  it  is 
wrong  to  permit  the  Navy  and  the  Air 
Force  to  fill  up  their  complete  roll  by  en¬ 
listees,  because  it  seems  to  me  that  fol¬ 
lowing  that  practice  is  impliedly  a  re¬ 
flection  upon  draftees.  The  public  pol¬ 
icy  theory  of  the  selective  service  law  is 
that  it  is  part  of  the  civic  duty  and 
patriotic  obligation  of  men  of  military 
age  to  do  their  stint  in  uniform  in  de¬ 
fense  of  their  country  if  their  country 
needs  them.  But,  Mr.  President,  the  se¬ 
lective  service  law  should  not  be  admin¬ 
istered  by  the  Government  to  any  degree 
whatsoever  in  a  spirit  of  having  the  in¬ 
ductees  considered  to  be  second-class 
military  men. 

Mr.  President,  any  boy  in  this  coun¬ 
try  who  wishes  to  have  the  Selective 
Service  law  operate  upon  him,  has  the 
right  to  know  that  waiting  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  law  does  not  shut  the  door 
to  his  pro  rata  chance  of  being  drafted 
into  the  Air  Force  or  into  the  Navy.  But 
we  have  got  to  face  the  fact  that  as  the 
selective  service  law  is  operating  at  the 
present  time  a  draftee  has  practically  no 
chance  of  being  drafted  into  the  Air 
Force  or  into  the  Navy.  I  know  the  ar¬ 
gument  on  the  other  side,  and  I  am 
frank  to  say  that  I  recognize  some  rea¬ 
sonableness  and  some  merit  to  it,  but  I 
am  inclined  to  the  view  that  the  selec¬ 
tive  service  law,  if  it  is  going  to  apply 
the  principle  of  uniformity  of  obligation, 
should  provide  for  at  least  some  posi¬ 
tions  in  the  Navy  and  in  the  Air  Force 
for  inductees. 

My  amendment  does  not  cover  this 
problem,  but  I  raise  the  point  because 
I  believe  it  has  an  indirect  relationship 
to  what,  in  my  opinion,  should  be  done. 
In  due  course  of  time  we  will  have  to  do 
something  about  the  present  policy 
which  in  effect  denies  to  the  inductee 
an  opportunity  to  serve  in  the  Air  Force 
or  in  the  Navy.  Whether  we  want  to  ad¬ 
mit  it  or  not,  I  think  there  is  involved 
a  psychological  implication  at  least  that 
the  draftee  is  a  second-class  serviceman. 
I  do  not  like  that,  Mr.  President.  In 
our  democracy  the  Selective  Service 
Act  should  be  considered  one  of  the 
great  democratic  pillars,  one  of  the  great 
bulwarks  of  our  democratic  way  of  life. 
We  should  not  tolerate  a  policy  which 
reflects  upon  it  or  in  any  way  clothes  it 
with  any  negative  implication,  as  will  be 
the  case  until  we  make  very  clear  that  at 
least  a  pro  rata  or  a  certain  percentage 
of  inductees  must  be  taken  into  the  Air 
Force  or  into  the  Navy.  We  do  not  have 
to  do  that  by  law. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  My  question  deals 
with  the  point  the  Senator  has  just  been 
discussing.  Recently  a  directive  was  is¬ 
sued  which  permits  a  student  enrolled 
in  a  college  to  be  deferred  until,  I  think, 
30  or  60  days  before  the  semester  ends, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  stu- 
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dent  properly  enrolled  would  have  the 
opportunity  of  enlisting  at  that  date 
and  in  the  meantime  remain  in  college. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  is  touch¬ 
ing  upon  a  subject  which  I  think  is  very 
vital  to  the  colleges.  Does  the  Senator 
know  whether  the  enlistments  are  run¬ 
ning  so  high  in  the  Air  Corps  and  in 
the  Navy,  or  in  any  other  branch  which 
might  offer  such  an  opportunity,  so  that 
the  young  man  in  college  today  will  be 
foreclosed  from  taking  advantage  of  the 
service  he  chooses  in  the  event  he  would 
like  to  enlist,  if  he  waits  until  the  in¬ 
duction  date  materializes?  Does  the 
Senator  know  anything  about  how  that 
is  working  out? 

Mr.^MORSE.  My  answer  is  that  I  do 
not  know  the  facts  in  detail.  I  have 
been  advised,  and  I  believe  absolutely 
accurately,  that  the  Air  Force  and  the 
Navy  presently  are  able  to  fill  by  way 
of  enlistments  all  the  positions  they 
have  available  from  month  to  month. 
I  assume  that  when  this  group  of  col¬ 
lege  students  are  ready  for  enlistment 
in  accordance  with  the  Department  of 
Defense  administrative  order  which  has 
been  issued  to  the  various  recruiting 
officers,  they  will  be  allowed  to  enlist. 
The  military  will  have  to  keep  faith  with 
the  boys.  But  as  a  result  I  think  some¬ 
thing  will  happen.  I  think  that  what 
the  military  will  have  will  be  an  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  surplus  of  manpower  they 
already  have,  which  they  are  not  ab¬ 
sorbing  very  well. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Can  the  Senator,  as 
a  member  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  give  any  good  reason  why  there 
should  not  be  one  recruiting  office  for 
the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force, 
instead  of  having  three  different  offices 
in  some  places? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  my  judgment,  there 
Is  no  good  reason  for  justifying  the  waste 
of  manpower  in  the  recruiting  system  of 
the  Military  Establishment.  I  thought 
we  had  passed  a  unification  measure 
some  time  ago. 

Mr.  LANGER.  So  did  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thought  one  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Unification  Act  was  to 
unify.  I  thought  one  of  its  purposes  was 
to  eliminate  some  of  the  unconscionable 
waste  which  characterizes  the  Military 
Establishment  of  the  United  States.  The 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  has  put  his 
finger  on  another  waste  of  the  taxpayers’ 
money,  another  example  of  the  inef¬ 
ficiency  of  the  Military  Establishment, 
another  example  of  how  those  in  the 
Pentagon  are  building  themselves  up  as 
a  class  which  must  be  watched  by  the 
Congress  at  all  times. 

Mr.  President,  in  this  period  of  emer¬ 
gency  we  have  to  be  op  guard  against  the 
military  class  as  represented  by  those  in 
the  Pentagon  Building  who  are  taking 
unto  themselves  more  and  more  discre¬ 
tionary  power;  and  unfortunately  the 
Congress  is  voting  it  to  them.  That  is 
why  now,  next  year,  and  in  the  years  to 
come,  so  long  as  these  abuses  exist  in  the 
Military  Establishment,  I  am  going  to  be 
heard  to  say  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 


"Let  the  American  people  beware  of  the 
power  the  military  will  take  unto  them¬ 
selves  if  we  do  not  check  them  by  means 
of  the  kind  of  legislation  we  have  before 
the  Senate  today.”  That  must  be  done 
if  we  wish  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
American  people  against  a  wasteful  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  which  takes  advan¬ 
tage  of  every  emergency  to  deepen  its 
vested  interests. 

Anyone  who  will  talk  to  some  of  the 
military  officials  out  of  chambers,  out¬ 
side  of  committee  hearings,  and  get  them 
to  tell  privately  what  some  of  their  fears 
are,  will  find  from  their  conversations 
ample  support  of  what  I  am  forewarning 
in  this  debate  about  the  importance  of 
our  being  on  guard  against  giving  the 
military  any  broad,  blanket  powers, 
without  adequate  checks  within  a  bill 
which  will  provide  means  by  which  we 
can  review  them  periodically. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  very  curious  to 
know  what  was  contained  in  the  Unifica¬ 
tion  Act  which  was  passed.  I  certainly 
believed  it  provided  for  one  unified  serv¬ 
ice  for  all  the  branches  of  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  a  great  deal  was 
accomplished  by  the  Unification  Act,  but 
not  enough.  So  far  as  it  went,  I  think 
it  was  fine;  but  there  are  many  other 
reforms  which  should  be  brought  about 
in  the  Military  Establishment  in  order 
to  put  into  effect  a  true  unification  pro¬ 
gram. 

For  example,  if  we  really  want  to  save 
great  sums  of  money,  as  the  Hoover 
Commission  has  so  well  pointed  out,  we 
should  say  something  about  the  procure¬ 
ment  system  of  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment,  in  order  to  bring  about  greater 
centralization  and  unification  of  pro¬ 
curement  practices — to  put  into  effect, 
for  example,  a  one-catalog  inventory 
system  within  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment.  In  these  times,  we  must  be 
watchdogs  24  hours  of,  the  day  and 
night  on  the  powers  and  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  powers  we  give  to  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  saying — and  I 
wish  to  complete  my  comments  on  this 
point,  and  then  I  shall  conclude  my  re¬ 
marks  on  my  amendment — that  in  order 
to  require  that  at  least  a  certain  per¬ 
centage  of  inductees  must  be  taken  into 
the  Air  Force  and  into  the  Navy,  and 
thereby  have  their  total  enlistments 
limited  accordingly,  we  do  not  have  to 
proceed  by  means  of  legislation.  The 
power  now  exists  in  the  military  to  do  it, 
if  they  wish  to,  by  administrative  order. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr,  President,  may 
we  have  order,  please? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  For  some 
time  the  Chair  has  been  trying  to  main¬ 
tain  order  in  the  Senate.  Senators  who 
are  compelled  to  converse  will  please 
leave  the  Chamber, 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes;  as  soon  as  I  finish 
this  sentence. 

Mr.  President,  let  me  say  good- 
naturedly  that  it  is  quite  unimportant  to 


me  whether  my  colleagues  listen  to  my 
argument,  because,  again,  I  am  making 
a  record  for  the  people  of  the  country, 
and  in  due  course  of  time  I  am  going  to 
take  a  good  many  of  these  issues  to 
them. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Regardless 
of  the  Senator’s  indifference  regarding 
the  preservation  of  order,  the  Chair  feels 
that  it  is  the  business  of  the  Senate  to 
preserve  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
about  to  thank  the  Chair  for  his  en¬ 
deavor  to  get  order,  so  far  as  the  Senate 
is  concerned;  but  I  did  not  want  anyone 
in  the  Chamber  to  think  that  I  was  at  all 
disturbed  because  conversations  were 
going  on. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes;  in  a  minute. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
think  the  failure  of  the  military  under 
the  unification  system  to  make  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  System  work  more  demo¬ 
cratically  than  it  is  presently  working, 
by  requiring  that  the  Navy  and  the  Air 
Force  take  a  certain  fair  share  of  in¬ 
ductees,  is  a  good  example  of  why  the 
Congress  should  place  a  legislative  check 
upon  the  military  if  they  do  not  proceed 
to  carry  out  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the 
Unification  Act. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Mich¬ 
igan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  my 
question  is  this :  The  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  has  been  talking  about  enlistments 
in  the  Air  Corps  and  in  the  Navy.  When, 
as  has  been  indicated,  the  Air  Corps  ac¬ 
cepts,  by  way  of  enlistment,  more  men 
than  it  is  able  to  train,  is  it  possible  that 
under  the  Unification  Act  or  under  some 
other  present  law  some  of  those  enlistees 
could  immediately  be  transferred  to  the 
Army? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  seriously  question 
that.  After  the  Government  enters  into 
what  amounts,  in  effect,  to  an  enlistment 
contract  with  a  boy,  I  think  we  must 
keep  the  contract. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Has  the  Unifica¬ 
tion  Act  consolidated  the  services  in  re¬ 
spect  to  enlistments;  or  are  the  services 
now  so  separated  that  an  enlistment  in 
one  service  is  an  enlistment  in  only  that 
service? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  latter  is  my 
opinion. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Does  the  Senator  have 
information  as  to  whether  the  President 
by  Executive  Order  could  wipe  out  the 
excess  recruiting  stations?  For  exam¬ 
ple,  when  there  are  three  recruiting  sta¬ 
tions  in  a  small  town — one  recruiting 
station  for  each  of  the  three  services — 
could  the  President  by  Executive  Order 
provide  that  there  would  be  only  one 
recruiting  station  in  that  town? 

Mr.  MORSE.  In  my  opinion  that 
could  be  done  by  administrative  order, 
within  the  Military  Establishment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  would  be  up  to  the 
President  to  do  it,  would  it? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  think  that  the 
President,  as  Commander  in  Chief,  could 
make  very  clear  to  his  subordinate  offi- 
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cers  what  they  must  do  in  regard  to 
unifying  the  recruiting  service. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  other  day  when 
this  matter  was  previously  before  the 
Senate,  the  Senator  from  Minnesota,  in¬ 
serted  in  the  Record  some  statistics, 
which  he  obtained  from  the  Pentagon, 
regarding  the  manpower  operation  of 
the  recruiting  service.  Although  stand¬ 
ing  alone  it  does  not  seem  to  involve  a 
large  number  of  men,  yet  it  does  involve 
several  thousand  men;  and  when  we  be¬ 
gin  to  talk  about  saving  manpower,  ev¬ 
ery  man  we  save  helps  in  reaching  the 
total  number  we  wish  to  have  in  order 
to  get  more  able-bodied  men  into  the 
field  for  military  service,  and  in  order  to 
place  in  administrative  positions  men 
who  cannot  perform  combat  service. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  How  would  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  accomplish  what 
he  has  in  mind  regarding  the  Air  Corps 
and  the  Navy,  so  far  as  recruits  are  con¬ 
cerned,  if,  under  the  law,  voluntary  en¬ 
listments  are  permitted  and  if  there  is 
no  method  of  transferring  men  from 
one  service  to  another? 

Mr.  MORSE.  As  I  said  earlier  in  my 
remarks,  my  amendment  will  not  cover 
this  problem.  I  am  raising  the  point 
because  it  seems  to  me  that  somewhere 
in  the  record  of  this  debate,  there  ought 
to  be  a  discussion  of  this  problem,  in  the 
hope  that  on  the  basis  of  such  discussion 
alone  the  military  will  clean  its  own 
house  in  regard  to  this  problem.  I  have 
said,  if  that  does  not  happen,  then  I  be¬ 
lieve  we  are  going  to  be  confronted  with 
this  problem  in  the  future  by  way  of 
legislative  action.  But  I  should  like  to 
give  the  military  due  notice  and  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  adopt  administrative  regu¬ 
lations  which  will  make  the  selective 
service  system  operate  more  democrati¬ 
cally  than  I  think  the  present  enlistment 
program  permits  it  to  work. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Has  the  Senator 
any  doubt  that  the  present  plan  of  allow¬ 
ing  enlistments  in  what  at  least  the  men 
who  are  going  into  the  service  feel  are 
enlistments  in  a  preferred  service,  brings 
about  the  hoarding  of  manpower? 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  proof  is  quite  un¬ 
answerable  in  support  of  the  point  made 
by  the  Senator  from  Michigan.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  there 
has  been  a  hoarding  of  manpower.  We 
found  that  to  be  true  without  any  ques¬ 
tion  in  the  Lackland  investigation,  and 
it  is  so  stated  in  the  report  of  the  John¬ 
son  subcommittee,  known  as  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Preparedness,  issued  some 
weeks  ago.  I  may  say — and  I  mention 
this  as  not  idle  flattery  at  all,  because  I 
do  not  think  it  can  be  mentioned  too 
frequently — that  the  work  done  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson!  as 
chairman  of  that  subcommittee  has  been 
of  tremendous  value  to  the  American 
people,  not  only  in  checking  the  abuses 


which  we  have  already  discovered,  but, 
I  am  satisfied,  in  checking  many  abuses 
which  we  have  not  discovered,  as  to 
them,  the  military,  taking  note  of  what 
we  have  already  discovered,  have  be¬ 
come  busy  and  cleaned  their  house  in 
some  respects  in  regard  to  certain  bad 
practices  which  they  were  fearful  might 
come  to  the  light  of  day  sometime,  if 
they  did  not  make  the  corrections  before 
the  Johnson  subcommittee  got  on  the 
job  in  regard  to  those  particular  abuses. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  yield  in  a  mo¬ 
ment.  I  should  like  to  say  that,  the 
hewing  to  the  line,  the  absolute  courage 
and  fearlessness  of  the  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee  on  preparedness  in  meet¬ 
ing  problems  arising  throughout  the 
country,  whether  in  Texas,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Lackland  Air  Base,  or  in 
any  other  section,  has  been  one  of  the 
great  inspirations  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon,  as  a  member  of  the  sub¬ 
committee.  That  is  the  way  I  like  to  see 
the  people’s  business  transacted  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  is  doing  a  magnifi¬ 
cent  job. 

For  example,  the  tin  report  which  was 
published  in  recent  hours  by  that  sub¬ 
committee  will  save  the  American  tax¬ 
payers  several  billion  dollars,  because, 
already,  in  the  few  hours  since  the  re¬ 
port  has  been  released,  we  have  been 
advised  that  the  price  of  tin  has  dropped 
several  cents  a  pound.  That  saving, 
alone,  will  run  into  several  billion  dol¬ 
lars  in  the  months  ahead,  even  if  the 
price  goes  no  lower;  and  I  think  the 
chances  are  pretty  good  that  the  price 
will  go  lower.  Moreover,  the  specula¬ 
tion  racket,  which  has  characterized  the 
whole  matter  of  production  and  sale  of 
tin  is,  I  think,  going  to  be  checked  as 
a  result  of  the  investigation  conducted 
by  the  subcommittee.  In  my  book,  Mr. 
President,  the  Senator  from  Texas  sim¬ 
ply  cannot  receive  praise  too  high  for 
the  work  he  is  doing  as  chairman  of  the 
subcommittee.  I  admire  his  work  so 
much  that,  as  I  have  told  him  privately, 
and  now  say  publicly,  I  am  sorry  that 
he  and  I  have  a  few  differences  on  this 
bill.  They  have  been  merely  profes¬ 
sional  differences,  and  the  Senator 
knows  that  when  the  final  vote  is  taken 
on  the  bill,  after  I  have  had  the  fair 
hearing  which  I  am  receiving  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  on  my  amendments  and  which  I  re¬ 
ceived  in  committee,  I  am  going  to  vote 
for  the  final  bill,  because  I  believe  it 
necessary  that  the  Senate  should  pass 
the  best  manpower  bill  we  can  get, 
rather  than  to  have  no  bill  at  all. 

Returning  now  to  my  amendment,  as 
I  say,  I  feel  that  the  advice  I  have  re¬ 
ceived  from  my  friends  in  the  military, 
to  which  I  have  already  referred  in  my 
speech,  is  sound;  that  3  years  is  a  proper 
limitation  and  will  place  some  effective 
checks  upon  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force. 
It  will  at  least  demonstrate  to  them  the 
attitude  of  the  Senate.  It  will  give  them 
the  manpower  they  need.  It  will  give 
them  the  opportunity  to  sell  their  pro¬ 


gram  to  enlistees,  so  that  men  may  re¬ 
enlist  at  the  end  of  the  3 -year  period  if 
they  think  it  a  good  program.  It  will 
also  give  some  protection  to  American 
boys,  many  of  them  somewhat  immature, 
who  were  talked  into  a  4-year  enlist¬ 
ment  program  upon  the  representation 
by  the  military  itself  that  by  so  doing 
they  would  be  able  to  avoid  being  drafted 
into  the  infantry. 

Oh,  I  know,  Mr.  President,  it  can  be 
said  that  we  should  not  be  wasting  sym¬ 
pathy  upon  boys  who  were  so  easily  per¬ 
suaded,  and  I  know  that  in  some  of  our 
discussions  it  has  been  said — and  I  do 
not  share  this  point  of  view,  I  may  say, 
before  I  state  it — that  some  of  the  boys 
who  have  enlisted  in  effect  have  been 
using  enlistment  as  a  way  of  dodging  the 
infantry.  I  do  not  think  that  is  at  all 
a  fair  evaluation  of  what  these  boys  have 
done.  I  think  they  have  been  very  hu¬ 
man  in  what  they  have  done.  It  is  an 
understandable  human  reaction  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  persuasion  of  the  Military 
Establishment  for  enlistment,  thinking 
only  of  the  present  emergency  and  not 
foreseeing  in  the  future  to  the  extent 
that  I  think  they  are  going  to  come  to 
see,  the  fact  that,  after  all,  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  struck  a  pretty  hard  bargain 
with  them  when  it  tied  them  into  a 
4-year-enlistment  program. 

Then,  too,  we  need  to  remember  that 
it  was  not  so  long  ago  that  enlistments 
for  a  lesser  period  were  accepted.  When 
we  keep  in  mind  the  fact  that  we  are 
trying  to  train  the  largest  pool  of  man¬ 
power  in  the  shortest  possible  period  of 
time,  I  believe  there  is  some  merit  in 
my  3-year-enlistment  program  as  a  sub¬ 
stitute  for  the  4-year  program. 

For  these  reasons,  I  submit  my  amend¬ 
ment,  and  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  see  fit  to  modify  the  present  en¬ 
listment  program  by  placing  a  top  ceil¬ 
ing,  for  the  time  being,  of  3  years  instead 
of  the  present  4- year  enlistment. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  rise  to  oppose  this  amendment, 
which  would  destroy  the  finest  volun¬ 
tary-enlistment  program  the  world  has 
ever  known.  The  proposals  of  the 
amendment  are  almost  completely  at 
variance  with  the  testimony  heard  by 
the  committee  from  each  member  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  regarding  their 
needs  for  a  voluntary-enlistment  pro¬ 
gram.  In  the  many  weeks  of  hearings 
conducted  by  the  committee,  we  heard 
no  evidence  whatsoever  to  support  the 
idea  that  an  enlistment  period  of  36 
months,  or  any  period  of  months  less 
than  4  years,  would  be  adequate  to  meet 
the  needs  of  all  the  Armed  Forces.  The 
traditional  policy  of  the  Nation  has  al¬ 
ways  been  to  secure  the  maximum  num¬ 
ber  of  military  personnel  on  a  voluntary- 
career  basis.  This  is  imperative  to  the 
efficiency  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

What  is  the  actual  situation?  At  the 
present  time  the  normal  Army  enlist¬ 
ment  is  for  a  minimum  period  of  3  years. 
The  Army  also  has  longer  enlistments 
for  4  years,  for  6  years,  and  indefinite 
career  enlistments  in  excess  of  6  years. 
I  would  point  out  that  the  best  estimate 
the  committee  could  get  was  that  under 
this  bill,  with  an  armed  force  of  3,500,- 
000,  only  500,000  to  600,000  men  will 
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immediately  be  drafted,  under  the  lan¬ 
guage  and  terms  of  the  pending  bill. 
Where  do  the  other  3,000,000  come  from? 
They  come  from  the  Reserve  and  from 
voluntary  enlistments. 

A  few  highly  specialized  civilians, 
whose  civilian  occupations  are  identical 
with  the  work  they  will  do  in  the  serv¬ 
ice,  are  sometimes  accepted  for  shorter 
periods,  when  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the 
service.  The  Navy  and  the  Air  Force 
have  proved  through  years  of  experience 
that  a  3-year  enlistment  period  is  too 
short  to  provide  the  advanced  specialist 
training  required  for  both  services.  In 
those  services  the  normal  enlistment  pe¬ 
riod  is  4  years,  with  longer  enlistments 
of  6  years.  The  career  enlistment  is  for 
a  period  in  excess  of  6  years. 

We  should  not  forget  the  important 
fact  that  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force 
are  new  meeting  their  manpower  re¬ 
quirements  from  voluntary  enlistments 
on  those  terms.  They  have  had  to  cut 
off  voluntary  enlistments  temporarily 
because  they  do  not  have  the  facilities  to 
take  care  of  the  number  of  men  who 
are  volunteering.  Every  time  a  man 
volunteers  to  enlist  4  years,  it  means  that 
it  is  unnecessary  to  draft  a  man  to  take 
his  place.  One  volunteer  for  6  years 
means  more  than  two  drafted  men  for 
24  months. 

During  the  7-month  period  from 
July  1950  to  January  1951,  570, 0G0 
men  enlisted  in  the  armed  services  for 
periods  in  excess  of  3  years;  195,000  of 
those  men  enlisted  for  3  years — the  pres¬ 
ent  minimum  period,  which  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  would  make  the 
maximum  period;  300,000  men  enlisted 
for  4  years;  75,000  men  enlisted  for  6 
years.  Therefore,  a  total  of  375,000  men 
enlisted  for  periods  of  service  which  this 
amendment  would  outlaw. 

We  now  have  the  amazingly  success¬ 
ful  average  of  81,400  enlistments  each 
month.  Those  81,400  enlistments  would 
be  cut  down 'from  48  months  to  36 
months,  notwithstanding  an  individ¬ 
ual’s  desire  to  volunteer  for  4  years.  Let 
us  consider  the  Air  Force.  It  takes  29 
months  to  train  a  radar  repairman  for 
a  B-36.  The  man  who  presents  himself 
for  enlistment  has  an  ambition  to  make 
a  career  of  the  service,  or  to  be  pro¬ 
moted  and  attain  a  higher  rating.  He 
receives  29  months  training  in  order  to 
be  a  radar  repairman.  It  takes  28 
months  to  train  a  radio  repairman.  It 
takes  a  great  number  of  months  to  train 
all  the  other  specialists  used  in  the  Air 
Force  and  the  Navy. 

If  the  pending  amendment  should  be 
agreed  to,  we  would  say  to  a  man  who 
wanted  to  enlist  for  4  years,  “We  don’t 
want  you.”  At  the  same  time  we  would 
be  saying,  “We  are  going  to  pass  a  draft 
act  which,  by  this  amendment,  will  re¬ 
quire  the  drafting  of  an  additional  210,- 
000  18-year-olds.” 

Mr.  President,  that  simply  does  not 
make  sense.  In  one  moment  we  say  to  a 
man  who  desires  to  volunteer,  “We  will 
not  take  you  for  4  years.”  Then  as  a 
result  of  the  amendment  it  is  required 
that  we  draft  two  men  to  take  the  place 
of  the  one  we  turned  down. 


Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  rejected  overwhelmingly. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask  for 
the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  amendment. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  by  way  of 
rebuttal  I  merely  wish  to  say,  in  a  few 
sentences,  that  the  questions  raised  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas  can  be  com¬ 
pletely  answered  by  merely  pointing  out 
that  my  amendment  would  not  prohibit 
reenlistment,  and  all  the  men  about 
whom  he  has  been  speaking  would  be 
perfectly  free  to  reenlist  if  the  program 
about  v/hich  he  has  been  talking  has 
been  proved  to  them,  during  their  3 -year 
enlistment,  to  be  so  desirable  for  their 
future. 

We  ought  to  protect  these  boys,  many 
of  whom,  in  my  judgment,  in  the  present 
crisis  have  been  psychologically  pres¬ 
sured  into  a  4-year  enlistment  by  the 
representation  that  that  would  be  a  way 
to  avoid  getting  into  the  infantry.  No 
matter  what  one  may  think  about  boys 
yielding  to  that  sort  of  pressure,  I  do 
not  believe  we  ought  to  hold  that  kind 
of  a  representation  out  to  them. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  will  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Colorado. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 
United  States  has  provided  a  liberal  and 
generous  retirement  program  for  enlisted 
men,  has  it  not? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  it  is  very  gener¬ 
ous.  That  would  be  one  of  the  induce¬ 
ments  for  reenlisting,  I  should  think. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  That  is 
one  of  the  inducements  for  reenlisting, 
but  what  I  am  worried  about  is  whether 
or  not  a  man  who  has  decided  to  make 
the  Army  his  career  might  come  to  the 
time  to  reenlist  and  might  be  turned 
down  by  the  Army.  The  Army  is  not 
compelled  to  let  a  man  remain  in  the 
Army. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  think  that 
presents  much  of  a  problem  in  consider¬ 
ing  the  difference  between  3  and  4  years. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Prob¬ 
ably  it  is  not  much  of  a  problem,  but  I 
am  thinking  of  the  principle  involved, 
and  I  am  wondering  whether  the  Army 
could  say  to  a  man  who  desires  to  re¬ 
enlist,  “No,  we  don’t  want  you  any  long¬ 
er,”  and  he  might  be  cut  off  from  the 
retirement  privileges. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  has  accumulated 
some  retirement  rights  during  his  serv¬ 
ice,  and  the  fact  that  he  would  get  out 
of  the  Army  would  not  affect  his  right 
to  some  financial  protection.  I  do  not 
believe  the  Senator  has  a  very  serious 
problem  in  that  respect  at  all. 

Mr.  President,  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  call  the  roll. 


The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names;. 


Aiken 

Anderson 

Bennett 

Benton 

Brewster 

Bricker 


Bridges 
Butler,  Md. 
Butler,  Nebr. 
Byrd 
Cain 

Capchart 


Carlson 

Case 

Chapman 

Chavez 

Connally 

Cordon 


Dirksen 

Johnson.  Tex. 

Neely 

Douglas 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Nixon 

Duff 

Kefauver 

O’Conor 

Dworshak 

Kem 

O’Mahoney 

Ecton 

Kerr 

Pastore 

Ellender 

Kilgore 

Robertson 

Ferguson 

Knowland 

Russell 

Flanders 

Langer 

Saltonstall 

Frear 

Lehman 

Schoeppel 

Fulbright 

Lodge 

Smathers 

George 

Long 

Smith,  Maine 

Gillette 

McCarran 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Green 

McClellan 

Smith.  N.  C. 

Hayden 

McFarland 

Sparkman 

Hendrickson 

McKellar 

Stennis 

Hennings 

McMahon 

Taft 

Hickenlooper 

Magnuson 

Thye 

Kill 

Malone 

Tobey 

Hoey 

Martin 

Watkins 

Holland 

Maybank 

Welker 

Humphrey 

Millikin 

Wherry 

Hunt 

Monroney 

Williams 

Ives 

Morse 

Young 

Jenner 

Mundt 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Murray 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  and  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr..  Eastland]  are  absent  be¬ 
cause  of  illness. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness 
at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mi*. 
Wiley]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  as  modified.  The  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
support  the  amendment,  but  first  I  wish 
to  read  a  letter  written  by  a  man  in  the 
Navy,  who  is  now  stationed  in  the  Phil¬ 
ippine  Islands.  The  letter  is  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  18th,  and  reads: 

Philippine  Islands,  February  18,  1951. 
Senator  Langer, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  a  naval  reservist  called 
hack  to  duty  from  North  Dakota.  I  am 
also  a  taxpayer  and  I  can’t  say  that  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  way  my  tax  money  Is  being 
spent. 

To  begin  with  I  reported  to  Bismarck  for 
a  physical.  They  felt  of  me  and  saw  that 

1  was  warm  and  sent  me  on  to  Seattle. 
Played  pinochle  and  did  nothing  there  for 

2  weeks  while  being  processed.  Then  on  to 
Treasure  Island  for  another  2  weeks.  They 
rechecked  what  they  did  in  Seattle.  On 
yes,  I  got  to  mow  the  admiral's  lawn  while 
there.  Two  weeks  at  sea  and  then  Guam. 
Guam  was  2  weeks  of  cutting  grass  with  a 
machette.  Finally  got  orders  and  transpor¬ 
tation  to  the  Philippines.  They  let  us  lay 
around  here  for  4  or  5  days  to  get  used  to 
the  place  before  assigning  us  to  duty.  It 
was  just  a  little  better  than  2  months  from 
the  day  I  was  recalled  until  I  got  assigned 
to  duty. 

This  station  has  a  normal  complement  of 
men  of  about  300  men.  They  had  13  air¬ 
planes  to  take  care  of  before.  Now  they 
have  close  to  600  men  here  and  still  only 
13  airplanes  to  take  care  of.  Now  I  ask 
you — does  that  make  sense  to  you?  The 
men  the  Navy  called  back  were  supposedly 
men  with  critical  rates,  men  that  were 
needed.  I  understand  that  they  have  a  sim¬ 
ilar  condition  on  Guam  too. 

I  understand  also  that  men  are  bleeding 
and  dying  up  north  in  Korea.  Haven’t  seen 
anyone  do  anything  about  that  around  here. 
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All  we  do  is  lay  around  and  make  picture 
frames,  bracelets,  and  watch  bands.  Maybe 
we  should  appreciate  the  vacation.  About 
all  we  are  doing  is  wasting  our  own  time 
and  a  lot  of  the  taxpayers’  money.  What’s 
going  on?  Is  the  Navy  trying  to  spend  a 
lot  of  money  now  to  get  a  bigger  appropria¬ 
tion  next  year  Seems  like  a  very  silly  opera¬ 
tion  to  me. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  the  man’s  name. 
His  brother,  in  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  also  writes, 
saying  that  he  received  the  letter  I  have 
read. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish  to  observe  that  the  letter 
which  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
has  read  is  not  remotely  involved  in 
the  pending  amendment.  Perhaps  it  is 
remotely  involved,  in  that  if  we  cut  the 
term  of  voluntary  enlistment  it  would 
mean  that  reservists  who  are  so  unhappy 
as  the  one  who  wrote  to  the  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  would  have  to  stay 
on  duty  for  a  longer  period  of  time. 

Frankly,  up  to  this  time,  I  have  been 
able  to  understand  the  reasoning  behind 
all  amendments  offered  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon.  This  amendment  I  am 
unable  to  digest.  He  says  that  because 
of  the  fact  that  so  many  men  desire 
to  enlist  for  4  years  in  the  Air  Force 
and  in  the  Navy  he  finds  it  necessary 
'  to  endeavor  to  cut  the  period  to  3  years. 

He  talks  about  psychological  pressures 
put  on  men  to  compel  them  to  enlist 
for  4  years  in  the  Navy.  I  respectfully 
submit  that  any  man  who  yields  to  psy¬ 
chological  pressure  to  enlist  for  4  years 
would  yield  much  more  readily  and  much 
more  quickly  if  he  could  enlist  for  3 
years,  as  proposed  by  the  amendment. 
The  hoarding  of  manpower  of  which  he 
complains  would  be  greatly  aggravated. 
This  amendment  relates  only  to  a  vol¬ 
untary  contract  between  the  citizen  and 
his  Government,  whereby  he  enlists  for 
a  period  longer  than  36  months. 

As  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  said  in  his  very 
able  statement,  there  are  all  kinds  of 
periods  of  enlistment  in  the  Army  and 
Navy,  including  an  indefinite  enlistment. 
Today  there  are  thousands  of  men  in 
the  Army  and  Navy,  and  particularly  in 
the  Marine  Corps,  who  are  making  a  ca¬ 
reer  of  service.  They  enlist  for  an  in¬ 
definite  period  because  they  want  to 
serve  20  years  and  have  retirement  privi¬ 
leges. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  says,  “Oh, 
no;  it  is  all  wrong  if  a  man  wishes  to 
do  that.  He  cannot  do  it.  We  are  going 
to  limit  him  to  an  enlistment  of  36 
months.”  So  if  we  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment,  all  we  are  doing  is  adding  to  the 
pressure  on  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy 
to  waste  manpower. 

This  amendment  has  no  place  in  a 
selective-service  bill,  which  takes  men 
by  compulsion.  It  ought  to  stand  on  its 
own  merits  as  a  separate  proposition, 
and  not  be  brought  here  to  be  confused 
with  the  issue  of  the  reservists  and  the 
inductees.  Because  of  the  action  taken 
by  the  Senate  yesterday,  their  period  of 
service  is  limited  to  24  months, 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Did  I  correctly 
understand  the  distinguished  chairman 


of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  to  say 
that  persons  could  enlist  for  an  indefi¬ 
nite  period? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Not  for  any  definite 
term? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  are  conditions 
as  to  the  length  of  service;  but  there  is 
such  a  thing  as  an  indefinite  enlistment 
in  at  least  one  of  the  branches  of  the 
service.  I  am  quite  sure  of  that. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  How  does  a  man 
get  out  of  the  service?  When  he  gets 
up  near  the  guns  can  he  decide  to  resign 
at  that  point?  How  does  he  get  out? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  familiar 
with  all  the  conditions,  but  there  is  an 
indefinite  period  of  enlistment  which  is 
authorized  in  all  the  services,  for  the 
noncommissioned  officers.  I  am  not 
familiar  with  all  the  details.  Of  course, 
there  is  a  period  of  release. 

A  certain  number  of  men  make  a 
career  of  the  service.  That  includes 
radar  operators,  B-36  pilots,  men  who 
handle  generators  and  other  delicate 
machinery  in  the  Navy,  and  many  other 
classes  of  men.  They  get  the  benefit  of 
their  reenlistment  pay  all  in  a  lump.  It 
is  a  rather  attractive  proposition  to  a 
man  who  wishes  to  serve  20  years  and  re¬ 
tire.  Of  course;  a  man  may  be  court 
martialed  and  discharged  from  the  Navy. 
However,  there  is  an  indefinite  period 
of  enlistment  in  all  the  armed  services 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  that  a  man  may  enlist  for  20  years? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  His  period  of  enlist¬ 
ment  is  subject  to  the  retirement  law. 
He  can  be  retired  after  20  years’  serv¬ 
ice.  I  am  not  familiar  with  all  the  de¬ 
tails,  but  I  know  that  there  is  such  a  thing 
as  indefinite  enlistment,  and  that  thou¬ 
sands  of  American  citizens  have  availed 
themselves  of  it  in  the  armed  services. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is 
utterly  inconsistent  with  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  was  offered  yesterday  to 
increase  the  age  at  which  youths  may 
be  drafted.  If  we  adopt  this  amend¬ 
ment,  which  cuts  back  the  voluntary 
contract  of  enlistment  to  38  months, 
whereas  it  is  now  48,  and  the  men  do 
not  reenlist,  we  shall  have  to  dip  200,000 
men  deeper  into  the  18-year-old  group 
to  make  up  for  the  men  who  will  be 
lost  by  reducing  the  period  of  enlistment. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  it  not  true 
that  in  the  pool  there  are  approximately 
545,000  men  who  are  I-A,  who  are  fitted 
for  service,  and  that  if  this  amendment 
should  be  adopted  it  would  make  it  even 
more  difficult  than  it  is  now  to  fill  up 
the  901,000  vacancies  which  occur  in  the 
armed  services  every  year? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  only  effect  this 
amendment  can  possibly  have  will  be 
to  increase  the  length  of  service  of  the 
reservists  and  to  increase  the  number 
of  18 -year-olds  who  will  have  to  be 
drafted,  because  the  men  will  have  to 
come  from  somewhere  to  fill  up  the 
ranks. 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  will  mean  go¬ 
ing  deeper  into  the  group  of  men  who 
have  positions  in  the  community,  men 
who  are  fathers  of  families,  and  those 
who  hold  responsible  positions  in  indus¬ 
try,  and  who  are  trying  to  get  ahead 
and  lead  their  own  lives. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  utterly  incom¬ 
patible  with  the  entire  philosophy  of  the 
bill,  which  is  worked  out  on  a  basis  of 
something  like  equal  sharing.  The 
amendment  not  only  undertakes  to  in¬ 
terfere  with  a  voluntary  act  of  the  citi¬ 
zen  in  the  future,  but  it  reaches  back 
into  the  past.  It  cuts  the  period  of  the 
contract  between  the  citizen  and  his 
government  for  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces.  It  would  increase  the  length  of 
service  of  the  reservists  and  increase 
the  number  of  18-year-olds  who  would 
have  to  be  drafted. 

The  amendment  deals  with  a  volun¬ 
tary  proposition.  Any  citizen  who 
wishes  to  reduce  his  term  of  service  to 
24  months — not  36 — can  present  him¬ 
self  for  induction  to  his  induction 
board.  Then  his  period  of  service  is 
limited  to  24  months,  whereas  this 
amendment  would  limit  to  3  years  a 
voluntary  agreement  on  the  part  of  the 
citizen  to  serve  for  a  longer  period  than 

3  years. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  it  not  true 
that  the  evidence  before  us — not  in  the 
selective  service  hearings  but  in  other 
hearings — is  to  the  effect  that  many  of 
the  men  in  the  submarine  service  and 
many  men  in  the  Air  Force  enlist  for  up¬ 
ward  of  4  or  5  years,  and  then  reenlist 
because  they  are  proud  of  their  duty  in 
the  service?  They  are  proud  of  their 
skills.  It  is  that  pride  in  skill  and  the 
morale  of  the  men  in  the  submarine 
service  and  Air  Force  which  make  those 
forces  superior  forces  today. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  exactly  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  What  is  the  opinion 
of  the  very  able  Senator  from  Georgia  as 
to  whether  or  not  we  would  get  more  en¬ 
listments  on  a  4-year  basis  than  on  a 
3-year  basis?  Is  not  that  the  question 
we  are  trying  to  decide?  Would  we  get 
more  on  a  volunteer  basis  if  the  enlist¬ 
ments  were  for  3  years  rather  than  for 

4  years?  Has  the  Senator  any  facts  on 
that  subject? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  we  have  no  facts 
on  the  subject.  There  is  a  3 -year  enlist¬ 
ment  in  the  Army  today;  yet  the  Army, 
with  the  shortest  period  of  enlistment,  is 
obliged  to  draft  men.  The  Army  is  the 
only  service  which  is  compelled  to  take 
men  through  selective  service. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  not  as  yet  made 
up  my  mind  what  to  do  with  respect  to 
this  amendment.  I  believe  that  what 
the  committee  is  seeking  to  do,  and  what 
everyone  wants  to  do,  is  to  get  as  many 
enlistments  as  possible  in  the  Army.  Of 
course,  most  of  the  enlistments  have  been 
going  to  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy.  At 
least,  that  is  the  information  which  I 
receive  through  my  mail.  Young  men 
write  to  me  and  say,  “I  would  like  to 
enlist  in  the  Navy,”  or  “I  would  like  to 
get  into  the  Air  Force.”  Even  thougih 
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the  enlistments  in  the  Army  might  be  for 
2  or  3  or  4  years,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
preference  is  for  the  other  two  branches 
of  the  service.  I  should  like  to  obtain  the 
judgment  of  my  distinguished  friend  as 
to  whether  or  not  a  4-year  period  of  en¬ 
listment  would  produce  more  volunteers 
and  get  more  personnel  into  the  military 
than  would  a  3-year  period  of  enlistment. 
It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  the  impor¬ 
tant  point. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  will  not  work  out 
that  way  in  operation,  because  the  Army 
has  a  3 -year  enlistment  period  today. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  heard  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon — 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  heard  him. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  He  argued  this  ques¬ 
tion  from  the  standpoint  that  there  were 
too  many  enlistments  in  the  Air  Force 
for  4  years,  and  too  many  enlistments  in 
the  Navy  for  4  years.  Therefore,  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  cut  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force 
down  to  where  the  Army  is.  It  could 
have  no  other  result  than  greatly  to  in¬ 
crease  the  rush  to  the  Air  Force  and  the 
Navy. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  heard  that  argu¬ 
ment,  and  I  appreciate  the  argument 
and  the  answer  which  was  made  to  it. 
But  to  me  that  does  not  answer  the 
question.  I  am  not  saying  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  did  not  mean  to  answer  it.  It  seems 
to  me  offhand,  as  a  layman,  that  we 
might  get  more  enlistments  if  the  en¬ 
listments  were  for  a  3 -year  period,  rather 
than  for  4  or  5  years,  or  some  longer 
term.  I  say  that  even  though  I  agree 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  that  it  takes  a  cer¬ 
tain  length  of  time  to  train  a  mechanic, 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  trouble  is  that  to¬ 
day  we  are  getting  too  many  enlistments 
for  a  4-year  period  in  the  Air  Force  and 
in  the  Navy.  We  are  net  getting  a  suffi¬ 
cient  number  of  enlistments  in  the  Army 
for  36  months.  If  the  Senator  were  to 
offer  to  reduce  the  enlistment  period  in 
the  Army  to  24  months,  I  could  under¬ 
stand  it;  but  I  cannot  understand  how  he 
is  going  to  help  the  Army  by  making  the 
Air  Force  and  the  Navy  even  more  at¬ 
tractive  than  they  are  today. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  will  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  I  do  not  see  how  a  change  in 
the  formula  will  help  out  the  Army  or 
not  help  out  the  Army,  because  many 
men  do  not  want  to  enlist  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  will  ask  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nebraska  a  question. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
can  answer  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  more  men  are  en¬ 
listing  in  the  Air  Force  and  in  the  Navy 
for  4 -year  periods  than  either  branch 
of  the  service  can  use — and  there  have 
been  periods  when  both  services  have 
had  to  cut  off  enlistments — and  not  a 
sufficient  number  are  enlisting  in  the 
Army  for  36-month  periods  of  enlist¬ 
ment,  will  not  the  disproportion  be  in¬ 
creased  by  changing  the  formula? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  will  or  not.  My  opinion  is 
that  many  men  who  want  to  get  into  the 
armed  services  want  to  get  into  the  Air 
Force  and  into  the  Navy.  I  think  we  are 


at  the  point  where  we  have  to  do  away 
possibly  with  all  enlistments,  and  take 
the  men  in  as  inductees,  and  assign  them 
to  the  various  services.  I  cannot  say 
whether  a  3-year  or  a  4-year  enlist¬ 
ment  period  would  accomplish  the  pur¬ 
pose  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  in 
view.  That  is  what  worries  me. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  can¬ 
not  explain  it  if  the  Senator  cannot  see 
it,  that  to  reduce  the  enlistment  period 
in  the  Air  Force  and  in  the  Navy  will 
continue  to  make  service  in  those  two 
branches  even  more  popular,  and  will 
militate  even  more  against  enlistment  in 
the  Army,  for  the  Infantry.  If  the 
Senator  cannot  see  that,  there  is  no  way 
I  can  possibly  explain  it  to  him. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  agree  with  the  Senator  from 
V/yoming  that  career  soldiers,  the  career 
personnel  in  any  of  the  three  compo¬ 
nents  of  the  armed  services,  are  the  most 
valuable  men  in  the  service? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  that  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  common  knowledge.  Everyone 
knows  that  to  be  so.  A  person  does  not 
have  to  be  a  Senator  to  know  that. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Does  the  Senator  further 
agree  with  me  that  after  a  man  has 
served  for  4  or  5  years  in  one  enlistment, 
has  separated  himself  from  his  civilian 
contacts  for  that  long  a  period,  has  be¬ 
come  very  well  acquainted  with  and  in¬ 
terested  in  and  likes  his  position  in  any 
of  the  three  components,  there  is  a  great 
deal  more  likelihood  of  getting  him  to 
reenlist  than  if  he  had  originally  enlisted 
for  a  shorter  period? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  that  is 
correct. 

Mr.  HUNT.  The  third  observation  I 
should  like  to  make  is  that  without  a 
question  of  doubt  the  longer  the  period  of 
enlistment  the  greater  will  be  the  sol¬ 
dier’s  efficiency  to  the  service.  Is  not 
that  true? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  undoubtedly 
true. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  has  no 
place  on  this  bill.  It  deals  with  the  pro¬ 
vision  for  voluntary  enlistments  and  not 
with  inductions.  I  feel  that  adoption  of 
the  amendment  will  only  increase  the 
disproportion  between  the  services. 
Under  the  amendment  all  that  any  man 
who  now  wishes  to  avoid  the  4-year  en¬ 
listment  in  the  Air  Force  or  in  the  Navy, 
or  the  3 -year  enlistment  in  the  Army, 
has  to  do  is  to  present  himself  for  in¬ 
duction  and  his  services  are  limited  to 
24  months.  The  amendment  has  not 
been  carefully  thought  through.  It 
would  add  to  the  difficulty  of  shortening 
the  period  of  service  of  reservists  who 
are  called  to  active  duty,  and  would  in¬ 
crease  the  number  of  18-year-olds  it 
would  be  necessary  to  draft  into  the 
service. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Would  the  amend¬ 
ment  affect  enlistments  in  the  Army? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  it  would.  It 
provides  that  the  services  cannot  accept 
men  for  enlistment  for  periods  longer 


than  3  years  in  the  Army,  the  Navy,  or 
the  Air  Force. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Would  that  not  be 
a  distinct  disadvantage  to  the  Army?  Is 
it  not  true  that  a  great  many  at  least  of 
their  most  valuable  men,  old  enlisted  ser¬ 
geants  and  others,  would  be  affected  by 
the  amendment? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  would  affect  any 
one  man  going  into  the  service.  I  do  not 
understand  that  it  would  affect  reenlist¬ 
ments  today;  but  it  would  affect  enlist¬ 
ments  in  the  first  instance.  If  a  man 
wanted  to  enlist  for  5  years  in  order  to 
train  himself  to  become  expert  in  repair¬ 
ing  aircraft,  or  to  be  a  skilled  mechanic, 
he  could  not  do  so.  Pie  would  be  limited 
to  3  years. 

Mr.  CONNALLY.  Does  it  not  take 
considerable  time  to  train  for  such  tech¬ 
nical  work,  and  do  we  not  need  men  with 
such  ability  in  the  Army? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  They  are  the 
backbone  of  the  Army.  We  should  net 
do  anything  in  this  haphazard  fashion 
that  would  prevent  any  man  who  desires 
to  do  so  from  making  a  career  of  the 
armed  service,  especially  at  a  time  when 
we  are  casting  about  for  ways  and  means 
to  increase  the  national  defense. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  first  I 
want  to  thank  the  Senator  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Langer]  for  the  letter  he 
read  into  the  Record.  Examples  of  the 
wasteful  practice,  as  set  forth  in  the  let¬ 
ter,  in  the  use  of  the  military  manpower 
can  be  multiplied  many  times,  I  am  sure, 
in  the  Senator’s  own  files,  and  it  can  be 
multiplied  many  times  in  my  files.  It 
was  a  very  good  letter  bearing  out  what 
some  of  us  had  been  trying  to  point  cut 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  some  days 
past,  that  this  period  of  time  which  the 
military  tells  us  is  required  to  get  service¬ 
men  back  and  forth  to  their  posts  is  a 
very  wasteful  period  so  far  as  military 
practice  is  concerned.  Although  it  has 
little  to  do  with  the  amendment  pending, 
I  want  to  nail  it  once  more  so  there  will 
be  no  doubt  as  the  military  reads  this 
Record — and,  Mr.  President,  they  are 
reading  what  is  being  said  on  the  floor — 
that  they  at  least  will  be  conscious  of  the 
fact  that  some  of  us  are  wise  to  their 
wasteful  practices  in  handling  manpower 
and  using  time  and  money. 

Just  a  word  of  reply  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia.  I  pointed  out  in  my  main 
remarks  earlier  today  that  what  we  need 
to  adopt  in  the  future,  if  the  military 
does  not  keep  faith  with  the  spirit  and 
intent  of  the  induction  law,  is  additional 
legislation  which  will  require  each 
branch  of  the  service  to  take  a  certain 
percentage  of  inductees.  I  think  that  is 
the  only  way  in  the  long  run  to  solve 
that  particular  problem  unless  they  do 
it  by  their  own  -regulation  and  orders, 
which  they  have  power  to  do  under  the 
law.  I  said  that  at  the  beginning  cf  my 
statement,  Mr.  President.  So  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  my  amendment  was  not  to  cover 
that  particular  point.  I  did  not  design 
it  to  cover  that  particular  point.  But  I 
did  design  it  to  accomplish  two  things, 
namely,  to  carry  out  what,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  it  is  our  duty  to  do,  namely,  to  im¬ 
pose  some  constitutional  checks  on  the 
military  by  deciding,  here  in  Congress, 
what  the  ceiling  on  enlistments  shad  be, 
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because  under  the  discretion  we  have 
given  them  in  past  legislation— and  it 
is  too  wide  a  discretion — they  can  at 
the  present  time  make  the  term  of  en¬ 
listment  3  years  or  4  years  or  5  years 
or  6  years. 

In  my  opinion  they  have  taken  ad¬ 
vantage  of  a  state  of  mind  held  by 
thousands  of  our  young  men  in  order 
to  bring  about  their  enlistment  for  a 
period  of  4  years.  I  think  time  will 
prove  that  that  was  an  unfair  advan¬ 
tage  they  took  of  the  boys.  If  the  ten¬ 
sions  should  become  worse  and  we 
should  face  an  all-out  war  situation, 
then  all  of  us  know  that  all  ceilings 
would  be  removed  anyway,  and  that 
Congress  would  meet  very  quickly  to 
pass  whatever  additional  legislation 
might  be  necessary  to  meet  the  emer¬ 
gency.  But  my  belief  is  that  here  and 
now  is  the  place  to  pass  that  legislation. 
I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  making  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  administrative  branch  of  the 
Government  quasi-legislative  bodies  by 
giving  them  so  much  discretion  in  re¬ 
spect  to  so  many  things  for  which  we 
do  not  write  the  blueprint  here.  So  I 
want  to  write  the  blueprint  of  the  36- 
month  enlistment  period. 

The  last  thing  I  want  to  say  to  my 
good  friend  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
is  that  he,  as  did  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  answered  by  say¬ 
ing,  “The  services  can  sell  their  pro¬ 
grams.  The  boys  can  reenlist.”  There 
is  nothing  in  my  amendment  which 
would  prevent  reenlistment.  But  my 
amendment  authorizes  the  kind  of  check 
which  we  ought  to  provide  as  clear  no¬ 
tice  to  the  Military  Establishment  that 
we  are  going  to  limit  their  broad  dis- 
cretion. 

PROPOSED  ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

INSTALLATION  IN  SOUTH  CAROLINA 

'  Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  as 
the  Senate  knows,  a  site  was  chosen  in 
South  Carolina  for  a  new  atomic  energy 
installation  in  November  of  last  year. 
Some  rumors  reached  me,  about  the 
middl^  of  January,  that  there  might 
have  bef n  quite  a  bit  of  speculation  going 
on  in  land  near  this  tract.  T  thereupon 
dispatched  investigators — I  believe  they 
got  there  January  25 — and  they  have 
been  busy  conducting  an  investigation. 
Of  course,  operations  since  the  acquisi¬ 
tion,  or  rather  since  the  announcement 
date,  fall  into  quite  a  different  category 
than  operations  which  may  have  been 
predicated  upon  so-called  inside  infor¬ 
mation.  / 

I  noticed  on  the  news  ticker  today 
that  the  Governor  of  South  Carolina  has 
suggested  that  an  investigation  is  in 
order.  I  wish  to  advise  the  Senate  that 
both  the  Commission  and  the  Joint  Com¬ 
mittee  have  been  makipg  such  an 
investigation. 

I  also  noted  that  the  senior  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Maybank] 
suggested  that  he  was  going  to,  ask  the 
FBI  to  make  an  investigation,  too.  I 
think  that  is  all  very  well;  but  I  simply 
wish  to  inform  the  Senate  that,  so  far 
as  we  can  prevent  it,  no  profits  will  be 
made  upon  the  acquisition  of  land,  either 
there  or  contiguous  to  any  other  atomic 
energy  installation,  where  the  purchase 


of 'land  is  based  upon  so-called  inside 
information. 

As  Issee  it  now,  on  preliminary  reports, 
the  dealings  in  land  have  occurred  since 
the  site  announcement  was  made.  How¬ 
ever,  we  are  still  checking  every  trans¬ 
action  within  the  area  where  speculation 
may  have  taken  place. 

I  should  like  to  say  further,  in  closing, 
that  there  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that, 
under  the  law,  of  course  the  Government 
can  take  any  of  this  land  which  has 
been  traded  in,  and  can  pay  a  fair  price 
for  it,  even  though  the  Government  soon 
thereafter  may  resell  the  land  to  private 
parties,  for  the  private  development  of 
private  housing. 

I  simply  wish  the  Senate  to  know  that 
the  matter  is  not  being  brushed  aside  or 
disregarded,  but  that  we  have  it  well  in 
hand.  If  anyone  thinks  he  is  going  to 
make  any  unholy  profits  or  any  illegal 
profits  in  the  area  referred  to  and  get 
away  with  it,  I  simply  wish  to  state  that 
this  will  not  occur. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment,  “3-5-D,”  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse].  On  this 
question,  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  and  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Eastland]  are  absent  be¬ 
cause  of  illness.  If  present,  they  would 
vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness  at 
the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Van- 
denberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
Wiley]  is  absent  on  official  business; 
and  if  present,  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  14, 


Smathers 
Smith,  N.  J. 
Smith,  N.  O. 
Sparkman 


Clements 

Eastland 


Stennls 

Thye 

Tobey 

Watkins 


Welker 

Williams 

Young 


NOT  VOTING— 5 

McCarthy  Wiley 
Vandenberg 


nays  77,  as  follows: 

Aiken 

YEAS— 14 

Ecton 

Schoeppel 

Butler,  Md. 

Hendrickson 

Smith,  Maine 

Capehart 

Danger 

Taft 

Case 

McCarran 

Wherry 

Dirksen 

Morse 

Anderson 

NAYS— 77 
George 

Lodge 

Bennett 

Gillette 

Long 

Benton 

Green 

McClellan 

Brewster 

Hayden 

McFarland 

Bricker 

Hennings 

McKellar 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

McMahon 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hill 

Magnuson 

Byrd 

Hoey 

Malone 

Cain 

Holland 

Martin 

Carlson 

Humphrey 

Maybank 

Chapman 

Hunt 

Millikin 

Chavez 

Ives 

Monroney 

Connally 

Jenner 

Mundt 

Cordon 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Murray 

Douglas 

Johnson,  Tex, 

Neely 

Duff 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Nixon 

Dworshak 

Kefauver 

O'Conor 

Ellender 

Kem 

O’Mahoney 

Ferguson 

Kerr 

Pastore 

Flander* 

Kilgore 

Robertson 

Frear 

Knowland 

Russell 

Fulbright 

Lehman 

Saltonstall 

So  Mr.  Morse’s  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Frear 
in  the  chair).  The  bill  is  open  to 
.  further  amendment. 
j\  THE  PRESIDENT’S  PLEA  FOR  PEACE 
THROUGH  DISARMAMENT 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  oh 
February  26,  9  Members  of  the  House  and 
14  Senators  sent  a  letter  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  which,  at  this  point,  • 
I  desire  to  read : 

Washington,  D.  C.,  February  26, 1951, 
The  President, 

The  White  House, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  We,  the  undersigned, 
urge  that  your  plea  for  peace  through  dis¬ 
armament,  made  before  the  United  Nations 
Assembly  on  October  14  last,  be  now  followed 
up  by  definite  proposals  to  be  made  by  our 
representative  on  the  United  Nations  Coun¬ 
cil.  .  \ 

In  your ,  address  you  set  forth  principles 
which  we  abbreviate  as  follows: 

“First,  tile  plan  must  include  all  kinds  of 
weapons.  Outlawing  any  particular  kind  of 
weapon  is  not  enough.  *  *  * 

“Second,  the  plan  must  be  based  on  unan¬ 
imous  agreement.  *  *  * 

“Third,  the  plan  must  be  foolproof.  Paper 
promises  are  not  enough.  Disarmament 
must  be  based  on'safeguards  which  will  in¬ 
sure  the  compliance  of  all  nations.  *  *  *” 

Supporting  these  principles,  as  we  do,  we 
suggest — 

That  the  first  step  proposed  by  the  lifting 
of  the  iron  curtain;  and  the  resumption  of  at 
least  that  degree  of  freedom  of  communica¬ 
tion  between  all  the  peoples  of  the  earth 
which  existed  between  the  nations  of  West¬ 
ern  Europe  and  thi  American  continents 
prior  to  the  Second  World  War; 

The  the  proposal  be  for  complete  disarm¬ 
ament  of  all  nations  under  the  direction  and 
surveillance  of  the  United  Nations; 

That  a  United  Naiions  Commission  be  set 
up  to  effect  disarmament  in  an  orderly,  com¬ 
plete,  and  rapid  way: 

That  a  United  Nations  police  force  be  es¬ 
tablished  in  accordance  with  the  original  in¬ 
tention  of  the  Charter  which  shall  be  super¬ 
ior  in  size  and  armament  to  any  forces  avail¬ 
able  to  the  member  nations  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  civil  order; 

And,  finally,  that  the  proposal  be  perma¬ 
nently  in  effect  and  repeatedly  offered  until 
it  is  accepted; 

If  the  other  nations  refuse  our  proposal,  we 
lose  nothing;  but  if  they  accept,  the  whole 
world  wins. 

There  are  many  indications  that  action  of 
this  sort  would  find  an  immediately  favor¬ 
able  response  from  the  American  people.  We 
ourselves  ask  that  we  may  have  an  early 
opportunity  to  discuss  this  question  with  you 
in  detail.  We  look  forward  to  hearing  from 
you  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

Sincerely  yours. 

I  shall  not  read  the  signatures  to  the 
letter,  but  I  ask  permission  to  have  them 
incorporated  in  the  Record. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  signa¬ 
tures  to  the  letter  addressed  to  the  Pres¬ 
ident,  dated  February  26,  1951,  were 
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rdered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  a  / 

I 


fallows:  . , 

James  C.  Auchincloss,  Laurie  Battle^  . 
Prances  P.  Bolton,  A.  S.  J.  Carnahan,  Rob>- 
ert\  Hale,  Brooks  Hays,  Christian  Herte£,  . 
JohV  W.  Heselton,  Walter  H.  Judd,  Ralph  ' 
E.  Inlanders,  Lester  C.  Hunt,  Walter  F.  ’> 
Georse,  Robert  C.  Hendrickson,  Lister  Hill,  ■ 
EstesAkefauver,  A.  S.  Mike  Monrone^.  A. 
Willis-  Robertson,  H.  Alexander  Smith,  j 
Margaret  Chase  Smith,  John  C.  StHnnis, 
EBward -J,  Thye,  Charles  W.  Tobey,  Homer 
Ferguson.  / 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  may  say  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  letter  that,  since  the  time 
was  shorn  and  the  President  was  about  , 
to  depart\for  his  Florida  vacation,  no 
endeavor  was  made  in  either  the  House 
or  Senate  to  obtain  Jihe  largest  possible 
number  of  subscribers  to  the. letter;  but 
we  know  there  are  a  good  piany  more 
Senators  and'pepresentatives  who  are  in 
sympathy  with  the  letter  than  those 
whose  signatures  I  had  the  opportunity 
of  securing.  1  / 

Pertinence  is \  given  to /this  letter  by 
news  reported  ih  the  morning  press.  I 
have  before  me  a  clipping  from  the 
Washington  Post  under  the  headlines,  1 
“Russia  asks  arms  slash  on  agenda  of 
Big  Four;  Gromyko  proposals  go  be¬ 
yond  German  question,  give  hope  of 
Paris  agreement.”  It  seems  perfectly 
clear  that  the  opening  is  now  made  for 
us  to  proceed  with  .the  100-percent  dis¬ 
armament  proposal,  of  which  the  first 
step  will  be  the  rising  of  the  iron  cur¬ 
tain  because  without  that  there  is  no 
possible  assurancjfe  of  any  sort  that  any 
disarmament  agreement  will  be  honored 
or  carried  through.  It  is  my  hope,  and 
the  hope  of  others  who  have  signed  this 
letter,  that  Senators  who  are  sympa¬ 
thetic  to  this  .Undertaking  will,  perhaps 
daily,  and  until  some  notice  is  taken  of 
this  matter  py  the  President  or  by  the 
State  Department,  press  for  entering 
through  the  door  which  Russia  has  so 
providentially  opened  to  us. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yielcf  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire?  . 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  May  I  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Vermont  what 
reply,  if  any,  he  received? 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  We  have  received 
■no  reply.  The  President  is  on  vacation. 
We  tried  to  get  the  letter  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  in  time.  We  were  simply  assured 
by  the  President’s  Secretary  that  the 
letter  would  have  his  attention — pre¬ 
sumably  during  the  period  of  his  vaca-- 
tion. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
further  wish  to  put  into  the  Record  a 
message  which  I  received  from  General 
Marshall.  I  was  greatly  concerned  with 
the  proposed  27  months  of  service,  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  boy  who  was  leav¬ 
ing  preparatory  school  to  attend  col¬ 
lege,  because  service  of  that  length 


would  take  the  entire  time  from  his 
graduation  from  high  school  to  his  ma¬ 
triculation  in  college,  with  no  time  for 
brushing  up  on  his  entrance  require¬ 
ments  at  the  end  of  his  service.  I  was 
referred  to  Mrs.  Anna  Rosenberg,  who 
assured  me  that  administrative  action 
could  be  taken  on  the  26  months’  provi¬ 
sion,  which  was  originally  incorporated 
in  the  bill,  to  give  assurance  that  no  boy 
would  have  to  lose  an  extra  6  months — • 
or  an  extra  year,  more  likely.  I  asked, 
however,  for  that  confirmation  directly 
from  General  Marshall  himself.  He 
dictated  for  me  the  following  message: 

Dear  Senator:  I  just  called  up  to  con¬ 
firm  what  Mrs.  Rosenberg  communicated  to 
you  regarding  the  administrative  action  that 
would  make  it  possible  not  to  deprive  a  boy 
of  more  than  2  years  of  schooling. 

This  message  of  mine  is  to  confirm  what 
Mrs.  Rosenberg  told  you  as  being  correct. 

Gen.  George  Marshall. 

It  is  quite  evident  that  if  administra¬ 
tive  action  could  be  taken  to  this  effect, 
on  a  26  months’  military  training  and 
service  program,  it  will  be  that  much 
easier  to  do  it  on  a  24  months’  training 
and  service  program. 

I  want  to  have  this  statement  entered 
in  the  Record  so  that  it  will  be  perfectly 
clear  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  so  to  administer 
the  bill  which  we  are  now  considering 
that  no  boy  will  be  required  to  waste  an 
extra  year  between  preparatory  school 
and  college. 

SHIPMENT  OP  WAR  MATERIALS  TO 
\  COMMUNIST  CHINA 

-Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate*  two  articles.  One  bears  a  Washing¬ 
ton  date  line,  and  reads: 

The  Government  tonight  banned  or  lim¬ 
ited  the  use  of  natural  rubber  in  incjte  than 
40,000  Civilian  products,  effective  March  1. 
No  natural  rubber  will  be  allowejf  in  pas¬ 
senger-car  and  light-truck  tires  of  tubes. 

The  order  covers  nearly  every  civilian  rub¬ 
ber  item  from  industrial  belts— 

And  so  forth.  On  February  28  there 
appeared  in  \the  Hong  Kong  Standard 
the  following  article: 

Rubber  Cargo  for  China  Loaded  Here 

Bales  of  rubber  sheets  and  steel  building 
materials  have  be^n  loaded  on  two  ships 
bound  for  Red  China. 

Some  2,000  tons  of  rubber  are  being  loaded 
on  the  Chinese  Communist  freighter  Ming 
Shan  destined  to  sail  for  Conton  tomorrow, 
from  where,  it  was  learned,  they  will  be 
railed  up  to  North  China, 

That  was  February  28;  it  was  not  last 
December  or  even  last  '  January.  The 
article  continues: 

Meanwhile,  shortly  after  hV  arrival  here 
the  British  steamer  Taksang  \  (of  Jardine, 
Matheson)  discharged  several  tons  of  rub¬ 
ber  sheets.  /  She  arrived  here  from  Calcutta 
via  the  St/aits. 

At  the /same  time,  junks  berthed  along¬ 
side  the  /Wharf  were  loading  rubber  bales. 

The  ‘/Five  Star-”  flagged  freighter  Ming 
Shan,  According  to  an  officer,  is  loading  rub¬ 
ber  b piles  in  the  colony  for  the  second  time. 
She  took  1,000  tons  of  rubber  on  her  last  trip 
her^Z  She  is  now  taking  on  1,900  tons,  he 
ped. 

Operated  by  the  Far  East  Shipping  Co. 
Kwangtung  Province,  the  Ming  Shan 
plies  on  the  Hong  Kong-Canton  cargo  run  to¬ 


gether  with  another  ship,  the  Hsin  Men,  also 
owned  by  the  same  company.  The  Com! 
munist-flagged  freighter  Hsin  Men  cleared 
port  early  at  dawn  today  for  Canton  with 
500  tons  of  general  cargo. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  engaged  in  a 
United  Nations  action  in  Korea.  Up  un¬ 
til  today,  8  months  after  the  outbreak 
of  the  Korean  fighting,  the  United  States 
has  been  supplying  90  percent  of  the 
troops  furnished  by  the  United  Nations 
members,  and  is  suffering  more  than  £0 
percent  of  the  casualties.  If  our  allies 
in  this  endeavor  and  our  fellow  members 
of  the  United  Nations  are  not  willing  to 
carry  their  full  share  of  the  load  of  sup¬ 
plying  troops,  the  least  they  should  do  is 
not  to  give  aid  and  comfort  to  the 
enemy. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  that  if  a  citi¬ 
zen  of  the  United  States  had  conducted 
such  trade  during  World  War  I  or  World 
War  II  it  would  have  been  a  violation  of 
the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act.  Great 
Britain  is  a  member  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions.  She  Jjas  troops  in  Korea,  al¬ 
though  as  yet  a  very  small  fraction  of 
the  troops  there.  If  this  trade  is  allowed 
to  continue,  the  material  sent  will  be 
used  to  build  the  Chinese  Communist 
war  machine  for  the  purpose  of  destroy¬ 
ing  the  United  Nations  forces  in  Korea 
and  driving  us  into  the  sea  if  possible. 

I  believe  the  American  Government 
has  dilly-dallied  too  long  in  making 
strong  representations  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Great  Britain  that  we  cannot 
and  will  not  tolerate  this  type  of  trading 
with  the  enemy,  and  if  the  British  of 
their  own  volition  are  not  willing  to  stop 
this  trade,  I  fully  agree  with  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  yesterday,  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  should 
forthwith  take  steps  to  impose  a  block¬ 
ade,  if  necessary,  to  stop  this  type  of 
illicit  trade  with  people  who  are  shoot¬ 
ing  American  troops  and  United  Nations 
troops  each  day. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  this  is  some¬ 
thing  which  is  beyond  justification.  I 
believe  the  British  Government  should 
recognize  that  it  is  morally  wrong  and 
indefensible,  and  if  His  Majesty’s  Gov- 
ernme  doe?  not  recognize  that;  it  is  mor¬ 
ally  wrong  and  indefensible,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  the  United  States  Seventh  Fleet 
should  be  instructed  to  stop  such  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  enemy. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Can  the  Senator  in¬ 
form  us  who  actually  made  the  ship¬ 
ments  whether  it  was  the  British  Gov¬ 
ernment,  or  some  of  the  nationals  of  the 
British  Government? 

mI  KNOWLAND.  I  am  merely  quot¬ 
ing  .from  the  Hong  Kong  Standard,  a 
responsible  newspaper,  published  under 
date  of  February  28,  just  a  few  days  ago, 
in  /the  British  crown  colony  of  Hong 
K<Ing.  The  article  was  sent  to  me  by 
a  /  responsible '  American  citizen  who 
loiew  of  the  interest  some  of  us  have 
Had  in  this  subject  over  a  period  <\f 
fime.  I  had  been  under  the  impression 
/that,  because  of  representations  made  in 
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December  and  January,  this  type  of 
trade  had  stopped. 

I  wish  to  say  further  to  the  Senator 
from  Utah  that  we  are  now  about  to  be 
called  upon  to  pass  another  arms  imple¬ 
mentation  bill  for  the  purpose  of  fur¬ 
nishing  military  trucks  and  guns  which 
have  to  move  on  rubber  tires,  and  other 
types  of  equipment,  to  help  to  defend 
Europe  against  communism.  In  order 
to  supply  that  material,  we  have,  as  I 
have  heretofore  pointed  out,  of  necessity 
cut  down  civilian  production  in  this 
country,  closed  down  American  plants, 
thrown  American  citizens  out  of  work. 
We  were  trying  to  conserve  the  natural 
rubber  in  order  to  meet  the  wartime 
needs  of  our  own  and  our  allies,  and  yet 
we  find  that  as  of  the  28th  day  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  the  British  were  permitting  to  be 
sent  out  of  Hong  Kong  a  thousand  tons 
of  natural  rubber  in  one  instance,  and  a 
considerable  quantity  in  another. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  that  is 
justifiable.  It  is  morally  wrong,  and^I 
do  not  believe  it  can  be  defended,  either 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  or  by  His 
Majesty’s  Government  in  discussions 
with  the  State  Department. 

I  will  add  that  I  believe  the  reason 
why  this  has  happened  is  that  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  assumed  a  dilly-dally  atti¬ 
tude,  and  has  not  made  strong  repre¬ 
sentations.  If  the  representations  the 
Government  makes  are  not  sufficient,  I 
believe  we  are  in  duty  bound  to  the  men 
we  are  asking  to  risk  their  lives  in  Korea 
to  say  that  we  will  take  whatever  steps 
are  necessary  to  see  that  such  war  ma¬ 
terials  do  not  get  into  Communist  China. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  That  probably  is  one 
way  to  bring  to  a  stop  these  shipments 
of  potential  war  materials  to  our  ene¬ 
mies.  Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  that 
we  have  other  means  of  approaching  the 
problem.  We  are  now  engaged  in  a  pro¬ 
gram  whereby  we  are  helping  Great 
Britain  with  economic  assistance,  and 
we  are  now  preparing  to  help  her  with 
armaments.  It  seems  to  me  we  should 


Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  that  it 
always  disturbs  me  very  much  when  the 
Senator  from  California  and  I  are  not  in 
agreement  on  an  issue  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate,  as  we  have  not  been  on  the  man¬ 
power  bill.  I  am  very  happy  to  find  our¬ 
selves  together  on  this  issue.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  California  is  absolutely 
right.  What  he  says  bears  out  what  I 
have  been  trying  to  point  out  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  manpower  bill,  namely, 
that  we  have  in  Asia  a  very  confused  pol¬ 
icy,  to  say  the  least,  if  we  have  any  policy 
at  all.  I  certainly  think  we  must  take 
necessary  steps  to  call  a  halt  to  the 
sacrifice  of  American  boys  in  Korea  by 
taking  a  line  we  can  defend  without 
such  losses  until  we  find  out,  as  I  said 
before  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate, 
whether,  in  Asia,  Great  Britain  is  on 
our  side  or  on  the  side  of  Red  China. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  It  is  time  for  them 
to  stand  up  and  be  counted. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  agree  with  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  California. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  California  is  performing  a  real 
service  in  bringing  this  shocking  infor¬ 
mation  to  the  attention  of  the  j^enate. 
Certainly  it  is  shocking  to  me/'as  it  is 
to  him,  and  as  I  know  it  should  be  to 
every  American.  Aside  frorrjcalling  the 
information  to  the  attentions'  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  as  the  distinguished  Senator  has 
done,  I  think  some  further  action  should 
be  taken.  X  jf 

Of  course,  the  President  of  the  United 
States  is  vacationing  in  Key  West,  and 
the  Secretary  of  _gftate  is  vacationing  in 
Bermuda.  The/  are  our  two  key  policy 
officials.  So  perhaps  they  will  not  be 
on  hand  to  df>'  it.  However,  the  Senator 
from  Texas' [Mr.  Connally]  ,  the  chair¬ 
man  of  th^  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions,  is/nere.  I  think  it  is  his  duty,  as 
chairman  of  the  committee,  to  call  the 
committee  into  session,  and  to  bring  be¬ 
fore^  it  the  policy-making  officials  who 
ato  left  in  Washington,  aside  from  the 


go  beyond  a  mere  blockade  and  say,  President  and  the  Secretary  of  State, 
‘‘You  cannot  ship  anything  of  that  kind  particularly  the  officials  of  the  State  De- 
from  now  on.”  Let  us  say  to  Great/  partment,  so  that  we  can  put  it  up  to 


Britain,  “From  now  ,on,  unless  you  cease 
this  practice,  no  help  of  any  kind  will 
be  given.”  / 

I  think  the  matter  has  gone  so  far  that 
we  should  deliver  an  ultimatum  to  Great 
Britain — and,  if  necessary,  to  any  other 
of  our  allies — that  from  this  time  on  they 
should  live  up  to  the  Atlantic  Pact  if  they 
expect  us  to  do  so,  and  that  they  should 
also  keep  their  agreement  under  the  EC  A 
program,  under  which  we  have  been 
helping  them  for  so  many  years. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  may  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  was  absolutely  shocked  by 
this  information  which  was  called  to  my 
attention,  and  which  I  am  now  calling 
to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  There 
are  perhaps  several  ways  in  which  this 
practice  can  be  stopped,  but  I  believe 
steps  should  be  taken  forthwith  to  stop 
it.  I  do  not  believe  that  we  should  toler¬ 
ate  any  longer  such  type  of  trading  with 
the  enemy. 

I  now  yield  to  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon,  who  rose  a  moment  ago. 


them.straight  from  the  shoulder. 

I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  the  Senator  from  Utah  that 
we  have  ways  of  acting.  We  have  been 
dilly-dallying  long  enough.  It  is  a  crime 
against  our  boys.  It  is  certainly  turning 
a  moral  back  to  the  United  Nations.  It 
is  certainly  criminal  to  the  American 
boys  who  are  suffering  and  dying  in 
Korea  to  have  things  like  this  happening. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  to  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  and  other  Sen¬ 
ators  who  are  members  of  either  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  or  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  that  I 
intend  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Connally]  this  afternoon  tempor¬ 
arily  to  suspend,  if  necessary,  hearings 
now  being  held  in  connection  with  the 
troops-to-Europe  resolution,  and  to 
bring  before  the  committee  the  respon¬ 
sible  officials  of  the  State  Department 
of  the  United  States  to  see  what  steps,  if 
any,  have  been  taken  to  stop  this  type  of 


illicit  traffic  with  the  enemy,  who  are 
shooting  American  and  United  Nations 
men  in  Korea.  Would  the  Senator  agree 
with  me  that  such  a  step  would  bring- the 
question  to  a  head? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  do. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  questiofi? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield-/ 

Mr.  WATKINS.  May  I  invite  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  attention  to  the  fja'ct  that  this  is 
not  anything  new  so  far 'as  Great  Britain 
is  concerned.  That  is  why  I  proposed 
such  a  drastic  form  of  shutting  off  of 
help  to  Great  Britain,  until  the  British 
conform  to  what  ought  to  be  an  ordinary 
and  reasonable  state  of  affairs  between 
allies. 

In  1948  and  1949,  and  even  in  1947, 
we  found  that  Great  Britain  had, 
with  Russia,  Poland,  and  other  na¬ 
tions  behind  the  iron  curtain,  trade 
agreements  which  procided  for  the 
shipping  of  rails,  locomotives,  motors, 
copper,  tin,  rubber,  and  other  commodi¬ 
ties  which  could  be  used  as  potential  war 
materials  by  such  nations.  It  was  called 
to  the  attention  of  Congress  at  the  time 
the  ECA  Act  was  passed.  It  has  been  re¬ 
peatedly  called  to  the  attention  of  Con¬ 
gress,  and  has  been  repeatedly  called  to 
the  attention  of  the  country.  But  these 
things  go  on  day  after  day. 

As  I  say,  if  this  were  only  an  isolated 
instance,  probably  we  could  forget  it. 
However,  it  represents  one  in  a  series  of 
events.  It  involves  not  only  Great  Brit¬ 
ain,  for  France,  Italy,  Belgium,  and 
other  members  of  the  Atlantic  Pact  have 
seemed  to  be  under  the  impression  that 
they  can  go  ahead  and  do  as  they  please, 
and  that  no  matter  what  they  do  they 
cannot  offend  Uncle  Sam.  They  do  not 
seem  to  worry  about  anything  like  that. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  answer  to  the 
specific  question  of  the  Senator  from 
Utah,  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for 
Congress  to  twiddle  its  thumbs  for  a 
long  period  of  time.  I  believe  that  un¬ 
der  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
there  is  sufficient  power  in  Congress  with 
its  control  over  appropriations,  a  con¬ 
stitutional  power  which  even  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  does  not  chal¬ 
lenge,  so  that  after  we  have  given  reason¬ 
able  time  for  such  things  to  be  straight¬ 
ened  out,  the  Congress  itself  can  start 
taking  some  action  on  its  own.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  all  troops  who  are  fighting  in 
Korea  deserve  at  least  that  much  sup¬ 
port  from  Congress,  from  the  people  of 
the  country,  and  from  countries  who  are 
supposed  to  be  allied  with  us  in  this  joint 
endeavor. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  from 
California  is  to  be  complimented  for 
the  efforts  he  has  been  making  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  subject. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  think  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  California  was  not 
on  the  floor  last  week  when  I  brought 
out  information  to  the  effect  that  27,000 
tons  of  steel  had  been  shipped  to  Com¬ 
munist  China  in  exactly  the  same  way 
as  the  rubber  which  the  Senator  has 
mentioned  this  afternoon. 
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'Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor 'from  North  Dakota. 

Mn.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  HOLLAND..  I  appreciate  very 
much  the  pohjt  which  the  Senator  from 
California  is  ihaking.  I  should  like  to 
add  one  commtent.  In  shipping  such 
great  quantities  of  natural  rubber  to  Red 
China,  the  British  ^re,  in  a  sense,  en¬ 
dangering  American  boys  who  are  fight¬ 
ing  in  Korea,  but,  what  is  even  more  in¬ 
comprehensible,  is  their' attitude  toward 
their  own  troops.  We  know  that  British 
boys  are  fighting  in  Korea,  alongside  of 
our  boys.  We  know  that  Australian  and 
New  Zealanders  are  fighting  dyer  there. 
We  know  that  only  a  few  days  ago  a  bat¬ 
talion  of  Princess  Pats  from  Canada  en¬ 
tered  active  fighting  in  Korea,  and  others 
are  on  the  way.  Therefore,  in  effect, 
the  mercenary  attitude  of  Great  Britaip 
is  a  direct  threat  to  our  own  men  and  to 
the  men  of  the  independent  nations 
which  form  a  part  of  the  forces  in  Korea. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  fully  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Florida. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Delaware. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  should  like  to  com¬ 
pliment  the  Senator  from  California  on 
the  information  he  has  brought  before 
the  Senate.  While  joining  him  in  con¬ 
demning  Great  Britain,  I  think  it  is  only 
fair  to  suggest  that  when  the  officials  of 
our  own  Government  are  called  to  ap¬ 
pear  before  the  committee,  as  the  Sena¬ 
tor  suggests,  we  ask  them  why  they  have 
permitted  American  ships  and  Ameri¬ 
can  companies  to  continue  trade  with 
Red  China.  We  have  had  testimony 
before  the  subcommittee  headed  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  O’Conor],  which  revealed  that  not 
only  American  shippers  but  but  even  an 
agency  of  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  negotiated  with  and  actually  made 
five  shipments  of  raw  cotton  to  Red 
China  since  the  outbreak  of  war  in  Ko¬ 
rea  last  June.  The  excuse  offered  was 
that  our  country  had  not  recognized  a 
state  of  war  to  exist  between  our  coun¬ 
try  and  Red  China,  but  considered  it 
only  a  police  action.  Furthermore?,  evi¬ 
dence  presented  before  the  O’Coruesr  com¬ 
mittee  showed  shipments  of  cot/on  cloth 
from  Japan  to  Red  China  yiiave  been 
several  times  greater  since  last  June  than 
they  were  in  the  months  before  the  Ko¬ 
rean  War  started.  TJjese  shipments 
from  Japan  are  unde/  control  of  the 
military.  I  think  we/should  also  check 
into  actions  of  our  own  Government 
agencies  and  determine  what  our  far- 
eastern  policy  is/ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  fronvTJelaware  that  he  is  abso¬ 
lutely  right/  I  would  not  condone  such 
shipment/from  the  United  States  at  a 
time  that  I  was  condemning  shipments 
from  ^freat  Britain.  I  am  fully  aware 
of  tl>S'  very  fine  work  which  is  being 
done  by  the  subcommittee  to  which  the 
Senator  has  referred,  and  which  is  very 
sroly  headed  by  the  Senator  from  Mary¬ 


land  [Mr.  O'Conor].  I  condemn  just  as 
strongly  any  shipments  made  from  this 
country  to  Communist  China  as  I  con¬ 
demn  such  action  by  the  British.  How¬ 
ever,  I  had  assumed  from  the  dispatches 
which  I  have  received  recently,  and 
from  what  I  had  learned  of  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  committee,  that  finally,  after 
a  great  lapse  of  time — and  I  believe  too 
great  a  lapse  of  time — such  shipments 
had  stopped. 

The  matter  to  which  I  have  referred 
was  current  as  of  the  28th  day  of  Feb¬ 
ruary.  I  certainly  hope  that  the  trade 
to  which  the  Senator  has  referred  is 
not  presently  going  on,  even  though  we 
know  it  went  on  up  until  a  very  short 
time  ago,  because  it  has  the  same  im¬ 
plication  which  attached  to  shipments 
of  scrap  iron  and  oil  from  the  United 
States  to  the  Japanese  war  lords  during 
1939,  1940,  and  1941. 

At  that  time,  as  the  Senator  from 
Delaware  will  remember,  not  only  did 
we  permit  the  shipment  of  scrap  iron 
and  oil,  which  we  knew  were  being  used 
against  our  historic  friends  and  allies, 
the  Republic  of  China,  but  some  of  that 
same  scrap  iron  and  oil  came  back  at 
us  on  the  morning  of  December  7  at 
Pearl  Harbor. 

I  venture  to  predict  that  strategic  ma¬ 
terials  of  . this  kind,  which  are  going  into 
Red  Chin‘s  will  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  the  destruction  of  the  American,  Brit¬ 
ish,  and  United  Nations  forces  in  Korea. 
To  my  way  of ’thinking,  it  is  dealing  in 
blood  money;  and  neither  the  United 
States  nor  His  Majesty’s  Government 
should  put  profits  abpve  the  lives  of  their 
men. 

It  is  high  tirno"  that,  this  thing  was 
stopped.  If  it/cannot  be  stopped  by 
diplomacy  it  should  be  stopped  by  the 
use  of  the  Uhited  States  Seventh  Fleet. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  believe  that 
we  should  establish  a  blockade  against 
the  coast  of  China  that  will  be  so  tight 
that  it  will  not  permit  a  ship  under  any 
flag,  British  or  any  other,  to  move  in 
or  put  of  Red  China  so  long  as  there  are 
Red  Chinese  troops  as  aggressors  in 
Korea. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  may  say  that  the 
committee  has  been  promised  that  the 
shipments  will  be  stopped;  and,  so  far 
as  I  know,  they  have  been  stopped  as 
of  today,  although  they  were  very  late 
in  stopping  shipments  from  this  coun¬ 
try.  The  excuse  we  received  from  the 
businessmen  who  were  called  before  the 
committee  was,  “What  do  you  expect  us 
to  do  when  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  itself  is  still  shipping  cot¬ 
ton  to  China,  3  or  4  months  after  the 
beginning  of  the  war.”  I  think  it  is  one 
of  the  situations  which  cannot  be  ex¬ 
plained. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  say  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware 
that  it  is  only  within  the  past  few  days 
that  a  report  appeared  in  the  local  press 
to  the  effect  that  steel  plants  in  Italy 
which  have  been  rehabilitated  with  Mar¬ 


shall  plan  money  are  now  fabricating' 
steel  for  shipment  to  Russia. 

■\#e  have  discussed  this  subject  for  a 
long,  long  time.  In  the  Eighty-first  Con¬ 
gress  I  observed  that  an  amendment  was 
tacked  on  to  the  Marshall  plan  proposal. 
We  considered  it  when  I  was  atuhe  other 
end  of  the  Capitol,  as  early  as  3  years 
ago. 

But  in  the  face  of  all  the  mendacious 
treatment  we  have  received  from  our 
so-called  allies,  this  thing  continues,  and 
nothing  has  been  done  about  it  except 
to  talk.  I  think  the  time  has  come  to 
adopt  an  amendment  in  this  or  the  other 
body,  for  concurrence  by  each  of  the 
bodies  of  Congress,  so  that  we  can  serve 
notice  on  our  allies  that  largess  from 
the  American  Treasury  is  going  to  stop 
unless  they  act  like  allies  in  truth  and 
in  fact.  We  ought  to  know  whether 
they  are  going  to  stand  up  and  be 
counted  in  our  corner  or  not.  If  they 
are  not,  let  us  forget  about  them  and 
not  worry  about  their  destiny  any 
longer,  because  this  thing  is  just  too  ex¬ 
pensive  in  terms  of  American  lives. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  California  have  any  com¬ 
pilation  of  totals  of  materials  up  to  date, 
in  the  past  few  months,  which  have  been 
shipped  to  Red  China  through  Hong 
Kong? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  have  no  com¬ 
pilation,  but  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
that  during  the  hearings  before  the  For¬ 
eign  Relations  Committee  and  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  I  read  into 
the  Record  previous  information  which 
I  had  obtained,  to  the  effect  that  during 
the  month  of  January — I  am  not  exact 
in  these  figures,  but  they  are  approxi¬ 
mately  correct — there  had  been  shipped 
out  over  the  Hong  Kong-Kowloon  rail¬ 
road  into  Red  China  27,000  tons  of  ma¬ 
terial,  much  of  it  strategic,  compared 
with  25,000  tons  a  year  ago,  showing  that 
in  the  year  since  the  Chinese  Commu¬ 
nists  have  become  the  aggressors  in 
Korea  not  only  have  such  shipments  not 
been  curtailed,  but  actually  there  has 
been  an  increase  in  them. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  Will  the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  What  I  had 
in  mind  was  this:  I  saw  in  the  press  a 
few  days  ago  a  news  story  to  the  effect 
that  47,000  tops  of  rubber  had  been 
shipped  through  Hong  Kong  into  Red 
China.  I  cannot  recall  at  the  moment — 
and  I  do  not  hav^sthe  clipping  before 
me — over  what  period.of  time  such  ship¬ 
ments  were  made,  but  it  runs  in  my  mind 
that  it  was  over  a  period  of  only  2  or 
3  months  since  the  first  of  the  year. 
Has  the  Senator  seen  such  an  item  in 
th.G  press  ^ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  saw  an  item  with 
respect  to  a  considerable  shipment  of 
rubber,  but  I  am  not  familiar  with  the 
period  of  time  it  covered.  \ 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  command 
the  Senator  from  California  for  his  un- 
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swerving  attention  to  this  particular 
subject,  among  many  other  subjects  to 
which  he  gives  his  attention.  I  think  it 
is  one  of  the  most  astoundingly  das¬ 
tardly-  things  that  our  Government  is 
permitting  to  go  on  in  the  world  today. 

I  recaH  that  in  World  War  I  the  na¬ 
tionals  ori'one  side  owned  a  part  of  the 
stock  in  the  munitions  factories  in 
Czechoslovakia,  and  the  nationals  on  the 
other  side  of  the  conflict  also  owned  a 
part  of  the  stock.  They  declared  divi¬ 
dends  to  both  sides  all  during  the  war, 
and  they  sold  munitions  from  behind  the 
German  lines  to  thesAlhes  in  World  War 
I,  and  everyone  on  both  sides  made  a 
profit.  Munitions  were  furnished  so 
that  they  could  continueNshooting. 

The  shipment  of  strategy  materials  to 
Japan  before  Pearl  Harbor  Xas  been  re¬ 
ferred  to.  This  traffic  has  been  going 
on,  as  the  Senator  from  California  has 
pointed  out,  for  a  long  period  ‘of  time. 
The  Senator  has  raised  this  question. 
He  has  brought  facts  to  the  attentiqn  of 
the  Senate.  The  O'Conor  committee 
has  raised  some  startling  figures,  which 
indicate  what  amounts  to  trading  with 
the  enemy. 

The  Senator  has  suggested  today  that 
we  summon  officials  in  the  State  De¬ 
partment,  or  someone  else,  and  see  if 
something  cannot  be  done  about  it. 
These  matters  have  been  repeatedly 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  State 
Department.  The  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  has  brought  them  to  the  attention 
of  the  State  Department.  Other  mat¬ 
ters  involving  American  citizens  have 
been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
State  Department.  The  atrocious  situ¬ 
ation  in  Morocco  has  been  passed  upo 
by  the  Congress  on  two  or  three  differe 
occasions,  and  the  State  Department 
finds  ways  and  means  to  avoid  the  ^ery 
direction  of  the  Congress,  forrxfally 
adopted  and  put  into  law  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  American  citizens  ancy  their 
lights — not  unfairly  as  agains/  other 
nationals,  but  only  on  a  fair  basis  with 
other  nationals. 

I  will  say  to  the  Senator  ttfat  I  have 
had  some  little  experience /along  this 
line  during  the  past  few  ye/rs,  and  that 
I  have  very  little  faith  that  under  the 
present  circumstances  thof  State  Depart¬ 
ment  will  become  any  piore  zealous  in 
the  future  than  it  has  /been  in  the  past 
in  protecting  the  soupd,  practical,  real¬ 
istic  rights  of  the  Am/rican  people. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator,  as  collateral 
to  the  idea  of  administrative  agencies, 
that  in  my  judgment  the  only  agency 
that  can  be  relieti  upon  to  protect  the 
rights  of  the  American  people  under  the 
present  circumstances  is  the  Congress 
of  the  Unite/  States,  because  the  ad¬ 
ministration  /mas  neglected  and  failed 
over  a  peri/d  of  years  realistically  to 
perform  thdt  duty. 

■  approaching  a  point  today 
of  the  most  momentous  de- 
s  country  has  ever  made  is 
>e  made,  on  the  question  of 
r  not  the  President  of  the 
tes,  whimsically  or  otherwise, 
rge  bodies  of  American  troops 
and  place  them  under  the 
Df  a  foreign  authority.  I  am 
not  saying  that  General  Eisenhower  is 


a  foreigner,  but  he  represents  a  foreigi 
authority — a  combination  of  foregj 
countries.  The  Congress  of  the  Unitfed 
States  and  the  American  people  had 
better  consider  pretty  carefully  where 
the  basic  constitutional  rights  of  this 
country  and  its  policies  rest.  I  .believe 
that  in  the  last  analysis  the  Obngress 
must  save  the  fundamental  rights  of  the 
American  people,  because  the/  adminis¬ 
tration,  through  indifference-neglect,  or 
failure,  has  utterly  failed  tfi  meet  that 
responsibility. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr. president,  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate,  since  we 
are  discussing  the  situation  in  Korea, 
I  will  say  that  thq_  faefts  of  the  matter 
are  that  now,  8  months  after  the  out¬ 
break  of  hostilities  iff  Korea,  the  United 
Nations  members  other  than  the  United 
States — all  60  of /them— have  suffered 
approximately  half  the  number  of  casu¬ 
alties  we  have  suffered. 

As  of  this  (fay  they  have  supplied 
fewer  troops  than  the  Republic  of  China, 
through  President  Chiang  Kai-shek, 
offered  to  send  to  Korea  in  support  bf 
the  United  Nations  5  days  after  the  out¬ 
break  of  hostilities.  He  offered  to  send 
•  33,000  of  his  best  troops  to  be  there 
Within  qt  Period  of  5  days.  Nationalist 
China  Was  among  the  first  nations  out- 
sidAtae  United  States  to  respond  to  the 
call  off  the  United  Nations.  We  did  not 
accefpt  his  offer  at  that  time  because  it 
wa/  said  that  if  Chinese  Nationalist 
troops  went  into  Korea  it  might  tend  to 
ame  the  Chinese  Communists  to  en- 
er  the  content.  Nevertheless,  in  October 
they  enteredXthe  contest  despite  the 
fact  that  we  ha&mot  accepted  the  offer  of 
the  Nationalist  'Government  of  China, 
and  up  until  this '-hour,  8  months  after 
the  outbreak  of  hostilities,  that  offer  of 
the  Republic  of  Chirila  still  stands  good. 
They  are  still  willing  \q  take  their  part 
as  a  permanent  member  of  the  United 
Nations  and  supply  30,000  troops,  which 
is  more  than  all  the  rest  df  the  United 
Nations  put  together  have  supplied. 
The  United  Nations  and  the  United 
States  still  refuse  to  accept  those  troops, 
and  at  the  same  time  we  find  one  of  our 
principal  allies  trading  with  the  enemy 
by  sending  strategic  materials  from 
Hong  Kong.  \ 

I  yield  the  floor. 


words  “five  hundred  thousand,”  so  the 
total  number  would  read  “three  million 
five  hundred  thousand.”  I  suggest  that 
the  amendment  be  read  by  the  clerk, 
with  that  modification,  and  when  the 
amendment  has  been  made  the  pending 
question  before  the  Senate,  I  shall  be 
very  happy  to  yield  the  floor  to  any  of 
my  colleagues  who  wish  to  make  com¬ 
ment  on  it  or  on  some  other  matter, 
before  I  make  my  speech  in  explanation 
of  my  amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendment,  as  modified,  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  91,  begin¬ 
ning  with  line  25,  it  is  proposed  to  strike 
out  all  through  line  4  on  page  92  and  in¬ 
sert  the  following: 


Sec.  3.  The  act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat. 
408),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

‘‘That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  authorized  personnel  strength 
of  any  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  in¬ 
cluding  sections  102,  202,  213,  and  302  of  the 
Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act  of 
1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and  371),  section 
2  of  the  act  of  April  18,  1946  (60  Stat.  92), 
and  sections  102  and  202  of  the  act  of  July 
10,  1950  (64  Stat.  322  and  323),  are  hereby 
suspended  until  July  31,  1954. 

“Sec.  2.  The  active-duty  personnel  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  exclusive  of  personnel 
of  the  Coast  Guard,  personnel  of  the  Reserve 
components  on  active  duty  for  training  pur¬ 
poses  only,  and  personnel  of  the  Armed 
Forces  employed  in  the  Selective  Service 
System,  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of  3,500,000 
persons  at  any  time  during  the  period  of 
suspension  prescribed  in  the  first  section  of 
this  act.” 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  floor,  if  the  Senator  from  Illinois  or 
the  Senator  from  Utah  wish  to  speak. 


N 


THE  FEDERAL  RESERVE-TREASURY 
CONFLICT 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  introduce,  out  of 
order,  a  joint  resolution  for  appropriate 
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The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur- 
■  poses. 

Mr.  MORSE,  Mr.  DOUGLAS,  and  Mr. 
WATKINS  addressed  the  chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Neely  in  the  chair) .  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  He  had 
the  floor  and  yielded  to  permit  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  California  [Mr.  Knowland] 
to  speak.  Therefore,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Chair,  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
should  be  recognized. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Presiding 
Officer. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  up  my 
amendment  lettered  “C” — 3-1-51, f  with 
one  modification  on  page  2,  line  6.  I 
wish  to  add,  after  the  word  “million”  the 


reference,  sponsored  by  the  Ser 
from '..Arkansas  [Mr.  Fulbright], 
Senator  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gillette 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
ToBEY],\he  Senator  from  Vermont 
Flanders!,,  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Thy e'1,  and  myself. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  Senator’s  resolution 
will  be  received  and  read. 

The  joint  resolution  (6.  J.  Res.  45) 
to  vest  in  the  duly  constituted  author¬ 
ities  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  the 
primary  power  and  fesponsibility  for 
regulating  the  supply,  availability,  and 
cost  of  credit  in  general,  introduced  by 
Mr.  Douglas  (for  himself,  Mr.  Fulbright, 
Mr.  Flanders,  Mr/GiLukTTE,  Mr.  Tobey, 
and  Mr.  Thye)  ,  was  rea$  by  the  Chief 
Clerk,  as  follows: 

Whereas  the  primary  poweAand  responsi¬ 
bility  for  regulating  the  supply,  availability, 
and  cost  of  credit  in  general  is\and  should 
remain,  vested  in  the  duly  constituted  au¬ 
thorities  of  the  Federal  Reserv\  System; 
and 

Whereas  policies  with  respect  to  financing 
the  Federal  debt,  as  established  by  thekSecre- 
tary  of  the  Treasury,  have  a  direct  influ¬ 
ence  onr  the  supply,  availability,  and  cd$t  of 
credit /Now,  therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  (1)  notwithstanding 
any  /other  provision  of  law,  Including  a: 
provision  of  law  granting  emergency  powerS 


.  > 
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figures  as  to  the  strength  of  Italy’s  naval 
personnel  in  1942,  but  it  no  doubt  ex¬ 
ceeded  the  1938  strength  of  55,836. 

The  Italy  which  had  a  standing  army 
of  almost  3,000,000  in  1942  is  now  limited 
by  the  treaty  of  1947  to  an  army  of 
185,000. 

In  September  1943  Italy  surrendered  ; 
to  the  Allies.  On  October  13,  1943,  she 
declared  w'ar  on  Germany  and  became  a 
cobelljgerent  of  the  Allies  against  the 
remaining  Axis  Powers.  In  July  1945, 
several  months  before  Russia  declared 
war  on  Japan,  Italy  declared  war  on 
Japan. 

The  Italian  fleet  engaged  in  military 
action  and  escort  duty  in  aid  of  the  Allied 
cause.  It  suffered  notable  losses. 

Italian  soldiers  in  France,  Croatia,  | 
Montenegro,  and  Greece  aided  the  anti- 
Nazi  partisans  in  their  resistance  activ¬ 
ities  against  the  Germans.  Italian 
troops  in  the  islands  of  Sardinia  and  Cor¬ 
sica  turned  pn  the  Germans  and  drove 
them  from  those  islands.  A  motorized 
force  of  somq  21,000  Italians  joined  the 
United  States  wrmy. 

The  Allied  forces  welcomed  numerous 
Italian  soldiers\into  their  ranks  and  em¬ 
ployed  them  in  noncombat  service  be¬ 
hind  the  lines  apd  in  coastal  and  anti-  j 
aircraft  defense!  More  than  1,000,000 
Italian  soldiers  a)pd  prisoners  were  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  Allies  as  laborers.  Many 
more  than  this  number  requested  per¬ 
mission  to  enlist  ip  the  Allied  forces. 

I  have  cited  those  figures  of  Italy’s 
World  War  II  strength  in  order  that  the 
Senate  may  get  an  idea  as  to  the  number 
of  troops  Italy  may  >  be  able  to  call  up 
for  her  own  defense  and  for  the  defense 
of  Western  Europe  in  case  of  need — that 
is,  provided  the  limitations  of  this  peace 
treaty  are  removed.  Italy  has  made 
progress,  industrially  and  economically, 
since  the  war  endfed.  I  understand  that 
today  she  has  at  feast  as\many  men  able 
to  bear  arms  as  she  had  When  the  World 
War  started  in  i.939.  \ 

The  United  States  is  n<?w  advocating 
so-called  limited  rearmament  of  Ger¬ 
many  and  Japan.  We  are  doing  this  be¬ 
cause  we  are  convinced  that  the  con¬ 
tinued  condition  of  German  and  Japa¬ 
nese  military  helplessness  is  'an  open  in¬ 
vitation  to  Communist  subversion  and 
aggression.  Thus  Germany  and  Japan 
have  been  asked  to  join  with  the  Western 
Powers  in  the  defense  against  commu¬ 
nism. 

Why  should  not  Italy  also  be  allowed 
to  more  adequately  arm  herself  apd  more 
effectively  contribute  to  the  defense 
against  Communist  aggression? 

With  .the  situation  as  it  now  is  in  the 
world,  with  the  burden  we  have  now  in 
the  Far  East,  in  a  war  which  is  now 
raging  and  which  may  expand  at  any 
moment  to  much  larger  proportions,  it 
is  only  an  act  of  prudence  which  ought 
to  be  taken  by  this  country  and  by  all 
the  nations  of  the  west,  to  relieve  Italy 
of  the  liabilities  and  restrictions  im¬ 
posed  upon  her  by  the  treaty  of  1947. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  46), 
introduced  by  Mr.  Watkins  (for  himself 
and  other  Senators),  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  by  establishing  a  uni¬ 
versal  training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  some  very  important  facts  which  we 
do  not  dare  pass  over  in  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  Senate  bill  1.  If  we  overempha¬ 
size  military  training  at  the  expense  of 
education,  we  will  be  weaker  instead  of 
stronger  after  a  long  period  of  mobili¬ 
zation.  The  threat  of  Russian  aggres¬ 
sion  should  not  lead  us  to  impose  any 
unnecessary  restrictions  on  individual 
liberty.  The  pending  military  man¬ 
power  bill,  S.  1,  contains  two  major 
threats  to  our  survival  as  a  free  people. 
First,  it  fails  to  recognize  the  importance 
of  education  in  a  long-range  prepared¬ 
ness  program.  Secondly,  the  bill  pro¬ 
vides  a  large  measure  of  compulsion 
which  is  not  required  either  for  the  pres¬ 
ent  emergency  or  for  the  foreseeable 
future.  The  amendments  to  S.  1  which 
I  shall  support  are  those  which  would 
minimize  these  two  dangers. 

Any  draft  law  weakens  the  higher- 
education  system  to  some  extent.  The 
necessity  of  protecting  our  educational 
system  would  not  be  so  pressing  if  total 
war  were  imminent.  From  a  short- 
range  point  of  view,  we  can  become 
stronger  militarily  if  we  shut  off  tempo¬ 
rarily  our  educational  pipeline.  Our 
problem  today,  however,  is  to  be  stronger 
at  the  end  of  5,  10,  or  20  years  than  we 
are  2  or  3  years  from  now.  If  we  sacri¬ 
fice  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  high¬ 
er  education  to  achieve  a  quick  build-up 
in  military  strength,  the  Nation  will  be 
immeasurably  weaker  over  the  long  run. 

The  demands  of  the  Army  for  young 
men  cannot  be  completely  satisfied 
without  wrecking  our  system  of  higher 
education.  We  cannot  have  education 
as  usual  without  dangerously  impairing 
the  Nation’s  military  strength.  The 
Armed  Services  Committee  has  recog¬ 
nized  this  dilemma.  The  committee 
proposes  to  reconcile  this  conflict  by  au¬ 
thorizing  75,000  men  annually  to  be  re¬ 
lieved  of  military  service  in  order  to 
engage  in  the  study  of  subjects  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  national  security  and  wel¬ 
fare.  The  committee’s  purpose  is  com¬ 
mendable,  but  in  my  opinion  the  pro¬ 
posed  solution  is  completely  unworkable. 

Until  June  30,  1954,  S.  1  would  permit 
75,000  men  to  be  removed  each  year  from 
active  service  and  training  to  engage  in 
studies  described  as  follows:  “Medicine, 
dentistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  en¬ 
gineering,  the  humanities,  and  other 
fields  determined  by  him — the  Presi¬ 
dent —  to  be  in  the  national  interest.” 

The  75,000  students  sent  to  college 
under  this  provision  of  the  bill  do  not 
come  close  to  meeting  the  Nation’s  needs 
for  trained  men.  This  figure  barely  sat¬ 
isfies  the  number  needed  for  medicine 
and  engineering  alone.  It  seem?  per¬ 
fectly  obvious  that  the  men  who  are  se¬ 
lected  could  not  be  given  the  right  to 
choose  the  subjects  they  wish  to  study. 
To  meet  a  critical  shortage  of  engi¬ 
neers,  for  example,  a  certain  number 


would  have  to  be  selected  for  engineer¬ 
ing.  They  would  be  forced  to  pursue 
that  course  of  learning.  To  provide  an 
equitable  distribution  of  75,000  students 
among  our  colleges,  students  could  not 
be  given  the  right  to  attend  the  school 
of  their  choice.  To  be  even  partially  ef¬ 
fective,  the  75,000-student  program  re¬ 
quires  compulsion.  This  could  be  a  dan¬ 
gerous  entering  wedge  for  Federal  con¬ 
trol  of  both  schools  and  students. 

S.  1  also  provides  that  the  75,000  men 
shall  be  selected  by  a  civilian  commis¬ 
sion  “upon  a  competitive  basis  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  standards  and  procedures  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Commission.”  It  is  im¬ 
possible  to  devise  any  completely  objec¬ 
tive  test  of  merit  which  is  fair.  No  sin¬ 
gle  test  can  measure  aptitude  for  sub¬ 
jects  so  diverse  as  medicine,  engineer¬ 
ing,  education,  and  the  humanities. 
Moreover,  if  a  general  intelligence  test 
is  given,  the  most  serious  shortages 
might  not  be  alleviated.  Students  can¬ 
not  be  selected  on  the  basis  of  aptitude 
for  particular  specialties  because  many 
of  them  do  not  decide  on  their  career 
until  after  they  have  completed  1  or  2 
years  of  college.  In  addition,  some 
method  of  equalizing  the  opportunities 
for  18-year-olds  in  competition  with 
more  mature  college  men  would  have  to 
be  devised.  The  selection  of  students  for 
particular  studies  by  an  agency  of  the 
Federal  Government  promises  to  be  an 
administrative  nightmare. 

Selection  of  students  on  a  competitive 
basis  necessarily  involves  some  degree 
of  discretion.  It  is  impossible  to  be  com¬ 
pletely  impersonal.  Selection  of  stu¬ 
dents  by  a  Federal  agency  involves  the 
risk  of  selection  on  the  basis  of  political 
influence  and  favoritism. 

We  might,  and  possibly  could,  be  edu¬ 
cating  a  Fuchs,  a  Gold,  a  Hiss,  or  a  Rem¬ 
ington,  and  destroying  perhaps  forever 
the  possibilities  of  education  of  many 
fine  teachers  and  leaders  in  social  serv¬ 
ice,  the  preachers  and  lawyers  of  the 
future.  So  we  must  look  at  this  as  an 
all-around  program,  and  not  from  a 
purely  militaristic  point  of  view. 

The  program  for  75,000  educational 
deferments  permits  payment  of  a  Fed¬ 
eral  subsidy  to  needy  students.  After 
years  of  experience  with  social-security 
legislation,  virtually  everyone  is  opposed 
to  means-test  assistance.  It  is  simply 
impossible  for  any  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  to  determine  which  fam¬ 
ilies  can  afford  to  send  their  boys  to 
school  and  which  families  cannot.  The 
possibilities  of  improper  influence  and 
favoritism  are  inherent  in  this  form  of 
Federal  subsidy.  Unquestionably,  the 
military  training  authorized  by  S.  1  will 
interfere  with  the  educational  plans  of 
many  young  men.  We  had  the  same 
problem  in  World  War  II.  The  only 
equitable  solution  is  to  offer  all  draftees 
an  incentive  to  return  to  school  by  pro¬ 
viding  GI  educational  benefits. 

Another  defect  in  the  proposed  educa¬ 
tional  deferment  program  is  the  require¬ 
ment  for  4  months’  basic  training.  This 
involves  a  waste  of  millions  of  dollars 
and  is  detrimental  both  to  the  Army  and 
the  trainee.  Some  of  the  75,000  stu- 


2076 


March  6 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


dents,  for  example,  will  have  completed 
1  year  of  college.  Their  studies  would 
be  interrupted  for  a  short  training 
period  of  no  benefit  either  to  them  or  to 
the  Army.  While  a  man  may  be  physi¬ 
cally  hardened  in  4  months,  the  benefits 
of  such  training  do  not  last  through  four 
or  more  years  of  college. 

We  must  keep  our  educational  pipe¬ 
lines  reasonably  full.  There  is  a  simple 
way  to  do  this  without  creating  a  new 
Federal  agency  and  without  creating  new 
opportunities  for  waste  and  political 
favoritism,  which  is  too  prevalent  in 
Washington  now. 

Dr.  Ralph  W.  McDonald  testified  for 
the  National  Education  Association  and 
its  affiliated  associations  representing 
more  than  900,000  teachers,  professors, 
deans,  presidents,  and  other  professional 
educators.  He  testified  in  opposition  to 
the  induction  of  18-year-olds.  Dr.  Mc¬ 
Donald  spoke  for  more  than  80  percent 
of  the  college  and  university  faculties  in 
urging  that  the  19-year-age  limit  be  re¬ 
tained.  The  view  of  the  National  Edu¬ 
cation  Association  was  that  the  induc¬ 
tion  of  18-year-olds  would  have  a  dis¬ 
astrous  effect  on  American  education. 
The  committee  recognized  the  value  of 
high-school  education  by  providing  for 
the  deferment  of  students  until  they 
graduate  from  high  school  or  until  they 
attain  the  age  of  19,  whichever  date  is 
the  earlier.  I  intend  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  S.  1  which  will  accord  com¬ 
parable  recognition  to  the  value  of 
higher  education. 

More  than  three-fourths  of  the  young 
men  who  go  to  college  enter  before  they 
reach  the  age  of  18.  S.  1  would  con¬ 
tinue  the  present  policy  of  deferring  col¬ 
lege  students  until  the  end  of  the  aca¬ 
demic  year.  There  are  approximately 
300,000  18-year-olds  now  in  college. 
The  great  majority  of  them  are  fresh¬ 
men  who  entered  college  at  the  age  of 
17.  S.  1  would  make  almost  all  fresh¬ 
men,  other  than  IV-F’s  and  those  in  the 
ROTC  program,  eligible  for  induction 
upon  the  completion  of  the  first  school 
year.  My  amendment  would  postpone 
the  induction  of  most  of  these  freshmen 
until  completion  of  the  second  academic 
year.  Testifying  for  the  National  Edu¬ 
cation  Association,  Dr.  McDonald  ex¬ 
plained  the  importance  of  allowing  a 
majority  of  students  to  complete  at  least 
2  years  of  college  work.  The  NEA  found 
that  only  a  small  percentage  of  those 
who  were  called  into  the  Army  during 
World  War  H  after  1  year  of  college  re¬ 
turned,  even  though  GI  benefits  were 
provided.  A  much  higher  percentage  of 
those  who  were  called  after  2  years  of 
college  returned  to  complete  their 
studies.  If  we  are  serious  in  our  desire 
to  give  the  Nation  an  adequate  number 
of  college-trained  men,  we  will  allow  as 
many  as  possible  to  complete  their 
second  school  year. 

The  amendment  which  I  have  sug¬ 
gested  is  infiinitely  superior  to  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  proposal  for  75,000  students  to 
be  selected  by  a  new  Federal  agency. 
The  risk  of  political  influence  and  fa¬ 
voritism  is  eliminated.  The  danger  that 
the  students  selected  will  not  be  allowed 
to  go  to  the  school  of  their  choice  or  to 
pursue  the  studies  of  their  choice  need 
not  be  incurred.  We  can  keep  the  edu¬ 


cational  pipeline  full  without  bringing 
boys  into  a  useless,  time-consuming,  and 
expensive  4-month  period  of  basic  train¬ 
ing.  When  those  who  enter  college 
next  fall  complete  2  years  of  work  they 
will  have  formed  an  intelligent  conclu¬ 
sion  about  the  careers  they  wish  to  pur¬ 
sue.  The  President  can  continue  to 
defer  those  classes  of  students  whose 
skills  are  urgently  needed.  My  amend¬ 
ment  would  prevent  the  President  or  any 
Federal  agency  from  exercising  any 
direct  control  over  the  education  of 
American  boys.  No  one  could  permit 
Smith  to  go  to  school  while  denying  the 
privilege  to  Jones.  No  intelligence  tests 
would  decide  whether  Brown  goes  to 
school  or  Green  stays  in  the  Army.  No 
Federal  agency  would  tell  any  young 
man  where  to  go  to  college  and  what 
courses  to  take.  No  Federal  agency 
would  decide  that  A  should  pay  his  own 
way  but  that  B  should  be  subsidized. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  amendment  which  I  have  proposed 
will  embarrass  the  military.  While 
there  would  not  be  quite  so  many  men 
available  in  the  immediate  future,  there 
is  a  large  reservoir  of  manpower  which 
the  military  can  tap  at  will.  The  ridicu¬ 
lously  high  rejection  rate  for  physical 
reasons  is  an  indication  that  the  Army 
is  still  insisting  that  most  of  its  in¬ 
ductees  be  fit  for  combat  duty.  The 
great  majority  of  service  categories  do 
not  require  physical  perfection.  The 
military  should  abandon  its  practice  of 
taking  only  the  cream  of  the  crop. 

At  the  hearings  on  S.  1  Mrs.  Rosen¬ 
berg  pointed  with  pride  to  the  fact  that 
mental  standards  had  been  lowered  to 
the  level  of  World  War  II.  A  recent 
study  reported  in  the  Journal  of  the 
American  Medical  Association  for  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1951,  indicates  that  almost  80 
percent  of  the  men  rejected  during 
World  War  n  for  mental  and  educa¬ 
tional  deficiencies  might  have  served 
satisfactorily.  This  unnecessarily  high 
rejection  rate  may  have  deprived  the 
Army  of  the  services  of  as  many  as 
1,500,000  men  during  World  War  II. 
The  study  of  neuropsychiatric  rejectees 
was  made  by  Dr.  John  R.  Egan,  Dr. 
Lionel  Jackson,  and  Col.  Richard  H. 
Eanes,  Medical  Corps,  United  States 
Army.  These  doctors  made  a  case  study 
of  2,054  men  who  (1)  were  rejected  for 
mental  and  educational  deficiencies  on 
at  least  one  occasion;  (2)  were  subse¬ 
quently  inducted  into  the  Army;  and  (3) 
served  as  enlisted  men.  They  discov¬ 
ered  that  only  20  percent  of  these  men 
were  discharged  for  neuropsychiatric 
reasons.  For  the  Army  as  a  whole  the 
discharge  rate  was  6  percent.  The 
Army  must  stop  its  criminal  waste  of 
manpower  by  accepting  men  who  have 
been  able  to  make  their  living  as  civil¬ 
ians  and  who  have  made  a  satisfactory 
adjustment  with  civilian  life. 

Another  serious  defect  of  S.  1  is  the 
absence  of  any  termination  date.  There 
is  no  justification  for  extending  the 
present  law  indefinitely.  Of  necessity 
we  are  forced  to  employ  broad  language 
and  to  grant  flexible  powers  to  meet  the 
changing  conditions  of  an  emergency 
period.  The  strongest  safeguard  against 
unnecessary  compulsion  is  surveillance 
by  the  Congress.  Accordingly,  I  intend 


to  support  any  amendment  providing  for 
a  termination  date.  In  my  opinion, 
Congress  should  be  able  to  review  the 
vast  powers  conferred  by  the  pending 
bill  without  being  hamstrung  by  a  Presi¬ 
dential  veto. 

The  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
posal  is  a  perfect  example  of  the  blank 
check  authority  which  is  scattered 
throughout  the  pending  bill.  S.  1  does 
not  spell  out  the  details  of  a  universal 
military  training  program.  It  provides, 
in  effect,  that  at  some  future  time  the 
President  is  empowered  to  set  up  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program  which 
is  unknown  and  unknowable.  The  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  authorization 
has  so  little  connection  with  the  present 
emergency  that  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Joknson]  and  I  have  intro¬ 
duced  an  amendment  which  would  post¬ 
pone  consideration  of  a  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  program.  However,  there 
are  other  broad  powers  conferred  by  S.  1 
which,  while  they  might  be  useful  in  the 
present  national  emergency,  should  be 
reviewed  by  future  Congresses,  in  the 
same  way  that  a  future  Congress,  after 
thorough  consideration  of  the  subject, 
in  the  light  of  conditions  that  exist  1,  2, 
or  3  years  from  now,  ought  to  pass  upon 
the  desirability  of  universal  military 
training. 

I  have  heard  it  asked  time  and  again 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  “Do  we  not 
trust  our  military  leaders?”  I  do  trust 
them  within  their  capacity,  their  jobs, 
their  responsibilities,  and  in  what  they 
have  to  do.  Yet  they  should  not  be  de¬ 
termining  public  policy,  and  should  not 
be  substituted  for  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  I  likewise  trust  the  pres¬ 
ent  Congress,  as  I  shall  trust  future  Con¬ 
gresses,  to  meet  our  needs,  in  war  or  in 
peace.  I  for  one  do  not  intend  to  vote 
to  bind  future  Congresses  to  any  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program  on  the 
basis  of  facts  that  exist  today. 

S.  1  would  require  all  persons  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  to  serve  in  the  Re¬ 
serve  for  approximately  6  years  after 
completing  their  tour  of  active  duty. 
However,  S.  1  does  not  shed  any  light  on 
the  operation  of  the  Reserve  program. 
As  indicated  in  the  committee’s  report, 
our  Reserve  program  of  the  past  5  years 
has  not  been  adequate  or  realistic. 
Before  placing  a  6-year  mortgage  on 
those  who  have  completed  active-duty 
service,  Congress  should  retain  control 
over  the  operation  of  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram.  We  may  hope  that  the  Defense 
Department  will  adopt  a  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  which  is  fair  and  adequate,  but  we 
should  not  commit  millions  of  young 
men  to  an  unknown  program  without 
retaining  full  power  to  modify  the  pro¬ 
gram  eventually  adopted. 

A  settlement  of  the  conflict  in  Korea 
would  probably  make  some  changes  in 
the  pending  bill  desirable.  “Operation 
Killer”  cannot  be  continued  year  after 
year.  I  may  say  that  one  of  the  most 
distressing  experiences  I  have  had  was 
when  I  read  the  report  from  Korea  re¬ 
ferring  to  “Operation  Killer.”  It  stated 
that  the  Army  was  engaged  in  only  one 
objective,  and  that  was  the  killing  of 
Communists.  Without  regard  t  j  wheth¬ 
er  our  troops  were  waiting  on  United 
Nations  authority,  or  waiting  for  com- 
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mand  from  home  or  from  the  President, 
there  was  only  one  objective,  and  that 
was  the  killing  of  Communists.  We  must 
either  withdraw  from  Korea,  expand  the 
area  of  military  action  to  China  itself, 
or  reach  some  honorable  settlement.  S. 
1  is  necessarily  based  on  the  fact  that 
war  in  Korea  does  exist  and  that  there 
should  be  some  rotation  policy  for  the 
men  engaged  in  combat.  Our  military 
manpower  policy  should  be  reappraised 
after  the  cessation  of  hostilities  in  Korea, 
or  in  the  more  unlikely  event  that  the 
current  four-power  peace  negotiations 
are  successful.  The  Korean  War  and  the 
cold  war  with  Russia  make  it  unwise  to 
try  to  adopt  at  this  time  a  permanent 
military  manpower  policy. 

Congress  has  generally  recognized  that 
legislation  adopted  in  response  to  some 
emergency  should  have  an  expiration 
date.  The  Defense  Production  Act  of 
1950  provides  for  total  economic  and  in¬ 
dustrial  mobilization.  Because  of  the 
danger  of  undue  regimentation,  Congress 
provided  for  the  termination  of  various 
titles  at  the  end  of  1  or  2  years  or  upon 
the  passage  of  a  concurrent  resolution.  I 
do  not  believe,  Mr.  President,  that  the 
Eighty-second  Congress  will  be  less  con¬ 
cerned  with  protecting  the  youth  of 
America  against  unnecessary  compulsion 
than  the  Eighty-first  Congress  was  ia 
safeguarding  industry  and  labor. 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  the  two 
amendments,  which  I  shall  call  up  at  a 
later  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
amendments  will  be  received,  printed, 
and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
now  to  make  my  explanation  and  argu¬ 
ment  in  support  of  my  amendment  C, 
which  seeks  to  place  a  3,500,000  man¬ 
power  ceiling  on  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  as  of  now.  The  amendment  has 
already  been  read  by  the  clerk,  and  is 
the  pending  question  before  the  Senate. 

The  first  argument  I  wish  to  make  in 
support  of  this  amendment  is  that  it  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States,  in  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  the  military  manpower  bill,  make 
clear  to  the  military  authorities  that 
they  do  not  have  discretion  to  increase 
the  number  of  men  in  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  beyond  a  ceiling  fixed  by 
the  Congress.  It  is  very  important  that 
we  exercise  our  constitutional  check  up¬ 
on  the  military.  In  my  opinion,  the 
recent  pronouncement  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  is  adequate  argument  in  sup¬ 
port  of  my  amendment,  when  he  testified 
before  the  House  committee  in  what 
Seemed  to  me  to  be  such  a  vague  manner 
as  to  what  his  intent  may  be  as  to  the 
total  number  in  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment;  and  when  he  said  in  effect  that 
some  of  the  amendments  proposed  to 
the  military  manpower  bill  would  make 
it  difficult  for  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  to  proceed  to  raise  an  army  of  more 
than  4,000,000  men  in  case  of  an  emer¬ 
gency,  determined  by  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
should  ignore  the  importance  of  the 
Congress  giving  the  orders  to  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  as  to  what  its  man¬ 


power  ceiling  shall  be.  In  this  modified 
amendment  I  have  selected  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  own  figure  of  three  and  a  half 
million  men,  which  was  contained  in  the 
President’s  message  to  Congress  and 
which  was  cited  to  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  in  the  course  of  the  hearings 
as  "the  President’s  ceiling  intentions  as 
of  now,  on  which  the  manpower  bill  was 
based. 

I  point  out  again  that  when  the  mili¬ 
tary  sent  this  bill  to  the  committee  for 
consideration  and  hearing  it  first  talked 
in  terms  of  3,200,000  men.  Some  days 
later  it  raised  its  estimate  to  3,500,000. 
I  think  it  is  very  important  that  we  make 
clear  to  the  military  through  this  bill 
that  we  are  not  giving  them  blanket  au¬ 
thority  to  increase  the  size  of  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  in  accordance  with 
their  discretion,  to  whatever  extent  they 
can  increase  it  under  the  operation  of 
the  manpower  bill.  If  we  do  not  watch 
the  military  and  check  them  by  way  of 
placing  a  ceiling  in  this  bill  there  is  a 
very  great  danger  that  the  military  will 
so  apply  the  selective  service  law  as  to 
increase  the  military  forces  far  beyond 
the  3,500,000  figure  they  used  as  the 
basis  for  asking  for  this  bill.  Inciden¬ 
tally  the  Defense  Establishment  I  am 
informed  is  asking  the  appropriation 
committees  to  recommend  to  the  Senate 
and  to  the  House  a  military  budget 
based  upon  a  3,500,000  military  force. 
They  can  get  more  later  if  they  can 
prove  their  case  but  we  should  require 
the  proof  and  impose  now  the  legisla¬ 
tive  check  upon  the  military  provided 
for  in  my  amendment. 

There  is  not  a  Member  of  this  body 
who  knows  for  a  certainty  how  many 
men  beyond  the  military’s  own  estimates 
of  3,500,000,  can  be  raised  by  this  man¬ 
power  bill,  if  they  proceed  to  operate  the 
bill  in  full.  I  say  that  it  is  wrong,  as  a 
matter  of  public  policy,  to  give  carte 
blanche  authority  to  the  military  to  go 
beyond  auy  ceiling  fixed  by  the  Congress. 
If  we  start  doing  that,  what  will  be  our 
check  on  the  military? 

The  check  for  which  some  members  of 
the  committee  argue  is  the  check  on  ap¬ 
propriations.  Some  members  of  the 
commitee  say,  “We  have  a  check  in  the 
power  of  Congress  to  make  the  appro¬ 
priations.”  I  wish  to  say  that  after  the 
military  makes  its  manpower  commit¬ 
ments,  after  it  brings  into  the  Armed 
Forces  thousands  of  men  above  3,500,000, 
we  shall  not  get  very  far  in  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee — and  every  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
knows  it — by  saying  to  the  military,  “We 
are  going  to  cut  down  your  appropria¬ 
tions,  or  not  give  you  the  money  you  need 
to  finance  the  men  you  have  already 
taken  into  an  overstaffed  establishment.” 
The  time  to  place  a  check  on  the  military 
officials  is  before  the  fact,  not  after  the 
fact.  That  is  why  I  believe  we  should 
have  in  the  bill  before  we  pass  it  the  ceil¬ 
ing  called  for  by  my  amendment. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  to  my  senior  col¬ 
league. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Does  the  Senator 
agree  with  me  that  if  it  were  possible  for 


the  Appropriations  Committee  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  ceiling  through  appropriations, 
still  it  would  be  bad  policy  to  require  the 
Appropriations  Committee — which,  after 
all,  has  the  job  of  determining  how  much 
money  is  necessary  to  do  a  given  thing, 
and  not  whether  the  given  thing  should 
be  done — to  turn  aside  from  its  orderly 
efforts  in  order  to  set  a  policy  and  estab¬ 
lish  a  ceiling,  which  the  Congress  itself 
should  establish?  The  Congress  should 
establish  the  ceiling  and  say  to  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee,  “You  determine 
how  much  money  is  necessai’y  to  do  the 
thing  which  we  have  determined  ought 
to  be  done.” 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  completely  agree  with 
my  senior  colleague.  I  do  not  believe 
that  we  should  turn  the  Appropriations 
Committee  into  a  legislative  policy  com¬ 
mittee  in  respect  to  the  military.  The 
Armed  Services  Committee,  in  the  first 
instance,  should  consider  policy  matters 
in  respect  to  the  military,  and  not  pass 
the  buck  to  the  Appropriations  Commit¬ 
tee  by  saying,  ‘‘We  have  an  ultimate 
check  in  the  Appropriations  Committee, 
in  the  matter  of  carrying  out  any  policy 
as  to  the  number  of  men  who  are  to 
comprise  our  military  force.”  I  believe 
that  now  is  the  time  to  determine  the 
manpower  ceiling  while  this  bill  is  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  another  argu¬ 
ment  with  which  I  have  been  bombarded 
in  committee.  I  have  been  hit  around 
the  ears  with  it  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  in  these  days  of  debate  on  the  bill. 
I  am  perfectly  aware  of  the  fact  that, 
figuratively  speaking,  my  head  is  a  little 
bloody.  However,  I  am  undaunted  in 
fighting  for  what  I  am  satisfied  is  the 
public  interest  in  regard  to  this  military 
manpower  bill.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  let  time  and  the  American  people  pass 
judgment  on  the  principles  of  the 
amendments  for  which  I  have  been 
fighting,  although  on  most  of  them  I 
have  been  defeated. 

The  argument  to  which  I  refer  is  an 
emotional  argument.  We  are  asked,  “Do 
you  not  have  confidence  in  General 
Marshall,  General  Bradley,  Admiral 
Sherman,  General  Vandenherg,  and 
General  Eisenhower?  Are  you  not  will¬ 
ing  to  give  them  broad  powers  and  let 
them  determine  what  the  ceiling  should 
be  in  accordance  with  the  military  exi¬ 
gencies  as  they  meet  them?” 

My  answer  is  pretty  much  the  answer 
given  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bricker]  a  few  minutes  ago.  I  have 
confidence  in  them  as  military  men,  to 
execute  legislative  policies  determined 
by  the  Congress.  But  in  order  that 
there  may  be  no  room  for  doubt  about 
it  in  this  Record,  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  I  do  not  have  sufficient  con¬ 
fidence  in  their  judgment  on  legislative 
questions  to  make  them  an  extension  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  and 
delegate  to  them  legislative  power.  The 
Members  of  the  Congress  were  elected  by 
the  people  to  perform  the  legislative 
functions  of  our  Government.  The  peo¬ 
ple  have  never  authorized  the  military 
to  legislate.  I  intend  to  reserve  all  the 
legislative  power  in  the  Congress,  and 
say  to  the  men  in  high  military  posi- 
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tions,  “The  only  authority  we  are  going 
to  give  you  is  to  execute  a  public  policy 
on  military  affairs,  a  policy  determined 
in  legislative  form  by  the  Congress.” 

Mr.  EREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  have  not  followed 
the  matter  too  closely,  and  I  am  a  little 
puzzled  over  the  distinction  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  as  to  what  is  mili¬ 
tary  and  what  is  political  or  public  pol¬ 
icy;  as  to  the  distinction  he  draws  be¬ 
tween  the  views  he  advocates  here  re¬ 
garding  the  constitution  of  the  Army, 
and  the  views  I  understood  him  to  advo¬ 
cate  regarding  the  sending  of  soldiers 
to  an  international  army  in  Europe. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  has  long  since  learned  to  treat  one 
issue  at  a  time.  When,  at  a  later  date, 
we  come  to  the  legislation  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Maine  is  referring,  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  will  then  take 
his  position,  after  he  has  heard  full  de¬ 
bate  on  the  subject,  as  to  what  his  vote 
will  be  on  that  issue.  But  as  to  this  par¬ 
ticular  issue,  I  hardly  think  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Maine  can  disagree  with  me 
that  it  is  a  question  of  public  policy  as 
to  what  the  ceiling  for  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  in  terms  of  manpower  shall 
be.  To  me,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  that 
is  a  legislative  matter  to  be  determined 
by  the  Congress,  and  never  by  my  vote 
will  I  delegate  that  authority  to  any 
galaxy  of  generals,  I  care  not  how  able 
they  may  be  in  military  strategy.  Under 
my  oath  to  uphold  the  Constitution  it  is 
my  duty  in  this  body  to  determine  such 
questions  of  public  policy. 

In  closing  this  argument,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  let  me  say  that  I  am  exceedingly 
fearful  of  giving  to  the  military  any  such 
unrestricted  manpower  discretion  as  will 
be  given  to  them  if  we  do  not  place  in 
the  bill  the  ceiling  which  I  propose.  We 
ought  to  take  the  President  of  the 
United  States  at  his  word  on  this  matter. 
He  used  the  figure  of  3,500,000  in  his  mes¬ 
sage  to  Congress  and  in  his  public  pro¬ 
nouncements  on  this  problem.  We 
ought  to  take  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense,  Mrs.  Rosenberg,  at  her  word, 
after  she  changed  her  mind  as  to  what 
the  figure  should  be,  from  3,200,000  to 
3,462,000.  She  presented  much  of  her 
later  testimony  on  the  basis  of  charts 
which  used  as  their  statistical  base  the 
figure  of  3,500,000  as  recommended  by 
the  President. 

We  ought  to  take  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  General  Marshall,  at  his  word, 
at  least  prior  to  his  very  vague  and  con¬ 
fused  testimony  on  the  House  side,  when 
he  testified  along  with  General  Bradley, 
Admiral  Sherman,  General  Vandenberg, 
and  the  others  for  3,500,000,  in  round 
numbers.  Then  we  ought  to  say  to 
them,  “If  conditions  change  so  that  you 
need  more,  and  you  can  show  that  you 
need  more,  we  will  be  at  the  old  legis¬ 
lative  business  stand  as  usual.  We  will 
be  there  transacting  the  people’s  busi¬ 
ness  in  accordance  with  our  constitu¬ 
tional  obligations  of  determining  policy 
in  Congress,  and  not  delegating  policy 
and  legislative  questions  to  the  Pentagon 
for  determination.” 


Let  me  say  that  I  do  not  think  I  can 
discuss  a  more  fundamental  question, 
so  far  as  our  constitutional  system  of 
checks  and  balance  is  concerned,  than 
the  question  inherent  in  my  amendment. 
I  leave  it  with  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  to  determine  whether  it  wants  to 
carry  out  its  constitutional  duty  of  de¬ 
termining  the  public  policy  question  as 
to  the  size  of  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  or  whether  it  wants  to  delegate 
that  legislative  function  by  way  of  arbi¬ 
trary  discretion  to  the  Pentagon. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion,  there 
can  be  only  one  answer  to  the  question 
as  to  what  we  should  do,  and  that  is  to 
determine  here  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
what  that  ceiling  should  be,  and  I  sug¬ 
gest  we  take  the  President’s  own  figure. 
On  the  basis  of  the  public  statements 
made  by  the  officers  in  the  Pentagon 
as  to  limiting  the  number  of  men  they 
are  going  to  send  to  Europe  for  the  time 
being,  at  least,  to  100,000  more,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  in  view  of  the  colloquy  I  had 
a  few  minutes  ago  with  my  good  friend 
the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land],  as  to  the  very  confused  program 
we  are  carrying  on  in  Korea,  I  think 
we  certainly  ought  to  check  what  has' 
already  been  demonstrated  to  be  a  very 
arbitrary  power  on  the  part  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  at  the  Pentagon,  by  fixing  the  ceil¬ 
ing  at  3,500,000  for  the  time  being.  The 
ceiling  of  3,500,000  should  be  fixed  with 
the  understanding  that  whenever  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall  can  come  before  us  and 
show  a  need  for  a  higher  ceiling,  he  will 
get  a  full  and  fair  hearing  and  action 
on  the  basis  of  the  facts  he  presents. 
But,  I  for  one,  am  not  going  to  give 
to  General  Marshall  or  any  other  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  the  kind  of  discretion¬ 
ary  power  being  proposed  in  this  bill 
in  respect  to  determining  the  number 
of  men  who  are  to  be  in  the  military 
forces  of  our  country. 

I  take  the  Senate  back  for  a  moment 
to  some  of  the  fears  which  were  ex¬ 
pressed  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  at 
the  time  the  unification  bill  was  pend¬ 
ing.  Pears  were  then  expressed  about 
the  danger  of  the  unification  law  de¬ 
veloping  so  that  more  and  more  dis¬ 
cretionary  power  would  be  given  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense.  But  assurances 
v/ere  given  then — if  Senators  will  check 
the  record  of  that  debate  they  will  find 
them — that  the  Senate  sits  here  as  a 
check  on  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and 
could  be  counted  upon  to  check  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  from  obtaining  arbi¬ 
trary  power.  I  challenge  the'  Senate 
today  to  exercise  a  check  on  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  by  putting  the  ceiling 
I  propose  into  the  manpower  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  v/ill  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am 
very  happy  the  Senator  has  said  what  he 
has  said  in  the  way  he  has  said  it.  His¬ 
torically  the  Congress  has  determined 
the  size  of  the  Military  Establishment. 
That  is  nothing  new.  It  would  now  be 
an  abandonment  of  our  historical  prac¬ 
tice  not  to  establish  a  ceiling.  I  am  as 
glad  as  I  can  be  that  the  Senator  is  mak¬ 
ing  the  talk  he  is  making,  and  that  he 


has  offered  the  amendment  he  has  of¬ 
fered. 

Debate  took  place  in  the  Senate  yester¬ 
day  in  regard  to  a  priority  system  for 
18-year-olds.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  what  sense  there  would  be  in 
setting  up  a  priority  system  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  18-year-olds  if  the  whole  thing 
is  to  be  left  open  at  the  top? 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  is  my  opinion  that  if 
we  do  not  impose  a  three  and  one-half 
million  ceiling  the  so-called  priority  sys¬ 
tem  for  18-year-olds  becomes  an  empty 
gesture  and  farce.  Whenever  we  go  to 
four  million  or  above  we  can  be  sure  that 
most  18-year-olds  will  be  taken. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Of 
course. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  meant  when  he 
testified  on  the  House  side  that  some  of 
these  restrictions  would  prevent  the  mili¬ 
tary  from  raising  an  Army  of  four  mil¬ 
lion  or  more  if  at  the  present  time  in  the 
back  of  his  h  ead  he  does  not  contemplate 
exercising  that  kind  of  discretion  with¬ 
out  first  coming  to  the  Congress  and 
asking  for  permission  to  go  beyond  the 
three  and  one-half  million  which  in  his 
testimony  before  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  he  said  he  wanted.  Senators 
can  give  the  brass  this  discretionary  pow¬ 
er  if  they  want  to,  but  I  am  not  going 
to  vote  for  it,  and,  believe  me,  as  the 
military  take  on  more  and  more  power — 
and  we  can  see  them  doing  it — I  am,  to 
the  extent  of  my  ability,  going  to  take 
the  issue  to  the  people  of  the  country. 
I  think  they  will  support  the  exercise  of 
the  constitutional  check  for  which  I  am 
fighting. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 

President,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me 
once  more? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  The 

present  Secretary  of  National  Defense, 
when  he  was  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army, 
operated  under  a  ceiling  limit,  and 

never  had  any  difficulty  with  it  whatso¬ 
ever. 

Mr.  MORSE.  He  never  had  any  trou¬ 
ble  getting  from  Congress  the  number 
of  men  he  needed  on  the  basis  of  the 
facts  he  presented  at  any  time.  He  can 
do  it  now,  too. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  He 

always  obtained  the  full  number  he 
asked  for,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  neither 
the  present  Secretary  of  Defense  nor 
anyone  else  has  ever  complained  about 
that.  They  took  it  for  granted  that 
Congress  in  its  duty  to  the  people  would 
exercise  its  power  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  MORSE.  They  are  not  recom¬ 
mending  a  ceiling  by  legislation  now,  • 
are  they? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  they 
are  not  recommending  it  now. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  am  suspicious  of  why 
they  are  not. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  ask  permission  to 
raise  some  questions  with  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
stall]  about  the  amendments  to  subsec¬ 
tion  (j),  section  6,  as  covered  on  page  88 
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of  S.  1,  in  section  1  (t)  of  the  bill.  It 
will  be  found  on  page  83  of  the  report 
of  the  committee. 

This  is  the  section  dealing  with  so- 
called  conscientious  objectors.  Am  I 
correct  in  my  understanding  that  re¬ 
ligious  conscientious  objectors  under  this 
section,  if  they  are  found  to  be  genuine 
in  their  convictions,  shall  not  be  defer¬ 
red,  but  shall  in  lieu  of  induction  for  mil¬ 
itary  service  be  given  alternative  service 
either  in  the  form  of  noncombatant 
military  service  within  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices,  or  in  work  of  national  importance 
under  civilian  direction? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  note  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson]  is  in  the  Chamber.  He  is  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee.  With 
his  permission,  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer 
the  questions  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
in  regard  to  conscientious  objectors. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Certainly. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  say  to  my  col¬ 
league,  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  that  it 
is  my  understanding  that  this  bill  re¬ 
stores  the  provisions  of  the  1940  act  and 
repeals  those  of  the  1948  act  regarding 
conscientious  objectors. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  That  is  to  say,  this 
bill  provides  that  conscientious  objec¬ 
tors  can  no  longer  be  deferred,  but  that 
instead  of  induction,  they  must  give  al¬ 
ternative  service  of  equal  duration;  is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  I  think  the  best  answer  I  can  give 
is  to  be  found  on  page  2  of  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  on 
Senate  bill  2496  in  the  Eighty-first  Con¬ 
gress,  second  session,  Calendar  No.  1561, 
a  bill  to  authorize  contributions  to  the 
Cooperative  for  American  Remittances 
to  Europe,  Inc.  That  bill  was  passed  by 
the  Senate,  but  was  held  up  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  The  bill  was  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama 
[Mr.  Sparkman]  and  myself. 

The  purpose  of  the  bill  was  to  make 
it  possible  for  the  net  receipts  of  $1,- 
389,000,  in  round  numbers,  to  be  con¬ 
tributed  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
his  discretion,  to  CARE,  for  use  in  pro¬ 
viding  technical,  scientific,  and  profes¬ 
sional  publications  and  scientific  equip¬ 
ment  for  libraries  and  institutions  of 
learning  abroad. 

I  read  from  page  2  of  the  report  on 
that  bill,  as  follows: 

The  National  Service  Board  for  religious 
objectors — 

Which  is  a  board  set  up  to  consult 
with  the  Selective  Service  System- 
states  that  religious  organizations  contrib¬ 
uted  over  $7,000,000  in  operating  and  main¬ 
taining  camps  and  supplying  the  every  day 
essentials  of  the  conscientious  objectors. 

The  report  further  says: 

Maj.  Gen.  L.  B.  Hershey,  Director  of  Selec¬ 
tive  Service,  in  testifying  on  this  bill  stated 
that  the  Federal  Government  expended  ap¬ 
proximately  $4,731,000  during  World  War  II 
to  administer  the  program  for  conscientious 
objectors. 

This  amount  includes  all  direct  expendi¬ 
tures,  including  the  employment  of  super¬ 
visory  personnel,  transportation  of  person¬ 
nel  and  equipment,  purchase  of  tools,  equip¬ 


ment,  clothing,  and  food.  Conscientious 
objectors  contributed  over  6,000,000  man- 
days  of  productive  labor  in  work  of  national 
importance  without  remuneration.  Various 
Federal  agencies  received  3,000,000  man- 
days  at  no  expense.  Conscientious  objectors 
served  as  guinea  pigs  on  medical  projects 
180,000  man-days,  and  in  veterans’  hos¬ 
pitals  as  attendants  120,000  man-days. 
Various  State  institutions  were  subsidized 
to  the  extent  of  1,500,000  man-days.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  approximately  1,000,000  man-days 
were  sold  to  private  employers,  which  for 
the  most  part  consisted  of  working  on  dairy 
farms  or  harvesting  seasonal  crops.  The 
employers  paid  the  Federal  agency  con¬ 
cerned  for  this  labor  at  the  going  wage. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  read  only  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  report  on  the  bill;  but  the 
portion  I  have  read  states  in  substance 
how  approximately  12,000  of  the  con¬ 
scientious  objectors  were  employed  dur¬ 
ing  World  War  II. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  correctly  un¬ 
derstand,  then,  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee  that  after  these  men  have  been  found 
to  be  religious  conscientious  objectors, 
they  are  to  be  assigned,  during  a  period 
equivalent  to  the  period  of  military  serv¬ 
ice  required  under  this  bill,  namely,  24 
months,  to  work  which  is  judged  to  be  of 
national  importance,  and  that  the  work 
will  be  under  the  immediate  direction  of 
civilians? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  My  answer  to 
that  question  is.  Yes;  they  will  will  be 
for  a  period  of  24  months,  which  is  the 
length  of  inducted  service  which  was 
decided  upon  by  the  Senate  yesterday. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  they  may  be  as¬ 
signed  or  furloughed  to  approved  private 
agencies  or  employers,  as  was  done  to  a 
limited  extent  during  the  last  war;  is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  my 
understanding.  I  think  the  Federal 
Government  would  expect  to  have  a  first 
lien  on  their  services,  so  to  speak,  for 
work  of  national  importance;  but  that 
if  the  Federal  Government  did  not  ex¬ 
ercise  that  lien,  and  if  they  could  be 
farmed  out,  so  to  speak,  to  private  agen¬ 
cies  or  employers,  that  would  be  done. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  further  under¬ 
stood  that  although  the  work  which 
they  would  do  would  not  necessarily 
make  them  national  heroes,  yet  neither 
should  the  work  be  of  a  type  which 
would  subject  them  to  humiliation? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  Even  though  they  conscientiously 
object  to  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces, 
they  should  be  given  24  months  of  work 
for  their  country,  and  it  should  be  work 
which  would  not  be  humiliating. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  would  include  as¬ 
signment  to  hospitals  for  work  in  re¬ 
search  and  for  work  on  other  projects 
of  a  public  nature,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect.  During  World  War  II  the  Ameri¬ 
can-  Legion  and  some  other  organiza¬ 
tions  objected  in  some  cases  to  having 
conscientious  objectors  work  in  hos¬ 
pitals;  but  in  other  cases  conscientious 
objectors  did  work  in  hospitals. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  other  words,  it 
would  not  be  obligatory  for  them  to  work 
in  hospitals;  but  where  local  public  opin¬ 


ion  approved,  they  could  be  so  assigned. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  They  could  be  used 
to  work  upon  a  wide  variety  of  projects, 
either  manual  or  skilled  or  professional 
in  character,  could  they  not? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  correct. 
It  would  depend  upon  the  capacity  of 
the  conscientious  objectors  and  where 
they  might  be  available. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  assignments  of 
the  individual  conscientious  objectors 
would,  depending  upon  the  type  of  proj¬ 
ects  of  national  importance  available, 
be  made  in  every  possible  case  to  posi¬ 
tions  which  make  the  maximum  use  of 
their  capacities.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  as  I 
understand  the  matter.  The  board 
which  handles  this  matter  under  the 
selective  service  system  is,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  composed  of  men  belonging  to 
the  churches  to  which  the  conscientious 
objectors  belong. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  am  sure  the  com¬ 
mittee  does  not  intend  these  men  to  be 
given  easy  treatment,  and  I  think  they 
do  not  wish  to  receive  easy  treat¬ 
ment.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  con¬ 
scientious  objectors  receive  no  pay,  those 
who  have  dependents  will  find  that  their 
families  will  be  subjected  to  great  hard¬ 
ship. 

I  notice  that  in  a  report  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Administration  for  1950, 
there  is  a  recommendation,  appearing 
on  page  339,  that  conscientious  objectors 
should  probably  be  given  more  rights 
and  privileges  than  they  were  given  in 
World  War  II,  and  that  serious  attention 
should  at  least  be  given  to  providing 
them  with  some  pay,  and  their  families 
with  some  allowances  or  allotments.  It 
is  not  stated  that  these  should  neces¬ 
sarily  equal  those  allowed  the  men  who 
are  in  the  military  service,  but  the  prin¬ 
ciple  is  there  recommended  that  some¬ 
thing  be  paid  to  somewhat  mitigate  the 
hardship  involved.  It  would  not  be  im¬ 
possible  under  this  measure  administra¬ 
tively  to  adopt  those  recommendations, 
would  it,  in  the  understanding  of  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  understand 
that  during  the  last  war  the  men  who 
were  assigned  to  work  on  farms  for  pri¬ 
vate  employers  were  permitted  to  retain 
$15  a  month  for  their  out-of-pocket  ex¬ 
penses,  and  they  were  provided  with 
their  board  and  lodging  by  their 
churches,  unless  their  employer  was  pro¬ 
viding  it.  The  remainder  of  their  money 
coming  from  private  employment  was’ 
turned  into  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

I  see  nothing  in  the  pending  measure, 
as  now  constituted,  which  would  pre¬ 
vent  the  authorities  from  adding  to  that 
pay  of  approximately  50  cents  a  day,  if 
it  was  the  proper  thing  to  do. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Administration  would  have  the  power, 
would  it  not,  to  designate,  if  it  saw  fit  to 
do  so,  a  separate  division  within  its  own 
agency,  to  deal  with  the  civilian  super¬ 
vision  of  the  projects  to  be  carried  on  in 
that  connection? 
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Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  That  is  as  I 
understand  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  has  been  my 
understanding  that  General  Hershey  has 
tried  to  administer  this  matter  with 
great  fairness.  I  believe  he  is  a  descend¬ 
ed  of  a  Mennonite  family  himself,  and 
therefore  he  understands  these  prob¬ 
lems.  \ 

I  wonder  whether  that  is  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Yes,  I  under¬ 
stand  that  General  Hershey  is  an  excel¬ 
lent  administrator,  and  of  course  he  has 


1  Includes  Civilian  Public  Service  Reserve. 

THE  FOHEST  SERVICE  CAMPS 

The  Forest  Service  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  was  the  techni¬ 
cal  agency  of  Civilian  Public  Service  Camps 
located  in  National  and  State  forests,  pri¬ 
marily  for  the  control  of  forest  fires.  It 
carried  on  a  year-round  program  of  disease 
control;  fire  presuppression;  construction 
and  maintenance  of  roads,  trails,  fire  towers 
and  communication  lines;  nursery  opera¬ 
tion;  reforestation;  and  other  work.  All  of 
this  tied  into  the  protection  and  preserva¬ 
tion  of  forests. 

The  bulk  of  the  work  in  these  camps  was 
manual  labor,  strenuous  and  exhausting  in 
the  case  of  fire  fighting,  and  it  required 
young,  physically  fit  objector  registrants. 
However,  the  Forest  Service  needed  and, 
secured,  or  trained,  Class  IV-E  assignees 
having  any  one  of  a  variety  of  skills  or  spe¬ 
cialized  knowledge.  This  ranged  from  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  motor  vehi¬ 
cles,  tractors,  and  other  power  machinery 
through  construction,  surveying,  and  engi¬ 
neering,  to  the  scientific  knowledge  and  ex¬ 
perience  that  could  be  used  in  the  forest 
experimental  station.  Objectors  were  used 
additionally  as  office  workers  and  in  the  con¬ 
struction,  operation  and  upkeep  of  com¬ 
munication  equipment,  including  radios  and 
telephones.  One  camp  was  organized  which 
trained  and  used  a  selected  group  of  as¬ 
signees  as  parachute  fire  fighters  for  the 
control  of  fires  in  remote  and  inaccessible 
forests.  Forest  Service  camps  were  widely 
scattered  in  order  to  provide  as  much  fire 
protection  as  possible  with  the  few  men 
available.  . 


had  much  more  experience  with  this 
matter  than  any  other  citizen  has  had. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
very  much. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
if  it  is  in  order,  I  should  like  to  have 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record  a 
brief  memorandum  concerning  the  work 
the  conscientious  objectors  did  during 
the  last  war,  in  order  that  the  Record 
may  be  complete. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  memo¬ 
randum  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 


THE  NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE  CAMPS 

Camps  under  the  supervision  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service  in  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  were  located  in  many  National 
and  State  parks.  All  the  parks  had  fire¬ 
fighting  and  forest-protection  projects  simi¬ 
lar  to  those  of  the  Forest  Service  and,  in 
addition,  had  to  perserve  and  maintain  the 
park  improvements,  which  represented  a 
large  Government  investment. 

THE  SOIL  CONSERVATION  WORK 

CPS  camps  of  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service  in  the  Department  of  Agriculture 
were  located  in  farming  areas  where  they 
carried  on  a  program  of  erosion  control, 
water  conservation,  drainage,  nursery  opera¬ 
tion,  development  of  pure  strains  of  seed 
and  preservation  of  land.  The  type  of  con¬ 
servation  work  done  varied  with  each  camp 
unit.  One  camp  was  engaged  in  the  rechan¬ 
neling  and  reclamation  of  a  large  drainage 
canal,  and  the  labor  of  another  was  largely 
confined  to  a  nursery  which  provided  trees 
for  field  planting  and  new  varieties  of  grass 
seed.  A  unit  was  assigned  to  an  experimental 
station  to  provide  technical  assistance  in  the 
study  of  water  run-oS  and  erosion  control. 
Basically  the  soil  conservation  work  re¬ 
quired  intelligent  manual  labor,  but  there 
was  a  need  for  assignees  with  skills,  such 
as  mechanics,  clerks,  and  equipment  opera¬ 
tors,  as  well  as  those  with  technical  train¬ 
ing  in  engineering,  farm  planning,  and  the 
laboratory  work  of  the  experimental  sta¬ 
tions.  In  addition,  the  CPS  camps  sup¬ 
plied  the  bulk  of  the  emergency  farm  labor 
available  to  the  surrounding  area  for  the 


production  and  harvesting  of  essential  crops 
when  other  help  was  not  available. 

THE  FARM  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION  CAMPS 

The  Farm  Security  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  was  engaged  in 
arid-land  reclamation  at  the  farm  level. 
This  work  consisted  of  clearing,  land  level¬ 
ing,  construction  of  lateral  ditches,  roads, 
buildings,  and  other  improvement?  on  land 
which  is  fertile  when  watered.  Several  of 
these  units  were  completed  and  brought 
under  farm  cultivation  through  the  activi¬ 
ties  of  the  CPS  camps.  A  total  of  8,100  acres 
were  brought  under  irrigation  cultivation 
during  the  war  as  a  result  of  such  projects  of 
the  civilian  work  program  of  selective  ervice. 

THE  BUREAU  OF  RECLAMATION  CAMPS 

The  Interior  Department’s  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  with  the  assistance  of  CPS 
camps  completed  the  construction  of  three 
large  earthen  dams  for  water-storage  pur¬ 
poses.  This  construction  work  had  been 
started  by  the  Civilian  Conservation  Corps  to 
provide  water  for  civilian  consumption  and 
irrigation.  The  projects  had  been  approved, 
and  were  granted  material  and  equipment 
priorities,  by  the  War  Production  Board. 

THE  GENERAL  LAND  OFFICE  WORK  CAMPS 

Camps  of  the  General  Land  Office  in  the 
Department  of  Interior  (later  known  as  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management)  were  located 
in  the  West  on  forest  lands  which  had  been 
recently  acquired  by  the  Department.  In 
addition  to  fire  protection,  roads  and  trails 
were  needed  and  a  large  amount  of  survey¬ 
ing,  mapping,  and  timber  cruising  was  neces¬ 
sary.  This  required  assignees  with  engineer¬ 
ing  training  to  make  maps  and  lay  out  roads 
and  trails,  others  with  the  ability  to  make 
timber  surveys  or  tabulate  the  results  and 
those  with  the  usual  skills  needed  in  forest 
camps  of  the  system’s  civilian  work  program 
to  operate  the  road-building  machinery,  fall 
timber,  and  do  maintenance  work. 

THE  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  CAMPS 

Under  the  sponsorship  of  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Department  of  Interior,  a 
group  of  class  IV-E  registrants  were  as¬ 
signed  to  the  experimental  station  at  Bowie, 
Md.,  for  work  on  a  variety  of  research 
projects.  Some  of  this  was  manual  labor,  but 
other  jobs  required  selected  men  with  sci¬ 
entific  training.  This  agency  also  operated 
the  Government  camp  at  Germfask,  Mich. 
The  work  at  the  Germfask  project  consisted 
of  developing  and  maintaining  a  wildlife 
refuge  which  had  been  established  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  of  a  treaty  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  on  tne  preser¬ 
vation  of  migratory  wild  fowl. 

MENTAL  HOSPITALS  AND  TRAINING  SCHOOLS 

This  project  group  as  well  as  the  remaining 
projects  which  are  discussed,  constituted  the 
ones  usually  referred  to  as  “special  projects.’’ 
Registrants  who  were  assigned  to  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration  and  State  mental  hos¬ 
pital  work  as  well  as  to  the  farms  and  other 
projects  yet  to  be  covered,  were  individuals 
who  had  first  been  assigned  to  regular  camp 
activities  for  a  minimum  of  90  days.  During 
that  time  the  objector  had  to  demonstrate 
his  ability  to  accept  discipline  and  to  wofTi 
under  normal  conditions  before  being  consid¬ 
ered  for  a  special-type  project. 

In  the  beginning  of  the  mental  hospital 
and  training  school  phase  of  the  civilian- 
work  program,  medical  officers  from  the  in¬ 
stitutions  themselves  often  visited  the  civil¬ 
ian  public  service  camp  and  selected  men 
for  the  projects.  These  medical  men  thus 
determined  the  adaptability  of  the  individ¬ 
ual  for  the  .hospital  and  school  activity. 

Approximately  one-fifth  of  all  the  class 
IV-E  assignees  of  selective  service  worked 
in  mental  hospitals,  or  training  schools. 
Many  of  these  institutions  were  finding  it 
impossible  to  maintain  staffs  of  qualified 


Conscientious-objector  assignees  to  civilian  public  service  camps  in  regular  work  projects 


and  special  work  projects  at  the  end  of  October  during  each  year^l941  through  1946 


Type  of  project  and  technical  agency 

Year  and  number 

1941- 

1942 

1943 

1944 

1945 

1946 

BEGULAR  WORK  PROJECT 

Department  of  Agriculture: 

Forest  Service _ _ _ _ 

618 

2, 152 

1,721 

1,437 

304 

1,  591 
1, 189 
265 

1,  809 
1, 147 
266 

249 

600 

1,924 

374 

1 

Department  of  the  Interior: 

National  Park  Service. . . . 

122 

430 

538 

744 

698 

116 

39 

428 

428 

455 

30 

178 

124 

133 

10 

55 

66 

152 

53 

100 

Total  in  regular  work  projects _ _ 

f,  240 

4,606 

4,672 

4, 493 

4,561 

880 

SPECIAL  WORK  PROJECT 

Agriculture  Labor  Administration . 

CEO 

815 

1, 123 

49 

Department  of  Commerce: 

Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey.. _ _ 

14 

42 

43 

4 

Weather  Bureau . . . 

17 

73 

63 

1 

Health.. . 

31 

91 

153 

185 

55' 

Hospitals . . . . 

143 

1,260 

44 

1,885 

156 

2,235 

224 

210 

Scientific  research: 

Office  of  Scientific  Research  and  Development.. 

5 

Office  of  the  Surgeon  General,  U.  S.  Army . . 

102 

10 

M  iscellane  ous . . . . 

66 

77 

107 

125 

Total . 

174 

2,142 

3,201 

4,082 

459 

Grand  total1 _ 

1,240 

4,780 

6,814 

7,694 

8,643 

1,339 

1951 
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employees;  their  employees  were  constantly 
leaving  to  take  positions  in  industry  where 
the  wages  were  much  higher  and  the  work 
less  confining.  However,  their  inmates 
were  wards  of  society  and  must  be  given 
care.  The  work  involving,  as  it  did,  service 
along  humanitarian  lines,  had  a  strong 
appeal  to  the  conscientious  ob'jector. 

Assignees  from  the  CPS  camps  performed 
work  at  the  hospitals  and  schools  as  at¬ 
tendants,  technicians,  clerks,  farm  laborers 
and  the  like.  Doctors  who  were  assigned  as 
objectors  were  practically  without  exception 
placed  with  these  hospitals. 

AGRICULTURAL  LABOR  ADMINISTRATION  WORK 

The  use  of  conscientious  objector  assignees 
by  the  Agricultural  Labor  Administration  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  as  year-round 
laborers  and  technicians  in  food  production 
resulted  in  786,326  man-days  of  labor  and 
the  earning  of  $1,549,152.28  in  wages  up  to 
the  end  of  the  civilian-work  program.  An 
additional  138,674  man-days  of  emergency 
work  was  performed  by  men  in  regular 
civilian  public  service  camps  who  supplied 
day  labor  for  the  production  and  harvesting 
of  vitally  needed  farm  crops  within  a  15-mile 
radius  of  the  camp  units.  Wages  earned  by 
these  emeregency  day  laborers  on  farms 
amounted  to  $711,596.55.  In  addition,  these 
and  other  assignees  worked  thousands  of 
man-days  of  labor  in  the  production  of  food 
for  consumption  at  the  mental  hospitals  and 
training  schools  and  at  the  work-camp  units 
themselves.  This  was  not  recorded  as 
farm  labor,  however. 

The  farm  labor  camps  were  divided  into 
three  general  groups:  Those  for  individual 
dairy-farm  laborers,  those  for  Dairy  Herd 
Improvement  Association  herd  testers,  and 
those  for  State  college  agricultural  experi¬ 
ment  station  workers.  As  had  been  pointed 
out,  wage  payments  were  required  for  all 
types  of  farm  labor.  The  general  standard 
used  was  the  going  wage  of  the  community 
for  year-round  single  farm  hands  where 
room,  board,  and  laundry  were  furnished. 
The  only  exception  to  this  rule  was  that 
the  hourly  wage  rate  for  day  labor  was  the 
standard  used  in  setting  wages  for  emer¬ 
gency  farm  labor.  A  ruling  of  the  Comp¬ 
troller  General  required  that  all  moneys 
paid  as  wages  for  assignee  farm  labor,  less 
necessary  expenses,  be  deposited  with  the 
United  States  Treasury  where  it  was  placed 
in  a  special  fund  to  be  held  until  the  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  national  emergency. 

DAIRY  FARM  LABOR 

The  acute  shortage  of  labor  in  some  dairy¬ 
ing  areas  led  to  the  development  of  a  plan, 
in  conjunction  with  the  War  Food  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  the  Extension  Service  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  under  which  quali¬ 
fied  selective-service  assignees,  who  volun¬ 
teered,  were  transferred  from  the  regular 
camps  to  jobs  on  dairy  farms.  These  objec¬ 
tors  worked  as  farm  laborers  an  selected 
dairy  farms  in  counties  recommended  and 
approved  by  the  War  Food  Administration  as 
being  important  in  dairy  production  and 
having  a  shortage  of  dairy-farm  labor.  The 
employer  paid  the  prevailing  wage  of  the 
community  for  this  help,  as  stated  above, 
and  the  money,  less  an  allowance  to  the 
assignee  for  the  purchase  of  clothing  and 
other  necessities  and  a  deduction  for  admin* 
istrative  operating  expenses,  was  paid  into 
the  United  States  Treasury. 

DAIRY  HERD  TESTING 

A  number  of  camp  assignees  from  the 
system  were  selected  and  trained  by  State 
agricultural  colleges  for  work  as  herd  testers 
with  various  dairy  herd  improvement  asso¬ 
ciations.  A  few  of  these  objectors  were  also 
used  as  technicians  in  artificial  dairy  herd 
breeding  associations.  The  108,105  cows 
tested  yearly  in  six  States  averaged  512  per 
tester.  The  associations  paid  for  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  these  registrants  under  the  same 


arrangement  as  that  followed  by  the  indi¬ 
vidual  dairy  farmer  on  the  dairy  farm  labor 
project. 

AGRICULTURAL  COLLEGE  EXPERIMENT  STATIONS 

Assignees  were  placed  with  a  number  of 
State  agricultural  college  experiment  sta¬ 
tions  to  relieve  the  labor  shortage  and  enable 
these  institutions  to  carry  on  with  work  that 
otherwise  would  have  been  discontinued. 
Some  of  the  experiments  had  been  under 
way  for  50  years  or  more,  and  a  great  deal 
of  their  value  was  in  the  continuity  of  the 
work  and  records.  Higher  yielding  strains 
of  seeds  were  being  developed  and  propa¬ 
gated  and  considerable  time  and  effort  was 
being  devoted  to  the  study  of  animal  and 
plant  diseases.  A  few  qualified  men  were 
engaged  in  research  work,  others  had  techni¬ 
cal  jobs,  and  the  remainder  supplied  the 
farm  labor  needed  at  .an  experiment  station. 
In  general,  such  men  were  employed  under 
the  same  financial  arrangements  and  other 
conditions  as  the  men  on  dairy  farms. 

MALARIA  AND  HOOKWORM  UNITS 

Two  State  health  projects  of  the  Civilian 
Public  Service  Camps  involved  disease  con¬ 
trol,  ope  in  Florida,  consisting  of  three  units, 
and  the  other  in  Mississippi,  with  one  unit. 
The  work  was  largely  malaria  and  hookworm 
control  and  the  teaching  of  general  sanita¬ 
tion  through  mosquito  elimination,  the 
screening  of  houses,  and  the  construction  of 
sanitary  privies.  These  special  projects  of 
the  civilian  work  program  were  sponsored 
by  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service 
and  supervised  by  the  State  boards  of  health 
at  no  cost  to  Selective  Service.  Funds  were 
provided  by  the  religious  organizations  oper¬ 
ating  the  camps  and  by  the  States  and  com¬ 
munities  in  which  the  work  was  done. 

PUERTO  RICAN  MEDICAL  UNITS 

A  medical  unit  project  was  set  up  for 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands.  This 
special  camp  project  was  divided  into  a 
number  of  small  units  dispersed  through¬ 
out  the  islands.  Centers  were  established  to 
provide  medical,  surgical,  hospital,  ambu¬ 
lance,  dietetic,  and  welfare  service  for  people 
in  areas  which  previously  were  without  any 
of  this  kind  of  care.  Out-patient  service 
was  provided  along  these  lines  and  the  pop¬ 
ulation  was  given  instructions  in  health  and 
sanitation,  and  trained  in  home  nursing.  Ob¬ 
jectors  assigned  to  this  duty  by  the  System 
had  special  qualifications  and  included  doc¬ 
tors,  nurses,  and  technicians  of  various 
kinds.  The  project  was  jointly  operated  and 
financed  by  the  Brethren,  Mennonites,  and 
Friends  under  the  sponsorship  of  the  Puerto 
Rican  Reconstruction  Administration  with 
the  approval  and  some  assistance  from  the 
insular  health  department. 

SPECIAL  EXPERIMENTAL  PROJECTS 

A  group  of  selected  volunteers  from  among 
camp  assignees  were  used  as  experimental 
subjects  in  various  medical  research  projects 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Office  of  Scien¬ 
tific  Research  and  Development  and  the  Sur¬ 
geon  General  of  the  Army.  Besides  acting 
as  subjects  for  tests,  the  assignees  assisted 
with  investigations  and  experiments  of  var¬ 
ious  kinds  having  to  do  with  problems  of  diet, 
nutrition,  climate,  altitude,  and  certain  dis¬ 
eases.  These  projects  were  quite  important, 
and  had  a  high  priority  among  the  various 
special  phases  of  the  civilian  work  program. 

COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY 

The  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  had  experienced  con¬ 
siderable  difficulty  in  obtaining  qualified  men 
for  its  field  staffs  while,  at  the  same  time, 
the  mapping  of  certain  areas  of  the  country 
was  urgently  required.  A  unit  of  class  IV-E 
assignees  was  therefore  organized  by  Selective 
Service  to  assist  with  this  work. 

WEATHER  BUREAU 

In  addition  to  its  other  duties,  the  Weather 
Bureau  of  the  Department  of  Commerce  had 


undertaken  during  World  War  n  to  compile 
data  from  past  weather  reports  and  plot  it 
on  a  series  of  weather  maps.  The  informa¬ 
tion  was  badly  needed,  but  the  work  was  de¬ 
layed  due  to  a  shortage  of  civilian  personnel. 
In  consequence,  a  CPS  camp  of  objectors  was 
established  by  the  system  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Weather  Bureau  to  carry  on  this 
special  project. 

Approximately  $2,500,000  was  turned  into 
the  Treasury  as  a  result  of  labor  performed 
for  wages. 

It  would  be  difficult  to  designate  as  most 
important  any  one  project  of  the  civilian 
work  program  for  class  IV-E  registrants  of 
selective  service.  It  may  be  of  interest,  how¬ 
ever,  to  point  out  a  few  accomplishments 
which  were  very  noteworthy.  For  instance, 
the  assignees  to  CPC  camps  constructed  and 
maintained  2,000  miles  of  fence,  475  miles  of 
new  telephone  and  electric-power  lines,  814 
miles  of  new  truck  trails,  and  7,640  miles  of 
stock  and  foot  trails.  Some  173,000  man-days 
were  spent  in  tree-nursery  work  and  ap¬ 
proximately  40,000,000  trees  were  planted  in 
areas  needing  reforestation.  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  miles  of  new  fire-hazard  re¬ 
duction  work  was  done  on  firebreaks,  trails, 
and  roads,  and  48,000  man-days  were  devoted 
to  fighting  forest  fires.  Several  dams  were 
completed  which  provided  water  for  irrigat¬ 
ing  large  tracts  of  arid  land.  Adding  to¬ 
gether  the  days  spent  on  wartime  food  pro¬ 
duction  in  all  of  this  type  of  project,  there 
were  more  than  a  million  so  contributed. 
Much  other  forestry,  soil  conservation,  and 
national  parks  works  that  had  been  handi¬ 
capped  by  the  loss  of  manpower  was,  through 
the  camp  program  of  the  System,  provided 
with  labor  to  carry  on  these  activities  of  con¬ 
serving  and  preserving  natural  resources. 

In  the  field  of  conserving  resources  1,512,- 
896  man-days  were  spent  in  State  mental 
hospitals,  120,403  man-days  in  veterans  hos¬ 
pitals,  and  105,473  in  public  health  work. 
Additionally  the  Office  of  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral  of  the  United  States  Army  and  the  Office 
of  Scientific  Research  and  Development  ben¬ 
efited  through  the  use  of  150,713  man-days 
in  special  projects  and  research  work. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Oregon  a 
question  or  two.  Do  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  that  the  amendment  which  the 
distinguished  Senator  is  now  offering 
places  an  over-all  ceiling  of  3,500,000 
on  all  branches  of  the  armed  services? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Do  I  also  correctly 
understand  that  the  committee  itself 
estimated  as  a  total  for  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  as  of  this  time  3,462,000? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Further,  am  I  correct 
in  understanding  that  all  the  Senator  is 
here  proposing  is,  that  this  ceiling  be 
imposed  by  the  Congress  itself  upon  the 
military  arm  of  the  Government? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct — with 
the  understanding  that  it  can  be  modified 
upward  in  case  of  changing  events,  when 
the  military  appears  before  us  and  makes 
a  case  for  upward  revision,  and  when 
there  is  future  action  by  the  Congress 
carrying  out  their  recommendation. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Senator  a  further  question.  I  am  very 
much  impressed  by  his  amendment.  I 
am  impressed  by  it  for  many  more 
reasons  than  one.  In  the  first  place, 
it  makes  an  assertion  of  certain  power 
in  the  Congress,  in  a  very  vital  field. 
But  how  can  any  limitation  be  put  upon 
the  expenditures  of  the  Government,  if 
the  military  itself  is  to  control  the  size 
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of  the  Army,  without  coming  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  for  approval? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Georgia,  that  one  of 
my  arguments  is  that  if  the  ceiling  is 
kept  as  an  open-ended  affair,  so  to  speak, 
and  we  let  the  military  exercise  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  taking  into  the  service  men  in 
addition  to  3,500,000— which  it  can  do, 
if  we  do  not  place  some  limitation  upon 
them— then,  in  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee,  we  shall  be  confronted  with  an 
after-the-fact  situation.  The  military 
will  argue  and  we  know  what  the  result 
will  be.  “We  are  sorry,  but  we  have  all 
these  men  in  the  service  now,  and  we 
need  this  money  in  order  to  finance 
them.”  The  Senator  knows  what  will 
happen.  In  the  usual  course  of  events, 
the  members  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  will  vote  the  money;  we  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  will  vote  it,  and  we 
will  slap  someone’s  wrist,  with  a  speech 
or  two  to  the  effect  that  the  military 
should  have  obtained  the  money  first. 

-  That  is  about  what  we  shall  do.  If  we 
want  to  avoid  such  a  situation  which 
amounts  to  locking  the  stable  after  the 
horse  is  stolen  we  will  adopt  my  amend¬ 
ment  providing  for  3,500,000  men  as  of 
now. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  the  Senator  from  Oregon.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  it  will  be  impossible  to  put 
any  ceiling  upon  the  budget,  will  it  not, 
if  the  military  men  increase  the  size  of 
the  army  as  far  as  possible  under  the 
laws  which  now  exist,  or  as  they  may  be 
modified?  I  believe  it  is  estimated  that 
it  costs  something  like  $4,000  to  main¬ 
tain  a  man  in  the  Armed  Forces.  Is  not 
that  correct? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  estimate 
given  to  us  in  the  hearings  by  the  mili¬ 
tary. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  So  the  Senator’s 
amendment  may  be  properly  designated, 
may  it  not,  as  an  amendment  to  preserve 
the  solvency  of  the  Government,  as  well 
as  to  retain  in  the  Congress  the 
power  which  rightfully  belongs  in  the 
Congress? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  is  absolutely  and  com¬ 
pletely  correct. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  shall  be  pleased  to 
support  this  amendment.  I  do  not  un¬ 
derstand  why  the  committee  cannot  ac¬ 
cept  it,  because  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
very  reasonable  limitation.  It  is  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  number  which  is  now  said  to 
be  necessary,  and  we  are  still  in  peace¬ 
time,  except  for  the  Korean  War,  of 
course. 

Within  the  past  10  or  15  years  there 
has  been  a  notable  drift  toward  the  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  by  the  Congress  to 
the  Executive  and  to  other  branches  of 
the  Government.  It  has  occurred  in 
every  phase  of  our  life,  and  if,  in  the 
matter  of  such  vital  concern  to  the  men 
and  women  and  families  of  America  as 
the  size  of  the  Army,  the  Congress  is  not 
to  assert  some  authority,  then  I  think 
we  have  arrived  at  a  tragic  point  in  our 
history. 

It  reminds  me,  Mr.  President,  very 
forcefully  of  the  graphic  language  of  the 
great  historian  Gibbon,  when  he  was 
writing  of  the  Decline  and  Fall  of  the 


Roman  Empire.  He  said  that  the 
Roman  Senate,  with  absolute  compla¬ 
cency,  voted  the  power  to  raise  addi¬ 
tional  legions  without  any  limitations  or 
restrictions  upon  it;  and  of  course,  that 
meant  the  bankruptcy  and  the  downfall 
of  Rome. 

I  am  willing  to  go  as  far  as  I  can,  and 
would  like  to  support  the  committee,  but 
I  certainly  hope  that  the  committee  may 
see  that  this  over-all  limitation  on  the 
size  of  the  Armed  Forces  is  not  hamper¬ 
ing,  is  not  crippling,  and,  in  the  language 
of  the  proponents  of  the  amendment,  is 
not  intended  to  be  such.  It  seems  to  me 
to  be  altogether  reasonable  as  a  proper 
limitation,  in  this  instance,  upon  the 
power  of  the  military. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  will  permit  me  to  say  that 
I  am  exceedingly  grateful  for  the  com¬ 
ments  he  has  made  in  support  of  my 
amendment.  I  mean  no  idle  flattery  to 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  when  I  say 
that  my  admiration  for  his  analytical 
abilities  in  connection  with  constitu¬ 
tional  and  financial  questions,  and  all 
other  great  issues  which  come  before 
the  Senate,  is  so  great  that  it  is  very 
reassuring  when  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  comes  to  my  aid  in  support  of 
an  amendment  by  which  I  seek  only  to 
safeguard  what  I  believe  to  be  the  con¬ 
stitutional  responsibilities  of  the  Senate. 

I  most  certainly  think  we  should  im¬ 
pose  this  constitutional  check  upon  the 
military,  by  saying  to  them  in  no  uncer¬ 
tain  words,  “We  are  going  to  fix  ceiling 
on  the  military  manpower  provided  for 
in  this  bill.  When  you  can  show  us  that 
you  need  more  men,  come  before  us;  you 
will  get  a  prompt  hearing,  and,  as  in 
this  instance,  when  you  have  proved 
your  case,  you  will  get  the  men.”  I  have 
taken  the  military  officials  at  their  word 
in  this  amendmenet.  I  have  allowed 
them  -the  figure  for  which  they  them¬ 
selves  have  testified;  and  I  have  taken 
the  President  of  the  United  States  at 
his  word.  This  is  the  figure  which  the 
President  himself  announced  as  the  top 
figure  which  is  contemplated  for  the  time 
being.  When  they  want  more,  let  them 
come  forward  and  ask  for  it.  But,  Mr. 
President,  I  think  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  would  make  a  great,  his¬ 
toric  mistake  if  it  were  to  delegate  to 
the  Pentagon  the  legislative  policy  which 
I  think  is  inherent  in  this  bill. 

We  should  determine  the  ceiling,  and 
when  we  do  that  we  shall  give  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  the  country  the  best  possible 
guaranty  that  we  are  checking  military 
expenditures  before  the  fact,  and  not 
allowing  the  Senate  to  become  sucked 
into  such  a  position  that  after  the  obli¬ 
gations  are  incurred  in  the  first  instance, 
the  military  can  come  before  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  to  ask  for  the 
money  with  which  to  liquidate  them. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  before 
the  Senator  resumes  his  seat,  will  he 
yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  do  not  have  the  floor. 
The  Senator  from  Georgia  had  the  floor. 
I  was  merely  responding  to  his  questions. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  in  the 
hearings  on  Senate  bill  1,  on  January 


22,  at  page  687,  exhibit  A,  entitled  “Ob¬ 
jectives  Met  by  the  Manpower  Plan  of 
the  Department  of  Defense,”  includes  as 
item  No.  1,  “Long  Range  Security  Pro¬ 
gram  for  the  Nation,”  as  presented  by  ' 
the  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Mrs.  Anna  Rosenberg? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
at  page  688  of  the  same  volume  there  is 
set  forth  exhibit  B,  entitled  “Possible 
Alternatives  To  Meet  Manpower  Needs 
of  the  Armed  Forces”? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  not  also  a  fact 
that  at  page  689  of  the  same  volume  there 
is  set  forth  Exhibit  C  entitled  “Estimated 
Number  of  I-A  Available  Men  Remain¬ 
ing  in  Selective  Service  Pool,  Based  on 
Maintaining  Armed  Force  of  3.5  Million 
After  30  June  1952”? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  not  true  that  in 
the  next  two  charts,  set  forth  on  pages 
690  and  691,  3,500,000  is  the  figure  used 
by  the  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  also, 
that  on  page  691,  in  a  chart  relating  to 
the  jjraft  of  18%-year  olds,  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  Defense  also  uses  the 
figure  3,500,000? 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  correct,  too. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  As  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  will  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  say 
whether  or  not  there  has  been  any 
change,  or  whether  any  evidence  has 
been  offered  to  the  committee  in  any 
way,  shape,  or  form  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  or  anyone  else 
otherwise  than  for  a  3,500,000  military 
force? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  know  of  none. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  recall  that  last  Friday 
I  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
the  fact,  which  has  not  anything  to  do 
with  the  pending  amendment,  because 
the  amendment  does  exactly  what  I 
think  should  be  done,  that  Secretary 
Marshall  was  quoted  in  the  newspapers 
stating  that  we  should  prepare  for  an 
Army  of  4,000,000? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Yes;  and  that  is  why 
I  believe  we  should  check  his  discretion 
by  adopting  my  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  the  Senator 
know  whether  Secretary  Marshall  or 
anyone  else  has  come  before  the  commit¬ 
tee  offering  any  additional  testimony 
justifying  raising  the  ceiling  from  3,500,- 
000  to  4,000,000? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  know  of  none. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  felt  that  the  Congress  should  make  the 
determination  of  3,500,000  as  the  ceiling. 
If  I  remember  the  words  I  used,  I  said 
that  we  should  cut  the  goods  to  fit  the 
pattern,  rather  than  proceed  blindly  and 
use  a  flexible  figure,  on  the  basis  of 
which  neither  the  Committee  on  Appro¬ 
priations  or  any  other  legislative  com¬ 
mittee  could  plan  in  determining  the 
size  of  the  Armed  Forces.  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  agree  with  me? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  completely  agree,  and 
I  thank  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  for 
fortifying  by  his  questions  the  points 
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I  sought  to  make  in  my  main  speech  on 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota,  who  desires  to  ask 
me  a  question. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska,  who  is  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations,  whether  it 
is  possible  to  put  a  ceiling  successfully 
on  Federal  expenditures  if  we  give  a 
blank  check  to  the  military  in  the  matter 
of  manpower. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  been  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  8  years  and  a  few 
months,  and  most  of  that  time  have 
served  on  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions,  and  my  answer  is  that  from  ex¬ 
perience  I  would  say  it  is  almost  impos¬ 
sible  to  put  a  ceiling  on  appropriations 
under  such  circumstances.  There  is  no 
possibility  of  doing  it  unless  we  know 
what  the  ceiling  is  going  to  be  in  the  case 
of  the  military  forces. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  the  Constitution  reposed  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  the  power  over  the  purse  and 
sword. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  two  go  together. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  can  remember,  as  I  am 
sure  the  Senator  can,  when  we  used 
to  take  the  multiplication  table  and  say 
that  $2,700  was  the  cost  per  soldier,  then 
the  figure  went  to  $3,000,  and  now  it  is 
$4,000 ;  and  if  we  lift  the  ceiling  so  that 
the  military  has  a  blank  check  over  the 
manpower,  we  give  them  a  blank  check 
on  appropriations,  do  we  not? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  for  his  observation. 
He  has  had  great  experience  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  would 
make  a  valuable  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Appropriations  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Too  often  we  make  authorizations, 
just  as  we  are  asked  to  do  now, 
and  yet  expect  to  control  appropria¬ 
tions,  which  is  an  impossibility.  Once 
we  authorize  in  a  sort  of  loose,  flexible 
fashion  such  as  that  proposed,  there  is 
no  other  alternative  than  to  provide  the 
appropriations.  I  have  seen  that  situa¬ 
tion  arise  time  and  time  again.  A  loose 
authorization  is  made  for  a  project,  and 
those  in  favor  of  it  say,  “you  authorized 
it,  you  knew  what  you  were  doing,  there¬ 
fore  now  we  want  the  appropriations,” 
and  we  have  had  to  make  the  appropria¬ 
tions  to  save  "face. 

In  this  case  we  are  acting  with  our 
eyes  open,  and  Congress  is  determining 
the  policy,  if  we  place  a  ceiling  on  the 
manpower.  I  am  as  much  in  favor  of 
having  an  army  as  is  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  I  am  for  an  air  force 
and  I  am  for  a  navy,  but  I  believe  the 
Congress  should  determine  the  policy, 
and  we  should  write  it  down  so  that  we 
will  know  what  it  is  going  to  be. 

One  of  the  sad  features  of  this  matter 
is  that  it  is  necessary  to  take  a  lot  of 
castor  oil  in  connection  with  this  bill 
in  order  to  get  an  army  and  a  navy  and 
an  air  force,  and  I  do  not  like  that. 
There  are  many  things  in  the  bill  which 
I  do  not  think  have  anything  to  do  with 


determining  a  national  policy,  and  I 
want  the  Record  to  show  that  in  my 
opinion  it  is  correct  that  Congress  should 
make  provision  as  to  the  size  of  the 
military  forces.  I  believe  we  should 
have  an  army  of  the  size  necessary;  we 
should  have  a  navy  and  an  air  force  of 
the  necessary  size;  but  I  believe  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  the  right  to  determine  the  size, 
and  the  right  to  determine  the  approach, 
how  we  are  to  spend  the  defense  dollars 
on  the  three  branches  of  the  service. 

In  addition  to  what  I  have  already 
said,  I  should  like  to  say  that  the  figures 
3,500,000  are  recommended  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Defense  and  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense.  It  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  Chief  of  Staff  advising  the 
military.  Of  course,  Secretary  Marshall 
is  a  military  man,  but  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  comes  also  from  the  civilian  side. 
So,  with  this  recommendation  of  3,500,- 
000,  the  Assistant  Secretary  specifically 
stated,  as  appears  on  page  696  of  the 
hearings,  that  they  did  not  need  to  draft 
18-year-olds  in  order  to  get  the  size  of 
the  force  they  wanted,  and  that  they 
would  be  able  to  get  it  with  the  formula 
submitted  by  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  which  reported  the  bill. 

That  is  why  I  voted  against  drafting 
the  18-year-olds.  With  the  statement 
made  by  the  assistant  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  the  evidence  brought  forward  that 
we  have  to  reach  down  lower  is  abso¬ 
lutely  destroyed.  If  we  put  the  ceiling 
at  3,500,000,  we  comply  with  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  if 
we  draft  the  18  V2  -year-olds,  we  can  get 
that  number  without  reaching  down  to 
the  18-year-olds. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  has  named 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  of  Defense  as  testifying 
on  the  basis  of  a  military  manpower  fig¬ 
ure  of  3,500,000. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  All  the  witnesses  repre¬ 
senting  the  military  establishment  testi¬ 
fied  on  the  basis  of  the  3,500,000  fig¬ 
ure.  The  whole  case  presented  by  the 
military  to  the  committee  was  based 
on  that  figure.  I  think  we  should  write 
that  figure  into  the  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  also,  and  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
support  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon.  I  feel  that  un¬ 
der  the  oath  which  I  took  when  I  as¬ 
sumed  my  responsibility  as  a  Member  of 
the  Senate,  it  is  my  duty  to  vote  upon 
that  or  some  other  amendment  fixing  a 
limit.  I  believe  this  to  be  possibly  the 
most  serious  aspect  of  the  bill,  which  we 
have  under  consideration,  whether  we 
are  to  give  a  blank-check  authority  to  the 
military  to  dictate  the  size  of  the  Army 
we  shall  have  in  the  future,  and  thereby 
indirectly  dictate  the  cost  it  will  entail 
to  the  American  taxpayer. 

The  second  most  important  issue  that 
may  come  before  the  Senate  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  this  matter,  and  related  sub¬ 
jects,  will  be  raised  when  we  reach  the 
question  of  whether  the  Congress  or  the 
President  should  have  the  power  to  send 
the  Armed  Forces  into  foreign  countries. 
They  have  been  in  Korea,  and  now  the 
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President  is  asking  us  to  ratify  his  send¬ 
ing  them  to  Europe.  In  my  judgment 
that  is  solely  the  responsibility  of  the 
Congress. 

We  have  been  drifting  away  from  con¬ 
gressional  responsibility.  We  have  been 
drifting  into  administrative  policy¬ 
making  powers,  to  the  danger  of  our  lib¬ 
erty,  and  when  we  begin  to  drift  as  the 
Army  seems  to  be  drifting  from  what 
they  have  been  suggesting  in  the  bill, 
and  what  they  need  to  work  out  through 
universal  military  training,  it  seems  to 
me  we  should  recur  once  in  a  while  to 
the  basic  charters  of  our  liberty. 

I  want  to  read  into  the  Record  at  this 
particular  point,  article  I,  section  8,  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
in  order  that  all  Senators  may  deter¬ 
mine  their  duty  under  their  oaths.  It 
says; 

The  Congress  shall  have  power — 

*  *  *  *  • 

To  declare  war,  grant  letters  of  marque 
and  reprisal,  and  make  rules  concerning 
captures  on  land  and  water; 

To  raise  and  support  armies. 

That  certainly  implies  a  responsibility 
and  a  duty  on  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  determine  the  number  who 
shall  be  m  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

The  Constitution  emphasizes  the  con¬ 
gressional  responsibility  and  the  recur¬ 
ring  duty  of  Congress  to  consider  the  job 
year  by  year  by  providing  “but  no  ap¬ 
propriation  of  money  to  that  use  shall 
be  for  a  longer  term  than  2  years.” 

In  other  words,  it  is  trying  to  hold 
the  power  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  realizing 
the  necessity  for  so  doing  if  we  are  not 
to  have  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  override  congressional  re¬ 
sponsibility. 

To  provide  and  maintain  a  Navy. 

That  provision  is  comparable  to  the 
paragraph  relating  to  the  Army. 

To  make  rules  for  the  government  and 
regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  see  how  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  could 
have  more  clearly  fixed  responsibility  as 
to  the  number,  as  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations,  and  as  to  the  use  and  utilization, 
of  the  Armed  Forces  than  it  did  in  sec¬ 
tion  8.  Every  Senator  took  an  oath  to 
abide  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  I  think  we  would  be  recreant  to 
our  trust  and  would  violate  our  oath  if 
we  refused  to  assume  our  responsibility 
in  determining  the  size  and  kind  of  army 
we  shall  have  in  this  country. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
presume  the  manager  of  the  bill  on  the 
floor  will  give  us  the  reason  for  not  pro¬ 
viding  a  limit  in  the  bill.  Many  of  us 
are  not  members  of  the  committee,  and 
we  have  been  listening  only  to  one  side  of 
the  debate.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  able 
Senator  from  Texas,  who  is  the  manager 
of  the  bill,  why  the  administration  was 
given  a  blank  check,  and  why  a  limita¬ 
tion  of  3,500,000  or  4,000,000  men  was  not 
placed  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  will  speak  on  his  own  time 
when  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has 
finished.  The  committee  was  merely 
following  the  wishes  of  the  Senator  from 
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Indiana  and  every  other  Senator  when 
we  did  not  place  a  ceiling  in  the  bill. 
Last  August,  after  listening  to  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
the  Senators  realized  that  we  could  not 
put  a  ceiling  on  Stalin  and  on  the  hordes 
of  communism.  We,  therefore,  brought 
to  the  floor  of  the  Senate  a  bill  which 
suspended  the  ceiling  on  our  Armed 
Forces.  That  bill  passed  the  Senate 
without  even  one  vote  being  cast  against 
it.  Until  the  present  amendment  was 
offered,  there  was  no  testimony  by  any 
public  witness  or  any  private  witness  be¬ 
fore  the  committee  which  would  indicate 
that  Congress  had  acted  unwisely  last 
August.  The  Senator  from  Oregon,  in 
what  appeared  to  be  a  punitive  amend¬ 
ment,  when  it  was  first  offered,  namely, 
requiring  the  military  to  reduce  its  per¬ 
sonnel  to  3,000,000,  suggested  that 
limitation.  The  following  day  it  was 
suggested  that  3,100,000  should  be  the 
limitation.  When  the  Senator  from 
Texas  went  to  lunch  today,  he  was  in¬ 
formed  that  the  amendment  had  been 
changed  from  3,100,000  to  3,200,000. 
Upon  returning  from  lunch,  the  Sneator 
from  Texas  inquired  at  the  clerk’s  desk, 
and  it  now  appears  that  in  a  moment  of 
desperation,  when  he  has  got  to  have  a 
little  blood  and  put  somebody  into  a 
strait- jacket,  in  an  attempt  to  get  votes, 
he  has  amended  it  again  and  inserted  a 
ceiling  of  3,500,000. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  has  no  desire 
to  deprive  Congress  from  exercising  any 
authority  that  Congress  desires  to  ex¬ 
ercise.  The  Senator  from  Texas  would 
remind  the  Members  of  the  Senate  and 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  that  the 
committee,  at  the  time  it  heard  testi¬ 
mony  on  the  bill  which  it  has  now  re¬ 
ported,  was  told  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  by  the  members 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  that  as  of 
that  time,  as  of  that  day,  and  as  of  that 
moment  the  security  of  this  country  re¬ 
quired  that  we  built  up  a  force  of  3,- 
462,000.  At  the  same  time  Admiral 
Sherman — and  if  he  does  not  know  more 
about  the  needs  of  the  Navy  and  how  its 
men  should  be  deployed  than  does  the 
Senator  from  Texas,  we  have  been  wast¬ 
ing  a  great  deal  of  money  on  Annapolis — 
testified  before  our  committee  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

I  believe  that  unless  international  condi¬ 
tions  improve  we  may  well  have  to  set  a  new 
target  as  we  approach  this  target  [of  3,462,- 
000]. 

General  Collins  testified: 

I  do  not  regard  it  [3,462,000]  as  an  ultimate 
figure  if  the  world  situation  stays  in  its  cur¬ 
rent  state  or  worsens. 

I  merely  wish  to  remind  the  Senate 
that  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  had  recom¬ 
mended  an  active  duty  force  of  3,462,000 
as  soon  as  we  could  get  it.  What  does 
that  mean?  It  means  that  they  must 
have  the  facilities  to  take  care  of  the 
3,462,000  men  as  fast  as  they  can  get 
them.  It  means  that  when  they  have 
available  the  indoctrination  facilities, 
they  must  also  have  the  training  facili¬ 
ties  available  in  order  to  take  care  of 
that  many  men.  They  must  have  com¬ 
bat  equipment.  So,  at  the  moment, 
keeping  in  mind  the  concentrations  of 
Communists  which  may  be  shaping  up 


in  dangerous  parts  of  the  world,  it  has 
been  decided  that  we  should  get  3,462,- 
000  men  as  quickly  as  we  can  get  them. 
For  that  reason  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  bearing  in  mind  that  no  Sena¬ 
tor  had  objected  to  the  suspension  of  the 
over -all  ceiling  last  August,  did  not  think 
they  should  come  in  and  say: 

“General  Marshall,  you  are  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  security  of  this  Nation,  but 
you  are  responsible  only  to  the  tune  of 
2,000,000  men.  If  you  need  more  be¬ 
yond  that  figure,  in  order  to  add  to  the 
strategic  defense  of  our  country,  you 
have  got  to  come  up  here  and  go  through 
2  months  of  hearings,  and  satisfy  all  the 
Senators  and  a  few  of  the  Monday¬ 
morning  quarterbacks.”  We  thought 
the  Senate  meant  what  it  said  when  it 
said:  “We  will  suspend  the  ceilings  until 
1954.”  The  present  bill  provides  that 
any  time  a  majority  of  the  Senate  de¬ 
sires  to  do  it,  they  can  reduce  the  term 
of  service  by  adopting  a  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution,  and  can  thus  in  effect  immobilize 
the  Army  and  the  Navy  and  the  Air 
Force. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  In  other  words,  the 
committee  was  following  what  the  Sen¬ 
ate  did  last  August  in  eliminating  en¬ 
tirely  any  ceiling  on  the  armed  services? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No;  last 
August  the  Senate  and  Congress  did  not 
eliminate  ceilings  entirely. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  thought  the  Sen¬ 
ator  said  a  moment  ago  that  last  August 
ceilings  were  taken  off  our  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  May  I  fin¬ 
ish  my  statement?  Will  the  Senator 
show  me  that  much  courtesy? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Certainly. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  know 
that  it  did  not  eliminate  any  ceilings. 
That  is  the  first  part  of  the  Senator’s 
statement  which  is  wrong.  In  the  light 
of  conditions  which  prevailed  in  the 
latter  part  of  June  last  year,  the  com¬ 
mittee,  in  July,  upon  recommendations 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  brought  into 
this  body  legislation  which  suspended 
the  2,000,000  ceiling  on  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force  until  1954. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  sat  in  the 
committee’s  hearings  for  5  or  6  weeks. 
If  the  Senator  from  Indiana  will  read 
the  record  of  the  hearings,  he  may  even 
get  curious  as  to  why  the  Senator  is 
opposed  to  the  bill.  But  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  did  not  offer  any  sugges¬ 
tion  on  ceilings  in  the  hearings  of  the 
subcommittee.  The  bill  went  to  the  full 
committee,  and  after  3  days  the  com¬ 
mittee  wrote  the  pending  bill.  There 
was  no  suggestion  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  we  establish  a  ceiling  of 
3,000,000,  3,100.000,  3,200,000  or  even 
3,500,000,  because  only  a  few  months 
earlier  the  Senator  from  Oregon  had 
said  that  we  ought  to  suspend  the  ceil¬ 
ings  until  1954. 

There  is  no  ceiling  on  our  enemies. 
If  the  Senator  from  Indiana  and  other 
Senators  who  share  his  viewpoint  want 
to  establish  a  ceiling  or  a  floor  they  can 
do  so.  All  they  are  actually  doing  is 
kidding  themselves  and  putting  their 
own  leadership  in  a  strait  jacket. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Does  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor  recall  that  a  moment  ago  he  made  a 


statement  which  shows  that  possibly  he 
dees  not  know  what  he  is  talking  about 
when  he  says  that  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  wants  to  do  this?  How  does  the 
Senator  know  what  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  wants  to  do? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  We  will  let 
the  roll  call  show.  I  do  not  assume  to 
speak  for  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  In  other  words - 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Can  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  tell  me  whether 
or  not  he  favors  a  ceiling? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  refuse  to  answer, 
except  to  say - 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then  I  re¬ 
fuse  to  yield. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  happens  to  have  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  happen  to  have 
the  floor. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  who  has  the  floor? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  has  the  floor. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  it  is 
the  same  old  story  which  I  have  observed 
here  for  nearly  7  years.  Every  time  we 
question  any  Member  who  desires  to  give 
the  New  Dealers  a  blank  check,  he  be¬ 
comes  angry  and  sarcastic,  and  wants  to 
push  someone’s  ears  back.  In  other 
words,  they  are  not  willing  to  stand  on 
the  floor  and  debate  and  argue  these 
questions,  as  they  should  do. 

A  moment  ago  I  rose  to  ask,  and  did 
ask,  the  Senator  in  charge  of  the  bill, 
what  the  position  of  the  committee  was. 
I  was  sincere,  conscientious,  and  honest 
in  my  question.  Instead  of  getting  an 
honest  answer  to  the  question,  I  received 
criticism. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  a 
moment? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment.  I  want  the  Senator  from 
Texas  to  know  that  I  do  not  like  that 
sort  of  treatment.  Again,  I  repeat  that 
it  is  typical  of  what  has  been  going  on 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  for  the  past 
7  years.  I  believe  that  my  inquiry  was 
an  honest  and  fair  one.  My  question 
was,  What  is  the  position  of  the  com¬ 
mittee? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  yield,  I  shall  try  to  answer  the 
question.  I  thought  the  Senator’s  ques¬ 
tion  was,  Why  did  not  the  committee 
establish  a  ceiling? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  did  not  say  any 
such  thing.  I  rose  to  ask  the  Senator 
in  charge  of  the  bill  what  the  position  of 
the  committee  was.  I  said,  “What  have 
you  to  say  about  this?  I  have  now  lis¬ 
tened  to  the  argument  on  the  other 
side,  and  not  having  been  a  member  of 
the  committee,  I  have  not  heard  your 
side  of  the  argument.  What  is  your 
idea?” 

Instead  of  getting  the  position  of  the 
committee — and  I  can  well  understand 
it — I  was  immediately  criticized  for 
something;  I  do  not  know  what.  I  want 
Senators  to  know  that  I  do  not  like  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  repeat  that  it  is 
typical  of  what  has  gone  on  during  the 
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past  7  years.  Here  we  are,  discussing 
a  proposal  to  give  the  President  or  the 
Pentagon  a  blank  check.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Army  should  be  3,500,000, 
4,000,000,  or  5,000,000.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  should  be  3,000,000.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  ought  to  say  whether  it  believes 
that  at  the  moment  we  should  have  an 
Army  of  3,500,000,  4,000,000,  or  4,500,000. 
I  am  trying  to  find  out  why  the  Congress 
has  given  up  its  constitutional  respon¬ 
sibility  and  duty  of  determining  the 
number  of  men  who  should  constitute 
the  forces  of  the  United  States. 

The  able  Senator  from  Texas  has 
stated  that  last  August  the  Congress 
eliminated  the  ceiling  of  2,000,000  men. 
It.  must  have  had  some  good  reason  for 
doing  so.  If  we  eliminated  the  ceiling 
last  August  and  said  that  there  should 
be  no  ceiling,  I  might  well  ask  this 
question,  and  the  Senator  might  also. 
Why  are  we  trying  to  establish  a  ceil¬ 
ing  of  3,500,000  at  the  moment?  I  do 
not  know.  That  was  the  thing  I  wanted 
cleared  up. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  am  very  happy  to 
yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  will  say  to  my 
colleague  and  friend  from  Indiana  that 
I  am  a  member  of  the  committee.  I 
voted  for  the  committee  bill.  I  am  not 
a  member  of  the  New  Deal.  I  voted  for 
the  bill  as  a  Member  of  the  Senate  be¬ 
cause  I  believed  it  was  the  right  thing 
to  do  for  the  protection  of  the  security 
of  our  people  at  the  present  time. 

Specifically  to  answer  the  Senator’s 
question,  no  one  wants  to  send  our  boys 
to  war.  Certainly  I  do  not. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  Senator  is  not 
answering  my  question,  when  he  says 
that  no  one  wants  to  send  his  sons  to 
war.  I  do  not  want  to  send  my  sons  to 
war.  My  question  of  those  in  charge  of 
the  bill  is,  “What  is  your  reason  for  not 
wanting  to  establish  a  ceiling?”  That 
is  all  I  want  answered. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  try  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  do  not  want  a  lec¬ 
ture.  I  do  not  want  the  Senator  to  lec¬ 
ture  me.  The  Senator  does  not  need  to 
lecture  me.  He  does  not  need  to  tell  me 
that  we  are  at  war,  or  are  going  to  send 
someone  to  war.  What  is  the  legitimate 
reason  for  not  wanting  to  establish  a 
ceiling?  That  is  the  only  question  I 
want  answered.  I  do  not  want  any  other 
answers.  I  know  that  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  is  a  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  a  great  member  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  will  give  the 
Senator  the  answer. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Do  not  give  me  a 
lecture. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  am  not  going 
to  give  the  Senator  a  lecture.  I  know 
that  I  am  not  capable  of  giving  him  a 
lecture.  That  is  not  the  spirit  in  which 
I  rose.  I  rose  in  the  spirit  of  answering 
the  Senator’s  question  without  getting 
into  an  argument.  I  shall  try  to  give  the 
Senator  my  reasons. 

Last  August  the  Congress  repealed  a 
law  which  placed  a  limit  on  the  armed 


services.  It  did  so  because  of  the  sit¬ 
uation  in  Korea.  The  situation  at  that 
time  was  very  bad  from  our  point  of 
view.  We  were  falling  back  on  Pusan. 
We  did  not  know  what  the  situation  was 
going  to  call  for.  We  did  not  know 
whether  Russia  was  going  to  come  in. 
We  did  not  know  whether  we  had  troops 
enough  to  support  our  position  in  Japan. 
We  did  not  know  what  world  conditions 
were,  so  we  eliminated  the  ceiling  on 
the  Armed  Forces  and  went  back  to  the 
situation  in  World  War  II.  So  far  as 
I  know,  that  measure  was  passed  unan¬ 
imously  by  the  Congress. 

This  year  our  committee  considered 
this  bill  to  implement  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  In  all  the  meetings — and  I  think 
I  attended  all  but  one  or  tw<3=-I  never 
heard  any  question  raised  about  the  top 
limit,  or  about  Congress  placing  another 
limit  on  the  armed  services  after  it  had 
repealed  the  limit  last  August.  In  other 
words,  if  it  were  to  establish  a  limit  it 
would  be  reversing  its  position  within 
8  months.  Conditions  in  the  world  have 
not  changed  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
permit  us  to  do  so. 

We  did  go  into  the  question  as  to  why 
the  military  wanted  3,200,000,  or  3,482,- 
000,  which  was  a  later  figure.  The  first 
figure  was  3,200,000.  My  understanding 
as  to  why  3,462,000  are  wanted  is  that 
that  number  will  give  the  Air  Force  a 
striking  power  on  M-day,  and  will  pro¬ 
vide  a  sufficient  number  of  ground  forces 
and  a  sufficient  number  for  the  Navy  to 
support  that  striking  power  and  to  fol¬ 
low  it  up.  It  will  give  us  a  sound  base 
on  which  to  rapidly  expand  if  we  are 
forced  into  world  war  III,  which  we  pray 
will  never  happen. 

That  is  the  situation  in  which  we 
found  ourselves.  That  is  why  we  adopted 
this  bill.  The  bill  will  not,  by  itself, 
raise  enough  men,  without  volunteers 
and  without  reenlistments,  to  maintain 
a  force  of  3,462,000  unless  we  call  back 
the  veterans  of  World  War  II  who  have 
done  their  part  and  are  now  a  part  of 
the  civilian  community. 

What  is  our  position  today?  Why 
should  we  reverse  our  action  of  last 
August?  What  is  the  position  in  Japan 
today?  What  is  the  danger?  Why  are 
we  sending  two  more  National  Guard 
divisions  to  Japan?  What  is  our  position 
in  Europe  today?  Why  are  we  sending 
four  additional  divisions  to  Europe? 
What  is  the  position  in  Iran?  What  is 
the  position  in  the  Mediterranean? 
What  is  the  position  in  Indonesia,  Indo¬ 
china,  and  the  Far  East?  Certainly  the 
situation  is  uncertain  all  over  the  world. 

If  another  war  comes,  we  are  not  go¬ 
ing  to  have  time  to  enlarge  our  armed 
services  to  meet  the  initial  attacks.  We 
are  going  to  be  hit  hard  and  quick.  What 
we  must  do  is  to  be  ready.  We  must 
trust  someone.  To  a  certain  extent  we 
must  trust  men  like  General  Marshall, 
Mr.  Finletter,  Mr.  Pace,  Mr.  Matthews, 
and  others  in  the  Pentagon,  both  civilians 
and  military. 

I  do  not  have  the  tremendous  dis¬ 
trust  of  those  men  others  seem  to  have. 
We  want  to  keep  them  from  getting 
power.  We  want  to  guard  ourselves  re¬ 
specting  appropriations.  We  want  to  in¬ 
vestigate  their  proposals  for  authoriza¬ 
tions.  We  want  to  make  them  more  ef¬ 


ficient  and  use  their  manpower  more 
ably.  At  the  same  time  we  have  got  to 
give  them  a  little  more  discretion. 

That  I  say  to  my  distinguished  friend 
and  colleague  from  Indiana,  I  hope  is  not 
a  lecture.  That  is  an  effort  to  give  the 
Senator  the  reason  on  which  I  base  my 
position. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  much 
as  I  respect  the  able  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts — and  I  have  great  respect  for 
him — I  think  he  has  missed  the  point 
entirely.  The  question  is  not  whether 
we  should  have  an  Army  of  3,000,000, 
3,500,000,  or  5,000,000.  The  question  is 
not  what  the  situation  is  in  Japan  or 
any  place  else.  The  question  is  one  of 
principle. 

I  do  not  know  whether  or  not  three 
and  a  half  million  is  the  proper  figure. 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  leave  that  up 
to  the  persons  mentioned  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor.  But  there  is  a  principle  involved. 
Are  we  going  to  give  the  military  a  blank 
check  to  have  any  number  of  men  they 
say  they  wish,  or  shall  we  limit  them, 
let  us  say,  to  4,000,000?  Perhaps  the 
amendment  of  the  able  Senator  from 
Oregon  should  be  increased  to  5,000,000. 
Maybe  it  should  be  four  and  a  half  mil¬ 
lion.  Maybe  it  should  be  5,000,000.  But 
there  is  a  question  of  principle  involved. 
Is  the  Congress  going  to  relinquish  the 
right  to  prescribe  the  number  of  men 
who  will  constitute  the  armed  services? 
I  do  not  think  it  should.  I  have  not 
heard  any  argument  by  the  able  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  or  the 
able  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall]  that  convinces  me  that  the 
Congress  should  give  up  its  constitu¬ 
tional  right  to  prescribe  the  number  of 
men. 

We  might  well  be  debating  whether  it 
should  be  3,500,000;  maybe  it  ought  to 
be  5,000,000,  and  perhaps  someone  ought 
to  offer  an  amendment — and  maybe  I 
shall  do  it — to  substitute  5,000,000  for 
3,500,000.  But  I  am  convinced — and  no 
one  has  persuaded  me  to  the  contrary— 
that  no  emergency  exists  today,  or  will 
exist  tomorrow,  or  next  week,  or  any 
time  in  the  next  thousand  years,  which 
would  justify  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  in  giving  up  its  right  under  the 
Constitution  to  determine  the  number 
of  men  in  the  Armed  Forces.  I  believe 
the  Congress  has  the  right  to  debate, 
and  its  members  can  well  disagree  as  to 
how  many  men  are  needed,  but  Con¬ 
gress,  after  debating  the  subject,  should 
arrive  at  some  number,  and  that  number 
should  be  written  into  the  law. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  to  the  Senate  that 
Congress  is  making  a  grave  mistake,  as 
it  has  for  many  years,  by  giving  to  the 
administrative  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  a  blank  check.  Congress  has  writ¬ 
ten  bills,  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
the  Senate  for  6  years  by  which  we  have 
delegated  the  power  and  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  Congress  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  Then  we  wonder 
why  we  get  the  kind  of  government  we 
have.  We  are  fighting  now  against  dic¬ 
tatorship,  against  one-man  rule.  Yet, 
with  respect  to  almost  every  bill  that 
comes  before  Congress,  before  we  are 
though  with  it  we  end  by  giving  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  the  power 
to  do  most  anything  he  sees  fit  to  do. 
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We  give  as  the  reason  for  doing  that 
that  we  have  got  to  fight  dictators  and 
fight  one-man  rule. 

Let  us  stand  on  principle.  Let  us  de¬ 
bate  principle.  If  the  number  3,500,000 
is  not  sufficient,  I  am  willing  to  vote  to 
put  the  figure  4,000,000  in  the  bill.  If 
Senators  do  not  think  4,000,000  is  a 
sufficient  number,  I  am  willing  to  vote  to 
put  the  figure  4,500,000  in  the  bill.  But 
let  us  stand  on  our  constitutional  right 
and  let  us  name  the  number  of  men  who 
will  constitute  the  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  MORSE  and  Mr.  SALTONSTALL 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  yield,  and  if  so,  to 
whom? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  May  I  first  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
thankful  to  the  Senator  for  yielding  to 
me.  I  shall  be  very  brief.  I  want  to  get 
the  Record  corrected,  because,  on  the 
basis  of  the  impression  left  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  and  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts,  I  think  an  injustice  has 
been  done  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  on  the  record  of  the  committee.  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  submit  the  tran¬ 
script  of  the  record  of  the  executive  ses¬ 
sions  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
and  have  assigned  now  to  some  member 
of  the  staff  of  the  committee  the  task  of 
taking  out  of  that  record  the  statements 
the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon  made 
Over  and  over  again  throughout  the  dis¬ 
cussions  as  to  the  need  of  saving  mili¬ 
tary  manpower  waste  now  indulged  in  by 
the  military  and  putting  some  limitation 
upon  them. 

The  Senator  from  Texas  is  correct.  I 
thought  we  could  make  a  saving  of  about 
500,000  men  on  the  basis  of  the  military’s 
own  figure  of  three  and  one-half  million 
by  putting  in  a  three-million  ceiling.  I 
said  when  I  first  made  that  announce¬ 
ment,  that  I  thought  it  ought  to  be  some¬ 
where  near  three  million  or  three  million 
one  hundred  thousand.  Then  I  had  dis¬ 
cussions  with  colleagues,  and  took  into 
account  the  figures  the  military  itself 
first  proposed  before  the  committee,  of 
three  million  two  hundred  thousand, 
on  which  they  presented  their  charts  in 
the  first  instance.  I  gave  consideration 
to  proposing  a  ceiling  based  upon  the 
first  figure  suggested  by  Mrs.  Rosenberg 
in  her  testimony  on  January  10,  1951, 
namely  3,200,000  men.  Then  they  came 
up  to  three  milion  five  hundred  thou¬ 
sand.. 

I  have  tried,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  and  my  other  colleagues 
in  the  Senate,  to  be  fair  and  reasonable 
in  the  consideration  of  this  whole  man¬ 
power  bill,  and  when  I  fixed  the  figure 
of  three  million  five  hundred  thousand, 
after  conference  with  colleagues  today,  I 
did  it  because  we  thought  we  ought  to 
take  the  military  at  its  own  words  and 
accept  its  final  figure  of  three  million 
five  hundred  thousand  upon  which  it 
finally  based  its  entire  case  for  this  bill. 

Those  are  the  figures  of  the  military. 
The  Senator  from  Indiana  says  he  does 
not  know  whether  the  ceiling  figure 
ought  to  be  4,000,000  or  5,000,000,  or  some 
other  figure.  I  say  on  the  basis  of  the 
military’s  presentation  to  date  they  have 


used  the  figure  of  3,500,000.  I  say:  Let 
us  take  them  at  their  word  and  adopt  a 
ceiling  of  3,500,000  until  they  prove  a 
need  for  more. 

As  I  have  said  before.  Congress  will 
continue  to  remain  in  session.  If  the 
difficulties  which  the  Senator  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  sets  forth  to  us  by  way  of  con¬ 
jecture  today  should  arise,  does  he  or 
any  other  Senator  think  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  will  have  any  difficulty  in 
getting  the  ceiling  raised  if  he  shows  the 
need  for  raising  it?  Does  he  think  there 
will  be  any  delay  in  raising  the  ceiling 
when  the  need  for  it  is  shown?  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Salton- 
stall]  knows  just  as  well  as  I  do  that 
this  Congress  or  any  Congress  can  be 
counted  upon  to  respond  quickly  to  an 
emergency.  However  let  him  not  forget 
that  it  is  basic  constitutional  doctrine 
under  our  system  of  government  that  an 
emergency  does  not  repeal  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  or  its  system 
of  checks  and  balances.  Those  checks 
should  be  applied  to  the  military,  too,  in 
time  of  emergency. 

Let  us  also  take  into  account  the  fact 
that  the  military  will  not  be  able  to  ab¬ 
sorb  for  some  time  in  the  future — pos¬ 
sibly  for  the  greater  part  of  2  years — the 
manpower  of  3,500,000  Congress  is  au¬ 
thorizing.  Congress  is  going  to  be  in 
business  during  that  period.  I  think  the 
time  to  pass  judgment  on  whether  or 
not  Congress  ought  to  raise  the  figure 
above  the  present  absorption  ability  of 
the  military  is  when  they  are  fully  ab¬ 
sorbing  the  number  of  men  Congress  now 
allows  them  under  this  bill. 

The  point  is  made  in  the  debate  by 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson] 
that  Stalin'  does  not  have  a  ceiling  on  his 
manpower.  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  i  am  not  going  to  vote  to  sur¬ 
render  the  constitutional  powers  of  the 
Congress  because  Russia  is  operated  on 
the  basis  of  a  military  dictatorship.  We 
will  have  that  kind  of  a  program  in  this 
country  if  Congress  starts  throwing 
away  its  constitutional  checks  upon  the 
military.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Bricker],  in  quoting  from  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  this  afternoon,  I  think  made  an  un¬ 
answerable  argument  as  to  our  obliga¬ 
tion  to  check  the  military  by  imposing 
a  ceiling  in  this  bill. 

Let  us  take  the  other  argument  of  the 
Senators  from  Texas  and  Massachu¬ 
setts,  that  last  August  this  body  waived 
all  ceilings.  I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that 
we  ought  to  learn  from  reflection  and 
experience.  Even  last  August  it  would 
have  been  better  for  the  military  to  have 
come  forward  and  proposed  a  figure 
within  a  number  with  which  they  were 
satisfied  they  could  meet  the  then  Ko¬ 
rean  crisis.  Mr.  President,  they  were 
then  operating  on  the  basis  of  2,000,800, 
and  they  have  not  gone  so  far  above 
2,000,000  yet  in  their  program  since  the 
Korean  crisis  arose. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  is  com¬ 
pletely  right  when  he  points  out  that 
there  is  a  fundamental  question  of  prin¬ 
ciple  involved.  So  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  shall  not  vote  any  more  for  an 
open-ended  ceiling  in  this  bill.  It  is 
very  important  that  we  do  less  talking 
in  the  Senate  about  our  system  of  con¬ 


stitutional  checks  and  balances  and  do 
more  applying  of  those  constitutional 
powers  of  ours  to  the  various  Govern¬ 
ment  departments,  including  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment.  Plere  is  a  good 
place  to  start  with  my  amendment. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Would  the  able  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  accept  an  amendment 
to  his  amendment  to  make  the  figure 
3,750,000  or  4,000,000  men? 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  no  evidence 
that  would  justify  such  an  amendment. 
As  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry]  has  pointed  out,  all  the  charts 
offered  by  the  military  were  finally  pre¬ 
pared  on  the  basis  of  3,500.000  men. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  In  other  words,  the 
Senator’s  best  judgment,  and  the  best 
judgment  of  those  who  testified,  includ¬ 
ing  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  was  that 
they  needed  3,500,000  men. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  the  record  they 
made.  I  say,  adept  it  now  as  a  ceiling, 
and  if  they  want  a  larger  number,  let 
them  make  a  request  starting  tomorrow 
in  hearings  for  a  larger  number.  I  am 
satisfied  that  every  witness  for  the  mili¬ 
tary  would  admit  that  3,500,000  men  will 
meet  their  needs  as  of  now.  If  condi¬ 
tions  change  then  let  them  come  before 
us  and  show  their  needs.  They  need 
have  no  fear  that  we  will  not  allow  them 
what  they  can  show  by  clear  evidence 
are  their  true  needs. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  wish  to  make 
a  very  brief  remark.  The  Senator  from 
Indiana  argues  that  this  is  a  question  of 
principle.  I  agree  with  him  wholeheart¬ 
edly.  The  first  responsibility  of  Congress 
is  to  see  that  the  Nation  is  secure  and 
that  it  remains  at  peace. 

Congress  has  the  responsibility  of  the 
purse.  Congress  has  the  responsibility 
to  hold  down  the  military.  Certainly 
Congress  has  the  ability  of  getting  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  military  to  appear 
and  testify  before  it  at  any  time. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  thought  which 
appeals  to  me,  and  which  was  compelling 
in  my  own  mind,  was  that  today  the 
United  States  is  in  a  situation  of  real 
danger.  If  we  try  to  say  that  X  num¬ 
ber—  3,000,000  or  3.200,000  or  3,500,000 
or  4,000,000  men — is  the  correct  number 
of  men,  we  may  be  right  or  we  may  be 
wrong;  we  may  decide  on  a  number  in 
excess  of  the  necessary  number.  We 
hope  that  will  be  the  case  rather  than 
to  decide  on  a  number  which  is  too 
small  under  the  circumstances. 

However,  if  we  are  to  give  the  neces¬ 
sary  responsibility  to  the  leaders  of  our 
young  men,  we  must  allow  them  a  certain 
amount  of  discretion,  within  the  power 
which  we  have  to  compel  them  to  come 
before  us  at  any  time.  We  should  not 
be  too  specific  as  to  the  number  of  men; 
because  if  we  are  too  specific  we  might 
cause  ourselves  great  complications  in 
connection  with  the  international  situa¬ 
tion,  inasmuch  as  at  the  present  time  we 
cannot  foresee  what  may  come  to  pass. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  yield  for  a  ques¬ 
tion. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  thank  the 
Senator  for  yielding  to  me.  Let  me  say 
that  I  am  sorry  if  anything  I  may  have 
said  offended  the  Senator  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  Senator  must 
have  misunderstood  me. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No  doubt  I 
did  misunderstand  the  Senator. 

Mr.  President,  several  days  ago  I  would 
have  been  shocked  if  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  had  made  the  statement  he 
made  a  few  minutes  ago.  However, 
since  the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  been 
changing  his  figures  overnight  to  the 
extent  of  200,000  or  300,000  or  400,000 
men  at  a  time,  in  his  statements  of  what 
he  believes  the  correct  figure  to  be,  I 
was  not  so  much  shocked  as  I  might 
otherwise  have  been. 

However,  when  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  tells  the  Senate  that  they  have 
not  yet  reached  the  2,000,000  number. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then  what 
did  the  Senator  from  Oregon  say? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  ask  to  have  the 
Official  Reporter  read  what  I  said. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Indiana  has  yielded  for  a 
question. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  it  is  pos¬ 
sible,  I  should  like  to  have  the  Official 
Reporter  read  what  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  said  in  that  connection. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  yield,  in 
order  that  we  may  ascertain  exactly 
what  was  said. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  if  there 
is  any  misunderstanding  as  to  what  I 
have  said,  I  shall  be  glad  to  correct  the 
Record,  or  I  shall  be  glad  to  have  the 
Official  Reporter  read  what  I  said.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  the  Senator  is  willing 
to  take  my  word  for  what  I  said — and, 
of  course,  the  other  Senators  who  are 
present  can  verify  what  I  said — I  think  I 
can  be  entirely  accurate  about  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Very  well  if 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  can  recall. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  said  that,  so  far  as 
taking  off  the  ceiling  is  concerned,  we 
then  had  a  ceiling  of  2,000,000,  and  at 
this  time  we  have  not  gotten  very  far 
beyond  it.  That  is  what  I  said — not 
that  we  now  have  less  than  2,000,000, 
but  that  we  have  not  gotten  very  far 
beyond  2,000,000. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Then  the 
Senator  from  Texas  misunderstood  what 
was  said. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  should  like  to  read  into 
the  Record  what  was  said  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  last  July  when  the 
ceiling  was  lifted. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  have  the  Senator  do  so. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  other  day  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  said 
that  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  was 
then  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  had  voted  for  the  lifting 
of  the  ceiling.  Therefore,  I  should  like 
to  present  to  the  Senate  the  argument 
which  was  used  in  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  on  the  basis  of  which  the 
ceiling  was  lifted. 


Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  asked  a  ques¬ 
tion.  At  one  time  he  was  ranking  Re¬ 
publican  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs  of  the  House  of  Represent¬ 
atives;  and  he  is  now  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

I  read  now  from  the  Congressional 
Record  for  July  25,  1950,  at  page  11036: 

Mr.  Cole  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word  for  the 
purpose  of  the  Record  to  inquire  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  lz  to  the  reason 
why  the  time  limitation  originally  contained 
in  the  bill  was  stricken  out. 

Mr.  Vinson,  of  Georgia,  the  present 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  then  said: 

I  may  say  to  my  colleague  from  New  York 
that  the  Draft  Act  expires  on  July  9,  1951. 
At  that  time  the  entire  subject  will  again  be 
reviewed. 

Mr.  Cole  of  New  York.  My  purpose  in  rais¬ 
ing  the  question  was  to  indicate  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  that  this  is  not  a 
permanent  lifting  of  the  ceiling  on  the  size 
of  our  Military  Establishment. 

Actually,  the  whole  problem  will  be  re¬ 
evaluated  in  July  1951,  when  the  Draft  Act 
expires. 

Mr.  Vinson.  The  gentleman  from  New 
York  is  absolutely  correct. 

The  only  difference  is  that  instead  of 
waiting  until  July  1951  for  the  extension 
of  the  Draft  Act,  we  are  taking  up  that 
matter  at  this  time. 

The  bill  providing  for  suspension  of 
the  ceiling  was  passed  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  I  acceded  to  it  at 
that  time  on  the  express  statement  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  statement  of  one  of  the  leading 
Republican  members  of  the  committee 
that  the  entire  question  would  be  re¬ 
evaluated  at  the  time  when  the  Draft  Act 
was  taken  up  for  renewal  and  the  ques¬ 
tion  was  referred  to. 

Let  me  point  out  that  at  that  time,  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  Mr.  Cole  stated  that 
the  lifting  of  the  ceiling  which  was  made 
at  that  time  was  “not  a  permanent  lift¬ 
ing  of  the  ceiling  on  the  size  of  our  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment,”  but  that  “actually 
the  whole  problem  will  be  reevaluated 
in  July  1951  when  the  Draft  Act  expires.” 

In  reply,  Mr.  Vinson  said  that  was  “ab¬ 
solutely  correct.” 

Mr.  President,  we  have  now  reached 
that  point,  in  connection  with  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  extension  of  the  Draft 
Act.  It  seems  to  me  that  if  there  is  ever 
time  when  the  Congress  should  make 
clear  its  intention  to  exercise  the  power 
it  has  over  the  purse  and,  in  that  con¬ 
nection,  its  power  over  the  sword,  this  is 
the  time.  How  can  we  avoid  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  the  establishment  of  a  mili¬ 
tary  dictatorship  at  some  future  time  if 
we  lift  permanently,  or  for  years,  the 
ceiling  upon  eur  military  manpower, 
knowing  that  when  we  do  that,  we  also 
lift  the  ceiling  on  the  budget?  After  all, 
if  we  say  “The  sky  is  the  limit”  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  number  of  men  who  may  be 
inducted,  the  sky  will  also  be  the  limit 
in  regard  to  the  appropriations  which 
will  have  to  be  made. 

I  thank  the  Senator  for  yielding  to  me. 


Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  yield  the  floor  in  a  moment.  How¬ 
ever,  before  doing  so,  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  did  not  rise  to  argue  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  ceiling  should  be  3,509,000 
men  or  more  or  less;  but  I  rose  to  en¬ 
deavor  to  understand  the  reasoning  be¬ 
hind  the  decision  of  the  committee  not  to 
provide  a  ceiling. 

I  believe  that  we  should  provide  a  ceil¬ 
ing.  I  do  not  think  we  should  compro¬ 
mise  on  principle,  and  I  think  a  princi¬ 
ple  is  involved  here.  In  times  such  as 
we  are  passing  through  today,  when  we 
are  actually  at  war  in  Korea,  I  think  we 
should  be  liberal  in  establishing  the  ceil¬ 
ing  ;  and  if  we  possibly  can  do  so  in  good 
conscience,  we  should  follow  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  those  who  are  at  the  head 
of  our  Military  Establishment.  In  that 
connection  we  should  be  liberal  and 
generous;  we  should  lean  over  back¬ 
wards  in  giving  them  the  power  to  ac¬ 
quire  all  the  men  they  think  they  need. 
However,  I  honestly  and  sincerely  be¬ 
lieve  that  we  should  accept  our  responsi¬ 
bility  and  our  duty  to  establish  a  ceil¬ 
ing. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse!  . 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
support  the  amendment. 

We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
exercise  of  the  power  of  the  purse  by 
the  Congress.  Every  time  any  Member 
of  Congress  attempts  to  impose  any  lim¬ 
itation  of  any  kind  on  any  subject  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  military,  the  statement  is 
made,  “Congress  must  not  interfere  with 
the  military.  The  power  Congress  has 
is  the  power  of  the  purse.” 

However,  Mr.  President,  in  this  in¬ 
stance  Congress  will  lose  the  power  of 
the  purse  unless  it  exercises  that  power, 
because  as  a  practical  matter  once  the 
program  is  made  on  a  certain  basis,  the 
Appropriations  Committee  is  so  far  com¬ 
mitted  that,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
it  can  no  longer  have  the  power  of  the 
purse. 

So  if  we  wish  to  impose  a  limitation 
and  to  establish  a  program,  now  is  the 
time  for  us  to  do  so. 

Of  course  there  was  good  reason  to 
set  aside  the  ceiling  in  respect  to  Korea, 
for  the  emergency  there  was  a  sudden 
one.  No  one  then  knew  what  it  would 
amount  to;  no  one  had  time  to  make 
plans  on  the  basis  of  the  new  situation. 

However,  today  we  have  had  6  months 
in  which  to  do  so,  and  the  Army  has 
been  busy  making  plans.  Now  the  Army 
has  a  plan  calling  for  3,462,000  men.  I 
do  not  think  that  plan  has  been  criti¬ 
cally  examined.  However,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  at  least  for  the  purposes 
of  this  limitation,  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  accept  that  as  the  program. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  will 
not  tie  the  hands  of  the  military.  The 
representatives  of  the  military  have 
come  up  very  slowly,  indeed,  to  the  total 
of  3,462,000.  They  will  have  ample 
warning;  by  the  time  that  they  are  with¬ 
in  100,000  men  of  that  limit,  they  will 
know  whether  they  wish  to  have  any 
more.  It  will  take  them  a  month  or  so 
to  get  the  next  100,000. 
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There  can  be  no  sudden  emergency 
which  cannot  be  met  by  having  Con¬ 
gress  meet  and  decide  whether  the  limit 
should  be  a  little  higher. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  has  said  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  we  face  at  this  time  is  that  of  pre¬ 
serving  the  liberty  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  Mr.  President,  I  say  to 
you  that,  by  increasing  the  Military 
Establishment,  we  are  threatening  the 
liberty  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
It  is  quite  as  important  today  to  have 
the  limit  not  too  largq,  as  it  is  to  have  it 
not  too  small.  We  must  decide  that 
question;  and  it  is  not  a  military  ques¬ 
tion.  It  is  a  question  of  how  far  the 
people  of  the  United  States  can  go  in 
time  of  peace  and  still  successfully  main¬ 
tain  a  Military  Establishment.  I  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Senate  that  an  armed  force 
of  3,500,000  men  goes  to  the  very  limit  of 
that  capacity.  No  one  is  perfectly  cer¬ 
tain  of  the  total  cost,  but  so  far  as  I  can 
judge,  the  cost  of  3,500,000  men  for  ordi¬ 
nary  maintenance,  after  they  are  com¬ 
pletely  equipped,  and  after  we  have 
built  up  all  the  different  kinds  of  air¬ 
planes  and  equipment  and  heavy  ma¬ 
chinery  and  everything  else  that  is  nec¬ 
essary,  will  run  at  least  to  $35,000,000,- 
000  a  year. 

So  far  as  I  can  judge,  the  President’s 
estimate  for  the  next  12  months  is  $41,- 
500,000,000  a  year,  and  that  certainly 
is  before  the  program  really  begins  to 
roll.  The  figures  which  have  been  sub¬ 
mitted  are  fairly  vague,  but  we  had  the 
figures  submitted  to  the  Appropriations 
Committee  when  the  request  was  made, 
on  December  15,  for  a  total  army  of 
2,766,000.  That  figure  has  been  boosted 
700,000  men  in  30  days,  without  any  in¬ 
creased  emergency  in  the  world;  but,  on 
December  15,  1950,  the  cost  shown  at 
that  time  was  $41,000,000,000  for  2,766,- 
000  men.  I  should  estimate  that  the 
actual  cost  per  man  was  about  $7,000 
or  $8,000,  plus  about  $2,000  more  in  what 
we  might  call  current  equipment — the 
small  stuff  which  is  necessary  to  go  along 
with  the  men,  to  be  renewed  every  year. 
Ten  thousand  dollars  per  man  is  the  esti¬ 
mate  made  by  the  military  themselves, 
as  I  remember,  for  the  period  of  2  or  3 
years  while  we  are  building  up  the  great 
equipment  which  is  necessary,  the  ships 
and  the  airplanes  and  the  heavy  artil¬ 
lery.  It  is  going  to  cost  something  like 
$5,000  a  year  per  man  in  addition  to  that, 
or  a  total  cost  of  $52,500,000,000  for  the 
Armed  Forces  alone.  At  least  $50,000,- 
000,000  per  annum,  is,  I  think,  a  most 
conservative  estimate. 

Adding  to  that  the  sum  of  $5,000,000,- 
000  for  equipment  for  Europe  makes 
$55,000,000,000;  and  if  we  add  $30  000  - 
000,000  or  $25,000,000,000  more,  in  the 
President’s  budget,  for  all  kinds  of  do¬ 
mestic  expenditures,  including  a  great 
many  things  which  are  related  to  the 
war — the  Maritime  Commission,  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  and  other 
things — we  get  a  total  budget  of  more 
than  $80,000,000,000  a  year.  I  say  when 
we  have  reached  that  point  we  threaten 
the  liberty  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  and  the  solvency  and  eco¬ 
nomic  strength  of  the  United  States  are 
threatened. 


At  that  point  we  must  have  approxi¬ 
mately  $80,000,000,000  in  national  taxes, 
plus  about  $20,000,000,000  for  local  and 
State  taxes,  or  $100,000,000,000  out  of  a 
total  gross  production  of  $300,000,000,- 
000.  I  maintain  that  that  is  certainly 
the  very  limit,  the  very  last  point  at 
which  we  can  hope  to  balance  the  budget 
and  prevent  inflation. 

Of  course,  in  time  of  all-out  war  we 
can  do  more.  In  the  late  World  War,  we 
took  about  $97,000,000,000  out  of  a  total 
production  of  $205,000,000,000,  repre¬ 
senting  47  or  48  percent  of  national 
production.  We  did  it  by  cutting  out  all 
civilian  expenditures  which  could  be  cut 
out,  all  progress  in  the  construction  of 
school  buildings,  and  public  buildings, 
all  progress  of  every  kind;  and  we  re¬ 
duced  the  standard  of  living  of  the  peo¬ 
ple.  That  is  what, we  could  do  in  all-out 
war. 

But  we  do  not  face  an  all-out  war  to¬ 
day.  We  face  a  condition  of  semimobili¬ 
zation,  which  may  continue  for  a  period 
of  10  years.  We  do  not  know  how  long 
it  will  continue.  T  should  hope  that  it 
could  be  limited  to  a  much  shorter  period 
than  10  years,  but  during  that  time  we 
would  have  the  job  of  maintaining  the 
solvency  of  the  country  and  preventing 
the  inflation  which  is  inevitable  in  time 
of  war. 

The  late  World  War  brought  about  an 
increase  of  70  percent  in  prices,  deprecia¬ 
tion  of  the  dollar  down  to  55  cents,  a  per¬ 
manent  devaluation  of  everyone’s  savings 
and  insurance  policies,  and  a  condition 
of  increasing  hardship.  If  such  an  infla¬ 
tion  takes  place  in  time  of  peace  for  a 
period  of  10  years,  this  country  is  going 
to  be  very  weak  at  the  expiration  of  that 
time  when  we  get  through.  We  are  not 
going  to  be  able  to  maintain  the  very 
strength  upon  which  today  the  freedom 
of  the  entire  world  depends.  In  other 
words,  6  percent  of  the  entire  population 
of  the  world  cannot  hope  to  carry  the 
whole  world  on  their  shoulders  and 
maintain  a  completely  military  economy. 

We  take  military  advice.  The  military 
could  very  properly  say,  “If  you  really 
want  100-percent  protection  we  have  got 
to  have  $100,000,000,000  for  the  Army 
alone.  We  can  spend  it.  There  are  that 
many  projects  we  can  spend  it  on.  We 
can  put  troops  all  over  the  world.” 

I  think  we  must  recognize  the  fact  that 
there  are  definite  limitations  on  the  ca¬ 
pacity  of  a  people,  and  those  limitations 
are  shown  when  we  get  to  a  condition  of 
inflation  or  of  reduced  production. 

The  size  of  the  Armed  Forces  is  at 
the  heart  of  every  problem  we  are  going 
to  face  in  this  Congress.  It  is  at  the 
heart  of  our  production  problem.  All  of 
us  receive  complaints  from  the  farmers 
whose  boys  are  being  taken  away,  that 
they  are  not  going  to  be  able  to  make 
good  the  agricultural  program  which 
they  intended  to  follow  last  year.  In 
industry  we  have  a  shortage  of  man¬ 
power  to  continue  the  production  which 
is  necessary,  in  order  to  manufacture  the 
very  equipment  we  are  trying  to  provide 
for  Europe. 

There  is  a  definite  limitation  on  man¬ 
power,  and  there  is  a  definite  limitation, 
in  time  of  peace,  which  we  do  not  have 
in  time  of  war.  Consider  the  question 


of  controls,  alone.  Consider  wage  con¬ 
trol.  In  time  of  war  management  and 
labor  were  brought  together.  They 
agreed  to  a  compulsory  arbitration  of 
disputes.  They  agreed  in  effect  to  hand 
over  to  a  board  the  fixing  of  wages. 
Today,  labor  has  walked  out  of  the  con¬ 
ference  with  the  Government.  I  doubt 
very  much  whether  it  is  possible  today 
under  present  conditions,  to  get  manage¬ 
ment  and  labor  to  agree  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment’s  fixing  of  wages.  Our  price  con¬ 
trols  are  running  up  against  the  greatest 
problem  we  have  ever  encountered — 
much  more  so  than  in  time  of  war.  In 
time  of  war,  the  fellow  who  is  put  out  of 
business  takes  his  medicine ;  he  is  simply 
a  casualty  of  the  war,  as  much  so  as  his 
son,  who  perhaps  has  been  killed  in  some 
foreign  country.  But  in  time  of  peace 
such  a  man  does  not  take  his  medicine. 

Today  we  see  the  result,  in  the  fact 
that  the  controls  are  breaking  down. 
In  time  of  peace,  it  is  possible  to  limit 
the  freedom  of  the  people  only  to  a 
certain  extent.  It  is  impossible  to  go  all 
out,  as  could  be  done  in  time  of  war. 
The  result  is  that  inflation  is  going  to 
come  sooner.  It  is  going  to  come  when¬ 
ever  we  get  to  a  point  where  we  cannot 
balance  the  budget.  When  that  time 
comes,  we  are  going  to  have  inflation, 
and,  I  think,  even  if  we  balance  the 
budget,  we  are  going  to  reach  a  point 
where  the  taxes  alone  will  bring  inflation. 

Consider  the  situation  today.  The 
American  people  are  paying  $55,000,- 
000,000  in  Federal  taxes,  which  is  the 
largest  sum  this  country  has  ever  col¬ 
lected  in  time  of  peace,  or  in  time  of 
war.  It  is  nearly  $10,000,000,000  more 
than  we  collected  at  the  very  height  of 
World  War  II.  Yet  if  we  are  now  going 
to  adopt  the  program  of  having  3,500,000 
men  in  the  armed  services  we  will  have 
to  add  $25,000,000,000  in  taxes  to  what 
we  have  today,  if  we  are  going  to  balance 
the  budget.  I  do  not  know  where  we 
are  going  to  get  $25,000,000,000.  From 
all  the  personal  income  taxes  paid  today, 
there  is  collected  about  $26,000,000,000 
under  the  increased  taxes  we  levied  last 
year — $26,000,000,000.  We  are  now  told 
that  we  are  going  to  have  to  increase  it 
by  $25,000,000,000.  If  it  is  all  to  be 
taken  out  of  personal  income,  we  shall 
have  to  double  the  personal  income 
taxes  in  the  United  States.  That  means 
a  good  deal  more  to  those  in  the  lower 
brackets  than  in  the  higher  brackets, 
because  it  is  impossible  to  double  it  in 
the  case  of  a  man  who  already  is  paying 
80  percent.  With  3,500,000  men  in  the 
armed  services  we  would  face  a  problem 
which  is  almost  impossible  to  meet. 

I  say  it  is  fair  for  Congress  to  say  to 
the  military,  “Here  is  the  point  at  which 
you  had  better  stop.”  Let  us  take  an¬ 
other  look  around  before  we  go  any  fur¬ 
ther.  Let  Congress  determine  whether 
the  world  situation  is  such  that  it  is  in 
fact  war,  or  is  it  at  the  point  of  all-out 
war,  requiring  us  to  throw  away  all  the 
local  freedoms,  all  the  protections  of  the 
sovereignty  of  the  country,  the  sound¬ 
ness  of  our  prosperity  and  our  entire 
economic  stability  and  economic  founda¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Does  not  the  Sen¬ 
ator  concede  that  the  Congress,  in  effect, 
limits  the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces,  when 
it  classifies  those  who  may  be  inducted 
through  age  limitation  and  through 
other  devices?  If  the  Senator  will  turn 
to  page  6  of  the  report,  he  will  notice 
that  the  entire  manpower  pool  of  those 
aged  19  through  25  is  7,957,156.  If  we 
deduct  from  that  amount,  World  War  II 
veterans  who  are  excluded  by  law  and 
who  number  2,862,960,  it  would  leave 
available  5,094,196  men. 

Then  if  we  subtract  from  the  re¬ 
mainder,  the  IV-F’s,  aggregating  799,513 
men,  the  balance  remaining  will  be 
4,294,682  from  which  to  draw.  If  we  go 
a  step  further  and  deduct  from  that 
number  those  who  are  deferred  as  stu¬ 
dents  and  for  occupations,  and  who 
amount  to  763,062,  we  have  left  5,331,620 
men  from  which  to  draw. 

Now,  if  we  go  another  step  and  take 
the  class  I- A  men,  numbering  1,631,249, 
and  cut  that  number  in  half  as  being  the 
actual  number  that  are  available,  as 
shown  by  the  report,  or  about  816,000 
from  that  category  and  deduct  that  from 
the  last  figure  of  available  men  I  have 
just  mentioned,  it  would  leave  2,716,621 
men  who  are  now  eligible  under  the  law 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  now  in 
force. 

Mr.  TAFT.  There  are  several  an¬ 
swers  to  the  Senator.  In  the  first  place, 
General  Marshall  testified  before  the 
House  committee  last  week  that  one  rea¬ 
son  why  he  wanted  the  18-year-olds  in¬ 
cluded  was  that  he  might  want  to  in¬ 
crease  the  Army  from  3  Ms  million  to  4 
million,  and  he  indicated  that  if  he  got 
the  18-year-olds  included,  he  could  go 
to  the  4,000,000.  Mrs.  Rosenberg  has 
testified  the  500,000  18-year-olds,  or 
those  under  18  years  6  months,  are  not 
needed  for  18  months,  but  obviously 
they  could  be  taken. 

Furthermore  there  is  nothing  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  President  from  removing  the 
deferment  of  men  under  26  years  of  age 
with  dependents,  and  there  are  1,184,- 
000  of  them.  There  is  no  limit  on  the 
manpower  pool.  There  is  no  limit  on 
the  number  of  men  who  could  be  taken 
into  the  Army  today. 

The  President  could  raise  an  army  of 
5,000,000.  He  could  reduce  the  physical 
requirements.  He  is  counting  on  get¬ 
ting  only  600,000  out  of  930,000  18-year- 
olds,  owing  to  the  fact  that  probably 
350,000  will  not  pass  the  examination. 
He  can  change  the  examination.  There 
are  about  a  dozen  ways  by  which  the 
President  could  build  up  an  army  of 
5,000,000  men. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  He  would  have  to 
go  afar  and  change  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  which  now  prevail. 

Mr.  TAFT.  He  would  have  to  change 
his  own  regulations ;  but  he  can  do  that. 
We  do  not  limit  him. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  The  Senator  con¬ 
cedes,  however,  that  in  order  to  make 
the  number  of  men  appreciably  greater 
than  three  and  a  half  million,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  would  have  to  come 


back  to  Congress  for  further  changes  in 
the  draft  law. 

Mr.  TAFT.  No;  I  do  not  concede  any¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  The  President  does 
not  have  to  defer  men  with  dependents. 
The  only  ones  he  has  to  defer,  as  I  see 
it,  are  the  veterans  of  the  last  war,  who 
are  exempted  by  law.  Otherwise  he  has 
complete  power  to  change  his  regulations. 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  He  would  violate  al¬ 
most  every  rule  and  regulation  adopted 
by  the  executive  department  during 
World  Wars  I  and  II. 

Mr.  TAFT.  No.  We  drafted  men 
with  children  all  through  the  world 
wars,  and  the  committee  in  the  bill  has 
seen  fit  to  exempt  a  million  of  them  who 
were  not  in  the  last  war,  and  who  are 
not  yet  26  years  of  age,  merely  because 
they  have  children.  The  President  can 
take  them  all  if  he  desires  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CORDON.  If  the  fact  be  as  the 
Senator  has  suggested,  that  under  law 
as  it  is  drawn  it  is  physically  impossible 
to  increase  the  Armed  Forces  above 
3,500,000  men,  what  objection  could  there 
be  to  nominating  it  in  the  bond,  and 
writing  it  into  the  law? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  agree  with  the  Senator; 
there  could  be  no  valid  objection. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  care  to  take  the 
time  of  the  Senate,  but  there  is  a  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  how  far  we  can  go  in  time  of 
peace.  I  myself  believe  that  a  budget  of 
$75,000,000,000  can  be  raised.  There  was 
a  very  good  article  in  Fortune  magazine 
2  or  3  months  ago  by  Mr.  Eccles,  of  ,  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board,  in  which  he  fig¬ 
ured  out  how  it  could  be  done.  That  is 
25  percent  of  the  national  gross  income 
of  $300,000,000,000.  We  must  add  about 
$20,000,000,000  for  local  and  State  taxes, 
and  the  figure  we  get  of  the  amount  to 
be  collected  in  taxes  represents  about  30 
percent  of  the  national  income.  I  think 
that  if  we  go  beyond  that,  the  hardship 
of  the  taxes  will  be  so  great  that  people 
will  not  stand  for  them,  they  will  pass 
them  on  and  they  will  be  bound  to  be 
reflected  in  increased  prices.  Controls 
that  are  possible  in  time  of  war  are 
utterly  impossible  in  time  of  peace,  and 
the  country  will  be  reduced  to  such  a 
condition  that  we  will  not  have  the  eco¬ 
nomic  strength  that  is  necessary  to  de¬ 
fend  freedom. 

We  hear  much  today  about  the  morale 
of  Europe.  What  about  the  morale  of 
the  American  people?  Congress  has  an 
over-all  duty  of  examining  these  ques¬ 
tions,  and  when  we  come  to  the  subject 
of  raising  3,500,000  men,  we  run  into 
many  problems  besides  the  military 
problem.  We  run  into  an  over-all  eco¬ 
nomic  problem,  we  run  into  the  problem 
of  holding  down  Government  expenses 
to  such  a  point  that  there  still  can  be 
some  semblance  of  freedom  in  the  coun¬ 
try,  upon  the  maintenance  of  which  the 
people  will  insist.  I  do  not  care  what 
the  crisis  is,  we  have  to  deal  with  this 
matter  on  a  psychological  basis,  as  well 
as  on  the  basis  of  figures. 


I  talked  recently,  and  I  do  not  think 
in  a  confidential  way,  with  General 
Bradley,  and  I  certainly  received  the  im¬ 
pression  that  the  military  people  them¬ 
selves  accepted  the  thesis  that  there  was 
a  point  at  which  the  Nation  reached  its 
capacity  in  time  of  peace.  I  thought 
they  had  accepted  that  principle,  and 
I  thought  it  was  understood  that  it  was 
3,462,000,  until  General  Marshall  stated 
the  other  day,  perhaps  inadvertently, 
that,  after  all,  there  might  be  a  time 
when  he  would  like  to  increase  the  num¬ 
ber  to  4,000,000. 

Now  we  hear  more  and  more  about  the 
possibility  of  four  or  four  and  a  half 
million  men.  I  think  if  we  put  the  ques¬ 
tion  to  the  military  authorities  they  will 
say,  “There  is  a  limitation  beyond  which 
we  should  not  go  in  time  of  peace.”  I 
believe  every  Senator  agrees  with  that. 
The  only  question  is  whether  we  shall 
write  into  the  bill  what  seems  to  me  a  key 
limitation.  I  believe  the  limitation  of 
three  and  a  half  million  men  is  the  key 
to  everything  we  have  to  face,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  if  we  desire  to  maintain  the 
liberty  of  the  people  and  the  strength 
of  the  country  to  protect  its  liberty  from 
abroad,  we  should  limit  the  total  pro¬ 
gram  within  the  capacity  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  I  believe  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
represents  very  well  the  figure  which  we 
should  set  as  the  necessary  limitation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr,  Morse]  . 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  decided  to  support  an  amendment 
which  will  set  a  ceiling  on  our  Armed 
Forces,  but  in  view  of  the  remarks  which 
have  been  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio,  I  wish  to  make  it  clear  upon  what 
basis  I  do  so. 

I  believe  it  is  important  that  we  main¬ 
tain  our  constitutional  power  and  per¬ 
form  our  constitutional  duty  to  raise 
armies,  which  certainly  implies  that  we 
should  fix  the  number  thereof.  I  sup¬ 
ported  the  figure  of  3,462,000  men  for  the 
Army,  based,  as  I  understood,  on  the 
testimony  heard  before  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

I  do  not  subscribe  to  the  viewpoint  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  he  is  going 
to  measure  the  willingness  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States  to  defend  their  lives 
and  their  liberties  on  the  basis  of  a 
mathematical  percentage  of  what  can 
be  sliced  off  their  total  income,  at  their 
convenience,  for  the  purpose  of  defend¬ 
ing  their  security,  and  assuring  the  sur¬ 
vival  of  the  Nation. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  has  persisted 
all  during  this  debate  in  referring  to  the 
present  as  a  time  of  peace.  As  I  pointed 
out  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  yesterday, 
if  these  were  times  of  peace  we  would 
not  be  talking  about  this  proposed  legis¬ 
lation.  The  only  argument  that  per¬ 
suades  me  is  that  we  have  been  given 
a  definite  requirement  by  our  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff.  They  have  said  that 
in  their  opinion  we  now  need  approxi¬ 
mately  three  and  one-half  million  men. 

I  am  impressed  with  the  argument  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  if  it  develops 
that  we  have  to  increase  the  number  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  it  will  be  a  simple 
matter  to  provide  for  such  an  increase. 
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Of  course,  if  world  conditions  change  so 
that  we  must  have  more  troops,  and  if 
that  is  a  judgment  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  which  is  based  on  reason  and  fact, 
I  predict  there  will  be  no  difficulty  in 
raising  that  number  despite  the  objec¬ 
tions  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  three 
and  one-half  million  men  is  as  far  as 
we  can  go.  I  say  that  because  there  is 
no  price  which  the  American  people  will 
not  pay  to  assure  the  survival  of  the 
Nation. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse], 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  to  amend  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  by  substituting 
“4.000.000”  in  lieu  of  “3,400,000.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart]  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  may  the 
Senator  from  Missouri  be  recognized  be¬ 
fore  the  Senator  from  Oregon?  I  think 
it  is  only  fair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Missouri. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  quite  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  when  he  says 
that  this  is  not  a  time  of  peace,  and  that 
we  are  at  war.  It  is  a  time  of  grim, 
bloody  war.  The  scene  of  the  war  is  in 
Korea.  This  state  of  war  has  never  been 
recognized  by  the  Congress.  I  trust  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  will  agree 
with  me  that  in  ordering  our  troops  into 
war  the  President  of  the  United  States 
took  to  himself  the  power  to  declare  war, 
which  is  a  power  vested  by  the  Consti¬ 
tution  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  The  Senator  will  recall  that  the 
first  notice  the  Senate  had  that  troops 
had  been  ordered  into  battle  was  when 
a  press  release  from  the  White  House 
was  read  to  the  Senate.  The  war  in 
which  we  are  now  engaged  is  an  uncon¬ 
stitutional  war. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Capehart]  to  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  Chair  state 
the  question  before  the  Senate? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Capehart]  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse] 
that  the  number  be  fixed  at  the  maxi¬ 
mum  of  4,000,000,  instead  of  3,500,000. 
That  is  the  question  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  first  like  to  in¬ 
quire  whether  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  is  in  order. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  in  order.  It  is  an  amendment 


in  the  second  degree,  and  therefore  is 
in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  speak  very 
briefly  on  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Indiana.  I  hope  that  up¬ 
on  further  consideration  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  will  see  fit  to  withdraw  his 
amendment.  However,  I  wish  first  to 
make  my  argument,  and  then  shall 
offer  the  suggestion  that  he  withdraw 
his  amendment. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  President,  on  the 
basis  of  the  record  before  the  committee, 
the  figure  of  4,000,000  certainly  is  a  figure 
which  has  been  drawn  out  of  the  blue. 
I  know  of  nothing  in  the  Record  which 
would  support  our  arbitrarily  saying  to¬ 
day  that  we  should  fix  the  figure  at 
4,000,000.  The  whole  record  is  based 
upon  the  presentation  made  by  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  in  which  they  used 
the  figure  of  3,500,000  men.  I  think 
Congress  ought  to  exercise  its  authority 
under  the  Constitution  to  place  a  ceiling 
in  this  bill  and  I  believe  it  is  our  clear 
duty  to  do  so  on  the  basis  of  the  figures 
which  General  Marshall  and  his  staff 
have  presented  to  us. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  would  like  to  ask  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  if  he  does  not  think  that  placing 
the  ceiling  at  4,000,000,  5,000,000,  or  any 
other  figure,  so  long  as  the  figure  is 
placed  at  some  definite  spot  in  the  bill, 
would  be  conforming  to  the  constitu¬ 
tional  obligation  of  Congress? 

Mr.  MORSE.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
by  placing  any  figure  in  the  bill  we  would 
be  exercising  our  check.  Of  course  do¬ 
ing  so  also  involves  the  merits  of  the 
manpower  policy  we  intend  to  impose.  I 
certainly  do  not  think  that  we  ought 
arbitrarily  to  propose  a  figure  in  excess 
of  what  the  military  itself  has  thus  far 
asked  for.  If  we  should  do  so,  I  am  fear¬ 
ful  that  pressures  would  be  exerted  with¬ 
in  the  military  to  reach  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  the  ceiling  which  Congress 
itself  had  authorized.  I  say  that  be¬ 
cause  it  happens  to  be  the  behavior  pat¬ 
tern  of  the  military.  If  we  put  the  ceil¬ 
ing  at  4,000,000  I  am  afraid  the  military 
will  try  to  reach  it  just  as  quickly  as  they 
can  irrespective  of  their  actual  needs. 
We  have  seen  that  already  in  connection 
with  their  taking  more  enlistments  than 
they  can  handle  with  any  reasonable  de¬ 
gree  of  efficiency. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  shall  be  happy  to  yield 
in  a  moment.  I  also  think  that  it  would 
defeat  one  of  the  objectives  which  I  hope 
to  accomplish  if  my  amendment  is 
adopted,  and  that  is  to  get  the  military 
to  bring  about  some  manpower  savings 
themselves.  I  do  not  want  to  betray  any 
confidence,  but  I  am  told  that  much  good 
will  result  from  discussions  we  have  had 
already  in  this  debate  about  the  need  for 
saving  manpower  in  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment.  I  am  told  that  the  merits  of 
my  criticisms  of  manpower  wastes  is  rec¬ 
ognized  by  some  very  high  officers  in  the 
Pentagon.  I  understand  that  they  are 
already  at  work  on  the  problem  of  stop¬ 
ping  some  of  their  most  flagrant  wastes 
of  manpower.  It  would  seem  to  be  more 


than  likely  that  my  amendment  would 
intensify  their  efforts  toward  bringing 
about  such  savings,  if  we  give  them  3,- 
500,000  as  of  now,  with  General  Marshall 
knowing  that  he  will  get  a  higher  figure 
at  any  time  he  can  come  before  the 
committee  and  show  need  for  a  high¬ 
er  figure  than  3,500,000.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  we  would  have  not  only  kept  faith 
with  our  constitutional  obligations 
but  I  think  we  would  have  adopted  a 
measure  that  would  be  very  helpful  in 
saving  our  taxpayers  a  great  deal  of 
waste,  which  otherwise  would  flow  if  we 
gave  the  military  a  ceiling  beyond  one 
which  they  have  substantiated. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Prom  what  has 
been  presented  thus  far  has  there  been 
any  evidence  presented  to  the  effect  that 
the  military  wants  anything  above  3,- 
500,000?  I  mean  evidence,  as  opposed 
to  a  casual  reference  by  General  Mar¬ 
shall  that  he  may  go  as  high  as  4,000,000. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  The  only  basis  on 
which  we  have  been  asked  to  fix  the 
limit  is  the  figure  of  3,500,000. 

Mr.  MORSE.  That  is  all  I  know  about 
it.  I  think  we  ought  to  fix  it  on  the  basis 
of  3,500,000  which  is  the  military’s  own 
figure.  Again  I  want  to  be  perfectly 
frank,  and  I  should  like  to  suggest  to  my 
good  friend  from  Indiana  that  he  with¬ 
draw  his  amendment  temporarily,  at 
least,  until  we  have  had  a  quorum  call. 
In  the  meantime  some  of  us  including 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell], 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall],  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johnson],  and  others,  could  sit 
down  in  the  cloakroom,  and  see  if  there 
is  any  possibility  of  working  out  a  rea¬ 
sonable  compromise  which  would  carry 
out  the  principle  for  which  I  have  been 
fighting.  Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I 
suggest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Aiken 

Hayden 

Maybank 

Anderson 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

Bennett 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Benton 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Brewster 

Hill 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hoey 

Murray 

Bridges 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Md. 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

Byrd 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Cain 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Case 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Chapman 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Chavez 

Kem 

Smathers 

Connally 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Douglas 

Langff 

Sparkman 

Duff 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ecton 

Long 

Thye 

Ellender 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Flanders 

McFarland 

Welker 

Frear 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Fulbright 

McMahon 

Williams 

George 

Magnusou 

Young 

Gillette 

Malone 

Green 

Martin 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present. _ 

POLITICAL  CAMPAIGN  PRACTICES 

Mr.  HICKENLOQPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  at  this  late  hour  I  do  not  intend 
ta  deteriiTthe  Senate  very  long,  but  there 
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'  Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Those  matters  are  of 
concern,  and  I  completely  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  California  that  they 
should  be  called  to  the  attention  of  the 
country.  But  what  is  wrong  with  the 
position  of  the  State  of  Maryland?  It 
has  two  Senators  here,  and  I  am  proud 
of  them.  Possibly,  had  I  been  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  do  so,  I  would  not  have  voted  for 
the  junior  Senator  from  Maryland,  but 
that  is  Maryland’s  business,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  not  the  business  of  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico.  The  people  of  Maryland 
are  the  ones  who  should  elect  Senators 
from  Maryland,  not  the  Senator  from 
New  Mexico.  The  only  point  I  am  try¬ 
ing  to  make,  and  I  make  it  in  all  sin¬ 
cerity,  is  that  as  I  understood  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  majority  leader,  they  were 
to  the  effect  that,  while  other  things 
should  and  must  be  of  concern — and 
they  are  of  serious  concern — to  the 
American  people,  the  particular  concern 
of  the  Senate  at  this  moment  is  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill,  which  should  be  gotten  out  of 
the  way  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Missouri? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  whether  he 
does  not  agree  with  me  that  the  Senate, 
in  exercising  its  investigative  power  as 
applied  to  elections,  should  proceed  ac¬ 
cording  to  settled  and  well-understood 
rules,  and  that  it  should  not  be  merely 
capricious,  picking  out  charges  without 
the  application  of  settled  principles? 
What  I  have  in  mind  is,  picking  out  one 
situation  that  it  decides  to  investigate* 
and  declining  to  investigate  another 
matter  presenting  even  a  more  flagrant 
violation  of  the  laws  of  the  land. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  may  answer  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Missouri  in  this  way:  I  have 
tried  to  practice  law  with  all  the  dignity 
derived  from  instruction  in  a  good  law 
school — Georgetown.  I  have  tried  to 
act  in  accordance  with  the  feelings  of 
my  fellow  men.  I  have  known  judges  to 
disagree  upon  questions  of  law.  I  have 
known  one  supreme  court /to  make  one 
decision  on  a  particular  sunject,  and  an¬ 
other  supreme  court  to  ijfake  a  contrary 
decision.  I  am  not  /impugning  the 
motives  of  any  Member  of  this  body 
merely  because  I  do  ndt  happen  to  agree 
with  the  manner  in/vhich  the  proceed¬ 
ing  is  being  conducted. 

I  want  to  be  fair  to  the  Senator  from 
Maryland.  So  fa,t  as  I  am  concerned,  he 
is  seated  in  the  Senate;  but,  by  the  same 
token,  I  shall  net  impugn  the  motives  or 
the  procedure/of  a  standing  committee 
of  this  body /Which  has  been  instructed 
to  make  an  investigation. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  another  question? 

Mi-.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  failed  to  make  myself 
clear,  ii  the  Senator  thought  I  intended 
to  imp'ugn  the  motives  of  any  committee 
of  this  body.  I  merely  asked  the  Senator 
whether  he  did  not  believe  that  the  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Senate  should  proceed  ac¬ 
cording  to  well-settled  principles,  prin¬ 
ciples  which  are  known  in  advance. 


Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Of  course,  I  favor  the 
application  of  well-settled  principles.  I 
am  confident  the  committee  is  carrying 
out  the  well-settled  principles  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  KEM.  The  Senator  spoke  0/  be¬ 
ing  in  favor  of  seating  the  Senator  from 
Maryland. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  He  is.  f 

Mr.  KEM.  As  I  understand,  there  is 
no  contest,  there  is  no  effort  being  made 
to  unseat  the  Senator  from  'Maryland. 
The  only  effort  being  mad^  is  to  cast 
some  aspersions  on  the  way  in  which 
he  reached  this  body. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  feel  .incensed  about 
any  reflection  on  the  hohesty  and  integ¬ 
rity  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  and 
I  do  not  want  any  aspersions  cast  on  him. 

Mr.  KEM.  All  the  Members  of  this 
body  may  not  have  the  fine  feeling  of 
charity  which  characterizes  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Mexico,  and  makes  us 
love  him  so  much.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  if/he  thinks  it  is  entirely 
in  order  for  the  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  aisle  to  be  lectured  by  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  about  our  conduct  in  time 
of  crisis,  stating  that  we  must  march 
shoulder  to  shoulder,  merely  because 
there  happens  to  be  some  criticism  at 
this  time  of  certain  proceedings  before  j 
one  of  t'he  committees.  Does  such  criti-  ; 
cism  indicate  any  unwillingness  on  the 
part/  of  any  Senator  not  to  march 
shoulder  to  shoulder  in  time  of  national 
crisis? 

/Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  from 
Missouri  has  known  me  long  enough  to 
know  that  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
march  shoulder  to  shoulder  if  I  think 
something  should  be  debated  or  that  I 
should  vote  in  a  particular  way.  The 
Senator  from  Missouri  has  been  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Senate  long  enough  to  know 
that  a  Senator  must  not  be  too  sensitive 
abou\the  speeches  made  by  some  other 
Senator.  If  we  were  to  become  sensitive 
about  what  every  Senator  said  in  this 
body,  wa  would  not  get  any  work  done, 
and  I  hope  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
will  not  be^ensitive  at  what  the  Senator 
from  Arizona  may  have  said. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  Mexico  yield? 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGERY  I  merely  want  to  give 
my  distinguished  friend,  the  Senator 
from  Maryland,  sbme  good  advice.  Ten 
years  ago  I  was  irt,  somewhat  the  same 
situation  he  occupy  today.  My  advice 
to  him,  knowing  as  I.  do  the  makeup  of 
this  body,  is  to  go  home  and  sleep  com¬ 
fortably  every  night  Without  worrying 
at  all  about  this  so-called  investigation. 
The  Senator  will  find,  when  it  is  com¬ 
pleted,  that  he  will  get ’  an  absolutely 
square  deal  at  the  hands  of  Senators  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle.  \ 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Including  tke  commit¬ 
tee.  \ 

Mr.  LANGER.  Yes,  Senator,  Including 
the  committee.  The  Senator  froin  Mary¬ 
land  can  be  absolutely  certain W  one 
thing,  that  so  long  as  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Con- 
nally]  is  a  Member  of  the  Senate;,  he 
will  go  right  down  to  the  very  bottom\of 
any  testimony  that  is  offered,  and  re-  ; 
gardless  of  politics,  will  give  the  Senator 


a 'square  deal.  Further  I  can  say  the 
same  about  the  many  Senators  who  were 
here  10  years  ago,  and  are  still  Members 
of  the  Senate. 

I  hope  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
will  not  Worry  and  will  not  let  his  wife 
or  children  worry,  because  frankly  I  tell 
him  he  can  rest  assured  that  .lie  will  get 
an  undeniably  square  deal.  / 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  /President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader  what  the  plans  are  for  the 
remainder  of  the  evening.  Are  we  to 
stay  here  and  vote?  / 

Mr.  McFARLAND:  I  think  we  should 
make  some  progre/s.  We  have  not  made 
much  today. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  it  the  idea  that 
Senators  shalL  have  dinner  here? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Let  us  wait  awhile. 
Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is  perfectly  agree¬ 
able  to  me  to  cooperate  with  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader,  but  it  is  now  7  o’clock, 
and  if  we  are  to  remain  here  for  a  night 
session,  something  should  be  said  about 
the  plans  so  that  we  can  get  Senators 
on  the  floor  if  they  are  to  vote  on  the 
amendment  tonight. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
may  be  permitted  to  interrupt  the  dis¬ 
cussion  on  the  investigations,  I  should 
like  to  recur  briefly  to  the  pending 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse!.  I  refer  to  the  re¬ 
vised  amendment,  which  now  proposes 
to  fix  a  ceiling  of  3,500,000  men  on  our 
total  military  strength  with  the  world 
as  it  is  today. 

I  believe  I  am  as  jealous  of  the  rights 
and  prerogatives  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  as  are  most  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  body.  I  have  an  intense 
pride  in  the  Senate,  unique  as  this  body 
is  among  all  the  parliamentary  bodies 
of  the  world,  and  I  have  an  unlimited 
faith  in  the  parliamentary  system.  It  is 
indeed  the  cornerstone  of  all  our  rights 
and  liberties.  * 

Mr.  President,  we  are  confronted  today 
with  world  conditions  which  are  in  my 
judgment  as  dangerous  to  this  Nation 
as  those  with  which  we  have  dealt  in  my 
time.  We  are  confronted  undoubtedly 
by  much  greater  strength  than  was  ar¬ 
rayed  against  us  in  the  last  two  world 
wars  in  which  we  have  been  engaged. 

There  has  been  discussion  here  as  to 
the  constitutional  duty  of  the  Congress 
to  impose  a  limitation  upon  the  number 
of  men  who  serve  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio 
even  went  so  far  as  to  imply  that  we 
were  violating  our  oath  of  office  if  we 
did  not  support  the  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  while  a  democracy  is  undoubt¬ 
edly  the  greatest  form  of  government 
ever  devised  to  extend  the  maximum  of 
rights  and  benefits  to  the  people  who  live 
under  it,  it  does  have  certain  defects 
when  action  is  required.  There  has 
never  been  a  time  in  the  history  of  this 
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country  when  we  have  not  recognized  the 
propriety  of  momentarily  laying  aside 
technical  rights  inhering  to  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  in  order  to  insure 
the  perpetuation  of  our  liberties.  We 
have  had  to  grant  blanket  powers  in 
great  emergencies,  even  as  this  bill  pro¬ 
poses  to  extend  for  3  years  the  suspen¬ 
sion  of  congressionally  imposed  ceilings 
on  the  size  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

If  we  are  guilty  of  violating  our  oaths 
past  Congresses  have  been  guilty  of  that 
crime  in  every  war  in  which  this  Nation 
has  ever  been  engaged.  We  have  never 
fought  any  war  under  a  manpower  ceil¬ 
ing.  In  my  judgment  we  cannot  meet 
today’s  dangers  with  rigid  limitations  on 
our  strength. 

The  disturbance  in  Korea  has  been  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  police  action.  In  my  judg¬ 
ment  it  is  far  greater  than  what  I  would 
call  a  police  action.  I  should  certainly 
not  like  to  have  the  task  of  explaining 
to  some  boy  who  is  laboring  through  the 
mud  and  mire  and  ice  and  snow  of 
Korea  at  this  moment  that  he  is  not  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  war.  I  think  they  are  engaged 
in  a  war. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes,  but  I  fear  that  I 
know  the  point  the  Senator  is  going  to 
raise,  and  I  regret  that  he  is  going  to 
raise  it  now.  At  least  I  think  I  know. 

Mr.  THYE.  Would  the  Senator  then 
care  to  divulge  what  he  thinks  I  am 
thinking? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No ;  I  will  not  give  the 
Senator  ideas  he  does  not  have. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  am  curious  to  know  the 
Senator’s  ability. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  want  to  give 
the  Senator  any  ideas  he  might  not  have. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  THYE.  I  would  even  take  a 
chance  on  that.  But  I  ask  as  to  the 
Senator’s  ability,  because  he  is  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  and 
I  want  to  know  how  much  confidence  I 
can  have  in  his  ability. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  never  claimed 
supernatural  ability,  and  have  never 
thought  I  had,  as  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services,  any  such 
powers  that  any  other  Senator  does  not 
have. 

Mr.  THYE.  I  was  serious  when  I 
asked  the  Senator  whether  he  knew 
what  I  was  thinking.  I  would  say  that 
if  we  are  engaged  in  a  war,  we  had  bet¬ 
ter  start  acting  as  if  we  are  at  war. 
The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  has  spoken  words  indi¬ 
cating  that  we  are  at  war,  and  if  we  are, 
the  Nation  had  better  begin  acting  as 
if  we  are  at  war.  The  President  had  bet¬ 
ter  not  announce  that  he  is  going  to 
spend  3  weeks  in  the  beautiful  sun  of 
Key  West.  He  had  better  stay  here  at 
his  post.  Congress  is  in  session.  We  are 
dealing  with  the  world’s  greatest  prob¬ 
lems,  if  we  are  at  war.  If  we  are  at  war, 
we  had  better  start  to  use  the  weapons 
we  would  employ  if  we  were  fighting  a 
war,  rather  than  fighting  at  the  expense 
of  the  blood  of  American  youth  in  the 
mud  of  Korea.  That  is  all  I  have  to  say. 
If  the  chairman  anticipated  what  I  was 
thinking,  I  hope  he  will  proceed  to  pon¬ 
der  my  thoughts,  and  I  hope  that  we 


may  commence  to  use  the  implements  of 
war  and  fight  the  war  as  we  should  fight 
the  war. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
frankly  confess  that  I  never  claimed  any 
such  superior  powers  as  the  Senator  from 
Minnesota  attributes  to  me,  and  thal^  I 
was  completely  in  error  as  to  what  I 
thought  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
would  say.  I  do  not  desire  to  be  drawn 
into  any  discussion  with  reference  to  the 
duties  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  What  I  am  trying  to  do  is  to 
discharge  my  duty  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  as  I  see  it,  as  every  other  Senator 
is  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course  we  could 
get  into  a  discussion  of  why  we  have  not 
declared  a  war.  It  is  a  limited  war,  in 
the  sense  that  it  is  limited  in  some  ways 
which  does  not  appeal  to  many  people 
of  our  country.  We  have  no  declared 
war,  it  is  true,  but  the  point  I  was  under¬ 
taking  to  make  \vas  that  the  boys  in 
Korea  think  that  they  are  engaged  in 
something  that  is  a  war. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  fully 
agree  with  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
that  it  is  a  war.  However,  after  6 
months  and  after  an  all-out  effort  we  are 
using  in  that  war  250,000  men  in  Korea, 
with  perhaps  another  100,000  in  the 
Navy  and  Air  Force  outside  of  Korea. 
Surely  the  fact  that  we  have  a  war  in 
which  we  are  using  350,000  men  does  not 
justify  our  Armed  Forces  being  increased 
to  3,500,000  men.  So  while  it  is  a  war, 
it  is  a  small  war,  and  I  do  not  quite  see 
its  bearing  on  a  limitation  of  our  total 
Armed  Forces  to  3,500,000  men,  or  10 
times  as  many  as  we  need.  We  could 
fight  10  wars  in  Korea  with  that  number 
of  men. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  Korea  were  the 
only  danger  spot  on  the  globe,  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
might  be  compelling.  However,  as  I  see 
it,  we  are  confronted  with  dangers  in 
other  areas  of  the  world.  I  understood 
that  even  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Ohio  thought  it  was  well  to  defend  Japan 
and  to  help  keep  forces  in  being  in  this 
Nation.  I  do  not  think  the  mere  fact 
that  only  400,000  men  are  engaged  in 
Korea  is  any  strong  argument  to  limit 
our  Armed  Forces  to  400,000  men,  which 
is  where  we  would  arrive  if  we  carried 
the  Senator’s  argument  to  its  final 
conclusion. 

Mr.  President,  we  can  stand  on  our 
constitutional  rights,  if  we  wish  to  do  so, 
and  we  can  limit  the  size  of  our  Armed 
Forces.  Undoubtedly  we  have  such 
power.  We  could  have  adopted  the  first 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  which  would  place  a  limit  of 
3,000,000  men.  We  could  have  adopted 
the  second  amendment  which  he  offered, 
which  would  have  set  a  limit  of  3,200,000 
men.  We  can  adopt  the  amendment 
which  is  now  pending,  or  the  amendment 
to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Indiana.  The  latter  would 
set  the  ceiling  at  4,000,000.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  wise  to  do  so.  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  justified  by  the  evidence 


adduced  before  the  committee,  which 
has  been  referred  to  here.  It  is  true 
that  the  Armed  Forces  say  that  they  did 
not  intend  to  have  in  the  ranks  by  July 
more  than  3,325,000  men,  and  that 
thereafter  they  expected  to  raise  the 
number  to  3,462,000.  Is  it  wise  in  these 
troubled  times  to  fix  a  limit  of  3,500,- 
000  men,  when  the  military  states  that 
they  expect  to  have  3,400,000  men  in  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  when  they  haye 
frankly  told  the  committee  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  larger 
number  of  men  than  would  be  allowed 
under  that  limit?  I  think  we  would  be 
gambling  with  the  destiny  of  this  Nation 
if  we  took  any  such  action  as  that  in 
these  times. 

The  main  argument  which  has  been 
raised  in  support  of  the  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  on  the  ground  of  econ¬ 
omy.  The  Senator  from  Oregon  did  not 
originally  raise  the  issue.  He  raised  the 
argument  that  it  would  force  the  Armed 
Forces  to  more  properly  utilize  the  men 
who  would  be  made  available  by  the 
bill;  that  is,  he  would  get  greater  effi¬ 
ciency  from  those  who  would  be  in  the 
armed  services.  Now  the  question  of 
economy  has  been  injected.  Of  course, 
economy  is  something  to  which  we 
should  give  consideration.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  there  has  never  been  any  way  of 
waging  a  cheap  war. 

In  today’s  world  we  will  not  be  able 
to  buy  the  peace  that  we  hope  and  pray 
for  at  any  bargain  counter.  It  will  cost 
money.  It  will  cost  a  great  sum  of  money 
to  rearm  our  Nation,  but  we  do  not  have 
a  bargain-counter  nation. 

We  went  through  the  folly  of  dis¬ 
membering  the  greatest  fighting  machine 
which  the  world  has  ever  seen.  It  was 
a  wasteful  and  extravagant  process.  To 
get  into  a  position  again  where  we  will 
be  able  to  defend  our  Nation  and  where 
we  will  be  able  to  help  our  allies  carry 
their  part  of  the  burden  will  cost  money. 

I  do  not  know  of  any  way  that  it  can  be 
avoided.  As  I  see  it,  Mr.  President,  it  is 
better  to  spend  the  money,  and  it  is  bet¬ 
ter  to  levy  heavy  taxes.  The  Senator 
from  Georgia  is  one  who  is  perfectly 
willing  to  fight  for  a  substantial  tax  bill. 

J,  for  one,  have  always  felt  that  we 
should  have  gone  ahead  and  applied 
some  of  the  taxes  at  this  time.  I  am  no 
expert  in  that  field.  However,  it  would  x 
seem  to  me  to  be  a  part  of  wisdom  to 
collect  such  taxes  as  we  could,  rather 
than  wait  and  lose  some  of  the  funds,  or 
to  come  back  and  require  people  to  save 
up  money  in  order  to  pay  heavy'  taxes 
levied  on  a  retroactive  basis.  If  we  are 
to  emerge  from  this  war  crisis  today, 
threatened  as  we  are  with  the  limitless 
manpower  of  Russia,  China,  and  the 
satellite  countries,  and  if  we  expect  to 
be  able  to  emerge  from  present  dangers 
without  a  war,  we  may  as  well  make  up 
our  minds  that  it  will  cost  money.  If 
we  are  not  willing  to  put  any  money  into 
it  in  order  to  build  up  the  defense  of  our 
Nation,  we  might  as  well  surrender  now, 
because  we  would  be  better  off  to  have  no 
armed  force  at  all  than  to  have  an  in¬ 
adequate  armed  force,  which  would  not 
be  able  to  sustain  itself.  Certainly  it 
would  cost  less  in  blood  and  suffering. 
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Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  if  I  correctly 
state  the  case.  In  view  of  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  3,462,000,  which  is  now  disclosed 
by  the  Chiefs  of  Staff  as  the  number 
which  they  expect  to  have  in  the  Armed 
Forces  within  a  very  short  period  of  time, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  number 
of  troops  in  the  National  Guard  which 
are -not  yet  federalized  exceeds  38,000, 
on  the  happening  of  any  contingency  re¬ 
quiring  a  swift  increase  in  the  size  of  our 
Armed  Forces  the  adoption  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  would  preclude  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States  from  feder¬ 
alizing  the  National  Guards  of  the  sev¬ 
eral  States,  which  is  a  part  of  the  next 
line  of  defense;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
Florida  is  eminently  correct.  It  would 
be  impossible  to  call  out  National  Guard 
divisions  and  their  supporting  troops 
without  further  action  by  Congress.  Mr. 
President,  I  know  that  we  are  told  that 
Congress  is  going  to  be  here.  We  hope 
to  be  here.  But  we  are  living  today  in 
an  atomic  age.  In  my  judgment,  if  war 
comes  to  this  country  it  will  come  in 
the  form  of  an  atomic  attack,  and  the 
city  of  Washington  and  this  Capitol 
Building  will  be  one  of  the  first  targets 
of  an  aggressor.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
atomic  bomb  were  to  be  dropped  on  this 
Capitol  first,  wiping  out  a  majority  of 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives,  how  would  we 
go  about  then  with  great  rapidity  in  as¬ 
sembling  the  Congress  to  permit  the  call¬ 
ing  up  of  more  troops?  Oh,  in  that  time, 
of  course,  no  one  would  talk  about  law, 
just  as  Senators  do  not  talk  about  ceil¬ 
ings  when  there  is  any  danger  confront¬ 
ing  them.  We  would  go  ahead  and  dis¬ 
regard  the  law.  Perhaps  there  would 
be  a  provisional  government  set  up.  Per¬ 
haps  two  or  three  such  provisional  gov¬ 
ernments  would  function  in  different 
parts  of  the  country.  Men  would  be 
called,  with  curses  and  imprecations 
leveled  against  the  folly  of  a  Congress 
that  had  undertaken  to  place  a  ceiling, 
particularly  one  so  low,  upon  the  man¬ 
power  available  to  defend  our  .country. 

I  believe  in  economy,  Mr.  President.  I 
desire  to  avoid  inflation.  I  am  willing  to 
prove  that  statement  by  my  votes  upon 
bills  which  will  raise  the  money  neces- 
sary  to  carry  on  the  defense  program. 
But  I  am  not  willing  to  hazard  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  Nation  to  half  measures. 
I  am  not  willing  to  substitute  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  Senators  as  to  the  number  of 
men  we  should  have  in  our  forces  for 
that  of  those  men  who  are  skilled  in  the 
wars,  who  know  the  strength  of  our  po¬ 
tential  enemies,  and  who  know  the  ne¬ 
cessities  of  the  military  action  to  enable 
us  to  keep  war  away  from  these  shores. 

Mr.  President,  there  has  been  a  time 
within  the  past  few  months  when  this  is¬ 
sue  was  raised  here  on  the  floor.  Sena¬ 
tors  cannot  say,  that  the  bill  was  hurried 
through  the  Senate  when  the  manpower 
ceilings  were  suspended,  because  the 
Record  shows  that  there  was  consider¬ 
able  discussion  of  that  measure  when  it 
was  before  the  Senate.  A  number  of 


Senators  participated  in  it.  The  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Oregon  was  in  the 
chamber.  The  Senator  from  Nebraska 
raised  some  questions  about  it — not  as  to 
the  constitutional  duty  of  the  Congress 
to  fix  the  manpower  ceiling,  not  as  to  the 
duty  of  Congress  to  impose  even  more 
restrictive  ceilings,  but  merely  as  to  the 
time  limit  which  was  to  be  affixed  to  the 
suspension  of  the  ceiling. 

Last  summer  the  Twenty-fourth  and 
Twenty-fifth  Divisions  were  being 
chewed  up  in  the  hills  of  Korea,  our  pride 
had  received  a  great  blow  because  the 
Koreans  were  able  to  destroy  those  two 
undermanned  American  divisions  which 
had  been  sent  in  there,  and  there  was  a 
feeling  of  imminent  danger  on  the  part  of 
the  American  people.  We  did  not  know 
what  the  next  move  by  Russia  or  the 
satellite  powers  would  be,  and  we  lifted 
the  manpower  ceiling.  The  only  ques¬ 
tion  raised  was  as  to  how  long  we  were 
going  to  lift  it  for.  I  believe  that  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Nebraska 
stated  that  the  President  should  have  the 
power - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  raised  the  point  that  we 
should  not  have  an  open-end  ceiling  in 
the  manpower  bill  without  some  limita¬ 
tion.  When  former  Senator  Tydings 
presented  the  proposal,  I  asked  him  if 
he  would  not  agree  to  removing  the  ceil¬ 
ing  for  only  a  year.  He  said  no,  because 
he  felt  it  should  run  4  years  because  of 
the  enlistments.  I  stated  that  it  seemed 
to  me  that  there  should  be  some  limit 
fixed,  so  that  there  would  not  be  an  open- 
end  ceiling.  Finally  Senator  Tydings 
said,  “What  does  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  want?”  I  said  I  would  like  to 
have  a  limit  of  1  year  or  2  years,  but  that 
if  the  Senator  from  Maryland  would  con¬ 
sent  only  to  4  years,  I  would  rather  have 
that  than  nothing.  He  said,  “If  that  is 
what  the  Senator  wants,  all  right.”  My 
position  then  was,  and  now  is,  that  there 
should  not  be  an  open-end  ceiling  on 
manpower  forever.  The  Congress  should 
determine  the  policy. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  talked 
about  open-end  ceilings  last  summer, 
and  he  is  talking  about  numbers  of  men 
today. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 

Nebraska  did  not  raise  any  question  then 
as  to  any  constitutional  duty  to  impose 
a  limitation  on  the  numbers.  He 

merely  asked  that  there  be  some  expira- 
ration  date  for  the  suspension  of  any 
ceilings. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 

the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  question  was 

that  of  -  getting  manpower  for  Korea. 
If  a  similar  situation  were  to  develop 
today,  my  position  would  be  the  same. 
If  we  got  into  actual  war,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  suggested,  I  would  be  the  first  one 
to  vote  to  lift  the  3,500,000  ceiling  on  the 
recommendations  of  the  military,  but  I 
would  still  insist  that  a  suspension  of 
the  veiling  should  not  run  indefinitely 


or  permanently,  or  for  years  and  years 
to  come.  My  record  is  clear  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  is  always  resourceful.  He  was  in 
favor  of  a  limitation  of  time  when  the 
ceiling  was  suspended  last  summer. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  asked  for  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Today  the  Senator 
asks  for  the  imposition  of  a  limit  on  the 
number  of  men  to  be  called. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Certainly.  At  that 
time  we  were  at  war  in  Korea.  I  was 
not  quarreling  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  military,  but  I  wish  to  say 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  what  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  was  insisting  upon  was 
that  we  should  not  have  indefinitely  an 
open-end  ceiling  on  the  suspension.  It 
was  then  that  Senator  Tydings  agreed. 
He  said,  “The  Senator  has  a  point.”  He 
agreed  with  it,  and  he  wrote  in  the  year 
1954. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
same  amendment  which  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  proposed  last  summer  is 
in  the  present  bill.  We  extended  the 
suspension  of  the  ceiling  for  a  period  of 
4  years.  However,  today  the  Senator 
wishes  to  impose  his  judgment  as  to  the 
proper  number  of  men.  It  is  an  en¬ 
tirely  different  proposition  from  what 
he  talked  about  last  summer. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  At  that  time  there 
was  a  war.  It  was  said  that  we  needed 
men.  I  stated  that  I  agreed  with  the 
military.  Today,  I  submit  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator,  the  situation  so  far 
as  Europe  is  concerned — and  that  is 
what  we  are  raising  the  Army  for — is 
not  on  a  war  basis.  We  are  providing 
an  army  in  peacetime.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  go  along  with  the  Senator.  I 
respect  his  judgment.  I  would  go  along 
with  him  if  the  situations  were  parallel. 
But  I  think  that  in  peacetime  there 
should  be  a  limit  on  the  peacetime  Army. 

The  Senator  from  Georgia  is  a  member 
of  the  Appropriations  Committee.  He 
knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  it  is  necessary 
to  make  appropriations  fit  the  authori¬ 
zation  of  a  peacetime  army. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr,-  WHERRY.  Just  a  moment.  I 
want  the  Record  to  show  that  because 
of  the  Korean  situation  I  was  perfectly 
willing  to  lift  the  ceiling.  I  would  do  it 
again  if  we  got  into  war  in  Europe,  just 
as  the  Senator  from  Georgia  would  vote 
to  lift  the  ceiling.  Certainly  the  Senator 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  ought  to  determine 
the  policy  during  peacetime,  over  a  long 
period  of  years.  That  is  why  I  am  in 
favor  of  a  ceiling  today,  and  should  be. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senator  will 
indulge  me  for  a  moment,  I  should  like 
to  answer  the  statement  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  not  need  an 
answer. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senator  does 
not  object,  in  my  own  time  I  shall  under- 
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take  to  answer  it.  I  have  great  respect 
for  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  feeling  is  mutual. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  not  heard 
that  the  Korean  incident  was  over  yet. 
The  Senator  stated  that  he  voted  to 
raise  the  manpower  ceiling  at  that  time 
because  of  the  difficulty  in  Korea.  The 
difficulties  in  Korea  have  multiplied 
twentyfold  since  the  Senator  made  that 
statement,  because  the  Red  hordes  of 
China  have  poured  in  and  attacked  our 
troops  in  Korea,  thereby  making  the 
situation  much  graver  since  the  time  the 
Senator  says  he  favored  lifting  any  ceil¬ 
ing  because  of  the  situation  in  Korea. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  that  is  the  case, 
why  is  it  that  every  witness  who  came 
before  the  committee,  including  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  and  Assistant  Secretary  Anna 
Rosenberg,  testified  that  the  Army  they 
wanted  today  was  3,500,000?  I  am 
agreeable  to  that,  but  I  feel  that  in  the 
situation  we  have  now,  that  ought  to  be 
the  ceiling.  Unless  we  get  into  actual 
war,  we  should  not  suspend  the  ceiling 
now,  any  more  than  when  the  war  broke 
out  in  Korea.  That  was  a  situation, 
when  we  were  at  war;  and  when  we  are 
at  war  we  must  lift  the  ceiling. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
undertaking  to  point  out  to  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  that  the  same  language 
which  he  insisted  on  for  a  4-year  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  ceiling,  language  which 
was  passed  last  year,  is  carried  over 
into  the  present  bill.  Exactly  the  same 
language  which  he  proposed  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  is  in  this  bill.  The  situa¬ 
tion  in  Korea  has  undoubtedly  worsened 
since  that  time;  yet  the  Senator  now 
says  that  whereas  he  was  willing  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  ceiling  in  its  entirety  last  sum¬ 
mer,  he  now  feels  that  there  should  be 
a  rigid  limitation  upon  the  number  of 
men  in  the  armed  services. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  distinguished 
Senator  will  remember,  if  he  wants  to  be 
fair - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  hope  I  am  being 
fair - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  did  not  even  suggest  that 
the  ceiling  be  lifted  for  4  years.  I  sug¬ 
gested  1  year  or  2  years,  on  the  theory 
that  there  should  not  be  an  open-end 
ceiling,  and  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Congress  to  determine  the  policy.  The 
best  I  could  get  from  Senator  Tydings 
was  4  years,  and  I  took  that  rather  than 
nothing.  At  that  time  it  was  a  question 
of  suspending  a  ceiling  that  was  too  low 
to  get  the  Army  which  the  military  rec¬ 
ommended,  so  I  was  willing  to  suspend 
the  ceiling  temporarily. 

Now  we  come  to  the  evidence  in  peace¬ 
time,  if  you  please.  No  one  has  come  to 
us  and  suggested  more  troops  because  of 
the  situation  over  there.  The  military 
accepts  the  figure  of  3,500,000.  They 
have  not  asked  for  a  complete  suspen¬ 
sion.  They  have  justified  their  request 
on  the  basis  of  3,500,000.  So  far  as  ap¬ 
proving  the  ceiling  now  is  concerned,  the 
Congress  should  determine  the  policy,  on 


the  basis  of  the  justification  furnished 
by  the  military. 

There  is  nothing  contradictory  about 
the  matter.  They  wanted  to  lift  the 
ceiling  under  the  then  selective  service, 
and  the  fact  that  the  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  had  to  accept  4  years  in¬ 
stead  of  one  was  because  that  was  the 
only  limitation  he  was  able  to  secure  in 
the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  but  the  Senator 
previously  was  willing  to  suspend  the 
ceiling  completely,  and  I  insist  that  we 
have  less  peace  in  Korea  today  than  we 
did  at  the  time,  because  China  has  come 
into  the  war  in  Korea  since  that  action 
was  taken.  A  ceiling  is  more  dangerous 
today  than  it  was  last  summer  when  the 
Senate  removed  it  entirely  for  4  years. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Senators  from 
both  sides  of  the  aisle  have  continued 
to  come  to  me  and  ask  if  we  are  going  to 
vote  this  evening.  I  have  talked  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse].  He  is  willing  to  enter  into  a 
unanimous-consent  agreement  to  vote 
tomorrow.  If  we  can  enter  into  such  an 
agreement,  Senators  will  know  that  the 
vote  will  be  taken  tomorrow. 

Therefore,  I  propound  the  unanimous - 
consent  agreement  that  the  Senate  vote 
on  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  or  any  amend¬ 
ments  thereto,  or  any  modification 
thereof - 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  be¬ 
fore  the  Senator  presents  his  request, 
will  he  yield  to  me  for  a  moment? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
withdraw  my  motion  to  amend  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
to  increase  the  number  from  3,500,000  to 
4,000,000  men.  However,  I  want  to  serve 
notice  that  if  the  amendment  providing 
for  3,500,000  men  fails  of  adoption,  I 
shall  submit  an  amendment  to  place  the 
limit  at  the  figure  of  4,000,000  men. 

I  withdraw  my  amendment  simply  to 
give  the  Senate  an  opportunity  to  vote 
on  the  proposal  for  a  3,500,000  men  lim¬ 
itation.  I  feel  that  the  Senate  ought  to 
vote  on  that  question.  But  I  wish  to  say 
that  if  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  fails  of  adoption  I  shall 
submit  an  amendment  to  restrict  the 
number  to  4,000,000. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  tomorrow, 
between  the  hours  of  12  o’clock  noon 
and  1:30  p.  m.,  debate  on  the  pending 
amendment  proposed  today  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse],  shall  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled  respec¬ 
tively  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  and  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell];  that  at  the  hour  of  1:30 
p.  m.  the  Senate  proceed  to  vote  without 
further  debate  upon  the  amendment, 
provided  that  no  amendment  or  amend¬ 
ments  have  been  proposed  thereto  in  the 
meantime ;  that  in  the  event  an  amend¬ 
ment  or  amendments  have  been  pro¬ 
posed  thereto,  debate  on  any  such 
amendment  or  amendments  shall  be 
limited  to  20  minutes,  to  be  equally 


divided  and  controlled,  respectively,  by 
the  mover  of  any  such  amendment  and 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell],  provided  that  no  amend¬ 
ment  shall  be  received  that  is  not  ger¬ 
mane  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
amendment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  and  I  do  not  ex¬ 
pect  to  object,  may  I  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader  whether  my 
understanding  is  correct  that  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement  just  now  pro¬ 
posed  applies  only  to  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  or  any 
amendment  thereto? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  And  to  no  other 
amendments  or  the  bill  itself? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserv-  * 
ing  the  right  to  object,  and  I  do  not  ex¬ 
pect  to  object,  I  want  to  ask  the  major¬ 
ity  leader  a  question.  Am  I  correct  in 
my  understanding  that  under  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement,  if  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  my  amendment  is  offered,  then 
the  time  is  extended  for  20  minutes  be¬ 
yond  1 :30,  with  10  minutes  given  to  each 
side? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  is  correct. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  That  is 
the  understanding  of  the  Chair. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  unanimous- 
consent  request  of  the  Senator  from  Ari¬ 
zona  [Mi*.  McFarland]?  The  Chair 
hears  none,  and  the  agreement  is  en¬ 
tered  into. 

The  unanimous-consent  request  as 
subsequently  reduced  to  writing  is  as 
follows: 

Ordered,  That  on  the  calendar  day  of 
Wednesday,  March  7,  1951,  between  the 
hours  of  12  o’clock  noon  and  1:30  p.  m., 
debate  on  the  pending  amendment  (let¬ 
tered  “C”)  proposed  by  Mr.  Morse  on  to¬ 
day  (March  6)  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide 
for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a 
universal  training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes,  shall  be  equally  divided  and  con¬ 
trolled,  respectively,  by  Mr.  Morse  and  Mr. 
Russell;  that  at  the  hour  of  1:30  p.  m.,  the 
Senate  proceed  to  vote  without  further  de¬ 
bate  upon  the  said  amendment:  Provided, 
That  no  amendment  or  amendments  have 
been  proposed  thereto  in  the  meantime;  that 
in  the  event  an  amendment  or  amendments 
have  been  proposed  thereto,  debate  on  any 
such  amendment  or  amendments  shall  be 
limited  to  20  minutes,  to  be  equally  divided 
and,  controlled,  respectively,  by  the  mover 
of  any  such  amendment  and  Mr.  Russell: 
Provided,  That  no  amendment  shall  be  re¬ 
ceived  that  is  not  germane  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  said  amendment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  distinguished  majority  leader 
a  question.  I  do  so  in  all  seriousness,  in 
an  endeavor  to  help,  to  be  cooperative. 
Is  it  the  intention  of  the  majority  leader 
to  have  a  night  session  tomorrow  night, 
in  view  of  the  lateness  of  the  session  to¬ 
night? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  is  our  in¬ 
tention.  The  pending  legislation  is  ex¬ 
tremely  important.  I  shall  be  guided 
by  the  situation  tomorrow.  If  action  is 
completed  on  the  bill  at  a  sufficiently 
early  hour  tomorrow,  we  shall  not  have 
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a  night  session.  I  am  sorry  we  have 
been  delayed  today.  I  thought  we  could 
have  remained  in  session  until  8  o’clock 
and  made  more  progress.  But  that  is 
part  of  the  working  of  democracy,  as  it 
operates  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  in  view 
of  the  unanimous -consent  agreement  j 
which  has  been  entered  unto,  and  with  j 
the  expectation  that  I  shall  be  able  to  ; 
secure  at  least  5  minutes  of  time  tomor¬ 
row  to  conclude  my  remarks,  I  shall  have 
no  objection  now  to  yielding  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arizona  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  a  recess. 

'V  "  m!UUTiV:n388^Uir"  . -j 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sider  ation^of  executive  business. 

The  motioiKwa;  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  businesss.X 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  If  there 
are  no  reports  of  committees,  the  nomi¬ 
nations  on  the  calendar  are  irNqtfer. 

UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  JUDGES 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination.^ 
of  Daniel  Holcombe  Thomas  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  southern 
district  of  Alabama. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  nomination  is  con¬ 
firmed.  * 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
say  that  the  office  of  United  States  dis¬ 
trict  judge  for  the  southern  district 
Alabama,  to  which  office  Daniel 
combe  Thomas  has  been  nominate! 
confirmed,  has  been  vacant  sinde  ap¬ 
proximately  the  first  day  of  November. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  thyt  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  be  notified  forthwith  of  this 
confirmation  in  order  ihat  there  may 
not  be  further  delay  iiC  the  carrying  out 
of  the  duties  of  this  office.  There  is 
great  need  that  the  judge  may  be  in  his 
office  performing  its  duties  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  desire  to  cooperate 
with  mjr"  distinguished  colleague.  Be- 
causa-nf  the  condition  of  the  docket  the 
Senator  desires  the  President  to  be  noti¬ 
fied  forthwith,  does  he  not? 
f  Mr.  HILL.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  I  hesitate  to  make 
exceptions,  but  in  this  case,  on  the  word 
of  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ala¬ 
bama,  I  agree  to  the  immediate  notifica¬ 
tion  of  the  confirmation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  President  will  be  noti¬ 
fied  immediately  of  the  confirmation  of 
the  nomination. 

The  clerk  will  state  the  next  nomina¬ 
tion  on  the  Executive  Calendar. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Hon.  Charles  J.  McNamee  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  northern 
district  of  Ohio. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 
UNITED  STATES  JUDGE  FOR  THE  DIS¬ 
TRICT  COURT  OF  GUAM 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  Paul  D.  Shriver  to  be  United  States 
judge  for  the  district  court  of  Guam. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  /Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is.  confirmed. 

UNITED  STATES  ATTORNEYS 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  United  States  at¬ 
torneys.  f 

.  The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the'  nominations  of  United 
StateXattorneys  will  be  confirmed  en 
bloc.  X 

UNITED  STATES  MARSHALS 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  United  States 
larshals. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nominations  of  United 
States  marshals  will  be  confirmed  en 
bloc. 

COLLECTOR  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  George  G.  Jeck  to  be  collector  of  in¬ 
ternal  revenue  for  the  district  of  Iowa. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  that  the  President  be  immediately 
notified  of  the  nominations  this  day 
confirmed. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  a  question.  If  we  do 
not  immediately  notify  the  President  of 
the  confirmation  of  the  nominations. 


how  long  a  time  will  elapse  before  the 
President  can  be  notified  under  the  rule? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  would  extend  for  the  nex^.  2  days 
of  actual  executive  session  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  President  will  be  imme¬ 
diately  notified  of  the  nominations  this 
day  confirmed. 

.RECESS 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  As  in  legislative 
session,  I  move  that  the  Senate  stand 
in  recess  until  tomorrow  at  12  o’clock 
noon. 

,The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at 
^o’clock  and  26  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Sen- 
ate  took  a  recess  until  tomorrow, 
Wednesday,  March  7,  1951,  at  12  o’clock 
meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  March  6  (legislative  day  of 
January  29),  1951: 

United  States  District  Judges 

Daniel  Holcombe  Thomas  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  southern  dis¬ 
trict  of  Alabama. 

Hon.  Charles  J.  McNamee,  to  be  United 
States  district  judge  for  the  northern  district 
of  Ohio. 

United  States  Judge  for  the  District  Court 
of  Guam 

Paul  D.  Shriver  to  be  United  States  judge 
for  the  District  Court  of  Guam. 

United  States  Attorneys 

John  P.  Cowart  to  be  United  States  attor¬ 
ney  for  the  middle  district  of  Georgia. 

J.  Ellis  Mundy  to  be  United  States  attor¬ 
ney  for  the  northern  district  of  Georgia. 

J.  Saxton  Daniel  to  be  United  States  attor¬ 
ney  for  the  southern  district  of  Georgia. 

James  G.  Mackey  to  be  United  States  at¬ 
torney  for  Guam. 

Joseph  E.  Brown  to  be  United  States  attor¬ 
ney  for  the  southern  district  of  Mississippi. 

United  States  Marshals 

Edward  B.  Doyle  to  the  United  States  mar¬ 
shal  for  the  middle  district  of  Georgia. 

Joseph  Henry  Young  to  be  United  States 
marshal  for  the  southern  district  of  Georgia. 

James  R.  Wright  to  be  United  States  mar¬ 
shal  for  the  northern  district  of  Texas. 

Collector  of  Internal  Revenue 

George  G.  Jeck  to  be  collector  of  internal 
revenue  for  the  district  of  Iowa. 


No.  40 - 11 


1* 


/ 


- 


*• 


:  ■ 

' 

r, 

S*- 


N 


% 


/ 


_ 


OF 


CONGRESSIONAL  PROCEEDINGS 


Ad  j  ournnent . 6,15 

C.C.C . 23 

Conservation . 26 

Contracts . 3 

Cotton . 11 


. J OF  INTEREST  TO  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

OFFICE  OF  BUDGET  AND  FINANCE  Issued  Mar.  S,  1951 

Division  of  Legislative  Reports  For  actions  of  Mar.  7,  1551 

(For  Department  staff  only)  S2nd-lst,  ITo.  4l 

CONTENTS 

Lands . l4  Prices,  farn . 2,24,25 

La w,  adninistrativc . 21  Purchasing . 3 

Legislative  program. .  .6,15  E.F.C . 13»12 

Mach  i ncry ,  farn . 24  Roads . 19 

Military  training . 7  Soil  conservation . l6 

Dairy  industry . 12  Domination . 10  Taxation . 14,17,22 

Electrification . 29  Organisation,  executive.  2, 13  Transport  at  ion . 29 

Expenditures . 5>27  Peanuts . 1  Water  utilization . 20 

Inflation . 4  Personnel.  ....  .10 , 17, 22,  22  Wheat . 24 

Labor,  farn . 9»24  Prices,  control . 11 

telGHLICrHTS:  House  passed  peanut-quotas  bill.  House  Rules  Committee  cleared  oner- 
gene;/-  reorganization  bill.  Both  Houses  received  conference  report  on  contract— rene¬ 
gotiation  bill.  Senate  confirmed  Ranspcck  nomination.  Sen.  Ell  order  inserted  and 
discussed  report  on  farn  prices  in  relation  to  food  prices.  Senate  debated  military¬ 
training  bill,  agreeing  to  amendment  fixing  4,000,000  ceiling  on  armed  forces  on  ac¬ 
tive  duty. 

HOUSE 


>EA1FJTS.  Passed,  160-126,  without  amendment  H.  R.  26l5»  to  provide  for  incr 
'1?»JC<eage  allotments  and  marketing  quotas  for  certain  types  of  peanuts  (pp, 

75)  A^ejectcd,  174-212,  a  Heselton  notion  to  recommit  the  bi J1  (p. 

During  t^bsdebate  Rep.  Beckworth,  Tex.,  criticized  controls  on  spa#!  farmers  and 
inserted  var?Hts?  letters  from  this  Department  on  the  bill  (p^^*2l67-7C) .  . 


2.  REORG-AHI ZAT I01T.  The  Committee  reported,  a  resolution,  for  debate  on  E.  R« 

1545,  the  emergency  reorganization  bill  (p.  21gj^rlh  e  Majority  Leader  announc¬ 
ed  that  this  bill  will  be  detfe<qd  today,  (p»  2151  )• 

3.  COITRACT  REFSG-GT IAT I  ON .  Both  HouseaJWS^ved  the  conference  report  oft.H,  R. 

1724,  the  contract— renegotiat io^*!mll  (pp^>^177"*SO ,  212l).  (H.  Rept.  213*) 


4.  IUFLATIOIT.  Rep.  SilceSj^Pfal,  said  the  administral 
stand  against  inflation  (p.  2l4S). 


should  take  a  stronger 


5.  SXPEHDITURJ^f^1 Rep .  Mason,  Ill.,  spoke  in  favor  of  reducing  GoV^nnent  expendi- 
tures-j^lT2l49) . 

^•EASTER  RECESS.  Majority  Leader  McCormack  Announced  that  "the  leadership 

House  have  agreed  on  a  recess  for  the  House  from  March  22  to  April  2"  (p.  21 


SENATE 


7.  MILITARY  TRAIITIFG.  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military-training  selective- 
service  bill  (pp.  2105-29,  2131-2,  2145-7).  Agreed  to  an  amondmont  by  Sen. 
Morse,  as  amended  by  an  amendment  by  Sen.  Robertson,  to  place  a  ceiling  of 
4  million  on  active— duty  personnel  of  the  armed  forces,  by  a.  vote  of  J  1 


(pp.  2106— 19)«  Rejected,  an  amendment  by  Sen.  McMahon  to  fix  the  ceiling  at 
5  million  (to.  2113-7 ) *  Reached  an  agreement  to  limit  debate  on  regaining  im¬ 
portant  amendments  and  to  vote,  of  the  hill  Thurs.,  Mar.  8  (pp.  213S-S). 


FARM  PRIORS.  Sen.  Ellender  inserted  and  discussed  reports  of  the  Agriculturoy 
and  Forestry  Committee  on  prices  of  agricultural  commodities  received  by 
farmers  in  relation  to  retail  food  prices,  and  on  trends  in  farm  income  (jrfo* 

Vl  29-31) • 


9' 


FARM,  LABOR.  Sen.  Ellender  announced  that  the  .Agriculture  and  Forestry*’  Commit¬ 
tee  ip  to  hold  hearings  beginning;  Mar.  13  on  bills  to  import  foreigjh  agricul¬ 
tural  \abor  (p.  2129). 


10, 


EOMIEATIOle*  Confirmed  unanimously  the  nomination  of  Robert  Ramrneck  to  be  Civi*1 
Service  Commissioner  (tt.  21 45,  21 47) .  Several  Senators  commended  Mr.  San  spec’. 


(t  .  2lU"5 ) . 


11.  COTTOE  PRICES.  deceived  a  Dallas  (Tex.)  Cotton  Exchange  ,^ind  Dallas  Cotton 


Shippers  Assn,  resolution  relating  to  the  piecing  of  gelling  prices  on  raw 
cotton  (p.  2139)*  \ 


/ 


< 


12. 


DAIRY  IEDUSTRY.  Sen.  tfelep  inserted  a  Wisconsin  D^lry  Federation  statement 
favoring  the  alloca.t  iorXpf  sufficient  materials /to  insure  a  full  supply  of 
milk  and  dairy  products  (\.  2l4o)’» 


13- 


RFC  REORGAEI ZAT I  OF .  The  Banx^ig  end  Cur  re  no/  Committee  discussed  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  1,  regarding  RFC,  decided  talce  no  action  on  the  plan  as  a 

conmittee,,  (p.  D162) . 


i4. 


PAYMEETS  IE  LIEU  OF  TAXES.  RocciveVa^  S.  Dak.  Legislature  resolution  favoring 
payments  to  States  and  local  governments  of  amounts  equivalent  to  taxes  when 
lands  arc  removed  from  the  tax  brj£  bjjfc.  Federal  agencies  (p.  2138). 


15. 


EASTER  RECESS.  Majority  Leadeu/McFa.rland\.nnounced  that  the  Sena.te  is  to  talce 
a  brief  Easter  recess  upon  completion  of  aH;tion  on  the  following  measures: 

Call  of  the  calendar  for  uiyro jeeted-to  billsfo  S.  723,  to  amend  the  Subversive V 
Control  Act;  S.  J.  Res.  39^  t o  continue  rent  kgntrols  until  June  30,  1951: 

S.  Res,  8,  on  sending  tjjrops  to  Europe;  and  S.  the  military  training  bill 

(pp.  2120—1) . 


BILLS  IBTROUJCED 


16. 

17. 


SOIL  COESERYATIOE/  H.  R.  30>1 »  by  Rep.  Granger,  Utah,  ^  amend  the  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  and  Borne s tic  Allotment  Act;  to  Agriculture  Committee  (p.  2184). 


PERSOEHEL.  ilC  R.  8122,  by  Rep.  Perkins,  Ky. ,  to  amend  the  cWil  Service  Re¬ 
tirement  °f  May  29 »  1930 »  to  provide  minimum  annuity  paynVit s  of  $100  a 
month  tq/certain  officers  and.  onnloyces;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
Committ'oe  (p.  2185).  \ 

JK  1068,  by  Sen.  Smith  (E.J.)  (for  himself  and  Sen.  Hendricksoi) ,  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  compensation  of  a  Federal  officer  or  employee  shall  be  subject  to 
Sj^te  ta,x  only  in  the  State  whore  his  is  domiciled;  to  Finance  Committee  (p. 


R.F.C.  H.  R.  3101,  by  Rep.  Buffett,  Eebr.,  H.  R.  3107,  by  Rep.  Kean,  E.  J> 
and  H.  R.  JllS,  by  Rep.  Eorblad,  Oreg. ,  for  the  liquidation  of  the  assets  a)1 
winding  up  of  the  affairs  of  RFC;  to  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  (p.  2184) 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  7  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Langer  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  At  the  end 
of  the  bill  add  a  new  section  as  follows : 

1  Sec.  .  (a)  Section  12  (b)  (1)  of  the  Internal 

2  Revenue  Code,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 

3  last  thirteen  lines  in  the  table  contained  therein  and  insert- 

4  ing  in  lieu  thereof  the  following : 

“Over  $22,000  but  not  over  $25,000 _ $7,720  plus  56%  of  excess  over 

$22,000. 

“Over  $25,000  _  100%  of  excess  over  $25,000.” 

5  (b)  Section  12  (c)  (2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 

6  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  last  sentence 

7  therein. 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  7  (legislative  day,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENTS 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Capehart  to  the  bill  (8.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  uni¬ 
versal  training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz: 

1  On  page  83,  beginning  with  line  3,  strike  out  all  through 

2  line  19  on  page  84. 

3  On  page  84,  line  20,  strike  out  “  (2)  ”  and  insert  in  hen 

4  thereof  “(d)  (1)”. 

5  On  page  86,  line  10,  strike  out  “  (3)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

6  thereof  “(2)”. 

7  On  page  86,  line  11,  strike  out  “  (2)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

8  thereof  “  ( 1 ) 

9  On  page  86,  line  18,  strike  out  “  (4)  ”  and  insert  in  lieu 

10  thereof  “(3)”. 

11  On  page  87,  strike  out  lines  14  through  24,  inclusive, 

12  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
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“(2)  Any  person  wlio,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a 
full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or 
similar  institution,  shall  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to 
the  local  board,  be  deferred  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to 
pursue  such  course  of  instruction;  if —  ;  <  -- f 

(A)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  freshman;  * 

(B)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  sophomore  and  ranked  in 
the  upper  half  of  his  freshman  class ; 

“  (C)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  junior  and  ranked  in  the 
upper  two-thirds  of  his  sophomore  class; 

“(D)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  senior  and  ranked  in  the 
upper  three-fourths  of  his  junior  class;  or 

“(E)  he  is  pursuing,  or  has  been  accepted  by  an 
established  graduate  school  to  pursue,  a  course  of  study 
leading  to  a  graduate  degree  and  ranked  in  the  upper 
half  of  his  senior  class.  i 

For  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  the  term  ‘full-time  course  of 
instruction’  shall  mean  a  course  of  instruction  which  requires 
the  enrollment  of  a  student  for  a  period  equivalent  to  at 
least  forty-five  weeks  out  of  each  calendar  year.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized  to  provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of 
the  costs  of  tuition,  books,  laboratory  fees,  subsistence,  travel, 
and  other  necessary  expenses  of  any  person  selected  to  en¬ 
gage  in  such  study  and  research  as  the  President  finds  that 
such  person  is  unable  to  defray  without  undue  hardship, 


3 


1  Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the 

2  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under 

3  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  train- 

4  ing  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for 

5  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 
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IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

March  7  (legislative  clay,  January  29),  1951 
Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table  and  to  be  printed 


AMENDMENT 

Intended  to  be  proposed  by  Mr.  Langek  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  purposes,  viz:  At  the  end 
of  the  bill  add  a  new  section  as  follows : 

1  Sec.  .  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  102  of  the 

2  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as 

3  fohows : 

4  “(a)  Imposition  of  Tax. — There  shall  be  levied, 

5  collected,  and  paid  for  each  taxable  year  (in  addition  to  other 

6  taxes  imposed  by  this  chapter)  upon  the  net  income  of  every 

7  corporation  accumulating  earnings  or  profits  instead  of  divid- 

8  ing  or  distributing  such  earnings  or  profits,  a  surtax  of  100 


3-7-51 - B 
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1  per  centum  of  the  amount  of  the  undistributed  section  102 

2  net  income.” 

3  (b).  Subsections  (b)  and  (c)  of  such  section  are  hereby 

4  repealed. 
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No.  41 


Senate 


The  Senate  met  at  12  o’clock  meridian, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  recess. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer : 

Our  Father  God,  who  hast  ordained 
that  in  trial  we  shall  find  our  triumph 
and  who  art  our  hope  and  strength :  We 
turn  from  the  dust  and  drudgery  of 
draining  toil  to  the  crystal  waters  of 
Thy  restoring  grace.  Out  of  the  night 
that  covers  us  we  come  groping  up  altar 
stairs  to  the  light  that  never  fails.  For 
our  day,  with  all  its  sinister  renewal  of 
injustice,  misery,  and  ruthless  regimen¬ 
tation  that  robs  men  of  their  freedom, 
make  us  children  of  the  light,  harbingers 
of  the  day.  Thou  seest  us  plunged  into 
the  most  fateful  struggle  of  human  his¬ 
tory:  To  those  called  to  steer  the  ship 
of  state  in  mountainous  seas,  give  Thy 
wisdom  and  strength  of  mind  and  heart 
to  be  steadfast  for  the  things  that  belong 
to  our  peace  and  our  salvation. 

With  the  rapture  of  high  resolve,  being 
done  with  lesser  things,  gird  us  with 
might  to  clear  across  the  ravaged  earth 
a  highway  for  the  feet  of  our  God  whose 
kingdom  has  no  frontiers.  In  the 
deemer’s  name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  McFarland,  ahd  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Tuesday, 
March  6,  1951,  was  dispensed  with. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  its 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the  House 
had  passed,  without  amendment,  the 
following  bills  of  the  Senate: 

S.  44.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  E.  Turri 
and  Edward  H.  Turri; 

S.  45.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfred  F. 
Bosche;  and  / 

S.  46.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Ruth  Obre 
Dubonnet. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  passed  the  following  bills,  in 
which  it  requested  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senat,^: 

H Jr.  588.  An  act  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  District  Court  for  the  Territory  of 
Alaska  to  hear,  determine,  and  render  judg¬ 
ment  upon  certain  claims  of  William  Bergen; 


( Legislative  day  of  Monday,  January  29,  1951) 

H.  R.  591.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  R.  J. 
Scheuerman,  Daniel  Fuller,  W.  Hardesty,  and 
John  M.  Ward; 

H.  R.  593.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Cleo  C. 
Reeves,  Floyd  L.  Murphy,  and  Fabian  P. 
Durand; 

H.  R.  594.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Japhet  K. 
Anvil  and  Howard  A.  Monroe; 

H.  R.  609.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Carroll  L. 
Vickers; 

H.  R.  626.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Helmuth 
Wolf  Gruhl; 

H.  R.  646.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Inez 
B.  Copp  and  George  T.  COpp; 

H.  R.  656.  An  act  td  confer  jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  New  Mexico  to  hear,  determine, 
and  render  judgment  upon  the  claim  of  A1 
Parker;  / 

H.  R.  703.  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  the  estate 
of  D.  A.  Montgomery; 

H.  R.  725.  An  act  to  confer  jurisdiction  on 
the  Court  at  Claims  of  the  United  States  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  upon 
the  claini  of  the  Hawaiian  Airlines,  Ltd.; 

H.  R/737.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Judith 
Leone  Banks; 

H.  R.  787.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Camillo 
James  Albano; 

H.  R.  791.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bror 


/ 


Re- 


Rainer  Heikel, 

H.  R.  849.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Eleanor  K.  Savidge; 

H.  R.  883.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Jo¬ 
hanna  Hampton; 

H..R.  901.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  Janet  and  Daisy  Wong  to  the  United 
States; 

H.  R.  1120.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William 
Yinson  Lee; 

H.  R.  1141.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Saint 
Patrick  Hospital  and  the  Western  Montana 
Clinic; 

H.  R.  1150.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mario 
Pucci,  Giacomo  Favettj,  Giuseppe  Omati, 
Vincenzo  Andreani,  Lambruno  Sarzaninl,  and 
Alessandro  Costa; 

H.  R.  1164.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Pietro 
Giannettino; 

H.  R.  1264.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jacque¬ 
lyn  Shelton; 

H.  R.  1268.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Jirl 
Liska; 

H.  R.  1421.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Fer¬ 
nand  Van  Den  Branden; 

H.  R.  1438.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 
Ingeborg  Ruth  Sattler  McLaughlin; 

H.  R.  1590.  An  act  for  the  reimbursement 
Of  the  S.  A.  Healy  Co.; 

H.  R.  1692.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Chester 
A.  Macomber; 

H.  R.  1854.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Maria 
Roza  Tarnowska; 


H.  R.  2304.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Bernard 


/ 


F.  Elmers; 

H.  R.  2580.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alton 
Bramer; 

H.  R.  2622.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  -  John 
J.  Frankljn,  James  H.  Bradford,  William  M. 
Orr  Co.,  and  Alex  Maier;  7 

H.  R.  2713.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Lt. 
Comdr.  Evan  L.  Krogh; 

H.  R.  2714.  An  act  for  the  relie/  of  Marcelle 
Lecomte; 

H.  R.  2726.  An  act  for  the  Lief  of  Daniel 
Lindsey  Payne;  and 

H.  R.  2791.  An  ack  for  tl  relief  of  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Richard  E.  Deafe 


The  message  fur 
the  House  had  agre 


resolution  (S.  Con, 


announced  that 
the  concurrent 
7)  favoring  the 


of  deportation 


certain 


suspension 

aliens.  /  \ 

The  messagar  also  announced  that  the 
House  had  agreed  to  the  concurrent  res¬ 
olution  (S./Con.  Res.  6)  favoring  the 
suspension  of  deportation  of  certain 
aliens,  with  amendments,  in  which  it  re¬ 
quested/the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The/message  further  announced  that 
the  Eiouse  had  agreed  to  a  concurrent 
resolution  (H.  Con.  Res.  62)  favoring  the 
granting  of  the  status  of  permanent  res¬ 
idence  to  certain  aliens,  in  which  it  re¬ 
quested  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse].  Under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement  entered  into,  the  time  be¬ 
tween  now  and  1:30  is  equally  divided 
and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  address  an  inquiry  to  my  good  friend 
from  Georgia  as  to  whether  he  would 
join  with  me  in  suggesting  the  absence 
of  a  quorum,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  time  consumed  in  calling  the 
roll  be  charged  equally  to  me  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  agree  to  the  suggestion  of 
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the  Senator  from  Oregon.  However,  I 
have  had  a  number  of  requests  from 
Senators  who  wish  to  speak  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  between  now  and  1:30. 
Therefore,  I  have  no  objection  to  in¬ 
augurating  a  quorum  call,  provided  it 
can  be  rescinded  later.  Would  the  Sen¬ 
ator  object  to  rescinding  the  quorum  call 
later? 

Mr.  MORSE.  It  would  be  perfectly 
agreeable  to  me.  Does  the  Senator  wish 
to  proceed  with  the  debate  at  this  time? 

I  believe  he  was  in  the  process  of  making 
some  remarks  when  the  Senate  recessed 
loot  pvpninsr 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  like  to  pro¬ 
ceed,  because  I  do  not  know  how  much 
time  will  be  available  for  members  of 
the  committee  who  wish  to  express  them¬ 
selves  on  the  pending  question.  I  think 
the  Senator’s  suggestion  is  a  good  one, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to  join  with  him, 
provided  he  will  not  object  later  to  re¬ 
scinding  the  call. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Very  well.  I  sugguest 
the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  absence 
of  a  quorum  has  been  suggested.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  for 
the  quorum  call  be  vacated,  and  that 
further  proceedings  thereunder  be  dis¬ 
pensed  with. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  will 
take  10  minutes  at  this  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wish  to 
review  very  quickly  the  thesis  of  my 
argument  in  support  of  my  amendment 
to  place  a  limitation  or  ceiling  on  the 
number  of  men  in  the  armed  services  at 
the  present  time,  subject  to  the  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Defense  Establishment 
is  free  at  any  time  to  come  before  the 
Armed  Services  Committees  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  show  that  there  is  need  for 
raising  the  ceiling.  Primarily  the  basis 
of  my  argument  is  that  it  is  the  clear 
constitutional  obligation  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  under  sections  of 
the  Constitution  which  impose  upon  it 
the  obligation  to  raise  an  Army,  to  im¬ 
pose  such  a  check.  It  is  very  important 
that  we  safeguard  the  American  people 
now  from  the  danger  of  giving  to  the 
military  a  broad  discretion  to  raise  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  their  discretion  and  with¬ 
out  first  clearing  the  top  number  with 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  as 
many  men  as  they  deem  necessary  under 
the  manpower  bill  which  we  are  pres¬ 
ently  considering  and  undoubtedly  will 
pass. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  in  the 
years  to  come  the  debate  we  are  having 
on  this  issue  will  be  recognized  as  a  his¬ 
toric  debate,  because  we  are  about  to 
determine  whether  or  not  we  are  going 
to  demonstrate  to  the  world  the  way  in 
which  democracy  works,  even  in  an 
emergency. 


It  has  been  said  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  that  Stalin  has  no  ceilings  on  his 
manpower;  but  I  assume  that  that  argu¬ 
ment  must  rest  upon  the  implication 
that  we  ought  to  meet  fire  with  fire.  I 
say  that  there  is  a  better  way  to  meet  the 
fire  of  communism  at  the  present  time, 
and  that  is  to  demonstrate  to  the  world 
that  the  operation  of  constitutional 
processes  in  the  United  States  is  such 
that  even  in  an  emergency  we  apply 
checks  and  balances  under  our  system  of 
government. 

It  was  argued  in  a  colloquy  between 
the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland] 
and  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  last  night  that  if  my  amend¬ 
ment  were  adopted,  then  in  time  of 
emergency  the  hands  of  the  President 
would  be  tied  so  far  as  calling  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  into  service  is  concerned. 
That  is  simply  not  so.  I  have  checked 
into  that  question.  I  invite  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  to  United  States  Code, 
title  32,  section  81  (a).  Let  me  say  that 
I  checked  this  morning  with  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  officials,  and  they  also  take 
the  position  that  the  statement  made  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  last  night  does  not 
conform  to  the  way  the  law  would  oper¬ 
ate  so  far  as  the  power  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  is  concerned.  The 
section  reads  as  follows: 

Whenever  the  United  States  is  invaded  or 
in  danger  of  invasion  from  any  foreign 
nation,  or  of  rebellion  against  the  authority 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or 
the  President  is  unable,  with  the  regular 
forces  at  his  command,  to  execute  the  laws 
of  the  Union,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  call  for  such  number  of  the  militia 
of  the  State  or  of  the  States  or  Territories 
or  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  to  repel  such  invasion,  sup¬ 
press  such  rebellion,  or  to  enable  him  to 
execute  such  laws — 

I  am  advised  this  morning  by  high 
legal  authority  that  there  is  no  question, 
should  an  emergency  develop  of  the 
nature  envisioned  or  conjectured  last 
night  by  the  Senator  from  Florida  and 
the  Senator  from  Georgia,  that  the 
President  would  have  the  authority  im¬ 
mediately  to  act  to  meet  the  emergency. 

He  has  another  recourse  if  the  emer¬ 
gency  postulated  by  my  good  friends 
should  come  to  pass,  and  that  is  his 
power  under  martial  law.  However,  I 
assume  that  the  gentlemen  in  the  Penta¬ 
gon  Building  are  not  going  to  be  asleep 
as  world  conditions  change.  As  they 
come  near  to  the  point  of  3,500,000,  if 
they  can  make  a  case  for  a  greater  num¬ 
ber  of  men,  they  will  appear  at  the 
Capitol  and  show  us  the  necessity  of 
raising  the  ceiling  to  meet  new  condi¬ 
tions.  That  is  the  system  of  checks  and 
balances  in  operation. 

In  this  argument  I  do  not  intend  to  let 
the  opposition  get  away  from  the  fact 
that  what  they  are  actually  proposing  is 
that  we  give  blanket  authority  to  the 
Pentagon  to  make  use  of  the  manpower 
law  which  we ,  are  passing  to  raise  as 
many  men  as  their  discretion  tells  them 
they  ought  to  raise,  without  obtaining 
approval  from  the  Congress. 

It  has  been  said  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  that  we  do  not  know  what  may 


happen  in  case  of  the  outbreak  of  war, 
it  might  be  an  atomic  war.  My  good 
friend  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  says 
that  the  Capitol  may  be  blown  up  and 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
may  disappear,  and  that,  therefore,  we 
ought  not  to  establish  a  ceiling  in  the 
bill.  I  think  that  is  a  fantastic  argu¬ 
ment,  quite  unrealistic.  We  know  that 
under  such  conditions,  in  that  kind  of 
emergency,  the  country  necessarily 
would  be  blanketed  with  what  amounted 
to  martial  law.  We  would  proceed  under 
the  doctrine  of  self-preservation  to  use 
our  forces  and  to  call  out  what  forces 
were  needed  under  a  martial  law  situa¬ 
tion.  I  say  that  a  restriction  or  ceiling 
in  the  bill  would  have  no  effect,  and  no 
relationship  whatsover  to  that  kind  of 
emergency.  I  believe  that  what  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  did  when  he  used 
that  argument  was  to  try  to  substitute 
fantasy  for  realism  in  this  debate. 

I  wish  to  reply  again  to  the  argument 
about  the  check  which  we  have  on  appro¬ 
priations.  The  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George],  who  said  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  yesterday  that  he 
intends  to  support  my  amendment,  made 
very  clear  the  point  that  the  appropria¬ 
tion  check  is  not  an  effective  check  at  all, 
because  it  is  a  check  applied  after  the 
fact.  As  the  Senator  from  Georgia  im¬ 
plied  in  his  argument,  we  might  just  as 
well  face  the  fact  that  if  we  give  this 
blanket  authority  to  the  Pentagon,  and 
they  raise  the  Armed  Forces  above  3,500,- 
000  and  then  come  and  tell  us  that  that 
has  been  done,  there  will  not  be  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Appropriations  Committee 
who  will  not  then  vote  them  the  funds 
to  carry  out  the  commitments  which 
they  have  made. 

As  my  colleague,  the  senior  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  so  well 
pointed  out  yesterday  in  support  of  the 
argument  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  George],  what  is  being  proposed 
when  we  suggest  that  the  Appropriations 
Committee  be  used  as  a  check  is  that  the 
Appropriations  Committee  pass  upon 
questions  of  military  policy  rather  than 
upon  pure  questions  of  financing  obliga¬ 
tions  incurred  or  about  to  be  incurred, 
or  proposed  to  be  incurred  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  pursuance  of  policy  pre¬ 
viously  established  by  the  Congress. 

Frequently  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
we  protest  and  object,  under  the  rules 
of  the  Senate,  if  the  Appropriations 
Committee  brings  in  a  legislative  pro¬ 
posal  in  a  bill  reported  by  it. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  will  take  one  more 
minute. 

I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  the  appro¬ 
priation  check  is  not  an  effective  check. 
The  check  that  will  be  effective  is  to 
say  to  the  Military  Establishment:  “Come 
to  Congress  whenever  you  can  show  the 
need  for  more  men;  we  will  give  you  a 
quick  hearing,  and  we  will  give  you  the 
men  that  you  can  show,  on -the  facts, 
you  need.” 

There  is  one  other  point  I  want  to 
answer  at  this  time  in  the  debate,  Mr. 
President,  and  if  I  should  run  over  the 
remaining  minute,  I  will  take  the  addi- 
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tional  time  needed.  Emphasis  has  been 
placed  on  the  fact  that  last  August,  in  the 
Korean  emergency,  we  removed  the  ceil¬ 
ing.  I  want  to  say  two  things  about  that. 
In  my  opinion,  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  made  very  adequate 
response  to  that  suggestion  when  he 
pointed  out  the  representations  which 
were  made,  at  least  on  the  House  side, 
at  the  time  the  ceiling  was  removed,  when 
it  was  definitely  stated  that  the  action 
then  taken  was  not  to  be  considered  a 
precedent,  and  when  it  was  pointed  out 
that  the  whole  Selective  Service  Act 
would  have  to  be  reviewed  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  again  before  July  1,  1951,  and  that 
obviously  the  number  of  men  then  au¬ 
thorized  for  the  Armed  Forces  was  too 
small,  that  a  2,000,000  ceiling  was  too 
low  to  meet  the  then  emergency.  The 
military  was  not  in  a  position  to  tell  us 
how  many  men  they  needed  immediately. 
So  what  Congress  then  did  by  way  of  lift¬ 
ing  the  ceiling  was  a  temporary  meas¬ 
ure,  for  the  time  being  only.  It  estab¬ 
lished  no  precedent,  and  was  sufficiently 
explained,  at  least  on  the  House  side,  by 
statements  which  made  clear  the  intent. 

Furthermore,  let  me  say  that  on  the 
Senate  side  the  bill  came  up  on  the  call 
of  the  calendar.  The  Record  shows,  I 
judge  from  reading  it,  that  probably  not 
more  than  10  or  15  minutes  were  devoted 
to  the  matter.  The  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  [Mr.  Wherry]  did  succeed  in  hav¬ 
ing  a  4-year  limitation  placed  in  the  bill, 
and  I  think  it  was  clearly  implied  by 
that  limitation  that  we  recognized  the 
importance  of  a  congressional  check. 

I  close  at  this  point,  Mr.  President,  by 
saying  that  the  Senate  today  should  dem¬ 
onstrate  to  the  world  the  doctrine  of  the 
United  States  Supreme  Court  that  no 
emergency  justifies  setting  aside  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States;  that  one  of  the  strengths  of  our 
Government  is  that  even  in  an  emergency 
we  operate  under  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  I  say  we  are  not  in  any 
way  injuring  the  Military  Establishment 
when  we  say  to  them:  “We  give  you  now, 
on  the  basis  of  your  own  figures  on  which 
you  made  your  case  for  this  manpower 
bill,  authorization  for  raising  3,500,00.0 
men,  and  we  notify  you  that  we  stand 
ready  and  willing,  to  commence  hearings 
immediately  whenever  in  your  judgment 
you  think  that  ceiling  should  be  raised.” 

I  think  it  is  our  duty  to  impose  that 
check,  and  I  certainly  hope  the  Senate 
will  adopt  my  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  occupied  13  minutes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Washington  seems  to  have 
left  the  floor.  So  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  as  much  time 
as  he  may  desire  to  use. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Texas  is  recognized. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  it  is  with  the  greatest  of  sincerity 
and  with  a  fearful  concern  for  the  safety 
of  the  Republic  that  I  rise  to  oppose  this 
amendment. 

No  man  thinks  more  highly  of  the 
statesmanship,  the  sense  of  responsibil¬ 
ity,  and  the  patriotism  of  the  Senators 
who  would  vote  for  this  amendment  than 
I  do.  But  this  is  no  time  for  delay  by 


adoption  of  the  amendment.  I  feel  that 
it  is  my  duty  to  oppose  the  stand  taken 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry],  and  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  and  other 
Senators,  and  to  point  out  the  dangers 
inherent  in  their  position.  Only  the 
steady,  grinding  trend  of  time  can 
prove  who  is  right.  Unfortunately,  his¬ 
tory  shows  us  that  the  optimistic  view, 
commendable  as  it  may  be,  is  usually  a 
foolhardy  view — usually  a  view  which 
leads  to  tragedy  and  disappointment.  I 
would  suggest,  if  there  is  question  of  that 
statement,  that  the  Members  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  review  the  optimistic  estimate  made 
by  seme  Members  of  this  body  in  the  days 
of  1939  and  1940,  and  as  late  as  August 
1941. 

The  Senators  gathered  here  today  have 
in  their  hands  the  awful  responsibility 
of  deciding  what  course  will  best  preserve 
the  life  of  the  Nation.  That  is  the  issue. 
The  issue  is  not  whether  or  not  we  wish 
to  take  punitive  action  against  the  mili¬ 
tary;  whether  or  not  we  wish  to  in¬ 
dulge  in  recriminations  about  the  past; 
whether  or  not  we  wish  to  indulge  the 
luxury  of  partisan  politics  while  the 
wildfire  of  communism  sweeps  around 
the  ^world  and  licks  dangerously  at 
America’s  doorstep.  It  is  understand¬ 
able  that  with  such  a  grave  responsibil¬ 
ity  we  are  plagued  by  anxiety,  we  become 
snappish,  our  tempers  become  short, 
and  sometimes  we  lose  sight  of  our  true 
objective  and  think  more  of  winning  the 
debate  than  of  winning  the  battle  for 
survival. 

Mr.  President,  I  plead  that  we  here  to¬ 
day  put  aside  recriminations  and  under¬ 
take  to  determine  how,  with  the  great 
wealth  of  wisdom  present  in  this  Cham¬ 
ber,  we  can  set  about  saving  this  Nation 
of  ours.  That  is  our  responsibility  to 
our  God  and  to  our  country,  and  the 
responsibility  we  hold  to  the  men  and 
women  who  sacrificed  in  the  past  that 
we  may  sit  here  today  and  debate.  That 
is  our  responsibility  to  the  millions  of 
unborn  Americans  who  deserve  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  living  in  liberty  under  God  rather 
than  in  slavery  under  the  hammer  and 
sickle. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  but  natural  that 
we  often  indulge  in  the  illusions  of  hope, 
as  we  will  observe  if  we  read  the  re¬ 
marks  of  Senators  made  in  this  Chamber 
in  1939,  when  they  said  we  had  nothing 
to  fear  from  Hitler,  and  that  Japan  was 
not  a  dangerous  threat.  It  is  so  easy  to 
shut  our  eyes  against  an  unsightly  truth. 
It  is  so  easy  to  drift  along  hopefully 
waiting  for  the  best  to  happen.  But 
this  is  not  the  course  of  wise  men  to 
whom  the  Nation  looks  for  leadership. 
As  for  me,  I  am  willing  to  know  the 
truth,  to  face  it,  and  to  act  upon  it  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  survival  of  our 
way  of  life. 

Bearing  in  mind  this  frightful  respon¬ 
sibility,  let  us  now  consider  the  Morse 
amendment,  which  would  place  a  ceiling 
upon  the  armed  might  of  America. 

Mr.  President,  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  last  July,  following  the 
brutal  attack  by  Communists  in  Korea, 
approved  a  proposal  which  suspended 
until  1954  restrictions  on  the  personnel 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces.  While 


American  soldiers  were  straggling  back, 
back,  back,  through  the  bloody  rice  pad¬ 
dies  of  Korea  toward  the  beachhead  at 
Pusan,  the  Congress  in  its  wisdom  said 
what  it  has  said  on  every  other  occasion 
in  its  history  when  confronted  with  an 
emergency;  “We  will  suspend  the  statu¬ 
tory  ceiling.  We  will  expand  our  forces 
to  whatever  strength  is  necessary  to  de¬ 
fend  our  freedom,  our  lives,  and  our 
honor.” 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  The  Senator  from 
Texas  has  made  the  statement  that  we 
have  suspended  the  ceilings  on  the  armed 
services  in  all  other  cases  of  emergency. 
Was  such  suspension  put  into  effect  by 
the  Congress  after  war  was  declared,  or 
was  it  done  in  the  period  leading  up  to 
open  war,  or  during  periods  of  emer¬ 
gency?  Can  the  Senator  enlighten  us  on 
that  point? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  before 
me  the  debate  on  the  suspension  bill, 
and  as  it  was  being  debated  in  the 
Chamber  and  no  time  limitation  was 
proposed  to  be  placed  by  it.  We  were  al¬ 
ready  involved  in  the  Korean  affair.  The 
chairman  of  the  committee  presenting 
that  bill  had  the  following  to  say: 

We  are  advised  by  the  military  leaders  that 
It  would  be  better,  as  is  customary  in  every 
national  emergency,  not  to  fix  the  limit. 
Each  time  we  have  gotten  out  from  an 
emergency  we  have  fixed  a  limit  on  the  Army 
and  Navy  and  Air  Force,  and  so  forth,  but 
we  have  never  done  so  until  the  emergency 
has  passed. 

I  should  add  here  that  there  were  in 
this  Chamber  Members  who  felt  that 
Congress  should  suspend  the  ceiling  on 
the  number  of  men,  but  that  the  sky 
should  not  be  the  limit  insofar  as  time 
was  concerned,  and  that  we  should  take 
another  look  at  the  matter  at  a  later 
date.  At  that  time  one  of  the  present 
Members  of  this  body  suggested  that  he 
wanted  the  Army  to  have  the  men  it 
needed  and  the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force 
to  have  whatever  men  they  needed,  but 
he  wanted  to  set  a  time  limit  when  the 
Congress  again  would  have  to  review 
the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces.  He  said, 
“It  matters  not  whether  it  is  4  years, 
3  years,  2  years,  or  1  year;  let  us  write 
in  a  time  limit.” 

On  the  basis  of  that  suggestion,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  agreed  to 
write  in  a  time  limit,  thus  saying  that 
the  2,000,000  ceiling  on  the  Armed  Forces 
which  we  were  suspending  would  be  sus¬ 
pended  only  until  June  30,  1954. 

When  representatives  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  came  with  their  bill 
to  our  committee,  as  the  able  Senator 
remembers,  it  provided  that  the  suspen¬ 
sion  be  continued  until  1981,  because 
they  felt  that  we  were  going  to  be  faced 
with  a  long  pull  and  that  we  should  have 
the  machinery  which  would  permit  us  to 
meet  the  situation  which  confronted  us. 
However,  after  the  committee  deliber¬ 
ated  over  the  matter,  bearing  in  mind  the 
amendment  which  was  offered  on  the 
floor,  requiring  a  review  of  the  size  of 
the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  June  30,  1954, 
the  committee  decided  that  Congress  had 
acted  wisely  last  year,  and  that  we  should 
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not  give  the  Department  of  Defense  un¬ 
til  1961,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  that 
we  should  follow  the  wishes  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  in  inserting  the  date  June  30,  1954. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
his  time,  of  course. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  shall  be 
delighted  to  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Assuming  that  in  the 
period  intervening  between  now  and  the 
1954  date,  the  Congress  for  very  definite 
reasons  believes  that  the  size  of  the 
Armed  Forces  should  be  reduced,  I  un¬ 
derstand,  as  I  think  all  of  us  do,  that 
that  can  be  controlled,  at  least  to  a  par¬ 
tial  degree,  or  perhaps  completely, 
through  the  appropriations.  How  else 
would  the  Senator  propose  that  it  be 
done? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  would  say 
to  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
that  one  of  the  bitter  disappointments  of 
all  this  debate  is  that  apparently  the 
Senator  who  offered  this  amendment  and 
the  Senators  who  support  it  either  are 
unaware  or  overlook  the  prudent  course 
taken  by  the  committee. 

First,  last  July  this  body,  without  a 
vote  against  it,  passed  a  bill  suspending 
the  ceiling  until  1954.  We  had  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Members  who  voted  for 
that  bill  meant  what  they  said.  How¬ 
ever,  in  the  second  place,  we  were  not 
satisfied  merely  to  leave  the  sky  the 
limit  until  1954;  and  therefore,  we  pro¬ 
vided — and  this  is  directly  in  answer  to 
the  Senator’s  question — that  at  any 
time  a  majority  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  and  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
the  Senate  by  concurrent  resolution 
could  reduce  or  eliminate  the  term  of 
service  for  any  age  group  or  groups, 
thereby  leaving  in  the  hands  and  in  the 
power  of  Congress  the  control  of  the 
term  of  service  of  every  man  in  the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force  who 
would  be  inducted  under  the  act.  We 
thought  that  was  a  second  check  on  any 
possible  extravagance  which  might  be 
demonstrated,  so  that  when  any  Member 
of  the  Senate  felt  that  the  term  of  service 
should  be  reduced — for  instance,  if  he 
wished  to  have  the  term  of  service  cut  in 
half — he  could  submit  a  concurrent 
resolution  so  providing;  and  if  he  could 
obtain  for  the  concurrent  resolution  a 
majority  vote  of  this  body  and  a  majority 
vote  of  the  other  body  of  Congress,  the 
concurrent  resolution  would  be  agreed 
to — of  course,  without  requiring  the 
signature  of  the  President — and  that 
would  take  care  of  the  situation. 

Also,  we  retained  the  other  check,  the 
one  we  have  in  any  emergency,  namely, 
the  check  by  means  of  our  control  of  the 
purse.  Realizing  that  the  military  can¬ 
not  induct  hundreds  of  thousands  of  men 
without  having  provision  made  to  pay, 
feed,  and  clothe  them,  we  felt  that  by 
means  of  providing  for  those  three 
checks  the  Congress  had  exercised  its 
constitutional  responsibility. 

I  may  say  to  the  Senator  that  13  rea¬ 
sonably  prudent  men,  members  of  the 
committee,  spent  weeks  on  the  pending 
legislation.  At  no  time  did  any  one  of 
those  13  or  any  other  Member  of  this 
body  ever  recommend  to  the  committee 
that  the  Senate  undo  the  action  it  took 


last  July.  At  no  time  in  the  subcommit¬ 
tee  or  in  the  full  committee  was  any  such 
recommendation  made;  nor  was  it  made 
at  any  time  in  the  Senate  until  we  had 
debated  this  bill  for  several  days. 

Then  what  occurred?  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  said  he  was  going  to  intro¬ 
duce  a  punitive  amendment;  in  effect,  he 
would  make  the  military  come  down 
from  3,462,000  to  3,000,000.  Then,  when 
that  proposal  did  not  attract  a  great  deal 
of  attention,  the  Senator  suggested  that 
the  number  might  be  3,100,000.  When  I 
went  to  lunch  yesterday,  the  figure  then 
suggested  was  3,200,000;  and  when  I  re¬ 
turned  to  the  Chamber,  I  noticed  that 
another  suggestion  had  been  made, 
namely,  to  have  the  figure  3,500,000. 
That  indicates  the  type  of  legislating 
that  some  Members  of  this  body  would 
have  us  do  now — legislation  at  the 
moment,  legislation  without  any  testi¬ 
mony,  legislation  without  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  anyone  except  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  who  refused  to  offer  those 
amendments  when  we  in  the  committee 
could  call  in  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and 
discuss  the  amendments  with  them.  • 

I  think  the  Senate  ought  to  have  in 
the  Record  before  the  roll  is  called  the 
views  of  the  men  who  are  directing  the 
defense  and  the  destiny  of  the  Republic. 
Therefore,  at  this  time  I  wish  to  give  the 
Senate  the  benefit  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  best  military  minds  we  have 
been  able  to  secure.  I  shall  read  now  a 
letter  from  General  George  Marshall; 
here  is  what  he  says  about  the  Morse 
amendment  as  amended,  as  amended,  as 
amended : 

A  statutory  celling  on  the  size  of  the  armed 
services  at  this  time  would  be,  in  effect,  a 
direct  gamble — 

A  direct  gamble,  Mr.  President — 
with  national  security  in  the  present  cha¬ 
otic  world  situation.  The  3,462,000  figure 
toward  which  we  are  now  building  is  not  a 
ceiling.  It  is  a  minimum  of  strength  in  the 
present  situation. 

The  number  of  men  under  arms  at  any 
time  should  reflect  the  judgment  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the  President  as  to 
the  country’s  minimum  defense  need.  These 
men — 

The  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  General 
Marshall  says — 

cannot  fulfill  their  responsibility  if  an  arbi¬ 
trary  limit  is  set  on  the  size  of  our  forces. 

Mr.  President,  I  would  ask  the  Senate 
to  reflect  particularly  on  these  next 
words,  as  contained  in  General  Mar¬ 
shall’s  letter: 

To  tie  the  hands  of  our  responsible  leaders 
and  strip  them  of  any  flexibility  in  man¬ 
power  goals,  is  a  highly  dangerous  proce¬ 
dure.  Congress  always  controls  the  purse 
strings  but  the  proposed  procedure  goes  far 
beyond  that  check. 

The  Armed  Forces  have  never  been 
throttled  with  a  mandatory  ceiling  in  the 
midst  of  a  period  of  great  emergency.  To  do 
so  now  would  be  serious,  I  believe,  far  beyond 
the  conception  of  many  who  might  favor 
such  a  procedure  in  the  heat  of  debate. 

Mr.  President,  I  read  now  excerpts 
from  a  letter  from  General  Bradley : 

As  former  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  as 
now  chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  I 
have  just  completed  the  third  year  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  working  with 
plans  for  the  security  of  this  Nation.  Based 
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on  this  experience,  my  immediate  reaction 
to  this  amendment  is  this :  Such  a  limitation 
on  the  mobilization  of  our  armed  strength 
gives  the  Soviet  Union  the  greatest  single 
fixed  factor  that  any  nation  could  have — 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat  that  statement 
which  is  to  be  found  in  the  letter  from 
General  Bradley — 

gives  the  Soviet  Union  the  greatest  single 
fixed  factor  that  any  nation  could  have 
which  would  plot  the  downfall  of  the  United 
States  through  attack  by  armed  aggression. 
I  only  wish  that  similar  limiting  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  size  of  the  forces  of  any  poten¬ 
tial  enemy  could  be  passed  to  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff.  It  would  make  our  plan¬ 
ning  immeasurably  easier. 

I  have  also  a  letter  from  General  Col¬ 
lins,  in  which  he  says: 

Finally,  to  be  forced  to  request  a  possible 
raising  of  such  a  limitation  during  a  time 
of  stress  might  unnecessarily  divulge  our 
future  plans  to  a  potential  enemy.  If  a 
ceiling  is  imposed,  and  if,  because  of  world 
tension,  it  proves  desirable  to  increase  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces,  congressional 
action  could  be  labeled  as  an  unfriendly  act 
precipitating  world  war  III. 

And,  in  the  last  analysis,  the  Congress 
still  maintains  the  power  to  limit  the  Armed 
Forces  through  its  power  of  appropriation. 
No  action  can  be  taken  by  the  Armed  Forces 
to  increase  strengths  without  specific  ap¬ 
propriations  to  cover  the  costs  of  additional 
men  and  equipment  needed. 

And  here  is  a  letter  from  the  Chief  of 
Staff  of  the  United  States  Air  Force,  Gen. 
Hoyt  Vandenberg,  who  has  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  mounting  the  retaliatory  at¬ 
tack.  He  says: 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  seriously  dis¬ 
turbed  with  the  press  report  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  as  a  corollary  action  to  their  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  universal  military  training  and 
service  legislation,  proposes  to  vote  on  an 
amendment  which  would  prescribe  a  statu¬ 
tory  military  personnel  ceiling  on  the  armed 
services.  Such  an  amendment,  if  enacted, 
would  in  my  opinion  be  detrimental  to  the 
security  of  our  Nation. 

*  •  *  *  * 

As  you  know,  the  Congress  does  control 
the  strength  of  the  armed  services  through 
appropriations  made  available  to  support 
our  program.  Also,  as  you  know,  the  Armed 
Services  Committees  of  both  Houses  are 
kept  fully  and  currently  informed  of  the 
military  conditions  which  influence  all  as¬ 
pects  of  our  programs.  Future  adjustments 
in  the  strength  requirements  of  the  armed 
services  can  be  effected  through  existing 
congressional  procedures.  In  my  opinion, 
this  existing  system  lends  itself  more  suit¬ 
ably  to  the  international  situation  we  face. 

As  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States  Air 
Force  and  in  my  capacity  as  a  member  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  I  therefore  urge 
that  your  committee  oppose  the  proposed 
restrictive  amendment. 

Admiral  Sherman,  in  effect,  took  the 
same  position  in  the  committee,  when 
he  warned  the  committee  that  this  was 
not  a  ceiling,  but  the  goal  may  well  have 
to  be  adjusted  upward  if  conditions 
worsen.  I  submit  to  the  Senate  that 
there  is  not  one  word  of  evidence  in  the 
1,200  pages  of  hearings  from  any  re¬ 
sponsible  person  in  the  Pentagon  or  out, 
who  said  the  United  States  is  going  to 
restrict  itself  to  the  use  of  only  3,462,000 
men. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  this  amendment 
will  be  defeated.  I  think  it  is  a  very 
dangerous  amendment.  I  believe  I  am 
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safe  in  saying  that  the  Senate  would 
have  been  wiser  to  have  merely  extended 
the  draft  act  which  is  now  on  the  books, 
rather  than  to  tie  the  hands  ofjthe  Joint 
Chiefs  by  crippling  amendments  fash¬ 
ioned  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  with 
hour-to-hour  changes.  What  change  in 
international  conditions  came  about 
which  justified  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  in  jumping  from  3,000,000  one  day 
to  3,200,000  the  next  and  finally  to  3,500,- 
000  the  next  day?  No,  Mr.  President, 

I  do  not  think  international  conditions 
dictated  this  amendment.  I  think  it  was 
other  conditions.  I  ask  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  be  rejected. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Does  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  desire  to  take  some  of  his 
time  now? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thought  I  would. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senator  will 
permit,  I  shall  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClel¬ 
lan],  and,  when  he  has  concluded,  I 
shall  then  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
desire  to  take  only  2  or  3  minutes  to 
make  my  position  clear  with  reference 
to  the  pending  amendment.  I  shall 
vote  against  it.  If  an  amendment  is 
offered  raising  the  limit  to  a  figure  which 
will  provide  a  proper  leeway,  so  that  the 
military  will  be  able  to  exercise  some 
discretion  in  meeting  unforseeable  con¬ 
tingencies,  I  shall  support  it.  The  mili¬ 
tary  should  not  be  so  restricted  and 
hampered  in  the  interim  between  the 
time  such  contingency  may  develop  and 
the  time  they  can  come  back  to  the 
Congress  to  get  a  further  increase  in 
numbers  that  harmful  delay  will  occur, 
or,  Mr.  President,  if  the  conditions  war¬ 
rant,  for  the  Congress  to  obtain  legisla¬ 
tion  removing  all  restrictions  and  limi¬ 
tations  as  to  manpower. 

As  I  understand,  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  and  is  generally  agreed  that  by 
July  of  this  year,  the  military  expect  to 
have  3,462,000  men  in  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  Those  estimates  of  need  are  based 
upon  conditions  as  they  are  seen  to  ex¬ 
ist  today.  As  I  understand,  the  military 
authorities  definitely  intend  to  go  to  that 
figure  and  to  that  strength.  We  should 
provide  a  ceiling  with  a  substantial  mar¬ 
gin  above  that. 

I  agree  with  those  who  contend  it  is  the 
responsibility  and  duty  of  the  Congress 
to  place  a  limitation  on  the  armed 
strength  of  the  country  in  time  of  peace, 
and,  in  emergencies  that  are  short  of 
all-out  war.  When  all-out  war  comes, 
of  course,  the  sky  is  the  limit.  Our  full 
capacity  is  then  the  limit.  We  of  course 
would  remove  all  restrictions,  then,  so 
there  would  be  no  hindrance  to  all-out 
mobilization.  When  such  a  crisis  comes, 
if  it  comes,  everything  we  have  and  can 
do  will  be  required  to  us. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion  I  may  say 
I  think  the  military  should  come  to  the 
Congress  with  a  figure,  and  should  re¬ 
quest  a  limitation  which  provides  for  the 
immediate  foreseeable  needs,  together 
with  a  reasonable  margin  to  enable  them 
to  meet  any  contingency  which  may 
arise,  until  such  time  as  they  can  come 
back  to  the  Congress  and  we  can  have 


an  opportunity  to  consider  the  issue 
further. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  now  that 
General  Marshall  and  his  associates,  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  have  confessed  by 
the  letters  which  they  have  sent  to  the 
Senate  through  the  Senator  from  Texas 
that  they  want  unchecked  power  over 
manpower  within  the  terms  of  the  man¬ 
raising  abilities  of  this  bill,  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft],  in  the  hope  that  he  will  express 
his  views  on  the  significance  of  those 
letters 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Ohio  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Connect¬ 
icut  [Mr.  McMahon]  said: 

In  view  of  the  remarks  which  have  been 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  I  wish  to 
make  it  clear  upon  what  basis  I  do  so. 
***** 

I  do  not  subscribe  to  the  viewpoint  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  that  he  is  going  to  meas¬ 
ure  the  willingness  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  to  defend  their  lives  and  their 
liberties  on  the  basis  of  a  mathematical  per¬ 
centage  of  what  can  be  sliced  oil  their  total 
income,  at  their  convenience,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  defending  their  security,  and  assur¬ 
ing  the  survival  of  the  Nation. 

Of  course,  I  said  no  such  thing.  The 
American  people  are  going  to  have  the 
Armed  Forces  which  are  necessary, 
weighing  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
particular  emergency  which  faces  them. 
The  only  question  is.  Shall  we  today 
turn  this  whole  power  over  to  the  mili¬ 
tary?  Shall  we  turn  over  to  them  the 
complete  determination  not  only  of 
manpower  but,  if  manpower,  then  of 
taxes  which  are  to  be  levied  on  the  peo¬ 
ple  ;  then,  of  controls,  which  will  have  to 
be  imposed  on  the  people?  This  is  no 
military  question.  The  question  is,  How 
shall  we  best  meet  the  emergency  which 
we  face?  What  kind  of  plai#shall  we 
make? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Excuse  me.  I  have  a  lim¬ 
ited  time,  and  I  should  like  to  finish  first, 
if  I  may. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Ohio  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  All  the  talk  about  the 
suspension  of  the  ceiling  because  of  the 
Korean  crisis  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
present  situation.  We  were  suddenly 
faced  with  an  attack,  which  looked  as  if 
it  might  develop  into  all-out  war.  No 
plans  had  yet  been  made  to  meet  the 
attack.  We  had  no  idea  what  the  figure 
ought  to  be,  if  there  should  be  a  figure. 
Today,  however,  the  Korean  War  has  no 
relation  to  this  figure.  The  largest  num¬ 
ber  of  personnel  that  anyone  has  sug¬ 
gested  we  should  use  in  the  war  is  350,- 
000,  and  here  we  are  asked  to  place  a 
limit  of  3,500,000,  10  time  the  number 
of  men  necessary  for  the  Korean  War. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  limitation  the 
Korean  War  is  not  a  war.  That  is  not 
why  we  are  building  to  3,500.000.  We  are 


building  the  Armed  Forces  up  to  meet  a 
potential  attack  by  the  Soviet  Union.  I 
have  gone  along  with  the  idea  that  we 
have  to  build  up  a  very  substantial  force. 

The  question  is,  Is  there  any  limit  on 
that  force?  I  say  that  at  3,500,000  we 
have  reached  the  point  where  we  have 
come  to  the  very  economic  limit  this 
country  c'an  stand  unless  we  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  face  inflation  and  domestic 
disaster.  All  this  amendment  does  is  to 
put  up  a  red  light  in  front  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  chiefs  and  say,  “Gentlemen,  at  this 
point  you  have  involved  us  not  only  in 
a  military  question,  you  have  involved 
us  in  an  economic  question,  you  have  in¬ 
volved  us  in  a  question  involving  the  do¬ 
mestic  liberties  of  the  United  States, 
and  you  will  have  to  let  us  have  another 
look  at  the  situation.”  That  would  be 
the  only  result  of  the  proposed  limita¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Virginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  assure  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  colleague  from  Ohio  that  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  vote  for  a  limi¬ 
tation,  but  I  would  not  want  to  vote  for 
any  limitation  that  would  not  give  the 
authorities  a  reasonable  leeway. 

Will  the  Senator  be  good  enough  to 
discuss  the  statement  just  made  by  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Arkansas  to 
the  effect  that  the  limitation  of  3,500,000 
would  give  a  limit  of  only  38,000  from 
what  they  have  been  between  now  and 
,  July  1? 

Mr.  TAFT.  At  one  time  the  military 
authorities  asked  for  3,200,000,  they 
went  to  3,300,000,  they  went  to  3,240,000, 
then  they  come  to  3,462,000.  The  3,500,- 
000  gives  a  reasonable  leeway  over  what 
they  may  finally  ask  for.  I  say  there  is 
a  point  at  which  Congress  has  to  step 
in,  when  it  is  no  longer  a  military  ques¬ 
tion,  when  Congress  must  say,  “We  have 
to  look  at  this  again.”  The  whole  argu¬ 
ment  of  the  Chiefs  of  Staff  relates  to  war. 
We  are  not  in  war.  The  bill  contem¬ 
plates  a  long  period  of  semimobilization. 

We  asked  for  a  plan  as  to  Korea,  and 
we  had  no  plan.  No  one  had  a  plan. 
The  military  have  had  6  months  to  de¬ 
velop  a  plan.  They  certainly  have  been 
very  slow  in  trying  to  develop  one. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  cannot  yield  under  the 
time  limitation. 

They  have  finally  developed  what  looks 
like  a  plan.  They  say,  “We  think  3,462,- 
000  will  give  us  an  all-out  force  sufficient 
to  provide  for  all  present  emergencies.” 

What  is  the  emergency?  There  is 
only  one  big  emergency  anticipated,  and 
that  is  an  attack  by  the  Soviet  Union 
on  the  United  States.  If  that  comes,  all 
limits  will  be  off.  We  will  probably  have 
a  declaration  of  war,  and  take  the  limits 
off  as  fast  as  we  can  enact  a  declaration 
of  war. 

If  what  happens  is  less  than  war,  then 
I  say  we  should  reexamine  the  situation. 
If  it  is  not  a  war  emergency,  we  should 
examine  the  situation  so  that  we  can  de¬ 
termine  what  the  economic  effects  will 
be. 
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I  have  estimated  the  cost  of  the 
Armed  Forces  at  $50,000,000,000,  plus 
$30,000,000,000,  a  total  of  $80,000,000,000. 
That  is  my  estimate.  I  believe  that  is 
beyond  what  we  ought  to  do.  Personally 
I  would  put  the  limit  at  3,000,000  men, 
but  I  am  willing  to  go  to  3,500,000,  be¬ 
cause  the  military  authorities  have  testi¬ 
fied  that  is  what  they  want. 

Their  requests  will  grow.  There  is  an 
unlimited  capacity  for  spending  money 
on  military  forces.  There  are  a  hundred 
projects  in  the  world  we  could  take  up. 
We  could  send  troops  to  Indochina,  we 
could  decide  to  send  some  to  Iran,  we 
could  decide  we  wanted  a  radar  screen 
not  only  around  the  north  but  around 
the  southern  part  of  the  United  States. 
If  we  are  to  make  this  country  100  per¬ 
cent  safe,  so  to  speak,  we  can  spend 
$100,000,000,000  and  put  10,000,000  men 
under  arms,  because  we  can  point  to 
many  things  which  could  be  done  with 
those  men.  But  when  we  are  at  peace  we 
ha-ve  to  say,  “There  are  certain  limita¬ 
tions  beyond  which  we  cannot  go.”  We 
have  to  balance  the  various  methods  pro¬ 
posed  to  prevent  possible  foreign  aggres¬ 
sion,  with  the  limitations  on  freedom  at 
home,  through  taxation  and  controls, 
and  the  serious  danger  that  would  be 
done  at  home  by  inflation,  which  is  going 
to  be  difficult  to  prevent,  even  if  we  have 
the  proposed  limitation.  The  problem  of 
preventing  inflation  will  not  be  easy  to 
solve,  along  with  the  problem  of  rising 
prices;  and  we  see  that.  But  unless  we 
have  a  plan,  unless  the  Government  will 
say,  “This  is  what  we  are  going  to  do,” 
unless  we  have  something  on  which  to 
base  our  action,  we  are  completely  at  sea. 

Why  has  the  Congress  lagged  in  pass¬ 
ing  a  $10,000,000,000  tax  bill?  It  is  be¬ 
cause  the  Ways  and  Means  Cbmmittee 
and  the  Finance  Committee  has  felt  that 
we  would  like  to  know  what  the  total  bill 
is  to  be,  we  would  like  to  see  the  needs 
in  one  picture,  we  would  like  to  know 
whether  it  is  necessary  to  raise  $10,000,- 
000,000  or  $20,000,000,000.  We  would  like 
to  have  a  definite  plan,  and  until  we  put 
under  the  whole  structure  of  everything 
that  Congress  does  a  definite  military 
program,  in  what  the  military  say  is  an 
emergency  with  which  Congress  can  deal, 
I  say  we  are  going  to  be  completely  at 
sea,  and  do  not  know  what  taxes  to  levy. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  a  question  for 
the  Record.  If  such  a  limit  as  three  and 
one-half  million  is  imposed,  would  that 
be  any  encouragement  to  Mr.  Stalin  that 
we  would  not  go  further  in  case  of  emer¬ 
gency? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Of  course  not.  Consider 
the  argument  made  by  General  Bradley. 
He  says: 

Such  a  limitation  *  •  »  gives  the  So¬ 

viet  Union  the  greatest  single  factor  that  any 
nation  could  have  which  would  plot  the 
downfall  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  impose  appropria¬ 
tion  limitations,  Stalin  will  know  how 
many  troops  we  will  have,  he  will  know 
that  Congress  can  provide  more  money 
and  that  we  can  have  more  troops.  If 


Congress  can  provide  more  money  and 
we  can  have  more  troops,  he  will  know 
Congress  can  raise  the  limit.  In  my 
opinion,  the  argument  of  the  Chief  of 
Staff  is  about  up  to  the  standard  of  the 
usual  argument  made  by  military  gentle¬ 
men  when  they  get  into  a  discussion  of 
matters  beyond  the  scope  of  military 
operations,  attempting  to  estimate  the 
psychology  of  someone  the  Chief  of  Staff 
knows  no  more  about  than  I  do. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  New  Jersey.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  would  say,  then,  that  by  fixing  the 
limit  at  3,500,000,  we  are  not,  in  his 
judgment,  in  any  way  telling  the  Rus¬ 
sian  people  we  are  not  prepared  to  go  to 
any  length  to  which  we  have  to  go  in 
order  to  meet  any  emergency? 

Mr.  TAFT.  Of  course.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  I  think  the  Soviet  might  be  en¬ 
couraged  if  they  thought  we  were  saying 
to  our  military  people,  “You  can  take  an 
army  into  Indochina  without  talking  to 
us,  you  can  increase  your  army  and  go  to 
Iran,”  or  some  place  else.  I  think  that 
is  what  Soviet  Russia  would  like  to  see 
us  do,  wasting  our  substance  on  side 
issues  throughout  the  world. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  two  more  minutes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  letter  from  General 
Marshall  seems  to  me  the  most  convinc¬ 
ing  argument  for  the  particular  limita¬ 
tion  now  proposed.  He  says,  in  effect, 
that  the  number  of  men  in  the  Army  at 
any  time  should  reflect  the  judgment  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  If  that  is  our  position,  we  might 
just  as  well  adjourn  and  go  home,  if  we 
are  to  surrender  to  the  President  and 
the  military  people  the  complete  au¬ 
thority  over  the  size  of  the  Army.  We 
would  be  turning  over  to  the  generals 
who  are  directing  affairs  from  the  Penta¬ 
gon  the  Complete  discretion  as  to  how 
much  we  shall  spend;  we  would  be  dele¬ 
gating  to  them  not  only  that,  but  com¬ 
plete  discretion  about  what  we  have  to 
do  as  to  levying  taxes,  and  controls,  and 
every  other  feature  relating  to  the  do¬ 
mestic  economy. 

Mr.  President,  the  question  is  not  a 
military  question  alone.  It  involves 
every  question  of  psychology  and  econ¬ 
omy  as  to  which  Congress  must  neces¬ 
sarily  make  the  final  determination. 

The  Secretary  says: 

The  Armed  Forces  have  never  been  throt¬ 
tled  with  a  mandatory  ceiling  in  the  midst 
of  a  great  emergency. 

The  fact  is  they  have  never  been 
throttled  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  the  fundamental 
question.  We  must  distinguish  between 
the  condition  we  face  a«d  a  condition  of 
all-out  war.  If  we  do  not,  it  means  we 
are  surrendering  the  power  of  Congress, 
giving  up  the  responsibilities  which  must 
necessarily  lie  upon  us  under  the  Consti¬ 
tution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  one  more  minute. 


Mr.  TAFT.  I  wish  to  suggest  one 
other  matter.  I  cannot  think  of  any¬ 
thing  that  would  be  better  for  the  Army 
than  a  limitation  of  3,500,000  men.  It 
would  force  upon  them  the  necessity  of 
choosing  between  different  projects.  It 
would  force  upon  them  the  necessity  for 
economy  in  the  use  of  men.  It  would 
force  them  to  find  ways  in  which  a  given 
number  of  men  could  produce  a  greater ' 
fighting  force.  It  would  force  them  into 
a  position  in  which  they  would  sympa¬ 
thize  with  us.  If  we  leave  them,  as  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall  says,  in  the  position  that 
the  3,462,000  is  not  a  ceiling,  but  a  min¬ 
imum  of  strength,  we  are  in  effect,  being 
warned  that  once  he  gets  that  figure  he 
is  going  to  go  to  4,000,000,  or  4,500,000. 
Incidentally,  the  military  has  increased 
the  figure,  between  December  15  and 
February  15  from  2,700,000  to  3,500,000. 
Probably  it  will  be  4,500,000  next  year, 
unless  we  impose  a  figure  at  which  we 
will  stop. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Washington. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Washington  wishes  to 
speak  only  from  his  own  deep  convic¬ 
tion  that  the  pending  amendment  is  not 
in  the  best  interests  of  our  Nation  in  this 
uncertain  and  critical  period,  and  ought 
to  be  defeated.  I  take  this  position  for 
the  same  reason  that  prompted  me  to 
concur  with  the  action  taken  by  Con¬ 
gress  in  suspending  the  ceiling  last  July, 
8  months  ago. 

What  did  we  do  at  that  time?  With 
the  urgency  of  Korea  facing  us,  we  tem¬ 
porarily  suspended  for  a  period  of  4 
years  the  manpower  ceiling  of  two  mil¬ 
lion  imposed  by  existing  law.  We  took 
this  action  without  any  reservation.  It 
did  not  involve  an  abrogation  of  the 
control  of  the  Congress  over  the  military. 
It  simply  suspended  the  ceiling  for  a 
specific  period  of  time,  until  1954. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  the  situation 
today  is  as  urgent  as  it  was  last  July. 
The  mere  fact  that  the  immediate  tac¬ 
tical  situation  in  Korea  is  not  so  des¬ 
perate  as  it  was  last  July — but  it  is  tragic 
enough  and  bloody  enough — does  not  in 
any  way  imply  that  the  over- all  strategic 
situation  throughout  the  world  is  any 
less  urgent. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  the  world  situation  today  is 
just  as  serious,  if  not  more  serious,  than 
it  was  at  the  time  Congress  suspended 
the  then  existing  manpower  ceiling. 
Apparently,  on  the  basis  of  our  convic¬ 
tions  8  months  ago  we  knew  what  we 
were  doing.  I  contend  that  it  is  unreal¬ 
istic  and  unwise  for  us  at  this  time  to  set 
a  sort  of  interim  ceiling.  We  did  not 
put  our  Armed  Forces  under  such  a 
monstrous  handicap  in  World  War  H. 
Even  before  Pearl  Harbor  we  recognized 
the  fact  that  they  must  have  room  to 
grow  as  the  danger  grew.  Does  anyone 
contend  that  the  peril  is  less  great  to¬ 
day?  Has  the  pace  or  the  potential  of 
war,  or  its  destructiveness,  diminished 
since  1941?  The  fact  is  that  we  are  in 
more  immediate  and  deadly  danger  than 
we  ever  have  been  in  our  national 
history. 

The  effect  of  such  a  ceiling  would  be 
to  morally  commit  us  to  reach  the  ceil- 


1951 


2111 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


ing.  It  would  have  the  effect  of  telling 
the  Armed  Forces  to  go  ahead  and  build 
up  to  that  number,  but  they  would  have 
to  meet  the  urgency  of  any  situation 
within  that  total.  The  responsibility  for 
any  possible  failure  to  meet  the  future 
emergency  will  rest  with  Congress,  not 
with  the  Armed  Forces.  Through  this 
amendment  we  would  effectively  tie  their 
hands  and  we  would  limit  their  efforts  to 
certain  numbers.  At  no  time  during  the 
hearings  have  we  been  led  to  believe  that 
three  million  four  hundred  and  sixty- 
two  thousand  was  a  firm  figure  and  that 
it  would  not  be  necessary  to  expand 
above  that  number  should  some  future 
emergency  develop. 

The  only  real  security  lies  in  a  force 
that  is  adequate  to  do  the  job  we  have 
to  do.  That  number  will  change  up  or 
down  every  time  there  is  any  basic  shift 
in  the  situation.  We  cannot  ask  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  to  live  with  any 
number  as  a  maximum  and  still  guar¬ 
antee  the  safety  of  our  country.  The 
question  we  must  decide  is:  Do  we  want 
a  number  or  do  we  want  security? 

Mr.  President,  for  the  reasons  stated 
the  junior  Senator  from  Washington 
strongly  urges  the  Senate  to  avoid  at 
this  time  the  fixing  of  any  interim  ceil¬ 
ing.  I  recommend  that  we  adhere  to  the 
action  we  took  8  months  ago,  in  July,  and 
wait  until  1954  or  until  we  have  a  sound 
reason  to  make  a  reexamination  of  an 
admittedly  and  extremely  vital  and  com¬ 
plicated  question. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Minne¬ 
sota. 

Mr.  THYE.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
studied  the  question  of  the  needs  of  our 
military  forces.  I  have  followed  very 
carefully  the  debate  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate.  I  believe  I  know  what  the  junior 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  endeavoring  to 
do.  He  is  endeavoring  to  obtain  the  best 
use  of  the  personnel  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
He  is  endeavoring  to  obtain  economy. 
He  is  endeavoring  to  eliminate  the  use 
of  men  in  the  Armed  Forces  as  house¬ 
keepers,  orderlies,  and  chauffeurs  for  the 
officer  personnel  of  the  Army.  I  believe 
that  is  what  he  is  endeavoring  to  do.  I 
share  with  him  the  same  conviction. 

However,  Mr.  President,  I  believe  that 
a  3,500,000  ceiling  would  be  too  low  in 
view  of  what  many  of  us  feel  is  the  abso¬ 
lute  military  necessity  at  this  time  and 
in  the  very  near  future.  For  that  rea¬ 
son  I  asked  for  2  minutes,  in  order  that 
I  may  suggest  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  that  he  accept  a  substitute  to  his 
amendment,  or  an  amendment  to  his 
amendment,  which  would  raise  the  ceil¬ 
ing  to  4,000,000  men.  I  know  if  the  sit¬ 
uation  warranted  we  could  reexamine 
the  subject  at  a  later  time  and,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  we  could  lift  the  ceiling  at  a  future 
time.  In  any  event  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  would  accomplish  what  he 
is  endeavoring  to  accomplish,  namely, 
to  bring  about  the  best  use  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  personnel  and  to  eliminate  the 
needless  use  of  military  personnel  in 
housekeeping  operations. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  wonder 
whether  the  Senator  from  Georgia  and 


I  could  have  an  understanding  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  remaining  time.  I  under¬ 
stand  I  have  approximately  13  minutes 
left.  I  should  like  to  yield  5  minutes  at 
this  time,  then  the  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  could  take  some  of  the  intervening 
time,  and  I  should  like  then  to  take  3 
minutes  before  the  last  5  minutes,  thus 
leaving  the  last  5  minutes  to  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  would  be  agree¬ 
able  to  me.  I  think  I  have  6  minutes  re¬ 
maining.  The  Senator  would  not  object 
if  the  time  ran  1  minute  either  way? 

Mr.  MORSE.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  agreeable  to  me. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  judg¬ 
ing  by  the  debate  on  the  floor  thus  far, 
there  is  no  general  understanding  on  an 
over-all  defense  policy.  The  absence  of 
such  a  defense  policy  reinforces  the 
statement  I  made  when  I  submitted  Sen¬ 
ate  Resolution  8,  to  the  effect  that  we 
have  the  cart  before  the  horse.  I  said 
we  should  decide  first  what  we  shall  do 
about  implementing  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  and  should  know  where  our 
forces  are  to  go  before  we  try  to  fix  a 
ceiling  of  3,500,000  men,  as  the  military 
recommends. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Texas 
has  said  that  Senators  who  oppose  his 
view  change  their  position  from  hour  to 
hour.  If  anyone  has  changed  his  posi¬ 
tion,  it  is  the  military.  The  military 
came  before  us  not  more  than  a  year 
ago  and  said  they  wanted  2,000,000  men. 
Then  they  wanted  2,700,000.  Later  they 
wanted  3,100,000.  Later  still  it  was 
3,200,000.  Then  it  was  3,462,000.  Now 
they  do  not  want  any  ceiling  at  all. 
Why?  Because  they  want  to  determine 
our  national  defense  policy.  They  want 
to  say  where  the  troops  are  to  go.  They 
do  not  want  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  determine  the  defense  policy, 
as  Congress  should  do  under  the  Con¬ 
stitution.  The  people  of  the  United 
States  realize  that  we  are  their  repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  that  Congress  should 
speak  on  the  subject. 

Throughout  the  debate  reference  has 
been  made  about  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  agreeing  to  take  off  the  limitation 
last  June.  The  remarks  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 
while  he  did  not  mention  my  name,  were 
directed  at  me.  When,  in  hysteria,  for¬ 
mer  Senator  Tydings  said,  “We  must 
take  off  the  ceiling;  we  must  let  the  mili¬ 
tary  do  as  they  wish,’’  I  rose  and  said, 
“All  right;  we  will  do  that.  However, 
the  Congress  should  retain  its  power 
over  the  subject.  Let  us  suspend  the 
ceiling  for  a  year,  or  for  2  years,  so  that 
Congress  may  have  an  opportunity  to  re¬ 
view  the  situation.”  After  all,  Congress 
must  make  the  determination  as  to  the 
national  defense  policy. 

I  should  like  to  place  in  the  Record 
my  answer  to  former  Senator  Tydings 
with  regard  to  the  congressional  pow¬ 
ers  which  we  were  abdicating  at  that 
time.  That  was  my  position,  then,  and  it 
is  my  position  now.  I  say  now  that  the 
Congress  should  determine  the  policy. 
It  should  consider  any  program  recom¬ 


mended  by  the  military;  but  at  the  same 
time,  Congress  should  make  the  deter¬ 
mination.  I  ask  that  the  statement 
made  by  me  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the* 
Record,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Wherry.  I  agree  completely  with  the 
observations  of  the  distinguished  Senator, 
with  one  exception.  I  am  willing  to  expand 
the  Army  to  the  number  the  Army  requests 
for  the  need  which  is  to  be  confronted.  The 
number  of  men,  the  number  of  units,  and 
the  appropriations,  are  one  thing,  but  X 
think  that  after  that  is  done,  there  should 
be  some  time  limit  on  these  extraordinary 
powers.  That  is  what  I  am  discussing.  I 
think  some  year  should  be  inserted.  If  1 
year  is  not  enough,  make  it  2  years.  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  Congress  will  be  in  session,  and 
if  there  is  a  desire  to  extend  the  power  and 
fix  another  limitation,  that  is  all  right  so  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  but  not  only  as  to  this 
bill,  but  as  to  any  other  bill  which  comes  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  which  asks  for  extraordinary 
powers,  whether  it  has  to  do  with  appropri¬ 
ations,  the  number  of  men  in  the  Armed 
Forces,  or  whether  it  relates  to  powers  to  be 
imposed  upon  the  economy,  I  believe  there 
should  be  some  time  limit  during  which 
such  powers  should  exist. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  What  becomes  of  all 
the  arguments  made  during  the  last  2 
days  about  a  3,500,000  Army?  What  be¬ 
comes  of  the  argument  so  far  as  the  18- 
year-old  boys  are  concerned?  Time  and 
again  Senators  rose  and  said,  “It  is  a 
3,500,000  Army,  we  are  told  by  the  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  We 
are  told  that  if  we  allow  them  to  draft 
18-year-olds,  and  leave  the  figure  at 
3,500,000,  possibly  they  will  not  even  get 
to  the  18-year-olds.” 

If  there  is  no  ceiling,  and  the  military 
have  their  way,  they  will  not  only  draft 
boys  18j/2  years  old,  but  they  will  take 
the  18-year-olds.  If  no  ceiling  is  to  be 
imposed  on  the  military,  they  will  have 
to  search  to  get  the  manpower  they 
want.  Sb  the  argument  with  respect  to 
taking  18-year-olds,  on  the  ground  that 
possibly  they  would  not  be  drafted,  is 
knocked  into  a  cocked  hat  when  the 
military  say,  “We  want  no  limitation  or 
ceiling  whatever.  We  want  to  decide 
exactly  what  to  do.” 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  call  at¬ 
tention  to  something  else.  Consider  the 
testimony  of  the  Assistant  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  and  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  himself.  They  do  not  call  the 
present  situation  another  Korea.  They 
say,  “This  is  a  long-range  program. 
This  represents  the  orderly  growth  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  together  with  ade¬ 
quate  military  training.  It  is  all  a  part 
of  a  long-range  peacetime  program  for 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.” 
That  is  the  only  program  they  come 
here  with.  They  do  not  give  us  any  idea 
where  the  troops  are  to  be  sent.  Do 
those  in  charge  of  the  bill  say  that  we 
are  to  have  an  invasion  by  Russia  of  the 
homeland?  Do  they  advise  us  whether 
the  Armed  Forces  are  to  be  integrated 
into  an  international  army  in  Western 
Europe?  Do  they  say  that  these  forces 
are  to  be  sent  outside  the  European 
countries?  Are  they  to  be  sent  to  Iran 
and  Iraq  as  morale  builders?  Why  do 
they  not  give  us  the  program?  Why  do 
they  not  say  what  the  national  defense 
policy  is  to  be?  If  we  had  the  policy  be- 
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fore  us,  we  could  properly  deal  with  this 
question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  one  more  minute 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Unless  we  know  the 
policy,  we  are  legislating  in  the  dark. 
We  do  not  know  what  the  ceiling  is  to 
be.  We  cannot  match  the  appropria¬ 
tions  with  the  operation. 

I  wish  to  conclude  by  stating  to  the 
distinguished  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  that  I  confirm  what  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft] 
has  said.  I  have  served  on  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  since  I  have  been 
in  the  Senate.  It  is  a  physical  impossi¬ 
bility  to  know  anything  about  what  the 
appropriations  are  to  be,  what  the  taxes 
are  to  be,  and  what  the  expenditures  are 
to  be  unless  we  know  what  the  program 
of  the  military  is.  If  the  ceiling  is  to 
have  a  loose  end,  or  if  it  is  to  be  4,000,- 
000  instead  of  3,500,000,  or  if  it  is  to  be 
some  other  figure  about  which  we  know 
nothing,  we  cannot  cut  the  cloth  to  fit 
the  pattern.  It  means  disastrous  effects, 
not  only  upon  appropriations  but  upon 
allocations,  price  controls,  cost  of  living, 
and  everything  that  goes  with  it.  It 
means  a  cheapening  of  the  dollar. 

I  hope  the  ceiling  will  be  imposed  and 
that  the  Congress  will  not  abdicate  its 
power,  with  the  understanding  that  if 
there  is  an  emergency,  if  there  is  need, 
the  military  can  come  to  the  Congress 
and  we  can  suspend  the  ceiling,  as  was 
done  before. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Nebraska  has  expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  SaltonstallL 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
I  hope  that  the  ceiling  of  3,500,000  will 
not  be  established.  I  have  just  listened 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska^  Yester¬ 
day  I  read  his  colloquy  with  Senator 
Tydings  last  July.  He  was  right  in  ad¬ 
vocating  a  4-year  limit  at  that  time.  I 
approved  of  it.  I  think  it  was  a  proper 
amendment. 

I  spoke  on  this  subject  yesterday.  I 
wish  to  add  merely  this:  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  and  the  argument  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  do  not  so  much  concern 
abdication  of  the  powers  of  Congress  as 
they  concern  a  lack  of  faith  in  our  mili¬ 
tary  leaders. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  these  difficult 
times  we  must  place  our  confidence  and 
faith  in  the  leaders  of  our  Military 
Establishment,  at  least,  to  the  extent  of 
giving  them  credit  for  not  carrying  us 
down  into  economic  depths  without  giv¬ 
ing  Congress  an  opportunity  to  go  over 
the  figures. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  stated  that 
General  Marshall  said  that  this  was  a 
minimum  figure.  It  is  a  minimum  figure 
for  the  safety  of  the  country  on  M-day. 
He  does  not  assert  that  because  it  is  a 
minimum  figure  he  is  going  to  jump  it 
up.  We  must  have  confidence  in  our 
leaders.  I  agree  that  we  cannot  sup¬ 
port  a  force  much  in  excess  of  three  and 
one-half  million.  But  we  must  trust 
our  leaders  more  than  some  of  our  col¬ 


leagues  do  and  at  the  same  time  keep 
a  closer  eye  on  the  appropriations  to  see 
that  they  are  not  exceeded  and  our 
economy  ruined  thereby. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  have  I  left? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Georgia  has  8  minutes.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  has  6  minutes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  3  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  if  I 
were  testing  this  issue  in  a  court  of  com¬ 
petent  jurisdiction  and  had  to  find  a 
witness  in  support  of  the  proposition  ad¬ 
vanced  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon,  I 
think  I  would  select  my  old  colleague 
from  Texas,  the  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  [Mr.  Johnson],  for  when  he 
recites  the  language  of  General  Marshall 
to  the  effect  that  this  is  a  dangerous 
gamble,  the  implication,  in  my  judgment, 
is  quite  clear  that  the  military  authori¬ 
ties  want  no  ceiling. 

When  he  recites  the  language  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Bradley  that  this  proposal  offers  a 
fixed  factor  which  might  be  useful  to  the 
Soviet  Union,  I  think  the  implication  is 
plain  that  the  military  want  no  ceiling 
at  all.  I  believe  that  all  the  recitals 
which  have  been  made  are  definitely 
water  over  the  wheel  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon,  and  certainly  support  the 
amendment,  which  I  expect  to  support 
when  the  time  comes. 

Let  me  say  to  my  friend  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  that  I  recall  when  I  was  a  GI 
in  France  in  World  War  I.  Old  George 
Clemenceau,  the  Tiger  of  France,  once 
said  that  war  cannot  be  trusted  to  the 
military,  because  it  is  too  serious.  He 
did  not  mean  to  voice  any  lack  of  faith 
in  Marshall  Foch,  General  Petain,  Gen¬ 
eral  Giraud,  General  Mangin,  or  any  of 
the  other  generals  whose  names  were 
familiar  to  me  in  that  day  and  age.  He 
simply  meant  to  say,  of  course,  that  the 
policies,  the  implications,  the  com- 
ihingling  of  economic  forces,  were  such 
that  we  could  not  repose  the  conduct  of 
war  solely  in  the  hands  of  the  military. 
It  was  a  classic  statement,  and  I  think 
the  truth  of  it  is  manifest  today.  There 
must  be  some  ceiling,  if  for  no  other  rea¬ 
son  than  to  take  account  of  the  extrava¬ 
gant  language,  the  overstatement  of  the 
military,  which  has  been  a  patent  thing 
ever  since  I  have  been  in  Washington— 
and  that  goes  back  for  18  years. 

I  remember  all  the  averments  that 
used  to  be  made  on  the  other  side — “This 
course  leads  to  disaster.  Do  not  impose 
a  ceiling,  because  to  do  so  would  be  to 
toy  with  the  destiny  and  the  solvency  of 
the  well  being  of  our  country.” 

It  has  always  been  the  same.  In  every 
case  there  has  been  constant  overstate¬ 
ment.  We  see  it  today  in  the  recitals 
which  were  read  to  the  Senate  by  my 
friend  from  Texas  when  he  brought  to 
bear  the  statements  of  the  generals. 
They  constitute  the  best  argument  I 
know  for  the  imposition  of  a  ceiling.  The 
ceiling  can  be  removed  any  time  circum¬ 
stances  warrant. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  has  3  min¬ 
utes  remaining.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  8  minutes  remaining. 


Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  wish  to  consume  all  his  8  min¬ 
utes  at  one  time? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  received  no 
further  requests  for  time.  If  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  does  not  object  I  shall 
consume  all  of  my  8  minutes  of  time. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Then,  I  will  take  my 
3  minutes. 

Mr.  President,  I  was  shocked  by  the 
letters  from  General  Marshall  and  his 
associates  that  were  read  to  the  Senate 
earlier  today,  because  they  confess  that 
the  Pentagon  wants  unchecked  power  in 
determining  the  size  of  our  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment. 

I  am  sure  objection  will  not  be  made 
if  I  report  to  the  Senate  a  very  pertinent 
remark  which  was  made  to  me  in  con¬ 
versation  by  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  George]  about  those  let¬ 
ters.  Remarking  about  one  argument 
made  that  if  we  impose  ceilings  and  then 
take  ceilings  off  it  will  be  a  signal  for 
world  war  III,  the  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  said  to  me  “Wayne,  why  would 
not  leaving  them  off  now  then  be  a 
signal  for  world  war  III?” 

Mr.  President,  by  imposing  ceilings  ve 
demonstrate  to  Stalin  what  we  mean  by 
democratic  processes,  and  I  think  we 
also  demonstrate  to  the  world  that  we 
are  proceeding  now  for  defense  pur¬ 
poses,  not  for  war  purposes. 

The  second  iftint  I  wish  to  make  is 
that  we  take  the  military  at  their  own 
word  respecting  3,500,000.  We  took  the 
ceiling  off  in  August.  It  was  a  2,000,000 
ceiling  then.  How  many  men  have  been 
added?  We  have  added  somewhere  be¬ 
tween  500,000  and  600,000,  for  I  am  ad¬ 
vised  this  morning  that  the  present 
strength  of  our  Military  Establishment 
is  between  2,500,000  and  2,600,000. 

Let  me  say  to  the  Senator  from  Ar¬ 
kansas  [Mr.  McClellan]  that  if  we  put 
a  3,500,000  ceiling  on  now  it  will  take 
many  months  to  reach  that  number,  and 
the  Pentagon  will  have  all  those  months 
to  watch  world  conditions  to  determine 
whether  or  not  they  need  to  come  to  Con¬ 
gress  and  ask  for  a  higher  ceiling.  I  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Arkansas,  there  is 
a  cushion  of  safety  both  in  numbers  and 
in  time  in  the  amendment  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  proposing  a  ceiling  of 
3,500,000. 

Then  along  this  line,  Mr.  President, 
what  do  we  find  in  the  newspapers  this 
morning?  We  find  headlines  showing 
the  most  recent  decision  of  the  Pentagon 
that  they  are  going  to  reduce  the  number 
of  men  to  be  inducted  in  May  by  some 
25  percent.  The  fact  is,  as  I  have  argued 
throughout  the  debate,  that  they  cannot 
absorb  for  a  long  period  of  time  the  men 
they  are  already  authorized  to  take. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  close  by  saying,  if 
Senators  want  a  constitutional  check 
upon  the  military,  they  should  adopt  my 
amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  8  minutes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  during 
the  course  of  this  entire  debate  I  have 
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found  myself  wishing  that  I  might  find 
escape  from  the  grim  realities  of  today’s 
world  as  readily  as  do  some  of  my  col¬ 
leagues.  However,  I  shall  not  undertake 
to  deceive  myself  with  the  fanciful 
dream  that  in  today’s  world  we  shall  be 
able  to  have  security  from  dangers  that 
are  to  me  very  real,  while  at  the  same 
time  enjoying  the  utmost  economy  in  the 
size  and  operations  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

As  I  stated  yesterday,  Mr.  President, 
we  will  not  find  any  bargain  counter 
from  which  we  may  pluck  a  bargain  in 
the  defense  of  these  United  States.  -This 
is  not  a  bargain-counter  country.  The 
things  that  are  at  stake  today  are  not 
cheap.  They  are  things  that  are  price¬ 
less,  above  all  computation,  things  de¬ 
sired  by  the  other  2,000,000,000  people 
who  inhabit  the  earth;  things  for  the 
possession  of  which  we  are  greatly  envied 
by  those  who  threaten  the  security  and 
the  peace  of  the  world. 

Mr.  President,  I  repeat  that,  for  my 
part,  I  shall  not  cast  a  vote  that  I  re¬ 
gard  as  being  a  useless  gamble  with  the 
security  of  the  Nation  and  the  freedom 
of  the  American  people, 

The  balance  of  power  in  the  world 
which  has  protected  us  for  past  decades, 
has  disappeared.  The  oceans  which  we 
once  regarded  as  ramparts  that  would 
give  time  have  now  become  mere  pud¬ 
dles  of  defense  in  the  waging  of  war. 
We  cannot  expect  to  have  the  time  we 
have  always  heretofore  had  in  which  to 
prepare  the  country  for  defense.  Con¬ 
fronted  with  that  knowledge,  the  danger 
of  the  situation  should  be  apparent  to 
every  Senator,  as  well  as  to  every  Amer¬ 
ican  citizen.  To  talk  about  our  consti¬ 
tutional  duty  to  impose  such  restraints 
upon  the  men  who  are  charged  with 
directing  our  national  defense  to  me  is 
fantastic,  unreal.  I  think  we  are  fac¬ 
ing  a  testing  time  in  America  and  in 
the  Senate.  We  either  propose  to  de¬ 
fend  this  country  or  we  do  not. 

Senators  may  place  their  judgment 
that  3,500,000  is  the  number  of  men  who 
will  be  needed  above  that  of  our  military 
leaders  who  have  been  so  severely  and, 
I  think,  unfairly  berated  during  the 
course  of  this  entire  debate,  or  they  can 
rely  upon  the  checks  and  balances  upon 
which  we  have  depended  in  every  other 
period  of  emergency. 

Senators  talk  of  peace.  They  say  this 
is  a  peacetime  army.  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry]  both  stated 
several  times  that  we  are  dealing  with 
a  peacetime  army.  Is  there  peace  in 
Korea?  Is  there  peace  around  the  en¬ 
tire  perimeter  of  the  iron  curtain?  Is 
there  security  even  in  the  homes  of  the 
American  people?  No,  Mr.  President, 
we  are  engaged  in  a  cold  war  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  shooting  in  Korea.  We  hope 
that  limited  war  and  the  cold  war  will 
be  the  only  kind  we  shall  know  and  that 
we  shall  be  able  to  prevent  a  world  con¬ 
flagration;  but  we  have  no  assurance 
that  that  will  be  the  case.  We  do  not 
know  at  what  hour  our  Nation  may  be 
subject  to  attack.  This  is  indeed  a  test¬ 
ing  time  for  us  in  the  Senate  and  for  the 
whole  American  people. 

Are  we  tough  enough  to  endure  through 
a  long  period  of  costly  cold  war?  Have 


we  the  character  to  raise  the  taxes  which 
are  necessary  in  order  to  safeguard  and 
maintain  the  security  of  the  United 
States?  Do  we  realize  the  value  of  the 
blessings  we  enjoy  as  American  citizens? 
Are  we  willing  to  take  chances,  unneces¬ 
sary  chances,  by  imposing  a  limit  of  this 
kind  upon  the  number  of  men  we  may 
have  in  the  armed  services? 

Mr.  President,  no  one  has  stated  that 
3,462,000  are  all  the  men  necessary  to 
defend  the  United  States.  The  military, 
which  by  some  seem  to  be  so  much  de¬ 
spised,  have  told  us  that  more  men  will 
be  needed.  Almost  all  the  current  in¬ 
creases  which  have  been  referred  to  as 
an  illustration  of  inconsistency  on  the 
part  of  the  military,  have  been  brought 
about  through  the  doubling  of  the  Air 
Forces.  One  would  think  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  and  the  Senator  from 
Nebraska,  who  have  consistently  stressed 
the  importance  of  air,  would  welcome 
increases  in  the  Air  Force,  instead  of 
saying  that  we  should  impose  ceilings 
that  may  make  the  number  of  men  in¬ 
adequate  even  to  have  the  air  power 
that  is  so  vital  for  protection,  for  pre¬ 
venting  attack,  and  for  retaliation  if 
attack  should  come. 

Mr.  President,  I  can  understand  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall’s  confusion  when  he 
stated  that  some  members  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  had  hardly  ceased  denouncing  him 
for  not  having  enough  men  in  the  Army 
when  Korea  erupted,  before  they  started 
proposing  restrictions  and  limitations 
which  will  make  it  impossible  for  him 
to  secure  the  men  he  believes  he  should 
have  to  prevail  in  Korea  and  protect  the 
country.  I  can  appreciate  that  con¬ 
fusion,  because  I  share  it. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Senator  from  Georgia  if  he  does 
not  believe  that  the  proposed  ceiling  is 
so  tight  that  it  will  adversely  affect  the 
rotation  of  men  who  are  now  in  Korea? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is  no  question 
about  that. 

Mr.  President,  men  may  call  this 
peace,  but  in  my  judgment  it  is  a  dan¬ 
gerous  peace  that  may  be  terminated 
momentarily  with  the  greatest  holocaust 
ever  seen.  I  do  not  think  we  should  rely 
upon  that  kind  of  uneasy  half -peace  to 
such  an  extent  as  severally  to  curtail  the 
adequacy  of  our  defensive  preparations. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  think  the  limitation  of 
3,500,000  is  so  tight  that  it  might  greatly 
embarrass  us  this  year  in  case  of  sudden 
and  violent  actions  which  could  occur 
in  various  places  in  the  world? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  might  well  prove 
disastrous.  The  action  it  is  now  pro¬ 
posed  to  take  by  means  of  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  pending  amendment  might 
well  prove  disastrous  in  such  a  situation. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Does  not  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  think  that  if  we  were  to 
adopt  ti  is  amendment  we  would  be  play¬ 
ing  directly  into  the  hands  of  the  Soviets, 


if  we  were  thus  to  disclose  the  top  limit 
on  the  Armed  Forces  we  would  be  willing 
to  conscript?  Does  not  the  Senator  also 
think  that  no  one  is  justified  in  disre¬ 
garding  the  warnings  of  our  great  mili¬ 
tary  leaders,  such  as  General  Marshall, 
General  Bradley,  General  Vandenberg, 
and  the  others  upon  whom  we  must  rely? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  if  we 
adopt  this  amendment  we  shall  be  telling 
Stalin  that  we  are  prepared  to  defend 
all  that  is  America,  provided  we  can  do 
it  with  3,500,000  men  and  $50,000,000,000, 
but  that  if  it  requires  more  than  3,500,001 
men,  and  their  equipment  we  are  willing 
to  let  America  go  down  the  drain- 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  all  time 
has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  am 
I  correct  in  understanding  that  under 
the  unanimcus-consent  agreement  it  is 
in  order  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Amendments 
to  the  amendment  are  in  order,  under  the 
agreement.  There  is  a  limitation  of  10 
minutes  to  a  side  in  the  case  of  any 
amendment  which  may  be  offered  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Therefore,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon,  I  offer  the  following 
amendment:  On  page  2,  in  line  6  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon, 
strike  out  the  words  “three  million  five 
hundred  thousand”  and  insert  the  words 
“five  million,”  so  as  to  make  the  amend¬ 
ment  at  that  point  read:  “a  total  of  five 
million  persons  at  any  time  during  the 
period  of  suspension  prescribed  in  the 
first  section  of  this  act.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Con¬ 
necticut  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  will  be  stated  by  the 
clerk. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  2,  in 
line  6,  of  the  amendment  of  the  Senato/ 
from  Oregon,  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  words  “three  million  five  hundred 
thousand”  and  insert  the  words  “five 
million.” 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Speaking  merely 
as  an  individual  member  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  and  not  speaking 
for  the  committee,  let  me  say  that  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  Senator  from  Con¬ 
necticut  has  approached  this  problem  in 
a  constructive  way,  because  his  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  meets  the  problem  of  those 
who  have  been  concerned  about  a  wide- 
open  end  limitation.  At  the  same  time, 
we  still  have  the  assurances  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  that  three  and  one-half  million 
is  the  absolute  minimum  we  should  have 
for  the  defense  of  the  country.  Between 
the  figure  three  and  one-half  million 
and  the  top  figure  of  five  million,  which 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  would  establish  as 
a  ceiling,  there  would  be  sufficient  flex- 
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ibility  to  enable  the  Congress,  through 
its  appropriating  power,  to  limit  the 
number  according  to  the  need  which 
might  exist.  Does  the  Senator  agree 
that  would  serve  the  purpose  of  those 
who  do  not  wish  to  leave  a  wide-open 
ceiling? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  believe  it  would. 

Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Connecticut  is  recognized  for  8 
minutes. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  we 
must  remember  that  what  we  are  seek¬ 
ing  to  do  by  this  bill  is  to  prepare  de¬ 
fenses  for  the  protection  of  our  civiliza¬ 
tion  and  our  way  of  life.  The  dictionary 
defines  the  word  “civilization”  as  the  rule 
of  civilians. 

As  I  stated  yesterday,  I  believe  that 
the  Congress  must  be  vigilant  in  exercis¬ 
ing  the  powers  it  is  given  by  the  Consti¬ 
tution  and  in  performing  its  duty  there¬ 
under.  There  can  be  no  question  that 
under  the  Constitution  the  Congress  has 
the  responsibility  of  raising  an  army, 
which  of  course  includes  determining  or 
prescribing  the  size  of  the  army. 

I  have  conferred  with  the  members  of 
Armed  Services  Committee  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle.  I  have  listened  to  the  read¬ 
ing  of  the  letters  from  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  General  Marshall,  and  from 
the  members  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 
I  am  impressed  by  their  perturbation  at 
the  proposal  to  fix  a  limit  of  3,500,000 
men.  I  am  not  willing  to  snub  them  or 
turn  them  down,  in  view  of  their  protes¬ 
tations  of  necessity;  and  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  I  am  not  willing  to  hold 
them  down  to  the  figure  3,500,000.  To 
that  extent  I  change  my  position. 

However,  I  do  not  change  one  iota  my 
basic  position  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  set  a 
limit  on  the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

One  year  ago  I  stated  on  this  floor 
that  we  were  faced  with  a  period  of  regi¬ 
mentation  and  regulation  in  which  our 
budgets  would  go  up  and  up  and  up  and 
our  liberties  would  go  down  and  down 
and  down.  Of  course,  Mr.  President,  de¬ 
velopments  during  the  past  12  months 
have  borne  out  that  prophecy. 

I  say  that  in  the  business  of  preparing 
ourselves  so  that  we  may  protect  our  way 
of  life  and  may  assure  our  survival,  we 
must  also  be  vigilant  in,  seeing  to  it  that 
we  do  not  turn  over  to  the  military  gen¬ 
tlemen  in  the  Pentagon  the  powers  which 
the  Constitution  gives  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  submit 
that  wisdom  demands  that  we  set  a  limi¬ 
tation  that  will  conform  to  and  comport 
with  our  constitutional  duty,  and  still 
will  give  the  armed  services  sufficient 
latitude  to  enable  them  to  collect  the 
forces  necessary  to  protect  the  national 
security. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Without  going  into 
the  merits  of  the  matter  at  all,  let  me' 
ask  whether  the  Senator  has  made  any 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  maintaining  a 
force  of  5,000,000. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  would  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  have  not.  I  say  to  him. 


and,  in  replying  to  the  Senator  I  am 
also  replying  to  an  observation  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  made  the  other  day, 
that  perhaps  we  are  going  to  have  to  for¬ 
get  the  question  of  cost  in  connection 
with  this  matter.  We  are  not  going  to 
be  able  to  decide,  on  the  basis  of  conven¬ 
ience  to  the  American  people,  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  how  much  they  are  going  to  have 
to  give  up  in  order  to  survive,  because  he 
who  thinks  the  American  people  will  not 
give  up  all  they  have  in  order  to  main¬ 
tain  their  liberty,  does  not  know  what  is 
in  the  hearts  of  the  American  people. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  phrased  my  ques¬ 
tion  so  as  to  eliminate  argument  as  to 
the  merits  of  whether  the  number  should 
be  3,000,000,  4,000,000,  5,000,000,  or  what¬ 
ever  it  should  be.  I  think  it  is  quite  a 
relevant  question  to  ask  what  the  cost 
may  be,  so  that  we  also  can  avoid  bur¬ 
dening  the  Nation  with  excessive  ex¬ 
penditures. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
make  a  very  brief  response  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado.  Of  course,  by  set¬ 
ting  5,000,000  as  the  limit,  the  Senator 
realizes  that  will  not  necessarily  mean 
that  we  shall  have  5,000,000  men  in  the 
Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  I  understand. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  to  me  for  a  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  If  the  Senator’s 
amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon — increasing  the 
number  to  5,000,000 — shall  not  prevail, 
does  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  pro¬ 
pose  to  offer  an  amendment  increasing 
the  number  to  4,000,000?  I  can  support 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  in  regard 
to  the  figure  4,000,000;  but  a  limit  of 
5,000,000,  I  may  say  to  the  Senator,  in 
connection  with  the  question  asked  by 
the  Senator  from  Colorado,  does  not 
mean  very  much  in  the  way  of  a  lim¬ 
itation,  but  could  mean  a  great  deal  in 
the  way  of  expense. 

Mr.  McMAHON,  Does  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  wish  to  have  my  response? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Yes;  I  do. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  shall  make  up  my 
mind  on  that  matter  when  I  find  out 
what  the  vote  is  on  the  amendment  I 
have  now  offered  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  As  I  announced 
yesterday,  if  the  amendment  calling  for 
3,500,000 — the  figure  we  were  consider¬ 
ing  then — fails,  I  shall  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  provide  for  4,000,000. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  junior 
Senator  from  Georgia  is  recognized. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  I 
think  the  time  in  opposition  to  this 
amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  is  in  my  control. 
However,  this  amendment  involves  di¬ 
rectly  a  conflict  not  only  with  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon,  but  with  the  bill  as  reported  by  the 


committee.  Therefore,  in  the  interest 
of  fairness,  I  think  I  should  assign  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  3  or  4  minutes 
on  this  matter. 

Mr.  MORSE.  The  Senator  from 
Georgia  is  quite  correct. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  recognized. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  merely 
wish  to  point  out  that  if  we  set  the  limit 
at  this  figure,  we  may  easily  have  it 
reached,  because  the  figure  proposed  for 
the  Armed  Forces  has  increased  stead¬ 
ily.  In  December  the  situation  was  no 
worse  than  the  situation  today;  in  fact, 
the  need  then  was  probably  less  than 
the  need  today.  However,  at  that  time 
the  military  raised  their  estimate,  in  30 
days,  from  2,700,000  to  3,500,000  men. 

Now  we  are  told  that  on  the  basis  of 
an  Armed  Force  of  3,500,000,  we  shall 
not  have  to  draft  18-year-old  boys.  That 
is  why  many  Members  of  the  Senate 
voted  against  the  amendment  in  regard 
to  the  drafting  of  boys  I8V2  years  of  age. 

If  we  now  raise  the  limit  to  5,000,000, 
that  will  be  an  invitation  to  those  in 
charge  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  increase 
the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  5,000,000; 
and  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  according  to 
the  statements  of  those  in  charge  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  even  after  all  the  equip¬ 
ment  is  prepared,  a  force  of  5,000,000 
will  cost  $50,000,000,000  to  maintain. 
Fifty  billion  dollars  plus  the  figure,  as  I 
estimate  it,  of  $15,000,000,000  a  year  for 
additional  equipment,  totals  $65,000,- 
000,000.  If  we  add  $5,000,000,000  more 
that  will  be  $70,000,000,000.  If  we  add 
$25,000,000,000  more  for  domestic  ex¬ 
pense  that  will  be  $95,000,000,000 — on 
as  much  as  we  spent  at  the  height  of 
the  Second  World  War,  although  there 
is  no  such  war  going  on  today.  Of 
course,  such  a  war  may  come;  but  if 
it  does,  we  shall  have  to  act  in  many 
ways,  and  then  we  can  take  off  the 
ceiling. 

It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  President,  it  is 
most  unwise  to  invite  the  military  to 
push  this  ceiling  up.  In  fact,  in  the 
light  of  General  Marshall’s  letter,  it 
seems  to  me  they  have  it  in  mind.  I 
thought  they  did  not;  I  thought  they 
were  willing  to  confine  themselves  to 
their  present  request;  but  apparently 
that  is  merely  a  minimum,  and  they 
are  going  right  on  from  there.  I  think 
it  most  unwise  to  invite  them  to  go  on 
toward  a  goal  of  5,000,000  men  in  the 
Army.  The  expense  which  would  be  en¬ 
tailed  would  make  it  practically  impossi¬ 
ble  for  the  country  to  operate.  For  a 
period  of  10  years,  apparently,  or  what¬ 
ever  the  period  may  be,  we  are  going  to 
face  all  the  dangers  of  war  or  at  least  a 
continuance  of  the  Russian  threat.  It 
seems  to  me  the  amendment  should  cer¬ 
tainly  be  defeated. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  do  I  have  remaining,  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  McMahon  amendment? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  3  minutes. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  say — and  I  would  have  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota  take  note  of  this — that 
the  McMahon  amendment  would  de- 
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stroy  the  primary  objective  of  my 
amendment,  which  is  that  the  Congress 
exercise  its  constitutional  checks  upon 
the  military.  If  the  ceiling  is  put  at 
5,000,000,  then  we  shall  have  really  de¬ 
stroyed  that  principle  of  checks,  be¬ 
cause  we  shall  have  fixed  a  figure  so 
far  beyond  anything  the  military  itself 
has  presented  in  this  case  that  it  seems 
to  me  it  would  merely  be  making  a 
gesture  in  behalf  of  the  principle.  We 
are  in  effect  giving  the  military  all  the 
discretion  it  wants,  anyway. 

Certain  statistical  facts  should  be  kept 
in  mind  as  we  consider  the  McMahon 
amendment.  It  will  take  many  months 
for  the  military  to  reach  the  figure  of 
3,500,000  men,  if  my  amendment  is 
adopted.  We  took  the  ceilings  off  last 
August,  and  since  then  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  have  increased  the  Armed 
Forces  only  to  2,500,000  or  2,600,000 
over  what  was  then  a  ceiling  of  two  mil¬ 
lion.  We  need  to  remember  also  that 
they  have  not  only  presented  their  case 
before  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
on  the  basis  of  3,500,000  armed  force  for 
the  months  immediately  ahead,  but  they 
are  presenting  data  on  the  House  side 
before  the  Appropriations  Committee 
now  for  a  budget  based  upon  that  figure. 
Not  only  their  manpower  request  of  us, 
but  also  their  budget  request  on  the 
House  side,  is  for  three  and  five-tenths 
million.  If  the  McMahon  amendment 
to  my  amendment  should  be  adopted, 
the  effect  of  it  would  be  to  disrupt  the 
entire  budgetary  presentation  of  the 
military. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  military 
will  have  months  ahead  of  them  before 
they  can  reach  their  goal  of  three  and 
five-tenths  million,  they  will  have  ample 
opportunity  to  present  to  us  any  need 
for  additional  manpower,  in  case  world 
conditions  change. 

We  should  not  participate  in  an  emp¬ 
ty  gesture  today,  and  I  respectfully  say 
that  is  what  the  McMahon  amendment 
amounts  to.  We  would  be  making  a  ges¬ 
ture  toward  a  constitutional  check,  but 
would  give  the  military  a  figure  which 
permits  of  such  a  wide  exercise  of  discre¬ 
tion  that,  it  seems  to  me,  we  would  de¬ 
stroy  the  effect  of  the  application  of  the 
principle. 

Mr.  AIKEN  and  Mr.  KNOWLAND  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield,  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  or  any  other  Sen¬ 
ator  who  can  answer  the  question  wheth¬ 
er,  if  we  undertake  to  build  a  standing 
army  of  5,000, 000,  men  we  shall  not  only 
be  jeopardizing  the  economy  of  the 
country  but  also  making  it  necessary  to 
call  back  into  the  armed  services  many 
of  the  boys  from  19  to  25  years  of  age 
who  have  already  given  years  of  service? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  may  say,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  point  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Vermont  is  well  taken. 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  advises  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
that  his  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
yield  five  of  the  remaining  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  . 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  we  have  pending  before  us  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse],  with  a  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  that  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Mahon].  The  McMahon  amendment 
would  place  on  the  Armed  Forces  a  ceil¬ 
ing  of  5,000,000  men.  The  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  would  place 
the  ceiling  at  3,500,000  men.  It  was  not 
the  view  of  a  single  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  a  ceiling  should  be  placed 
in  this  draft  bill.  That  view  was  due 
largely  I  think  to  the  fact  that,  only  last 
July,  on  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Wherry],  a  4-year 
suspension  was  placed  on  ceilings,  and 
they  were  suspended  until  1954.  The 
committee  therefore  fqlt  that  there 
should  be  no  ceiling  in  this  bill. 

Furthermore,  the  committee  felt  that 
we  had  been  reasonably  prudent  in  leav¬ 
ing  the  size  of  our  armed  force  to  the 
judgment  of  Congress.  We  provided  in 
the  bill  now  before  the  Senate  that  when, 
at  any  time,  a  majority  of  the  House  and 
Senate  decided  to  reduce  the  term  of 
service,  they  could  do  so  by  concurrent 
resolution.  We  felt  that  this  was  a  rea¬ 
sonably  safe  check  on  the  size  of  our 
Armed  Forces,  bearing  in  mind  that  the 
only  check  we  have  ever  had  in  any 
emergency  was  the  sole  check  of  the 
purse — the  Appropriations  Committee. 

So,  as  the  result  of  the  committee’s - 
action,  we  have  three  checks:  First,  the 
ceiling  must  be  reviewed  before  1954; 
second,  at  any  time  the  Congress  desires 
to  reduce  it,  it  may  do  so  by  concurrent 
resolution;  and,  third,  we  may  restrict 
the  size  by  limiting  the  amount  we  ap¬ 
propriate. 

Mr.  President,  the  committee  does  not 
favor  any  ceiling,  but  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  has 
proposed  a  ceiling  of  5,000,000,  which  is 
less  disastrous  than  a  ceiling  of  3,500,000, 
the  Senator  from  Texas  proposes  to  sup¬ 
port  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  and,  in  the  event  it  is 
adopted,  to  vote  against  the  amendment, 
as  amended. 

I  think  the  Senate  and  the  country 
should  know,  when  we  vote  on  this 
amendment,  that  if  we  vote  for  the 
Morse  amendment  it  will  be  in  total  dis¬ 
regard  of  every  injunction  given  us  by 
the  outstanding  military  leaders  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  insert  in  the  body  of  the  Record 
at  this  point,  letters  from  General  Mar¬ 
shall,  General  Bradley,  General  Vanden- 
berg,  and  General  Collins.  I  may  say 
we  would  also  have  a  statement  from 
Admiral  Sherman,  because  he  made  one 
in  committee,  but  he  is  overseas  at  the 
moment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 


There  being  no  objection,  the  letters 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Washington  D.  C.,  March  7,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

United.  States  Senate. 

Dear  Johnson:  A  statutory  ceiling  on  the 
size  of  the  armed  services  at  this  time  would 
be,  In  effect,  a  direct  gamble  with  national 
security  In  the  present  chaotic  world  sit¬ 
uation.  The  3,462,000  figure  toward  which 
we  are  now  building  is  not  a  ceiling.  It  is 
a  minimum  of  strength  in  the  present  sit¬ 
uation. 

The  number  of  men  under  arms  at  any 
time  should  reflect  the  judgment  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  and  the  President  as  to  the 
country’s  minimum  defense  need.  These 
men  cannot  fulfill  their  responsibility  if  an 
arbitrary  limit  is  set  on  the  size  of  our  forces, 
to  tie  the  hands  of  our  responsible  leaders 
and  strip  them  of  any  flexibility  in  man¬ 
power  goals  is  a  highly  dangerous  procedure. 
Congress  always  controls  the  purse  strings 
but  the  proposed  procedure  goes  far  beyond 
that  check. 

The  Armed  Forces  have  never  been 
throttled  with  a  mandatory  ceiling  in  the 
midst  of  a  period  of  great  emergency.  To  do 
so  now  would  be  serious,  I  believe,  far  be¬ 
yond  the  conception  of  many  who  might 
favor  such  a  procedure  in  the  heat  of  debate. 

With  warm  regards. 

Faithfully  yours, 

G.  C.  Marshall. 

The  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
Washington  D.  C.,  March  7,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson,  ' 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Johnson:  I  have  just  been 
informed  that  an  amendment  has  been  of¬ 
fered  to  the  bill  on  universal  military  serv¬ 
ice  and  training  which  would  limit  the  size 
of  the  Armed  Forces  to  3,500,000  men. 

As  former  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army,  and 
now  as  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  I  have  just  completed  the  third  year 
as  a  member  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
working  with  plans  for  the  security  of  this 
Nation.  Based  on  this  experience,  my  imme¬ 
diate  reaction  to  this  amendment  is  this: 
Such  a  limitation  on  the  mobilization  of  our 
armed  strength  gives  the  Soviet  Union  the 
greatest  single  fixed  factor  that  any  nation 
could  have  which  would  plot  the  downfall 
of  the  United  States  through  attack  by 
armed  aggressipn. 

I  only  wish  that  similar  limiting  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  size  of  the  forces  of  any  poten¬ 
tial  enemy  could  be  passed  to  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff.  It  would  make  our  plan¬ 
ning  immeasurably  easier. 

This  amendment,  in  my  opinion,  would 
do  great  harm. 

Sincerely, 

Omar  N.  Bradley. 

Department  of  the  Air  Force, 

Headquarters  United  States  Air  Force, 

Washington,  D.  C.,  March  7,  1951. 
Hon.  Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

Chairman,  Preparedness  Subcommit- 
•  tee,  Senate  Armed  Services  Commit - 
tee,  United  States  Senate 

Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  I  am  seriously  dis¬ 
turbed  with  the  press  report  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  as  a  corollary  action  to  their  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  universal  military  training  and 
service  legislation,  proposes  to  vote  today  on 
an  amendment  which  would  prescribe  a  stat¬ 
utory  military  personnel  ceiling  on  the 
armed  services.  Such  an  amendment,  if  en¬ 
acted,  would  in  my  opinion  be  detrimental 
to  the  security  of  our  Nation. 
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The  many  and  complex  factors,  which  to¬ 
gether  dictate  the  military  strength  re¬ 
quirements  of  our  country,  are  so  variable 
that  it  is  impossible  to  predict  the  future 
adequacy  of  any  numerical  ceiling.  Estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  statutc-y  military  personnel 
strength  presupposes  a  continuation  or  les¬ 
sening  of  the  international  situation  and 
conditions  which  generated  this  strength  re¬ 
quirement.  For  the  Congress  to  make  such 
an  assumption  at  this  time  would,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  seriously  retard  the  over-all  defense 
effort. 

As  you  know,  the  Congress  does  control 
the  strength  of  the  armed  services  through 
appropriations  made  available  to  support 
our  programs.  Also,  as  you  know,  the 
Armed  Services  Committees  of  both  Houses 
of  Congress  are  kept  fully  and  currently  in¬ 
formed  of  the  military  conditions  which 
influence  all  aspects  of  our  programs.  Fu¬ 
ture  adjustments  in  the  strength  require¬ 
ments  of  the  armed  services  can,  therefore, 
be  effected  through  existing  congressional 
procedures.  In  my  opinion  this  existing 
system  lends  itself  more  suitably  to  the 
international  r'tuation  we  face. 

As  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  United  States 
Air  Force  and  in  my  capacity  as  a  member 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  I  therefore  urge 
that  your  committee  oppose  the  proposed 
restrictive  amendment. 

Hoyt  S.  Vandenberg, 

Chief  of  Staff,  United  States  Air  Force: 

United  States  Army, 

The  Chief  of  Staff, 

March  7,  1951. 

Hon.  Lyndon  Johnson, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Johnson:  There  are  several 
compelling  reasons,  both  in  the  short  range 
and  in  the  long  range,  why  there  should  not 
be  a  statutory  limitation  on  the  strength  of 
the  Armed  Forces  in  the  universal  military 
service  and  training  legislation. 

In  the  short  range,  the  Army  would  be 
adversely  affected  as  to  combat  effectivness 
and  morale.  For  want  of  authority  to  go 
overstrength  from  time  to  time — a  condition 
which  cannot  be  accurately  predicted  because 
of  battle  conditions  in  Korea  and  fluctuations 
In  current  international  tensions,  our  pres¬ 
ent  plans  for  rotation  of  personnel  in  Korea 
might  be  completely  upset.  A  large  number 
of  men  have  been  in  continuous  action  ip 
Korea  for  many  months.  We  must  provide 
them  with  rotation  and  relief.  They  are 
tired.  The  speed  with  which  we  do  this 
should  be  limited,  not  by  act  of  Congress  but 
by  our  physical  ability  to  train,  house,  equip, 
and  transport  the  men  necessary  to  do  it. 
We  are  doing  this  today  as  fast  as  we  are 
able.  A  statutory  limitation  on  the  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces  will  extend  the  time 
the  combat-weary  veteran  may  look  forward 
to  relief. 

Similarly,  recalled  veterans  might  have  to 
stay  in  service  longer.  A  statutory  limita¬ 
tion  on  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces 
would  curtail  our  ability  to  train  replace¬ 
ments  and  thereby  extend  the  time  when 
recalled  veterans  can  be  released.  Our  plans 
are  geared  to  release  them  as  soon  as  possible. 

Despite  considerable  pressures,  the  Army 
did  not  call  out  the  entire  National  Guard 
when  the  President  declared  a  national  emer¬ 
gency.  We  limited  calls  originally  to  four 
divisions  and  three  regimental  combat  teams, 
and  I  testified  that  we  would  call  up  addi¬ 
tional  National  Guard  divisions  to  meet  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  requirements  as  they  could 
be  properly  equipped,  housed,  and  trained. 
It  has  been  necessary  to  increase  our  National 
Guard  divisions  on  active  duty  to  six  and  I 
can  foresee,  partly  as  a  result  of  our  having 
to  send  two  divisions  to  Japan,  the  necessity 
of  ordering  two  additional  divisions  into  the 
active  military  service  before  this  calendar 
year  is  out.  This  would  not  be  possible  if 


current  ceilings  of  3,500,000  were  fixed  by  law 
iit  this  time. 

In  the  long  range,  our  friends  might  well 
interpret  such  a  limitation  as  irresolution  in 
American  determination  to  contribute  to  the 
common  defense.  Our  enemies  might  well 
interpret  it  as  a  sign  of  weakness  and  fur¬ 
ther  Communist  aggression,  instead  of  be¬ 
ing  inhibited,  might  well  be  encouraged  as 
a  result.  Such  a  restriction  might  also  par¬ 
alyze  the  powers  of  negotiation  of  General 
Eisenhower  at  a  critical  time  in  the  recon¬ 
struction  of  the  defenses  of  Europe. 

Both  in  the  short  and  long  ranges,  the 
flexibility  of  organization  of  the  Armed  Forces 
would  be  impaired.  An  expansion  in  one 
service  could  only  be  made  at  the  expense 
of  the  others.  The  Air  Force  might  be  de¬ 
nied  the  ground  strength  it  needs  for  base 
protection:  the  Army  might  be  denied  addi¬ 
tional  tactical  air  support  because  of  a  nu¬ 
merical  limitation  on  strength. 

Finally,  to  be  forced  to  request  a  possible 
raising  of  such  a  limitation  during  a  time  of 
stress  might  unnecessarily  divulge  our  fu¬ 
ture  plans  to  a  potential  enemy.  If  a  ceil¬ 
ing  is  imposed,  and  if,  because  of  world 
tension,  it  proves  desirable  to  increase  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces,  congressional 
action  could  be  labeled  as  an  unfriendly 
act  precipitating  world  war  III. 

And,  in  the  last  analysis,  the  Congress 
still  maintains  the  power  to  limit  the  Armed 
Forces  through  its  powers  of  appropriation. 
No  action  can  be  taken  by  the  Armed  Forces 
to  increase  strengths  without  specific  appro¬ 
priations  to  cover  the  costs  of  additional  men 
and  equipment  needed. 

For  all  of  these  reasons,  the  universal 
military  service  and  training  legislation 
should  not  include  a  limitation  on  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

Sincerely, 

J.  Lawton  Collins. 

Mi\  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  desire  to 
call  to  the  attention  of  Senators  briefly 
what  the  writers  of  these  letters  have  to 
say  about  the  Morse  amendment  pro¬ 
posing  a  ceiling  of  3,500,000.  I  quote 
from  General  Marshall,  in  part: 

These  men — 

He  is  speaking  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff — 

cannot  fullfill  their  responsibility  if  an  arbi¬ 
trary  limit  is  set  on  the  size  of  our  forces. 
To  tie  the  hands  of  our  responsible  leaders 
and  strip  them  of  any  flexibility  in  man¬ 
power  goals  is  a  highly  dangerous  procedure. 
»  *  *  The  Armed  Forces  have  never  been 

throttled  with  a  manpower  ceiling  in  the 
midst  of  a  period  of  great  emergency. 

General  Bradley  says: 

Such  a  limitation  on  the  mobilization  of 
our  armed  strength  gives  the  Soviet  Union 
the  greatest  single  fixed  factor  that  any 
nation  could  have  which  would  plot  the 
downfall  of  the  United  States  through  an 
attack  by  armed  aggression. 

General  Vandenberg,  Chief  of  Staff 
of  the  United  States  Air  Force,  has  this 
to  say: 

Such  an  amendment,  if  enacted,  would  in 
my  opinion  be  detrimental  to  the  security  of 
our  Nation. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  As  the 
time  yielded  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
has  expired,  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
has  remaining  1  minute;  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut,  2  minutes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  in  the 
1  minute,  I  merely  wish  to  observe,  in 
answer  to  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Aiken],  that,  if  the  Senate  should 


adopt  this  amendment,  it  would  not 
mean  that  we  must  have  5,000,000  men 
in  the  armed  services.  We  could  not 
have  them  without  the  armed  services 
coming  before  the  Congress  and  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committees  to  obtain  funds 
for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  California? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  fact,  does  this 
not  give  to  those  who  believe  that  there 
is  need  of  it  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
assurance  that  Congress  would  retain 
control  of  the  ceiling  and  that  it  does 
not  set  the  minimum  size  of  the  Army, 
which  is  still  within  the  constitutional 
appropriating  power  of  the  Congress? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  President,  believing  that  5,000,000, 
while  I  do  not  approve  of  any  ceiling, 
is  infinitely  better  than  the  3,500,000 
which  is  proposed  in  the  amendment, 
which  I  regard  as  being  potentially  dis¬ 
astrous  to  the  United  States,  I  shall  vote 
for  the  substitution  of  the  5,000,000  for 
the  3,500,000,  when  the  vote  is  taken. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
expired. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Gil¬ 
lette  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Connecticut  yield  any  time  to  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas? 

Mr.  McMAHON.  I  yield  1  minute  to 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  merely  wish  to 
propound  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 

Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  MoCLELLAN.  If  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  to  the  Morse  amendment 
should  be  rejected,  would  the  Capehart 
amendment,  as  proposed,  or  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Indiana  will  offer  it,  be  in 
order? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Parliamentarian  advises  the  Chair  that 
it  could  be  offered  as  a  separate  pro¬ 
posal,  not  related  to  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  McMAHON.  Mr.  President,  I  sur¬ 
render  the  remainder  of  my  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  All  time 
for  debate  has  expired.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
McMahon]  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  and  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Eastland]  are  absent  because 
of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen¬ 
nings]  is  unavoidably  detained  on  official 
business. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray]  is  absent  on  official  business. 
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The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Hen¬ 
nings]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Missouri  would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  would  vote  “nay.” 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  He 
is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Van- 
denberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  is  absent  because  of  illness, 
and  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Hennings].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  would 
vote  “nay”  and  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
souri  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  Ma¬ 
lone]  is  detained  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  32, 


nays  56,  as 

follows : 

YEAS— 32 

Anderson 

Holland 

Magnuson 

Benton 

Humphrey 

Maybank 

Chapman 

HuBt 

Monroney 

Connally 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Nixon 

Douglas 

Kefauver 

O’Mahoney  » 

Duff 

Kerr 

Pastore 

Fulbrtght 

Knowland 

Russell 

Gillette 

Lehman 

Smathers 

Green 

Long 

Sparkman 

Hayden 

McFarland 

Stennls 

Hill 

McMahon 

NAYS— 56 

Aiken 

„Frear 

Mundt 

Bennett 

George 

Neely 

Brewster 

Hendrickson 

O’Conor 

Bricker 

Hickenlooper 

Robertson 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Saltonstall 

Butler,  Md. 

Ives 

Schoeppel 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Jenner 

Smith,  Maine 

Byrd 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cain 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Capehart 

Kem 

Taft 

Carlson 

Kilgore 

Thye 

Case 

Langer 

Tobey 

Chavez 

Lodge 

Watkins 

Cordon 

McCarran 

Welker 

Dlrksen 

McClellan  * 

Wherry 

Dworshak 

McKellar 

Wiley 

Ecton 

Martin 

Williams 

Ellender 

Mlllikln 

Young 

Ferguson 

Morse 

NOT  VOTING— 

-8 

Clements 

Hennings 

Murray 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Vandenberg 

Flanders 

Malone 

So  Mr.  McMahon's  amendment  to  Mr. 
Morse’s  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
offer  an  amendment.  I  move  that  the 
figure  “3,500,000”  in  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment,  as  modified,  be  stricken  out  and 
the  figure  “4,000,000”  be  inserted  in  lieu 
thereof. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Clerk 
will  state  the  amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  2,  line  6, 
it  is  proposed  to  strike  out  “3,500,000” 
and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  figure 
“4,000,000.” 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  have  several  inquiries. 
First  I  should  like  to  inquire  whether  the 
amendment  to  my  amendment  is  in  or¬ 
der,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  unani¬ 
mous  consent  agreement  of  yesterday 


required  that  amendments  be  submitted 
prior  to  1:30  o’clock. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Oregon  is  mistaken.  Under  the 
rule  the  amendment  is  in  order. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  is  recog¬ 
nized  for  10  minutes. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
deem  it  to  be  unnecessary  to  detain  the 
Senate  for  any  extended  debate  on  my 
amendment.  The  membership  is  fa-  . 
miliar  with  what  is  involved.  The  ma¬ 
jority  of  us  have  indicated  that  we 
thought  a  limitation  of  5,000,000  was  not 
very  realistic.  In  other  words,  from  our 
standpoint  it  was  too  high.  It  has  been 
brought  out  in  debate  that  if  we  fix  the 
limit  at  three  and  a  half  million  it  may 
give  our  military  leaders  a  leeway  of 
only  38,000  men.  Many  Senators  feel 
such  a  limit  would  be  too  drastic  a  re¬ 
striction.  The  legislative  intent  has  al¬ 
ready  been  made  crystal  clear,  namely, 
that  this  would  not  be  final  action  by 
the  Congress.  This  would  be  a  tempo¬ 
rary  peace  time,  let  us  hope,  restriction 
upon  the  number  of  men  we  may  have  in 
the  Defense  Department  and  upon  the 
demands  that  may  be  made  upon  our 
economy.  Therefore,  I  hope  that  my 
colleagues  will  unite  with  me  in  voting 
for  the  compromise  proposal. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  Senator’s 
amendment  would  provide  a  margin  or 
a  leeway  of  over  500,000  men  in  the 
Armed  Forces  beyond  what  the  military 
authorities  have  established  before  the 
Committeo  on  Armed  Services  as  the 
limitation  of  its  present  plans? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  That  is  correct. 
In  the  opinion  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Virginia  such  a  number  is  ample. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield  further. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  should  like  to 
make  an  observation.  I  opposed  the 
amendment  which  was  defeated  a  few 
moments  ago,  because  I  think  that  when¬ 
ever  it  becomes  necessary  to  have  5,000,- 
000  men  in  our  military  forces,  the  time 
has  come  for  all  limits  to  be  taken  off, 
and  for  an  all-out  preparation.  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  to  be  the  duty  of  Congress  in  the 
twilight  zone  in  which  we  now  find  our¬ 
selves,  between  peace  and  actual  war, 
to  place  some  limit  on  our  Armed  Forces, 
in  the  hope  that  if  the  situation  clears 
up  we  shall  not  have  overextended  un¬ 
necessarily  the  resources  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  agree  with  my 
distinguished  colleague.  It  is  the  recol¬ 
lection  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  that 
we  had  only  4,000,000  men  in  our  Armed 
Forces  in  World  War  I,  which  was  an 
all-out  war.  I  fully  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  when  he  says 
that  if  we  are  to  have  a  limit  of  5,000,- 
000  men,  we  might  as  well  have  no  limit 
at  all.  If  we  do  not  face,  as  I  hope  we 
do  not,  any  immediate  threat  of  an  all- 
out  war,  it  seems  to  me  that  if  we  give 
the  Armed  Forces  a  leeway  of  a  little 
more  than  a  half  million  men  more  than 
they  have  indicated  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  they  expect  this  year,  it 
will  be  sufficient  at  this  time. 


Mr.  O’CONOR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’CONOR.  In  order  that  we  may 
have  clearly  stated  on  the  Record  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  author  of  the  substitute, 
may  I  ask  whether  he  means  that  the 
4,000,000  figure  should  be  a  maximum, 
and  that  it  would  be  possible  to  have  a 
lesser  number? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Of  course;  that  is 
correct.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  necessary 
to  reach  the  figure  of  3,462,000,  which  is 
the  figure  the  military  have  indicated. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  does  not  in¬ 
tend  the  figure  to  be  an  invitation  to  the 
military  to  increase  the  Armed  Forces  to 
4,000,000  men,  does  he? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Absolutely  no. 
The  amendment  is  offered  in  the  spirit  of 
not  wanting  to  create  the  psychological 
impression  that  we  are  not  serious  about 
the  situation.  We  are  serious.  We  do 
not  want  to  give  the  military  any  more 
men  than  are  absolutely  needed;  but  we 
are  willing  to  give  them  some  leeway  for 
any  contingency  which  jnay  suddenly  oc¬ 
cur,  concerning  which  we  are  not  advised 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  shall  oppose  the  amend¬ 
ment,  because  I  am  afraid  the  military 
would  take  it  as  an  invitation  to  go  to 
4,000,000.  However,  I  am  glad  to  have 
on  the  Record  the  Senator’s  statement 
that  it  is  not  intended  as  such  an  invi¬ 
tation. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  That  is  the  very 
definite  opinion  of  the  author  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  I  understood  the 
answer  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  to 
the  question  asked  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas,  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
agreed  that  the  national-defense  au¬ 
thorities  had  asked  for  3,462,000.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  *  Three  million 
four  hundred  and  sixty-two  thousand  is 
the  latest  figure.  The  Senator  from 
Ohio  says  that  in  recent  months  they 
have  raised  the  figure  several  times.  I 
am  not  familiar  with  that  fact. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Nevertheless,  they  have 
not  asked  for  4,000,000? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  They  have  not 
asked  for  more  than  3,462,000. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  If  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
should  be  agreed  to  it  would  give  the 
military  an  opportunity  to  raise  the  fig¬ 
ure  to  4,000,000. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  It  would  give 
them  the  privilege  of  doing  so.  How¬ 
ever,  it  is  not  my  intention  that  they 
do  so. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Being  especially 
concerned  with  the  raising  of  revenue, 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Virginia  how  much  it 
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would  cost  to  maintain  a  military  estab¬ 
lishment  of  4,000,000  men. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  The  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia  is  no  longer  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  or  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  but  he 
believes  we  will  have  a  military  budget 
of  approximately  $50,000,000,000,  wheth¬ 
er  his  amendment  is  adopted  or  the 
amendment  fixing  the  figure  at  3,500,- 
000  is  adopted.  I  do  not  think  it  would 
make  a  great  deal  of  difference  in  the 
actual  expense. 

Mr.  MILLIKIN.  Since  I  asked  the 
same  kind  of  question  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr. 
McMahon],  I  have  been  advised  that  it 
has  been  estimated  it  would  cost  about 
$13,000  per  man  a  year,  which  would 
place  the  total  figure  in  the  neighbor¬ 
hood  of  the  figure  which  the  Senator 
has  been  discussing,  namely,  $52,000,- 
000,000.  That  is  an  indication  of  what 
we  are  faced  with. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  should  like  to  inquire 
how  much  time  I  have  remaining. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  has  2  minutes  remaining.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  has  10 
minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  for  his  fairness. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  may  say  that  my 
fairness  did  not  pay  off  very  well  in  the 
last  vote. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  nevertheless  thank 
the  Senator  from  Georgia.  It  is  the 
opinion  of  the  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  that  we  should  have  a  vote  on  the 
3,500,000  figure.  The  defeat  of  the  Rob¬ 
ertson  amendment  would  permit  a  vote 
on  my  amendment  proposing  the  figure 
3,500,000.  The  Parliamentarian  tells  me 
that  thereafter  it  would  be  in  order  to 
offer  an  amendment  for  any  figure  differ¬ 
ing  from  the  figure  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson],  be 
it  only  a  difference  of  one. 

We  have  had  a  clash  of  opinion  on  the 
issue  as  to  whether  or  not  a  ceiling  of 
3,500,000  should  be  fixed  on  the  basis  of 
the  figures  of  the  military,  and  I  think 
the  Senate  ought  to  be  willing  to  come 
to  a  vote  on  it. 

As  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senator 
from  Virginia,  he  has  repeated  what  has 
been  previously  stated  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  that  3,500,000  would  give  the 
military  a  cushion  of  only  some  38,000. 
I  do  not  know  where  he  gets  that  figure. 
I  do  not  know  on  what  basis  he  presents 
the  figure.  Here  are  the  statistical 
facts: 

At  the  present  time  we  have  a  military 
establishment  of  between  2,500,000  and 
2,600,000.  The  Pentagon  officials  cannot 
give  us  the  exact  figure,  but  it  is  some¬ 
where  in  that  neighborhood.  As  I  have 
previously  stated,  it  will  require  many 
months  to  get  up  to  3,500,000.  In  view 
of  these  facts,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  under¬ 
stand  the  statement  that  we  would  have 
a  cushion  of  only  38,000  men  if  my 
amendment  were  adopted. 


It  has  also  been  stated  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  that  such  a  limitation 
would  create  great  difficulties  for  the 
National  Guard.  As  I  stated  in  my 
earlier  speech  today,  the  National  Guard 
legal  authorities  have  advised  me  this 
morning — and  I  do  not  think  it  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  dispute,  if  anyone  will  read  the 
United  States  Code,  that  in  case  of  emer¬ 
gency  the  President  of  the  United  States 
has  the  authority  to  call  out  the  militia 
to  meet  the  emergency,  irrespective  of 
any  ceiling.  That  has  been  the  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  law. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  No;  I  shall  not  yield. 

As  I  say,  for  years  that  has  been  the 
Interpretation  of  section  81  (a)  of  title 
32  of  the  United  States  Code. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  adopt  a  ceiling  of 
4,000,000,  we  again  confuse  and  contra¬ 
dict  all  the  representations  which  have 
been  made  by  the  military  themselves  on 
the  basis  of  3,500,000  for  the  months  im¬ 
mediately  ahead,  both  as  to  manpower 
and  as  to  budgetary  requests. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  cannot  yield  under 
the  time  limitation. 

Time  will  be  available  to  the  military, 
in  those  months,  if  world  conditions 
change,  to  come  to  Congress  and  ask  for 
4,000,000,  4,500,000,  or  5,000,000,  or  what¬ 
ever  number  the  facts  may  then  warrant. 

We  have  a  very  simple  issue  before  us. 
Are  we  going  to  take  the  military  at  their 
word,  on  the  basis  of  the  figures  they 
have  presented,  which  they  say  will  meet 
their  needs  for  the  immediate  future? 
When  that  time  period  passes,  then  I 
think  we  should  consider  whether  we 
want  to  raise  the  ceiling.  If  in  the  in¬ 
tervening  time  they  have  evidence  which 
would  justify  raising  the  ceiling,  then 
will  be  the  time  to  consider  raising  it. 
But  if  we  give  them  the  additional  500,- 
000  men  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson],  I  am  very 
fearful,  knowing  the  military  behavior 
patterns  as  they  have  been  demonstrated 
both  to  the  Armed  Services  Committees 
and  the  Appropriations  Committees  in 
the  past,  that  they  will  proceed  at  once 
to  cut  their  cloth  for  4,000,000  rather 
than  for  3,500,000. 

We  would  also  defeat  the  second  pur¬ 
pose  of  my  amendment — if  we  adopt  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Robertson] — which  is  that  we  must 
prevail  on  the  military  to  inaugurate 
some  manpower  savings  in  their  opera¬ 
tions.  I  am  satisfied  that  they  can  do  it 
and  relieve  between  300,000  and  500,000 
men  for  combat  duty.  I  think  they  are 
guilty  of  wasting  at  least  that  many. 

Mr.  President,  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  I  have  made  my  case,  and  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  stand  on  the  record. 
I  close  by  asking,  Do  we  want  a  check 
in  fact,  or  do  we  want  to  give  the  mili¬ 
tary  more  than  they  have  asked  for, 
more  than  they  have  substantiated  by 
way  of  any  proof?  Do  we  want  to  say 
to  the  military,  “Under  our  constitu¬ 
tional  system  we  stand  ready  and  will¬ 
ing  to  let  you  show  cause  for  an  increase 
in  manpower  as  you  need  it”?  That  is 
the  issue. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  has  expired. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  raises  an  interesting  question.  If 
this  amendment  should  be  voted  down, 
and  then  the  three-and-one-half-mil- 
lion  proposal  should  be  voted  down, 
would  it  be  in  order  for  the  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart]  to  reoffer  his 
amendment  providing  for  4,000,000,  as 
he  has  stated  his  intention  of  doing? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  If  the  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  should  be  voted  down, 
the  status  would  be  the  same  as  before 
the  amendment  was  offered,  and  any 
amendment  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Would  any  amendment 
be  in  order? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes;  because 
it  would  be  an  amendment  to  the  bill 
and  not  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Of  course,  any  other 
figure,  such  as  4,000,001,  would  be  in 
order  on  this  amendment,  would  it  not? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Will  the 
Senator  state  the  question  again? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  If  the  figure  were  dif¬ 
ferent — for  example,  4,000,001 — it  would 
be  in  order  on  this  amendment,  would 
it  not? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  would  be 
in  order,  after  this  amendment  is  dis¬ 
posed  of.  But  if  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  is  agreed  to,  then  the  matter  is 
closed  so  far  as  the  number  is  concerned; 
or  if  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  were  agreed  to,  no  further 
amendment  would  then  be  in  order. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  understand.  My 
parliamentary  inquiry  related  to  other 
amendments  being  offered  if  the  4,000,- 
000  proposal  is  defeated.  In  that  event, 
of  course,  a  figure  of  4,000,001  would  be 
in  order,  would  it  not? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Yes. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Are  we  to  under¬ 
stand  the  Chair  to  rule  that  if  the 
amendment  placing  an  over-all  limita¬ 
tion  of  4,000,000  is  voted  down,  and  then 
the  Morse  amendment  for  three  and 
one-half  million  is  voted  down,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  will  be  privileged  to  vote  again  on 
the  same  amendment  it  has  already  de¬ 
feated? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  would 
have  to  be  a  change  in  the  figure.  The 
Senate  could  not  vote  again  on  the  iden¬ 
tical  amendment. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  That  was  the  un¬ 
derstanding  of  the  Senator  from  Vir¬ 
ginia,  namely,  that  another  vote  could 
not  be  had  on  the  same  exact  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  has  5 
minutes. 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  can¬ 
not  let  this  vote  be  had  without  enter¬ 
ing  in  the  Record  my  disagreement  with 
the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  with  respect  to  the  National  Guard. 
There  is  no  question  on  earth  as  to  the 
constitutional  power  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  call  out  the  militia 
to  suppress  insurrection  and  resist  in¬ 
vasion;  but  if  this  amendment  be  adopted 
he  cannot  integrate  a  National  Guard 
unit  into  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
if  the  ceiling  of  3,500,000  is  thereby 
exceeded.  He  could  not  give  them  train¬ 
ing,  and  he  could  not  fill  up  the  ranks 
of  a  guard  unit  with  draftees,  as  it  is 
now  necessary  to  do.  Therefore,  that 
statement  is  misleading,  and  the  state¬ 
ment  which  I  made  yesterday  stands, 
that  if  we  impose  a  ceiling  of  three  and 
a  half  million  men,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  cannot  call  out  more  than 
38,000  National  Guardsmen  and  their 
supporting  units. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  X  am  merely  stating 
my  opinion.  The  Senator  has  stated  his. 
My  time  is  very  limited.  I  cannot  yield 
unless  the  Senator  wishes  to  take  issue 
with  me  on  the  statement.  Our  respec¬ 
tive  statements  stand  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  the  Senator  will  read 
the  statute  he  will  see  that  it  contains 
the  language  “to  execute  such  laws.” 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  read  it.  It 
deals  with  putting  down  insurrection  and 
with  maintaining  peace  within  the  con¬ 
fines  of  a  community.  However,  the 
President  cannot  fill  up  the  ranks  of  the 
National  Guard,  and  cannot  make  a  di¬ 
vision  of  it.  This  is  part  of  the  whole 
policy  of  defending  the  Nation  without 
making  any  real  sacrifice.  It  is  all  a 
part  of  that  pattern.  Senators  hope  to 
protect  the  Nation  with  unpaid  and  un¬ 
trained  militia.  •  Paper  plans,  unarmed 
and  untrained  men  and  half-baked  leg¬ 
islation  will  never  give  us  the  defense 
we  need  and  deserve. 

Mr.  CORDON.  •  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  regret  that  I  can¬ 
not,  because  I  have  only  4  minutes. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  did  not  understand 
what  the  Senator  was  driving  at. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  was  taking  the  po¬ 
sition  that  if  the  limitation  of  three  and 
one-half  million  men  were  imposed,  in 
the  event  of  an  emergency  it  would  be 
necessary  for  the  Congress  to  take  action 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States 
could  call  out  more  than  38,000  National 
Guardsmen.  That  is  the  point  I  was 
making. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  regret - 

Mr.  CORDON.  Does  the  Senator 
mean  if  the  ceiling  is  imposed,  or  if  the 
military  reaches  the  ceiling? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect  in  his  assumption  about  reaching 
the  ceiling.  The  figures  speak  for  them¬ 
selves.  I  have  seen  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  in  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations.  I  know  that  he  is 
making  an  argument  and  not  seeking 
enlightenment  for  himself.  I  have  seen 
him  figure  too  rapidly  in  the  Committee 


on  Appropriations  to  believe  that  he  does 
not  know  how  the  figures  are  arrived  at. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  rather  sad 
moment  for  me.  I  had  hoped  we  would 
be  able  to  organize  the  defenses  of  the 
free  nations  of  the  earth  to  such  an  ex¬ 
tent  that  war  could  be  avoided,  or  if 
ever  war  should  come — which  God  for¬ 
bid — that  we  would  have  the  power  in 
being  to  beat  back  any  Communist 
forces,  whether  from  China,  from  Rus¬ 
sia,  or  the  satellites,  that  might  be 
brought  against  us.  Yet  today  we  hear 
it  said  that  it  is  necessary  to  put  a  blind 
bridle  on  the  miltiary;  that  we  must  have 
a  check  upon  the  military. 

There  has  been  expression  of  lack  of 
confidence  in  the  military.  I  have 
stated  my  views  that  that  was  not  de¬ 
served  as  to  these  men,  but  my  views  do 
not  appeal  to  some  Senators  because 
they  continue  to  express  themselves 
here.  I  say,  however,  it  is  extremely  un¬ 
fortunate  in  a  time  when  we  are  asking 
the  free  nations  of  the  earth,  particu¬ 
larly  the  peoples  of  Western  Europe  who 
are  living  under  the  guns  of  communism, 
to  have  confidence  in  our  military,  to 
have  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
give  them  a  vote  of  no  confidence,  say 
that  they  must  be  put  in  a  strait- jacket, 
and  must  be  dressed  up  with  a  blind 
bridle  in  order  to  keep  them  from  de¬ 
stroying  the  country  all  of  them  have 
served  so  well  and  to  which  they  have 
dedicated  their  lives.  So  I  have  a  feel¬ 
ing  of  sadness  in  this  hour. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  any  limitation 
is  bad.  I  believe  a  limitation  now  as 
tight  as  3,500,000  men  is  almost  crimi¬ 
nal.  It  puts  the  armed  services  in  a 
strait-jacket.  It  puts  our  potential  en¬ 
emies  on  notice  that  is  all  the  men  we 
are  going  to  have  trained  and  ready,  and 
therefore  our  enemies  can  train  a  great 
many  more  men  than  we  can.  They 
already  have  the  advantage  of  being  able 
to  choose  the  time  and  place  and  at 
whom  they  will  strike. 

I  know  that  the  figure  3,500,000  is 
worse  than  the  figure  4,000,000;  there¬ 
fore,  I  shall  vote  for  the  amendment  pro¬ 
viding  the  4,000,000  figure,  because  I 
shall  have  the  opportunity  to  vote 
against  any  limitation  whatever  when 
an  amendment  making  such  provision 
comes  up  for  action. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  under  no  illusion 
respecting  this  matter.  Senators  have  a 
right  to  express  their  views,  but  I  am 
expressing  my  own  view,  and  I  hope  that 
Senators  who  believe  in  the  best  possible 
defense  of  the  United  States  will  vote 
against  the  3,500,000  figure  by  support¬ 
ing  the  amendment  providing  for 
4,000,000. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  The  Senator  has  stated 
that  he  is  against  limitations,  and  that 
those  who  are  against  the  figure  of  5,- 
000,000  are  against  setting  any  limita¬ 
tions  whatsoever.  I  am  against  any 
limitations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  amendment 
providing  for  a  4,000,000-man  limitation 
is  adopted,  the  Senator  will  still  have  an 
opportunity  to  vote  for  no  limitation. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor’s  time  has  expired.  All  time  on  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  has  ex¬ 
pired.  The  question  is  on  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Robertson]  to  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse], 

Mr.  MORSE,  Mr.  WHERRY,  and  other 
Senators  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  and  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Eastland]  are  absent  because 
of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flanders]. 
If  present  and  voting,  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  would  vote  “yea,”  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  would  vote  “nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 
He  is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  is  absent  because  of  illness 
and  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Clements].  If  present  and 
voting,  the  Senator  from  Vermont  would 
vote  “nay”  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  49, 


nays  41,  as  follows: 

YEANS — 49 

Anderson 

Holland 

Maybank 

Benton 

Humphrey 

Monroney 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Nixon 

Capehart 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Mahoney 

Chapman 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Pastore 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Robertson 

Douglas 

Kefauver 

Russell 

Duff 

Kerr 

Smathers 

Frear 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Fulbright 

Lehman 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Gillette 

Lodge 

Sparkman 

Green 

Long 

Stennis 

Hayden 

McClellan 

Thye 

Hennings 

McFarland 

Tobey 

Hill 

McMahon 

Hoey 

Magnuson 

NAYS— 41 

Aiken 

Ellender 

Morse 

Bennett 

Ferguson 

Mundt 

Brewster 

George 

Neely 

Bricker 

Hendrickson 

Saltonstall 

Bridges 

Hickeniooper 

Schoeppel 

Butler,  Md. 

Jenner 

Smith,  Maine 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Kem 

Taft 

Cain 

Knowland 

Watkins 

Carlson 

Langer 

Welker 

Chavez 

McCarran 

Wherry 

Cordon 

McKellar 

Wiley 

Dirksen 

Malone 

Williams 

Dworshak 

Martin 

Young 

Ecton 

Millikin 

NOT  VOTING— 
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Clements 

Flanders 

Murray 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Vandenberg 

So  Mr.  Robertson’s  amendment  to  Mr. 
Morse’s  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  now  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon  as 
amended. 

Mr.  RUSSELL,  Mr.  WHERRY,  and 
other  Senators  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
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nays;  and  the  yeas  and  nays  were  or¬ 
dered. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  will  state  it. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  the  case  of  one 
who  voted  for  a  5,000,000  limitation  be¬ 
cause  it  is  better  than  a  3,500,000  limi- 
tion,  and  voted  for  a  4,000,000  limitation 
because  that  is  better  than  a  3,500,000 
limitation,  is  it  in  order  to  vote  against 
any  limitation? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  It  is  in  or¬ 
der  for  any  Senator  to  vote  as  he  pleases 
on  anything.  [Laughter.] 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
as  amended.  On  this  question  the  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Cle?ients]  and  the  Senator  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Eastland]  are  absent  be¬ 
cause  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Mur¬ 
ray]  is  absent  on  official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  is  paired  on  this  vote  with 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders].  If  present  and  voting,  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Kentucky  would  vote  “nay,” 
and  the  Senator  from  Vermont  would 
vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  He 
is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  is  abserjf  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  is  absent  because  of  illness, 
and  is  paired  with  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Clements].  If  present 
and  voting,  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
would  vote  “yea”  and  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  49, 
nays  41,  as  follows: 


YEAS— 49 

Aiken 

Hendrickson 

O’Mahoney 

Bennett 

Hiekenlooper 

Robertson 

Brewster 

Ives 

Schoeppel 

Bricker 

Jenner 

Smith,  Maine 

Butler.  Md. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Byrd 

Kem 

Taft 

Capehart 

Langer 

Thye 

Carlson 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Case  __ 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Cordon 

McMahon 

Welker 

Dirksen 

Malone 

Wherry 

Dworshak 

Martin 

Wiley 

Ecton 

Milllkin 

Williams 

Ferguson 

Morse 

Young 

Frear 

Mundt 

George 

O’Conor 

NAYS— 41 

Anderson 

Hennings 

McFarland 

Benton 

Hill 

McKellar 

Bridges 

Hoey 

Magnuson 

Cain 

Holland 

Maybank 

Chapman 

Humphrey 

Monroney 

Chavez 

Hunt 

Neely 

Connally 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Nixon 

Douglas 

Kefauver 

Pastore 

Duff 

Kerr 

Russell 

Ellender 

Kilgore 

Saltonstall 

Fulbright 

Knowland 

Smathers 

Gillette 

Lehman 

Sparkman 

Green 

Lodge 

Stennis  * 

Hayden 

Long 

NOT  VOTING— 6 

Clements  Flanders  Murray 

Eastland  McCarthy  Vandenberg 

So  Mr.  Morse’s  amendment,  as 
amended,  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  New  York  is  recognized. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  desire  to  call  up  my 
amendment  of  February  28,  lettered  “B.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  state  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Leh¬ 
man  (for  himself,  Mr.  Ives,  Mr.  Hen¬ 
drickson,  Mr.  Benton,  Mr.  Humphrey, 
Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Kilgore, 
Mr.  Green,  and  Mr.  Pastore)  to  the  bill 
(S.  1)  was  read  by  the  Chief  Clerk  as 
follows:  . 

Sec.  22.  Section  1114  of  title  18,  United 
States  Code,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words  “man  of  the  Coast  Guard"  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “person  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast 
Guard.’’.  i _ 

ANNOUNCEMENT  AS  TO  PROGRAM  FOR 
\  THE  SENATE 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  an  announcement? 

Mr.  l^EHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimdys  consent  that  I  may  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  an  announcement,  without  losing 
my  place  on  the  floor.  ^ 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  C^air  hears  none,  and  it 
is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  2 
days  ago  I  announced  that  we  would  out¬ 
line  a  legislative  progrkjn  which,  if  com¬ 
pleted  in  time,  would  ftciake  possible  a 
short  Easter  recess.  I  submitted  such 
a  program  to  the  majority  policy  com¬ 
mittee  yesterday.  Following  discussipn, 
it  was  suggested  that  if  we  could  com¬ 
plete  consideration  of  the  following 
measures  it  would  be  possible  fur  the 
Senate  to  take  a  brief  recess,  in  order 
that  Senators  might  have  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  catch  up  on  their  committee  work 
and  the  work  in  their  offices  and  else¬ 
where.  It  seems  desirable  that  the  pro¬ 
gram  agreed  upon,  which  I  have  also 
submitted  to  the  minority  leader,  be 
made  known  now.  Of  cqarse,  any  pro¬ 
gram  such  as  this,  would '  have  to  be 
agreeable  to  Senators  9m  both  sides  of 
the  aisle.  j 

I  shall  outline  it  briefly.  As  soon  as 
we  finish  the  bill  which  we  now  have 
under  consideration;  it  is  proposed  that 
we  shall  call  the  calendar  of  unobjected 
to  bills,  which  consists  rfow  of  72  bills; 
that  we  then  take  up  Senate  bill  728, 
which  is  the  Motarran  bill  to  amend  the 
Subversive  Control  Act  of  1950  to  clarify 
rules  and  regulations  to  permit  entry 
into  the  Uni  lied  States  of  certain  persons 
who  were  involuntary  members  of  pro¬ 
scribed  organizations;  that  we  then  take 
up  Senate  Joint  Resolution  39,  the  pur¬ 
pose  oil  which  is  to  continue  for  3 
months'  until  June  30,  1951,  the  Federal 
Rent  Control  Act,  which  expires  March 
31;  ajid  that  we  then  dispose  of  the  ques- 
tioiyof  sending  troops  to  Europe. 

JtfTr.  President,  I  know  this  is  an  ambi¬ 
tious  program,  but  I  feel  sure  we  can 
accomplish  it  if  we  all  try.  If  we  can 


complete  consideration  of  the  pending 
bill  tonight,  we  can  call  the  calendar 
tomorrow,  or  perhaps  Friday,  and  we 
can  then  dispose  of  S.  728  and  possibly 
the  rent-control  measure  this  Week. 
That  would  leave  almost  2  weeks  for 
debate  upon  the  proposition  of  pending 
troops  to  Europe.  The  schedule, butlined 
simply  depends  upon  whetheiy'Senators 
would  like  to  do  this  work  and*  get  away 
for  a  short  recess.  I  make  the  an¬ 
nouncement  so  that  the  objective  will 
be  clear  and  I  am  hopefuythat  we  may 
be  able  to  accomplish  and'  complete  this 
program.  / 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr/  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  / 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arizona -yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  New  Hampshire? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BRIDGES,  f  Will  the  Senator  state 
approximately  the  dates  between  which 
he  would  suggest  that  the  Easter  recess 
take  place? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes.  If  we  can 
complete  this  program  by  the  evening  of 
the  22d  of  this  month,  I  think  we  should 
then  have  earned  a  recess  until  April  2. 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator;  if  I  may,  that  I  think  he  is 
thoughtful  in  suggesting  the  program. 
However,  when  we  think  of  Washington 
summers  and  the  necessity  of  our  re¬ 
maining  in  Washington,  month  in  and 
month  out,  as  we  have  done  in  recent 
years,  I  think  it  would  be  more  to  the 
point  if  we  were  to  continue  in  session, 
to  see  if  we  could  complete  the  duties  of 
this  session  at  an  earlier  date,  so  that 
when  we  recess  it  may  be  for  a  substan¬ 
tial  length  of  time. 

I  appreciate  the  thoughtfulness  of  the 
distinguished  majority  leader,  and  I 
think  he  is  making  the  announcement 
very  sincerely,  but  I  believe  the  practical 
approach  is  the  one  I  have  suggested. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Nebraska? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  will  yield  in  a 
moment.  May  I  first  reply  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  New  Hampshire? 
I  do  not  think  that  this  program,  if  we 
can  complete  it,  would  delay  the  final 
adjournment  of  the  Senate.  On  the 
contrary;-  it  should  result  in  a  gain  of 
time.  I  agree  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  that  we  want  to  get  away  in  the 
summer,  and,  in  my  opinion,  I  think  a 
short  recess  will  assist  us  in  doing  so. 

It  is  an  ambitious  program,  I  admit, 
but,  Mr.  President,  I  think  that,  without 
overworking,  Senators  can  complete  it 
and  leave  themselves,  time  to  catch  up 
on  work  in  their  offices  and  attend  to 
other  necessary  matters'. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  are  two  or 
three  questions  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
majority  leader.  First,  does  he  intend 
to  take  up  the  bills  referred  to  in  the  or¬ 
der  in  which  he  has  listed  them? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  hope  we  can  do 
so. 
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lr.  WHERRY.  Second,  is  it  the  in¬ 
tention  of  the  majority  leader,  if  this 
program  is  carried  out,  to  ask  for  night 
sessions?  I  am  not  asking  the  Senator 
to  disclose  his  program  altogether,  but, 
on  the\other  hand,  if  we  are  to  have 
night  sessions,  I  think  that,  as  we  con¬ 
sider  this,  program,  we  should  know 
what  is  in,  the  mind  of  the  majority 
leader. 

Mr.  McFA^iLAND.  Mr.  President,  it 
is  very  difficult  to  announce  what  we  are 
going  to  do  about  night  sessions.  It  is 
necessary  that  Ve  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  what  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
want  to  do.  Wheti  Senators  get  ready 
to  quit,  and  when  Ihey  walk  out  on  us, 
we  might  as  well  quit. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Is  1$  the  desire  of  the 
majority  leader,  however,  that,  in  order 
to  complete  this  program  by  March  22, 
there  be  night  sessions,  ir  pecessary? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  is  my  desire. 
Speeches,  of  which  there  are  always  a 
certain  number,  not  germane  to  discus¬ 
sions  of  bills  under  consideration,  espe¬ 
cially  could  be  made  in  the‘  evenings, 
when  we  were  not  considering  bills. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  is  it 
the  intention  of  the  majority  leader  to 
have  a  night  session  tonight? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes;  I  think  that 
if  we  can  complete  action  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  this  evening  we  will  be  well  on 
our  way  toward  completing  the  proposed 
program. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  We  should  know  what 
the  minority  is  to  understand  if  we  are 
to  carry  out  the  program  outlined.  The 
program  is  an  ambitious  one,  but  the 
Senator  will  have  the  cooperation  of  the 
minority.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  to  announce  in  advance 
what  his  plans  are,  and  it  is  with  that 
understanding,  if  we  are  to  comply,  that 
we  assent  to  night  sessions,  if  necessary, 
and  that  the  bills  shall  be  taken  up  in 
the  order  in  which  the  Senator  has 
stated  them.  If  at  the  end  of  the  eve¬ 
ning  of  Thursday  the  22d  the 'program 
has  been  concluded,  there  will  be  a  va¬ 
cation  for  approximately  a  full  week,  I 
understand. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  will  really  scover 
10  days,  but  actually  only  one  work¬ 
week,  because  the  Senate- never  works  on 
Good  Friday  anyway,  t 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  answering  the  questions,  because  we 
now  know  what  his  proposal  is.  The 
program  is  in  charge  of  the  majority 
leader,  and  it  is  for  the  majority  leader 
to  set  the  stage.  ,1  will  say  now  that,  re¬ 
gardless  of  whaj/the  action  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  may  he,  we  will  cooperate  with 
the  majority  leader  to  the  very  best  of 
our  ability.  / 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  do  not  desire  to 
propose  anything  not  agreeable  to  the 
minority.-  The  membership  on  the  two 
sides  is yvery  close,  and  I  feel  that  the 
conditions  in  the  country  demand  that 
we  cooperate  to  the  fullest  extent.  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  cooperation  we  have  had 
thus  far.  There  are  also  some  non-  t" 
controversial  bills  which  might  be  taken 
up  during  the  period  we  have  been  dis¬ 
cussing. 

No.  41 - 3 


Mr.  WHERRY.  Night  sessions  usual- 1 
ly  do  not  produce  the  result  intended* 
and  I  say  to  the  majority  leader,  with  ; 
the  assurance  that  we  desire  to  give  full 
cooperation,  that  I  hope  a  program  Can 
be  planned  so  there  will  not  be  night 
sessions.  I  believe  we  will  accomplish 
more  under  such  a  program  than  if  night 
sessions  are  held. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  If  we  get  through 
with  the  program  I  have  outlined,  it  is 
likely  very  few  night  sessions  will  be 
necessary. 

Mr.  TVES.  Mr.  President,  may  I  ask 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  a  question? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Certainly. 

Mr.  IVES.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  desires  to  compliment  the  majority 
leader  for  the  way  in  which  he  is  han¬ 
dling  the  difficult  situation  now  pre¬ 
sented.  Certainly  all  the  measures  to 
which  he  has  referred  must  be  taken  care 
of  before  we  leave  for  any  length  of  time. 
Has  the  majority  leader  given  any 
thought  to  getting  a  unanimous  consent 
agreement  on  the  bill  now  pending  so 
that  we  will  not  perhaps  have  to  remain 
in  session  so  long  tonight? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  We  shall  have  to 
determine  that  a  little  later.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from. Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]  states 
that  he  is  willing  to  have  a  limitation  of 
debate  on  his  amendment,  and  that  is 
probably  the  amendment  which  will  take 
the  most  time.  I  believe  we  have  dis¬ 
posed  pf  most  of  the  controversial 
amendments. 

RENEGOTIATION  ACT  OP  1951— CONFER¬ 
ENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  ap¬ 
prehend  that  there  will  be  no  long  con¬ 
troversy  over  any  conference  reports,  but 
I  presume  the  Senator  from  Arizona  will 
permit. us  to  bring  up  conference  reports. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Of  course,  it  is  al¬ 
ways  in  order  to  submit  a  conference 
report.  \ 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand  that,  but 
I  think  it  is  . highly  important  that  the 
conference  report  on  the  measure  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  renegotiation  of  contracts 
be  disposed  of,  both  for  the  information 
of  the  procurement  officers  of  the  vari¬ 
ous  services,  and  for  the  information  of 
the  contractors. 

I  ask  permission  out  of  order  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  1724)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  renegotiation  of  contracts, 
and  for  other  purposes,  so  that  it  may  be 
printed,  printed  in  the  Record,  and  lie 
on  the  table.  I  shall  ask  later  that  it 
be  considered. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  to  be 
printed,  and  to  be  printed  in  the  Record. 

(For  conference  report  see  today’s 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives*  pp.  2177-2180.) 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 


common  defense  by  establishing  a  uni¬ 
versal-training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  my  amendment  B. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  stated. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Subsequent  to  the  of¬ 
fering  of  the  amendment,  which  is  spon¬ 
sored"  by  eight  Senators,  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  O’Mahoney]  and  the  distinguished 
senior  Senator  from  Washington  [Mr. 
Magnuson]  indicated  their  willingness 
to  be  associated  in  sponsoring  the  pro¬ 
posal.  I  therefore  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  they  be  included  as  sponsors 
of  the  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without 
objection, it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
purpose  of  the  amendment  is  as  simple 
as  its  language.  Its  only  effect  is  to 
amend  that  section  of  the  Penal  Code — 
(title  18,  sec.  1114),  which  makes  it  a 
Federal  offense  to  kill,  assault,  resist, 
oppose,  impede,  intimidate,  or  interfere 
with  Federal  officers  in  the  performance 
of  their  duty  or  to  assault  or  kill  them 
on  account  of  the  performance  of  their 
duty. 

The  legislative  history  of  this  section 
is  a  very  long  one,  going  back  to  very 
early  times.  It  has  long  been  felt  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  Federal  officers  by  Fed¬ 
eral  law  in  the  performance  of  their 
duty  and  in  actions  taken  on  account 
of  the  performance  of  their  duty. 

As  far  as  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  are  concerned,  the  Congress 
passed  a  law,  away  back  in  1863,  mak¬ 
ing  it  a  Federal  offense  to  attack  or 
obstruct  officers  or  personnel  of  the 
Provost  Marshall’s  Department  who  were 
charged  with  enforcing  the  draft  law. 
Section  1114  of  the  Penal  Code,  which  is 
here  proposed  to  be  amended,  already, 
as  it  stands  today,  includes  officers  and 
men  of  the  Coast  Guard  among  the 
Federal  officers  protected  against  vio¬ 
lence  or  obstruction  by  Federal  law. 

Legislative  history  shows  further  that 
the  list  of  Federal  officers  protected  by 
Federal  law  has  been  steadily  expanded 
through  the  years  so  that  it  now  in¬ 
cludes  judges,  United  States  attorneys, 
United  States  marshals,  deputy  mar¬ 
shals,  post-office  inspectors,  secret-serv¬ 
ice  operatives,  employees  of  United 
States  penal  institutions,  customs  in¬ 
spectors,  immigration  inspectors,  forest 
rangers,  game  wardens,  and  many,  many 
others. 

What  is  proposed  in  the  amendment 
is  the  extension  of  this  protection  of 
Federal  law  to  all  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces.  As  I  have  said,  this  pro¬ 
posal  is  by  no  means  a  radical  innova¬ 
tion.  It  is  not  a  proposal  to  provide 
special  protection  to  any  particular 
group  in  the  Armed  Forces.  It  is  de¬ 
signed  to  protect  by  Federal  law  every 
member  of  the  United  States  Armed 
Forces — our  sons  and  daughters— 
against  violence  or  obstruction  while  in 
this  country  and  while  engaged  in  the 
performance  of  duty;  it  would  protect 
them  from  violent  reprisal  on  account 
of  the  performance  of  their  duty. 
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Practically  identic. !  legislation  was  < 
recommended  to  the  Congress  by  Secre¬ 
tary  of  War  Henry  L.  Stimson  in  a  letter 
to  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  and  by 
Attorney  General  Francis  Biddle  in  a 
communication  to  the  Judiciary  Com¬ 
mittee,  in  June  1943.  The  bill  making 
this  provision  was  favorably  reported 
by  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  on 
January  17,  1944,  and  was  unanimously 
approved  by  the  Senate  on  February  15, 
1944.  The  chairman  of  the  Judiciary 
Subcommittee  which  considered  the  bill, 
who  reported  it,  was  the  junior  Senator 
from  Arizona  [Mr.  McFarland],  now  the  j 
distinguished  majority  leader  of  this 
body.  The  bill  was  not  acted  on  by  the 
House  at  that  time.  Hence,  it  did  not 
become  law. 

The  amendment  to  S.  1  now  pending 
is  virtually  identical  with  the  bill  con¬ 
sidered  and  unanimously  approved  by 
the  Senate  6  years  ago.  The  situation 
today,  and  the  requirements  of  that 
situation,  calls  even  more  demandingly 
for  this  kind  of  legislation  than  the 
situation  7  years  ago. 

Today  again  we  are  drafting  vast  num¬ 
bers  of  our  youths  to  serve  their  country, 
to  insure  the  security  of  their  country 
and  of  the  free  world.  In  the  pending  * 
legislation,  we  are  calling  up  for  military 
service  all  youths  reaching  the  age  of  18. 

It  is  proposed — and  I  support  the  pro¬ 
posal — to  call  our  sons  out  of  high  school 
and  out  of  college,  just  at  the  threshold" 
of  manhood,  to  put  on  the  uniform  of 
their  country,  to  be  gathered  in  training 
camps,  scattered  over  the  length  and 
breadth  of  this  country.  These  boys,  in 
many  cases,  will  be  assigned  to  camps, 
stations,  and  training  centers  in  areas 
and  near  civilian  communities  of  vary¬ 
ing  and  unpredictable  local  custom, 
practice,  and  prejudice. 

For  their  part,  many  of  the  civilian 
communities  in  or  near  these  camps, 
stations,  and  airfields  are  suddenly  hav¬ 
ing  thrust  into  their  vicinity  a  tre¬ 
mendous  number  of  men — I  should  say 
boys — in  uniform. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  situation  would  be  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  a  case  I  have  in  mind.  If  an 
enlisted  man  who  is  home  on  furlough 
commits  a  crime  or  a  misdemeanor, 
would  he  be  tried  in  a  Federal  court? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Certainly  he  would 
not  be  tried  in  a  Federal  court.  My 
amendment  would  not  cover  such  a  man. 
My  amendment  would  cover  a  man  in  the 
armed  services  while  engaged  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  his  military  duty.  It  would 
protect  him  from  an  attack  growing  out 
of  his  performance  of  a  military  duty. 
It  would  not  cover  a  man  when  not  on 
such  duty. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Senator  uses 
the  word  “duty.”  Would  the  amendment 
cover  the  scope  of  a  man’s  employment 
while  in  the  armed  services? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  would  cover  the 
scope  of  his  employment  in  the  military 
service.  It  would  also  protect  him 
against  reprisals  and  from  attacks  be¬ 
cause  he  had  performed  his  military 


duty.  It  would  not  protect  him  in  any 
other  way. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Suppose  that  in  the 
performance  of  his  duties  a  man  while 
off  a  military  reservation  commits  a  tort 
or  crime.  Would  he  be  protected  from 
suit,  for  example? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No;  it  would  not  pro¬ 
tect  him  against  civil  suits  at  all.  The 
amendment  covers  penal  offenses. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Let  us  say  that  he 
commits  a  crime.  Would  the  State  have 
jurisdiction  over  him  in  such  a  case? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  only  way  such  a 
man  would  be  protected  would  1 3  if  he 
were  performing  his  duty  in  connection 
with  his  service  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
It  would  also  protect  him  against  re¬ 
prisals  or  attacks  on  him  because  of  his 
performance  of  his  military  duty. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Suppose  he  is  a 
member  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  is 
working  in  the  Pentagon  Building,  and 
suppose  he  negligently  and  willfully  kills 
someone  while  he  is  driving  his  automo¬ 
bile.  Would  the  State  law  apply  to  him, 
and  could  he  be  tried  in  a  State  court 
for  manslaughter? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Of  course,  he  could  be 
tried  in  a  State  court. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  fail  to  understand 
what  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
would  be. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  intention  is  to 
protect  him  against  violence.  The  pur¬ 
pose  is  to  protect  him  from  attack.  It 
would  protect  him  from  being  killed, 
wounded,  or  maimed.  Such  an  attack 
upon  him  or  such  injury  to  him  would 
become  a  penal  offense,  subject  to  Fed¬ 
eral  law,  and  would  be  tried  in  a  Fed¬ 
eral  court.  The  amendment  would  not 
protect  him  in  any  other  way.  All  it 
would  do  would  be  to  say  that  the  man 
who  attacked  him  would  become  subject 
to  Federal  law.  The  amendment  would 
not  in  any  way  protect  an  individual 
from  any  action  at  all. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Do  I  understand  if 
someone  commits  an  assault  or  an  as¬ 
sault  and  battery  upon  a  man  while  he 
is  in  the  Armed  Forces,  even  though  he 
is  not  on  a  military  reservation,  that 
only  a  Federal  court  would  have  juris¬ 
diction  in  such  as  assault  or  assault  and 
battery? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No;  I  think  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Michigan  is 
misunderstanding  the  effect  of  the 
amendment.  I  thought  I  had  made  it 
clear  that  it  would  cover  a  man  only  in 
the  performance  of  his  duty.  If  a  man 
were  sent  by  his  commanding  officer  to 
community  X,  let  us  say,  to  deliver  a 
message  or  to  perform  some  act  in  con¬ 
nection  with  his  military  duties,  and  if 
he  were  attacked  under  such  conditions, 
the  man  who  had  attacked  him  would 
make  himself  liable  under  Federal  law. 
However,  if  the  man  were  off  the  reser¬ 
vation,  on  furlough,  or  if  he  was  simply 
walking  along  a  street,  and  was  not  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  performance  of  his  mili¬ 
tary  duties,  the  laws  of  the  State  would 
apply.  The  offense  against  him  would 
of  necessity  have  to  be  confined  to  the 
performance  of  his  duties  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  ’service,  and  would  protect  him 
against  any  attack  or  reprisal  for  such 
duty  previously  performed. 
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Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield?  , 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  If  a  man  had  pre¬ 
viously,  in  the  performance  of  his  duty, 
excited  someone  to  act  against  him  and 
the  act  was  not  committed  against  him 
until  he  was  off  duty,  such  act  committed 
against  him  while  he  was  off  duty  would 
be  punishable  under  Federal  law  and 
not  under  State  law.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  correct.  For 
instance,  if  a  member  of  the  military 
police  arrested  a  man  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  his  duties,  and  such  arrest 
caused  resentment  or  prejudice  against 
the  military  policeman  and  he  was  later 
attacked  by  a  mob  or  by  some  persons 
because  he  had  made  the  arrest,  the 
person  or  persons  who  attacked  him 
would  be  liable  to  Federal  law. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  amendment 
actually  seeks,  does  it  not,  to  take  away 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  in  such  a 
case  and  give  it  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Certainly;  in  exactly 
the  same  way  as  jurisdiction  is  taken 
away  from  States  in  connection  with 
the  protection  of  many  classes  of  serv¬ 
ants  and  employees  of  the  United  States 
Government,  which  I  have  enumerated. 
I  should  be  glad  to  read  them  again  if 
the  Senator  desires. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  This  sudden  influx 
strains  community  facilities,  and  often 
disrupts  the  tenor  of  local  life.  These 
youths,  coming  from  every  corner  of 
America,  of  diverse  religious,  social,  eco¬ 
nomic,  national,  and  racial  strains — 
that  great  and  blessed  variety  which  is 
America — sometimes  appear  strange 
and  alien  in  American  communities  of 
closely-knit  racial,  national,  and  reli¬ 
gious  patterns. 

This  situation  is  tailor-made  for  prov¬ 
ocation,  for  violent  incidents,  and  even 
for  tragedy.  This  situation  is  not  the 
primary  responsibility  of  the  locality. 
It  is  the  responsibility  of  the  United 
States  Government.  The  needs  of  the 
Nation  have  imposed  these  strains  and 
burdefos  on  the  localities.  The  needs  of 
the  Nation  have  exposed,  are  exposing, 
and  will  expose  our  sons  to  these  dan¬ 
gers. 

This,  then,  calls  for  national  action, 
for  Federal  action  to  protect,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  to  relieve,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  primary  responsibility  of  the  com¬ 
munity  for  the  apprehension  and  pun¬ 
ishment  of  civilians  guilty  of  wilful  vio¬ 
lence  or  intimidation  against  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  while  engaged  in 
the  performance  of  duty. 

It  is  to  be  emphasized  that  the  pro¬ 
tection  afforded  by  this  amendment  ex¬ 
tends  to  the  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  as  to  other  Federal  officers  un¬ 
der  section  1114  of  the  Penal  Code,  only 
in  the  course  of  the  performance  of  duty 
and  on  account  of  the  performance  of 
duty. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  for  a  question. 
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Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  In  the  light 
of  the  statement  which  the  Senator  has 
made  I  get  the  impression  that  if  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Forces  were  on  leave 
or  furlough  from  attendance  at  camp  or 
reservation  and  went  to  town,  and  there 
got  into  a  scrape  or  some  difficulty,  only 
the  Federal  court  would  have  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  them. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  is  not  quite  clear 
to  me  why  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Iowa  should  get  such  an  impres¬ 
sion.  I  have  emphasized  that  section 
1114  of  the  Penal  Code  would  be  in¬ 
voked  only  in  the  course  of  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  duty  and  on  account  of  the  per¬ 
formance  of  duty. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  wish  to  pose 
a  question  to  the  Senator.  The  principle 
runs  through  all  the  Armed  Forces.  It 
is  true,  as  a  general,  broad  statement, 
that  a  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  who 
is  injured,  regardless  of  where  he  is,  so 
long  as  he  is  within  the  Armed  Forces^ 
whether  he  be  on  leave  or  on  a  pass  to 
go  to  town,  or  on  the  way  to  a  movie, 
or  whether  he  be  drilling  with  guns  or 
equipment — if  he  is  without  fault  him¬ 
self,  that  is,  if  he  is  not  doing  something 
that  is  violently  opposed  to  Army  reg¬ 
ulations,  he  is  always  considered  to  be 
in  line  of  duty.  He  is  considered  to  be 
performing  the  duties  of  the  Armed 
Forces  contingent  to  which  he  belongs. 

I  may  be  mistaken,  but  so  far  as  the 
language,  as  I  understand  it,  is  concerned, 
and  so  far  as  the  statement  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  is  concerned,  I  have  no  doubt  that 
as  the  Senator  proposes  this  amendment 
it  would  extend  complete  Federal  juris¬ 
diction  over  all  the  actions  of  the  Armed 
Forces  at  all  times  during  the  period  of 
their  enlistment,  except  during  the  time 
when  a  man  might  be  doing  some  of  the 
things  proscribed  by  Army  regulations. 
I  raise  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  Senator’s  amendment  is  venturing 
completely  into  that  field. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  There  is  nothing  in 
my  amendment  which  would  indicate 
that  to  be  the  case.  After  all,  no  one 
can  tell  what  interpretation  the  courts 
may  place  upon  a  particular  situation. 
To  me  the  language  is  perfectly  clear 
as  extending  only  to  attacks  made  on 
the  man  while  he  is  on  duty,  and  per¬ 
forming  his  duty.  Certainly  if  a  boy  is 
off  having  a  good  time,  or  if  he  goes  home 
on  furlough,  he  is  not  performing  his 
duty,  although  he  is  still  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  If  the  Sena¬ 
tor  will  yield  for  another  question,  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  the  soldier  is  performing  his 
duty  when  he  is  off  on  furlough.  He  is 
performing  his  duty  under  Army  regu¬ 
lations.  He  can  be  retired  because  of  in¬ 
juries  suffered  while  he  is  properly  on 
leave  or  on  furlough.  He  is  given  the 
benefit  of  being  considered  in  line  of 
duty,  except  in  cases  where  he  is  in 
wilfull  violation  of  some  criminal  statute 
contained  in  the  Army  regulations.  So 
he  is  performing  duty. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  will  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  that  such  a  man  is 
certainly  in  the  Armed  Forces;  but  when 
he  is  on  furlough  or  when  he  is  at  some 
party,  he '  certainly  is  not  performing 
the  duties  of  his  military  service.  He  is 


still,  of  course,  in  the  military  service, 
but  there  is  nothing  in  the  context  of 
this  law  which  would  indicate  that  at 
all.  I  read  paragraph  111  of  chapter  7 
of  title  18  of  the  penal  law: 

Whoever  forcibly  assaults,  resists,  opposes. 
Impedes,  intimidates,  or  interferes  with  any 
person  designated  in  section  1114  of  this 
title  while  engaged  in  or  on  account  of  the 
performance  of  his  official  duties,  shall  be 
fined  not  more  than  $5,000  or  imprisoned 
for  not  more  than  3  years,  or  both. 

Whoever,  in  the  commission  of  any  such 
acts  uses  a  deadly  or  dangerous  weapon, 
shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or  im¬ 
prisoned  for  not  more  than  10  years,  or  both. 

That  makes  it  very  clear.  The  lan¬ 
guage  is  “while  engaged  in  or  on  account 
of  his  official  duty.’’ 

I  ask  the  Senator  from  Iowa  to  listen 
to  this  explanation.  I  will  read  the  lan¬ 
guage  for  the  benefit  of  other  Members 
of  the  Senate,  even  though  the  Senator 
from  Iowa  may  not  be  listening. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  want  the  Record  to  show  that  I 
am  listening  to  the  Senator  from  New 
York. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  read  the  language; 
“while  engaged  in  or  on  account  of  the 
performance  of  his  official  duty.” 

I  think  it  is  certainly  a  very  strained 
interpretation  to  believe  that  a  man 
away  from  his  camp  or  station,  on  fur¬ 
lough  or  otherwise,  could  be  construed 
as  performing  his  official  duties. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  gladly  yield. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  wonder  if  the 
Senator  would  mind  giving  the  junior 
Senator  from  Florida  a  little  back¬ 
ground  on  this  question:  What  is  the 
purpose  of  the  amendment?  How  does 
the  question  arise?  What  is  the  matter 
with  the  present  law  dealing  with  this 
situation? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  develop  that  as 
I  go  along. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  may  I 
ask  the  Senator  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Certainly. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  What  would  happen 
under  this  amendment  if  a  man  in  camp 
simply  had  a  controversy  with  two  or 
three  other  men?  What  would  happen 
to  him? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  he  were  attacked? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  should  think  that 
would  come  under  the  Federal  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  if  he  were  performing  his  duties. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  What  would  become 
of  the  court-martial  procedure? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  punishment  would  be.  The  punish¬ 
ment  might  be  inflicted  after  a  court 
martial.  I  assume,  under  those  circum¬ 
stances,  that  there  might  be  a  court- 
martial  proceeding. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Would  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment  make  such  a  thing  a 
Federal  offense? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  But  a  court  martial  is 
a  Federal  procedure. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  a  part  of  the 
Army  regulatory  method  of  dealing  with 
crimes  and  misdemeanors.  I  am  curious 


to  know  what  would  happen  if  five  or  six 
dozen  men  in  a  camp  were  to  fall  out 
and  have  a  general  riot.  Would  the 
Senator  try  them  in  a  Federal  court? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  If  there  were  a  general 
riot  against  a  man  in  uniform? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Yes. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  would.  I  would  cer¬ 
tainly  try  to  punish  the  rioters.  If  a 
member  of  the  Armed  Forces  were  at¬ 
tacked  in  the  performance  of  his  duty, 
or  because  of  the  performance  of  his 
duty,  I  certainly  would.  It  is  quite  pos¬ 
sible  that  the  Senator  from  Georgia  dis¬ 
agrees  with  me. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  It  is  quite  possible,  be¬ 
cause  this  entire  statute  was  intended  to 
protect  someone  in  an  official  position, 
in  the  discharge  of  an  official  function. 
Therefore,  it  is  a  part  of  the  function 
of  the  state.  Here  we  are  considering 
the  case  of  a  group  of  men  who  are 
brought  into  the  armed  services.  Half 
a  dozen  of  them  do  not  like  the  way 
some  other  member  of  the  Armed  Forces 
is  walking  on  guard  duty,  and  they  have 
a  fight  over  it.  Would  the  Senator  make 
a  criminal  offense  of  that? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Certainly  this  amend¬ 
ment  would  not  supersede  military  law. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  That  is  what  I  am 
asking  the  Senator.  Why  would  it  not? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  think  it  would. 
I  believe  that  the  men  within  the  camp 
would  probably  be  subject  to  court  mar¬ 
tial,  which  is  a  part  of  the  procedure 
under  military  law. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  But  suppose  a  man 
did  not  like  the  remedy  he  was  given  and 
was  not  satisfied  with  what  the  court 
martial  did  to  the  crowd  which  beat  him 
up.  Let  us  assume  that  they  beat  him 
up  because  they  did  not  like  the  color 
of  his  hair,  or  the  way  he  walked,  or 
talked,  or  something  else.  Would  the 
Senator  allow  him  to  go  into  Federal 
court,  and  disorganize  and  disrupt  the 
Army  with  a  proceeding  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  that  if 
a  man  in  camp  were  attacked  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  his  duty,  I  should  think  that 
the  higher  military  authorities  would  be 
very  derelict  in  their  duty  if  they  did  not 
punish  those  who  attacked  him. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  should  assume  so; 
but  the  Senator  is  creating  another 
jurisdiction.  He  is  creating  another 
offense.  He  is  taking  the  situation  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  military,  and  making 
a  certain  action  a  Federal  offense. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  A  court  martial  is  a 
Federal  procedure.  It  involves  punish¬ 
ment  inflicted  by  Federal  authority. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  understand  that. 
However,  the  statute  which  the  Senator 
seeks  to  amend  is  a  statute  primarily 
intended  to  protect  an  official  who  is 
performing  a  part  of  the  function  of  the 
State  or  sovereign  against  any  unneces¬ 
sary  impediment  or  attack  or  assault  on 
that  account.  It  seems  to  me  that  we 
would  be  getting  into  all  sorts  of  confu¬ 
sion  if  we  undertook  to  apply  that  stat¬ 
ute  to  the  case  of  several  thousand  or 
several  million  men  in  military  camps. 
We  had  better  let  it  alone. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  think  we  are 
getting  into  confusion  at  all.  Does  not 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Georgia 
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feel  that  the  United  States  Government, 
having  called  young  men  into  the  service 
of  their  country,  has  a  duty  to  protect 
them  from  attack  while  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  their  duties? 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  presume  the  United 
States  Government  will  protect  them, 
but  that  it  will  do  so  through  court- 
martial  proceedings.  Tfte  military  have 
military  police  and  court-martial  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  How  can  the  military 
court-martial  a  man  who  is  not  in  the 
military  service,  and  who  attacks  a  man 
who  is  in  the  military  service. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  I  was  not  asking 
about  that.  I  was  asking  the  Senator 
about  a  man  in  the  military  service  who 
has  a  controversy,  a  dispute,  a  fight,  let 
us  say,  with  two  or  three  of  his  comrades 
on  the  military  reservation. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  not  sure  about 
that.  I  would  rather  believe  that  the 
military  laws  would  not  be  superseded 
under  any  circumstances,  and  that  if  a 
man  in  the  military  service  should  attack 
another  man  in  the  military  service  he 
would  be  court-martialed.  But  cer¬ 
tainly  that  would  not  protect  the  man  in 
the  military  service  who,  while  walking 
along  the  road  is  attacked  by  civilians, 
over  whom  the  Army  has  no  control 
whatsoever. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  merely  the 
purpose  of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
and  the  other  sponsors  to  provide  the 
protection  of  the  Federal  law  in  case  of 
attacks  upon  men  in  the  armed  services 
which  are  committed  off  military  prem¬ 
ises  by  civilians?  Is  it  not  better  to  do 
this  rather  than  for  men  who  are  in 
national  uniform  to  be  subjected  to  local 
law  and  local  decisions,  which  in  some 
cases  might  be  prejudiced  against  the 
particular  persons  who  wear  the  uniform 
of  their  country?  Is  it  not  the  purpose 
to  provide  that  if  men  are  called  to  offer 
their  lives  for  their  country  they  should 
at  least  be  protected  from  assault  when 
they  are  walking  the  streets  outside  a 
military  reservation? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  for  his  question.  That  is 
exactly  the  purpose  of  the  amendment. 
I  think  there  is  no  adequate  protection 
provided  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield.  . 

Mr.  KERR.  There  are  military  per¬ 
sonnel  in  the  home  State  of  the  Senator, 
are  there  not? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  KERR.  Does  the  Senator  say  to 
this  body  that  there  are  not  adequate 
laws  in  the  great  State  of  New  York  to 
protect  men  who  may  be  upon  the 
streets  from  assault  by  citizens  of  the 
State  represented  by  the  Senator? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  may  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Oklahoma  that 
if  he  will  bear  with  me  a  little  longer  I 
shall  come  to  that  point  in  my  speech. 
I  go  into  that  matter  in  my  speech  in 
respect  to  my  own  beloved  State  of  New 
York. 


Mr.  KERR.  Would  the  Senator  then 
decline  to  answer  the  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  answer  the 
Senator  by  reading  a  part  of  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  my  speech  covering  that 
point.  I  think  I  will  satisfy  the  Senator 
that  I  am  not  excepting  the  State  of 
New  York. 

Mr.  KERR.  Did  I  understand  the 
Senator  from  New  York  to  say  that  there 
are  not  now  adequate  laws  in  the  various 
States  to  protect  the  bodies  or  the  lives 
of  men  who  may  happen  to  be  in  the 
uniform  of  their  country,  and  upon  mili¬ 
tary  reservations  in  those  States? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No;  the  Senator  from 
New  York  does  not  claim  that. 

Mr.  KERR.  Is  not  that  the  state¬ 
ment  the  Senator  just  made? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No.  I  beg  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  pardon. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  ask  the  Official  Re¬ 
porter  to  read  what  the  Senator  just 
said. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  be  glad  to  have 
that  done.  May  I  explain  what  I  said, 
or  believe  I  said?  If  I  said  something 
different  I  shall  be  glad  to  correct  it. 
There  are  adequate  laws  in  every  State. 
What  I  am  quarreling  with  is  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  laws  in  many  States. 

Mr.  KERR.  Would  the  Senator  from 
New  York  say  what  State  he  has  refer¬ 
ence  to? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  reference  to 
many  States,  including  my  own  State. 

Mr.  KERR.  The  Senator  then  is  say¬ 
ing  that  in  the  State  of  New  York  the 
machinery  in  that  State  is  not  adequate 
to  protect  the  persons  and  lives  of  the 
men  in  the  military  service  who  happen 
to  be  assigned  to  service  in  his  State? 
Is  that  the  position  the  Senator  takes? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  distinguished 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  cannot  put 
words  into  my  mouth. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  not  putting  words 
into  the  Senator’s  mouth. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  myself  will  put 
words  in  my  mouth. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  am  asking  the  Senator 
from  New  York  if  that  is  the  gist  of  his 
statement. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  already  an¬ 
swered  that  there  are  adequate  laws  in 
all  States,  but  not  adequate  enforcement 
of  laws. 

Mr.  KERR.  Including  the  State  of 
New  York? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  told  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  I  was  going  to  refer  to 
that  point  later  in  my'  speech,  and  if 
the  distinguished  Senator  will  bear  with 
me  I  cdn  assure  him  that  I  will  get  to 
that  point  in  due  course. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  just  ask  the  Senator  to 
confirm - 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes;  I  yield.  First, 
may  I  say  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Oklahoma,  for  whom  I  have  a  very 
high  regard,  that  I  believe  I  have  an¬ 
swered  his  question  16  or  18  times  in  the 
last  5  minutes.  Now  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  will  say  I  was  so 
shocked  to  hear  the  Senator  say  that 
what  he  referred  to  was  time  in  the  State 


of  New  York,  that  in  order  that  I  might 
be  certain  of  it,  I  only  asked  him  to  re¬ 
peat  it. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Has  it  not  been  the 
purpose  of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
to  discuss  this  matter  as  a  general  issue, 
and  has  not  the  Senator  been  extremely 
careful  not  to  make  any  reflection  upon 
any  individual  State,  because  he  knows 
that  that  might  rouse  sectional  pride 
and  passion?  Furthermore,  his  desire 
for  harmony  and  mutual  good  will,  has 
he  not  gone  to  the  extent  of  admitting 
that  there  might  be  defects  in  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  law  in  certain  northern 
sections  of  the  country,  and  carefully  re¬ 
frained  from  making  any  reflection  upon 
the  practice  in  other  sections?  I  think 
it  is  somewhat  unfair  to  turn  the  thumb¬ 
screws  upon  him  when  he  has  demon¬ 
strated  his  forgiveness  and  kindness  in 
these  matters,  and  has  refused  to  bring 
up  any  sectional  issues. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  personal  privilege. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it. 

Mr.  KERR.  I  ask  if  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  was  referring  to  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  when  he  said  he  was  emi¬ 
nently  unfair  in  putting  the  screws  to 
the  Senator  from  New  York? 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Then,  may  I  with¬ 
draw  that  and  substitute  for  it  an  opin¬ 
ion  that  he  pressed  the  point  a  little  too 
far? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  from 
New  York  may  say  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  that  not  only  has  he  been  metic¬ 
ulously  careful  not  to  mention  any  par¬ 
ticular  State  or  locality;  but  he  has  also 
-trgen  meticulously  careful  not  to  bring 
into  the  debate  the  issue  of  race,  or  color, 
or  religious  belief. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  for  a  comment? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  the  Senator 
from  New  York  has  proceeded  in  an  emi¬ 
nently  fail-  manner  in  this  matter,  and 
I  hope  very  much  we  will  not  make  a 
sectional  issue  of  it.  We  in  the  North 
have  many  faults.  Our  administration 
of  justice  is  not  perfect.  We  are  per¬ 
fectly  ready  to  have  people  from  other 
sections  of  the  country  who  come  to  our 
section  as  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
be  protected  by  Federal  law  off  military 
reservations. 

Mr.  KERR.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  New  York  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  for  an  equally 
brief  observation? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  KERR.  If  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  wants  to  make  confession  in  ref¬ 
erence  to  derelictions  of  his  own  State, 
that  is  certainly  his  privilege.  But  the 
Senator  from  Oklahoma  is  going  to  ask 
him  to  refrain  from  making  remarks 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  with  reference 
to  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma  being 
eminently  unfair. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  think  the  Senator 
will  discover  that  I  withdrew  that.  I 
have  already  substituted  for  that  the 
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opinion  that  the  Senator  from  Oklahoma 
pressed  the  debate  too  far. 

Mr.  IVES.  Mr.  President,  will  my  col¬ 
league  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  should  like  to  inquire 
of  my  distinguished  colleague  if  he  does 
not  agree  with  me  that  we  in  New  York 
State  do  not  set  ourselves  apart  from 
any  other  section  of  the  United  States, 
and  feel  we  need  this  type  of  legislation 
just  as  much  as  do  other  States. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  my  colleague. 
I  shall  specifically  deal  with  that  point 
later  in  my  remarks.  The  situation  I 
have  in  mind  calls  for  Federal  action. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  wish  to  proceed 
with  my  prepared  statement. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No,  the  Senator  from 
New  York  asks  that  he  be  permitted  to 
complete  his  remarks  before  answering 
any  questions. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  New  York  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  can  assure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Michigan  I  shall  be  very  glad 
indeed  to  yield  when  I  have  concluded 
my  remarks. 

I  wish  it  were  possible  to  frame  some 
kind  of  provision  possible  of  enforce¬ 
ment  to.  protect  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  against  wilful,  premeditated  and 
unprovoked  violence  while  off  duty.  I 
feel  it  is  vital  that  our  youths  in  the 
Armed  Forces  be  so  protected  by  the 
Federal  Government  to  the  maximum 
extent  possible.  They  are  not  tough  and 
case-hardened  men,  trained  in  restraint 
and  self-dicipline.  They  are  only  young 
boys,  fresh  from  farms  and  cities,  from 
slums  and  mansions.  They  are  boys  gen¬ 
erally  unaccustomed  to  the  exhileration 
of  freedom  away  from  parental  direction. 
They  are  boys  suddenly  required  to  be¬ 
come  men. 

In  camp  and  on  station,  they  act  un¬ 
der  direction  and  orders.  Off  duty,  they 
are  generally  on  their  own.  They  should 
be  protected  in  every  possible  way.  I 
expect  that  the  armed  services  will  do 
everything  in  their  power  to  see  that 
they  are  protected  and  that,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  civilian  communities 
are  properly  protected  against  vanda¬ 
lism  and  violence  from  those  in  uniform. 

But  in  view  of  the  responsibility  be¬ 
ing  assumed  by  the  Federal  Government 
in  drafting  these  boys  and  enrolling  them 
in  the  armed  services,  it  is  also  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  the  Government — to  these 
boys,  to  their  parents  and  to  the  coun¬ 
try — to  safeguard  them,  as  much  as  pos¬ 
sible,  from  either  harm  or  indignity. 

"As  I  said,  there  seems  to  be  no  prac¬ 
ticable  legislative  means  to  insure  this 
protection  for  our  servicemen  while  off 
duty,  but  I  trust  that  the  executive  de¬ 
partments  concerned  will  take  every  pos¬ 
sible  administrative  step  to  insure  this 
protection,  for  these,  our  sons,  are  serv¬ 
ing  and  are  to  serve  their  country,  in 
some  cases  with  the  last  full  measure 
of  devotion.  Every  one  of  them  must 
be  regarded  as  among  the  first  citizens 
of  this  land;  and  there  must  be  no  dis¬ 
crimination  against  them  or  indignity 
visited  upon  them  for  reason  of  race, 
creed,  color,  national  origin,  or  economic 


status.  The  bullets  that  will  seek  them 
out,  the  shells,  shrapnel,  bombs,  and  sud¬ 
den  death  in  the  air  and  beneath  the 
seas  will  make  no  distinction.  Their 
Government  should  see  to  it,  to  the  max¬ 
imum  extent  practicable,  that  no  dis¬ 
tinction  is  made  while  they  are  wear¬ 
ing  the  uniform  of  their  country,  on  or 
off  duty.  That  uniform,  which  is  the 
symbol  of  our  national  security  and  sov¬ 
ereignty,  and  which  is  the  symbol  of 
their  service,  should  and  must  exact 
from  all  citizens  equal  respect  and  equal 
consideration. 

The  pending  amendment,  however,  is 
strictly  circumscribed  in  its  application 
to  members  of  the  armed  services  while 
in  the  performance  of  duty  or  on  ac¬ 
count  of  the  performance  of  duty. 

Among  those  to  whom  it  would  apply 
would  be  members  of  the  military  police 
and  the  shore  patrol.  Indeed,  this  provi¬ 
sion  is  of  paramount  importance  for 
these  divisions  of  the  armed  services, 
or  for  other  members  of  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  engaged  in  police  functions,  for  mil¬ 
itary  police  and  shore  patrol  duty  is  a 
function  which  brings  members  of  the 
armed  services  in  direct  contact  with 
the  civilian  population.  This  service 
especially  exposes  the  personnel  involved 
to  intimidation,  resistance,  attack,  and 
reprisal. 

It  is  not  rare,  I  understand,  for  civil¬ 
ians  to  try  to  interfere  with  military  po¬ 
lice  when  these  police  are  trying  to  take 
into  custody  military  personnel  who  have 
violated  military  law.  Such  police 
should  be  protected  by  Federal  law,  and 
should  have  the  backing  of  Federal  law 
when  dealing  with  civilians.  I  hasten 
to  add  that  this  should  be  civilian,  not 
military  law;  and  the  protection  given 
these  police  should  be  by  Federal  civil¬ 
ian  authority. 

Of  course,  I  am  not  undertaking  to 
speak  for  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  or 
for  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  in  urging 
this  amendment.  I  would  presume  that 
the  armed  services  would  welcome  this 
amendment,  especially  in  the  light  of  its 
legislative  history  and  of  the  original  re¬ 
quest  in  1944  by  Secretary  of  War  Stim- 
son  for  this  provision. 

That,  however,  is  almost  beside  the 
point,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and 
so  far  as  the  Senate  ought  to  be  con¬ 
cerned.  This  amendment  is  essential 
legislation  from  the  viewpoint  of  both 
the  armed  services  and  of  the  national 
interest.  It  is  recognition  that  the 
armed  services  consist  of  citizens,  and 
of  young  citizens  at  that. 

There  are  many  cases  on  record  to 
prove  the  necessity  for  the  adoption  of 
this  amendment.  There  are  many, 
many  more  cases — cases  happening 
every  day — which  are  not  on  record,  but 
which  call  for  this  legislation. 

I  have  data  on  some  of  these  cases 
right  here  at  hand.  Some  of  them 
would  fall  directly  and  obviously  under 
the  ban  of  the  pending  amendment. 
Some  of  the  acts  of  violence  of  which  I 
have  record  would  probably  not  be  pun¬ 
ishable  under  the  pending  amendment. 
But  all  these  acts  of  violence  would  cer¬ 
tainly  be  discouraged  by  the  adoption 
of  this  amendment.  In  any  event,  this 
amendment  is  so  meritorious  and  So  ob¬ 


viously  desirable  that  I  do  not  feel  it 
necessary  to  burden  the  Senate  with  fur¬ 
ther  details  along  this  line. 

Among  the  cases  on  official  record  from 
the  last  war  bearing  precisely  and  spe¬ 
cifically  on  this  legislative  proposal  was 
the  case  of  a  military  policeman  shot  and 
killed  in  Louisiana  in  1942  by  a  State 
Trooper;  the  case  of  an  investigator  for 
the  Internal  Security  Command  beaten 
up  by  German  sympathizers  in  Philadel¬ 
phia  while  he  was  carrying  on  an  investi¬ 
gation;  and  many  others. 

This  is  not  a  regional  matter,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident.  These  incidents  can  occur  in 
Louisiana,  in  Texas,  or  in  Pennsylvania, 
Ohio,  or  New  York.  I  might  again  re¬ 
fer  to  historical  background  in  my  own 
State  where  there  were  draft  riots  in 
1863  and  where,  as  a  result,  the  law  I 
referred  to  earlier  in  my  remarks,  mak¬ 
ing  it  a  Federal  offense  to  assault  or  ob¬ 
struct  personnel  of  the  Provost  Marshal 
General’s  Department,  was  enacted. 

The  pending  amendment  is  designed 
to  meet  all  cases  and  all  situations.  It 
is  designed  to  protect  every  man  in  the 
uniform  and  service  of  his  country,  while 
engaged  in  performing  the  duties  of  that 
service. 

I  know  that  local  police  authorities  are 
generally  doing  their  best,  and  have 
done,  in  general,  an  outstanding  job  in 
maintaining  law  and  order  in  areas  near 
military  installations.  I  know  that  inci¬ 
dents  of  unprovoked  violence  against 
military  personnel  are,  of  course,  the 
rare  exception,  not  the  rule.  However, 
this  amendment  seeks  to  prevent  even 
the  exception,  and  to  provide  Federal 
punishment  for  the  exception,  in  dis¬ 
charge  of  the  Federal  Government’s  in¬ 
evitable  obligation. 

If  it  is  a  Federal  responsibility  to  pro¬ 
tect  United  States  Marshals,  and  judges, 
and  postal  inspectors,  and  fish  and  game 
wardens,  and  collectors  of  internal  rev¬ 
enue,  why  is  it  not  a  Federal  responsibil¬ 
ity  to  protect  members  of  the  armed 
services  while  on  duty?  That  question 
cannot  be  answered  except  by  an  affir¬ 
mative  vote  on  the  pending  amendment. 

This  is  a  Federal  responsibility,  not  a 
local  responsibility.  The  members  of  the 
armed  services  are  as  much  Federal  rep¬ 
resentatives  as  are  any  group  of  Federal 
agents  and  employees  now  included  un¬ 
der  the  protection  of  section  1114  of  the 
penal  code.  Indeed,  as  I  have  pointed 
out,  coast  guardsmen  are  already  so  pro¬ 
tected.  Why  not  marines,  and  soldiers, 
and  airmen,  and  naval  personnel? 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  pending 
amendment  will  be  approved  by  an  over¬ 
whelming — yes,  by  a  unanimous — vote. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  it  is  true  that  Federal  fish  and 
game  inspectors  now  have  this  same  type 
of  protection. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Let  me  also  inquire 
whether  those  in  the  field  service  of  the 
division  of  grazing  of  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  have  the  same  type  of  pro¬ 
tection. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  believe  that  is  true. 
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Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  the  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Bureau  of  Animal  Indus¬ 
try,  Department  of  Agriculture? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true. 

Mi’.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  the  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Indian  Field  Serivce? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  the  immi¬ 
gration  patrol  inspectors? 

Mi’.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  the  offi¬ 
cials  and  employees  of  the  United  States 
penal  or  correctional  institutions? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true,  and  it 
has  been  very  useful. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  any  em¬ 
ployee  or  agent  of  the  collector  of  in¬ 
ternal  revenue? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  an  internal  rev¬ 
enue  agent  finds  an  illegal  still,  and  if 
potshots  are  taken  at  him,  this  Federal 
protection  is  thrown  around  him.  Is 
that  true? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  also  true  of  post- 
office  inspectors? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  It  is. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  in  the  case 
of  officials  and  employees  of  the  secret 
service? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  in  the  case 
of  officials  and  employees  in  the  Bureau 
of  Narcotics? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  in  the  case 
of  United  States  marshals? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  All  those  are  included. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  also  in  the  case 
of  the  Coast  Guard? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Yes,  that  is  true. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  true  that  about 
the  only  group  not  having  this  Federal 
protection  in  line  of  duty  are  those  who 
serve  in  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air 
Force,  and  the  Marines? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  It  is  also  true,  is  it  not, 
of  officials  and  employees  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  banks  and  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Associations? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  believe  that  is  true, 
also. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York  if  he  will  yield. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  understood,  of 
course,  the  Senator’s  reference  to  the 
provost  marshal’s  department.  I  can 
see  that  the  shore  patrol  and  the  mili¬ 
tary  police,  who  are  the  peace  officers 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  all  of  whom 
are  always  shown  to  be  such  by  means 
of  the  insignia  or  other  identifications 
they  wear,  might  require  special  protec¬ 
tion.  I  was  wondering  what  other  kinds 
of  operations  and  activities  the  Senator 
had  in  mind  to  protect  by  means  of  his 
amendment.  I  could  not  think  of  any 
except  the  ones  I  have  just  named. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  would  have  in  mind 
members  of  the  Ground  Forces,  members 
of  the  Air  Force,  members  of  the  Ma¬ 
rines,  members  of  the  Navy — all  those 


who  are  engaged  in  the  military  service 
of  the  United  States.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  would  feel  that  there  should  be 
any  exceptions  whatever. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  per¬ 
haps  I  did  not  make  my  question  clear, 
but,  if  I  understand  correctly,  the 
amendment  applies  to  individuals  only 
so  long  as  they  are  engaged  in  the  offi¬ 
cial  performance  of  duty.  What  type  of 
official  performance  of  duty  did  the  Sen¬ 
ator  have  in  mind  as  being  covered  other 
than  that  of  law  enforcement  by  military 
police  officers? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida  it  has  been  a  great 
many  years  since  I  spent  time  in  camp, 
so  I  am  not  familiar,  as  I  say,  after  30 
years,  with  military  duties;  but  I  am 
quite  certain  the  Senator  from  Florida 
would  not  imply  that  men  in  the  camps, 
or  in  the  stations,  or  wherever  they  may 
be,  have  not  military  duties  to  perform, 
in  the  performance  of  which  they  are 
entitled  to  protection.  He  would  not  so 
imply,  would  he : 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  purpose  of  my 
questions  is  to  clarify  the  Record.  I  can. 
readily  see  how  law-enforcement  officers 
of  the  military  service  are  in  a  status 
comparable  to  that  of  United  States 
marshals  and  their  deputies,  or  enforce¬ 
ment  officers  of  the  Alcohol  Tax  Unit,  or 
law-enforcement  officers  of  the  Treasury 
Department.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Coast  Guard  is  a  branch  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  as  I  recall  it ;  but  I  was  try¬ 
ing  to  discover  what  type  of  service  off 
the  military  reservations,  other  than 
that  in  the  military  police  and  the  like, 
was  intended  to  be  covered;  and  I  think 
the  Record  would  be  clearer  if  the  Sen¬ 
ator  would  state  into  the  Record  just 
what  kinds  of  service  of P  the  reserva¬ 
tions  he  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  LEHMAN..  I  cannot  specify  in  de¬ 
tail.  I  should  think  there  might  be 
hundreds  if  not  thousands  of  different 
services  which  a  man  in  military  service 
might  be  expected  to  perform  under 
orders,  while  in  camp.  Of  course,  I  am 
not  confining  this  amendment  simply  to 
the  protection  of  the  men  who  cause 
arrests  to  be  made,  such  as  members  of 
the  military  police,  although  I  certainly 
have  included  them. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  In  my  judgment,  any¬ 
one  in  the  military  service  in  uniform 
should  be  protected  from  attack  in  the 
performance  of  his  duty.  As  I  say,  there 
might  be  many  different  categories;  for 
example,  an  attack  made  in  reprisal,  or 
otherwise,  for  some  previous  action  per¬ 
formed  in  the  course  of  duty. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  further  ques¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  Said  he 
had  various  incidents  in  mind,  which  il¬ 
lustrated  his  point.  I  think  the  Record 
would  be  clearer  If  the  Senator  would 
put  such  Incidents  Into  the  Record,  so 
that  the  Senate  could  understand  just 
whom  he  refers  to,  other  than  the  law- 
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enforcement  officers  off  the  Army  res¬ 
ervations. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  a  number,  and 
I  will  read  one: 

Pvt.  Raymond  Carr,  a  Negro  soldier. 

The  Senator  asked  me  to  read  these. 
I  was  very  anxious  not  to  bring  in  any 
reference  to  racial  distinctions  in  this 
matter,  but  the  Senator  asked  me  to  put 
this  in,  and  I  hope  he  will  understand. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  appreciate  the  de¬ 
sire  of  the  Senator,  but  I  think  the 
Record  would  be  clarified  if  he  would  put 
into  it  illustrations  of  what  he  has  in 
mind. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  read: 

Case  in  point:  Pvt.  Raymond  Carr,  a  Negro 
soldier,  a  member  of  the  Military  Police  detail 
from  Camp  Beauregard,  La.,  on  the  morning 
of  November  1,  1942,  was  shot  and  killed  by 
Trooper  Dalton  McCollum,  of  the  Louisiana 
State  Police,  in  the  city  of  Alexandria,  La. 
This  soldier  was  in  uniform  and  on  duty  at 
the  time  of  the  killing,  and  rightfully  re¬ 
sisted  arrest  by  the  civilian  constabulary. 
The  State  police  seemed  to  infer  that  two 
Military  Police  (colored)  were  interfering 
with  the  arrest  of  two  colored  civilians.  They 
attempted  to  arrest  the  two  Military  Police 
and  take  them  to  jail.  The  MP’s  stated  that 
the  constabulary  had  no  jurisdiction  while 
they  were  on  Military  Police  duty,  and  that 
they  could  only  leave  their  post  of  duty  when 
properly  relieved.  After  obtaining  additional 
help,  guns  were  drawn  and  attempts  were 
made  to  force  the  two  MP’s  into  the  State 
patrol  car.  One  of  the  MP’s  complied, 
dropped  his  club,  and  ran  away,  followed 
by  two  officers.  He  was  soon  captured,  and 
in  the  scuffle  which  ensued  he  was  shot  in 
the  abdomen  by  Trooper  Dalton  McCollum. 
The  wounded  soldier  was  taken  to  the  hos¬ 
pital  after  some  delay,  and  he  died  the  next 
day.  General  Donovan  was  informed  and  he 
requested  that  this  State  trooper  be  taken 
into  custody,  pending  investigation  of  this 
matter.  This  was  refused  by  the  assistant 
commanding  officer  of  State  troopers.  Later, 
on  November  11, 1942,  Trooper  McCollum  was 
removed  from  active  patrol  duty  and  was 
assigned  to  desk  duty  at  the  State  police 
office  in  Alexandria.  The  Attorney  General, 
upon  request  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  inves¬ 
tigated  this  case  to  determine  whether  it 
could  be  tried  in  the  Federal  court  under 
section  253,  title  18,  United  States  Code, 
Killing  Federal  Officers,  or  section  254,  title 
18,'  United  States  Code,  Resisting,  Interfer¬ 
ing,  or  Assaulting  a  Federal  Officer.  The  At¬ 
torney  General  stated  that  these  statutes 
were  not  applicable  in  this  case,  as  soldiers 
and  sailors  were  not  covered  by  them. 

I  have  many  others,  but  I  have  read 
that  as  an  example,  as  a  case  in  point. 
That'  man  certainly  deserved  punish¬ 
ment,  because  he  attacked,  wounded,  and 
killed  a  man  in  uniform,  who  was  serv¬ 
ing  his  country;  and  -yet  the  Attorney 
General  found  that  the  laws  then  in 
existence  were  not  applicable. 

I  am  trying  to  make  them  applicable. 
I  tried  to  state  that  I  consider  these 
cases  somewhat  exceptional,  but  there 
have  been  cases  of  that  sort  not  infre¬ 
quently.  I  want  to  make  sure  that  the 
men  whom  we  call  out  to  serve  their 
country  at  the  risk  of  their  own  lives 
and  at  great  sacrifice — your  son  and  my 
son,  Mr.  President — are  protected. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  one  further  ques¬ 
tion? 


1951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  2127 


The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield,  and 
if  so  to  whom? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  would  prefer  to 
have  the  Senator  permit  me  to  conclude 
my  questions,  if  he  will. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  The  Senator  asked 
one  question.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  after  which  I  shall  be  glad 
to  yield  further  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  are  protected  by  law 
against  assaults  and  attempts  to  mur¬ 
der,  even  when  they  are  off  the  bench? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  believe  that  is  true, 
I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Does  the  Senator  re¬ 
member  a  case  in  California,  in  the  early 
1880’s,  when  a  citizen  of  California  shot 
at  Justice  Stephen  J.  Field  who  was,  I 
believe,  on  a  railway  train?  I  believe 
that  the  Californian  who  shot  at  Jus¬ 
tice  Field  was  tried  in  a  Federal  court, 
not  in  a  State  court.  I  think  that  is 
correct.  So  the  Senator  from  New  York 
is  merely  proposing  that  soldiers  in  uni¬ 
form  shall  have  the  same  protection  as 
that  accorded  to  other  Government  offi¬ 
cials,  including  justices  of  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  That  is  w'hat  I  am 
proposing,  and  I  think  there  is  even 
greater  justification  for  protecting  men 
in  uniform  than  there  is  for  protecting 
others. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  should  think  it 
would  probably  be  more  popular  to  pro¬ 
tect  soldiers  than  to  protect  Supreme 
Court  justices. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  glad  to  yield  for 
a  question. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  am  sorry  I  did  not 
make  my  previous  question  clear,  which 
I  apparently  did  not  do,  because  I  asked 
the  distinguished  Senator  to  place  in  the 
Record  incidents  to  which  he  had  re¬ 
ferred  as  coming  from  other  than  the 
provost  marshals,  and  other  than  the 
military  police,  the  shore  patrol,  and  the 
like;  and  I  think  the  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida  has  already  stated  that  he  concedes 
there  is  a  case  applicable  to  law-enforce¬ 
ment  officers  of  the  armed  services,  but 
he  asked  the  Senator  to  place  in  the 
Record  cases  other  than  those,  to  which 
he  felt  that  his  amendment  was  applica¬ 
ble.  In  response  to  my  request,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  read  into  the  Record  a  case  applica¬ 
ble  to  military  police,  which  does  not 
come  within  the  purview  of  my  request. 
I  repeat  my  question.  If  the  Senator  has 
numerous  cases  in  mind  relative  to  oth¬ 
ers  in  the  Armed  Forces  personnel  than 
the  military  police,  shore  patrol,  and  the 
like,  I  would  appreciate  it  greatly  if  he 
would  put  those  cases  in  the  Record  for 
purposes  of  illustrating  what  he  hopes  to 
accomplish  through  his  amendment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  should  be  very  glad 
indeed  to  do  so.  I  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary  to  collect  the  cases  and  put 
them  in  proper  shape  to  be  inserted  in 
the  Record,  because,  frankly,  while  I 
thought  it  possible  there  might  be  some 


difference  of  opinion  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  with  regard  to  the  wisdom  of  or 
applicability  of  my  amendment,  I  did  not 
think  any  question  would  be  raised  by 
any  Senator  as  to  the  fact  that  there 
have  been  attacks  by  civilians,  either  in 
small  numbers  or  sometimes  in  large 
groups,  on  men  in  the  military  service. 
I  did  not  think  that  would  be  a  subject  of 
debate,  because  I  thought  it  was  a  gen¬ 
erally  accepted  fact. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  yield  for  an  observation,  un¬ 
fortunately  there  have  been  attacks,  and 
I  believe  such  attacks  should  be  curbed, 
but  in  defending  his  amendment  the 
Senator  has  stated  specifically  that  the 
amendment  would  apply  only  to  the 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  when  on 
actual  duty,  but  not  when  they  were  en¬ 
gaged  in  recreation,  or  are  on  leave,  or 
off  their  reservation  on  business  of  their 
own,  even  though  in  uniform.  I  am  try¬ 
ing  to  have  the  Record  illustrate  just 
what  sort  of  cases,  other  than  cases  ap¬ 
plicable  to  military  police,  the  Senator 
expects  his  amendment  to  cover.  Frank¬ 
ly,  I  have  not  been  able  to  think  of  any 
myself.  That  is  why  I  asked  the  Senator 
for  information  as  to  such  cases. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Is  it  not  true  that  in 
the  process  of  moving  men,  under  or¬ 
ders,  from  one  military  establishment 
to  another,  they  are  neverthelss  on 
duty,  and  therefore  should  be  under  the 
protection  of  the  Federal  Government? 
They  are  under  orders  moving  from  one 
military  camp  to  another,  and  they  are 
regarded  as  being  on  military  duty. 

«Mr.  LEHMAN.  There  is  no  doubt  at 
all  about  that,  when  they  are  moving 
from  one  station  to  another  under  orders. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  There  are  also  truck 
drivers,  messengers,  and  the  like  who 
move  out  of  camps  into  civilian  areas 
and  who  yet  perform  military  duties. 
These  would  be  brought  under  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  law  under  the  proposal  and 
protected  by  the  Federal  statutes  against 
assault. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Let  me  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  and  the  Senator 
from  Florida  that  we  know  perfectly  well 
that  many  times  when  military  person¬ 
nel  are  driving  trucks  in  a  convoy,  or 
possibly  not  in  a  convoy,  they  are  guard¬ 
ing  Government  property.  Of  course, 
such  men  are  entitled  to  the  protection 
of  the  Federal  Government  under  those 
circumstances.  They  may  be  guarding 
property  not  on  the  camp  grounds  at  all. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Do  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  from  the  distinguished  Senator 
that  he  expects  to  illuminate  the  Record 
by  placing  in  it  some  actual  instances? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  hope  to  be  able  to  do 
that. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  shall  appreciate  the 
Senator’s  courtesy  if  he  will. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to 
refresh  the  Senator’s  memory  in  regard 
to  an  occasion  about  7  or  8  months  ago 
when  we  were  debating  the  extension  of 


the  Selective  Service  Act.  At  that  time 
I  placed  in  the  Record,  at  the  request 
of  one  of  my  colleagues,  a  list  of  inci¬ 
dents  which  were  brought  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  Government  by  General  Her- 
shey,  the  National  Director  of  Selective 
Service. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 
National  Director  of  Selective  Service, 
in  his  recommendations  following  World 
War  II,  covered  the  same  subject,  and 
the  bill  extending  the  Selective  Service 
recommended  the  very  proposal  which 
the  Senator  from  New  York  has  brought 
to  our  attention,  and  has  so  ably  de¬ 
fended  and  expounded  this  afternoon. 
So  the  record  is  available,  and  I  am 
happy  to  note  that  the  amendment  is  so 
clearly  defined  that  its  application  will 
be  clear. 

It  is  perfectly  obvious  that  someone 
going  into  a  billiard  hall  or  into  a  tavern 
and  getting  himself  involved  in  some  sort 
of  fracas  is  a  local  police  problem,  par¬ 
ticularly  if  that  person  is  off  duty,  on 
leave  or  furlough.  But  instances  have 
occurred  when  troops,  individual  soldiers 
or  other  members  of  the  armed  services, 
in  small  groups,  proceeding  down  a  high¬ 
way,  have  been  accosted  or  assaulted, 
without  any  effective  police  action  taking 
place.  I  believe  the  purpose  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  amendment  is  to  affect  such  cases 
as  that.  So  I  am  happy  to  be  a  cospon¬ 
sor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Would  the  Senator 
from  Florida  like  to  have  me  read  the 
letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  Hon. 
Henry  L.  Stimson,  written  in  1944? 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  It  might  be  illumi¬ 
nating.  I  have  merely  asked  the  Senator 
to  place  in  the  Record  instances  of  the 
kind  he  has  referred  to  as  existing  in 
large  numbers,  cases  in  which  personnel 
of  the  Armed  Forces  on  actual  duty,  but 
not  including  police  duty,  as  members  of 
the  military  police,  would  be  protected 
under  his  amendment.  I  have  not  as 
yet  heard  any  cases  cited. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  not  consume 
the  time  of  the  Senate  in  reading  the 
letter  from  Secretary  Stimson,  which  is 
quite  lengthy,  but  I  ask  that  it  be  placed 
in  the  Record  at  this  point  in  my  re- 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows:  - 

June  10,  1943. 

Hon.  Robert  R.  Reynolds, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Reynolds  :  There  is  enclosed 
herewith  draft  of  a  bill  to  amend  section  1 
o'  the  act  providing  punishment  for  killing 
or  assaulting  of  Federal  officers,  which  the 
War  Department  recommends  be  enacted  into 
law. 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  is 
to  extend  the  scope  of  section  1  of  the  act 
of  May  18,  1934,  as  amended  (48  Stat.  780; 
54  Stat.  391;  18  U.  S.  C.  253),  so  as  to  include 
officers  and  enlistfed  personnel  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  Marine  Corps,  and  members  of 
the  auxiliary  military  police  of  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  while  engaged  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  official  duties  or  on  account  of 
the  performance  of  their  official  duties. 

The  mentioned  section  as  it  now  exists, 
provides  punishment  for  any  person  who 
kills,  forcibly  resists,  opposes,  impedes,  intim- 
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idates,  or  interferes  with  certain  Federal  of¬ 
ficers.  including  United  States  marshals,  any 
officer  or  employee  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation,  post-office  inspectors.  Secret 
Service  operatives,  any  officer  or  enlisted  man 
of  the  Coast  Guard,  and  so  forth,  while  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  performance  of  official  duties, 
or  any  person  who  kills  or  assaults  any  such 
officer  on  account  of  the  performance  of  his 
official  duties.  It  appears  that  there  is  at 
this  time  no  appropriate  Federal  statute  pro¬ 
viding  punishment  in  the  case  of  such  an 
act  against  an  officer  or  enlisted  person  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps,  or  a  member 
of  the  auxiliary  military  police  of  the  Army 
of  the  United  States,  while  engaged  in  the 
performance  of  official  duties,  or  on  account 
of  the  performance  of  official  duties.  It 
seems  manifest  that  similar  punishment 
should  be  provided  in  case  of  such  attacks 
against  personnel  of  the  Military  and  Naval 
Establishments. 

Although  section  1  provides  only  for  the 
offense  of  killing,  it  is  believed  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  amendment  to  that  section  would 
also  have  the  effect  of  extending  the  scope 
of  section  2  of  the  act  of  May  18,  1934  (48 
Stat.  781;  18  U.  S.  C.  254),  to  cover  officers 
and  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Marine  Corps,  and  members  of  the  aux¬ 
iliary  military  police  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States  in  the  case  of  resisting,  inter¬ 
fering  with,  or  assaulting  such  personnel 
while  engaged  in  the  performance  of  official 
duties  or  on  account  of  the  performance 
of  official  duties,  as  section  2  by  reference 
relates  to  assaults  on  all  persons  of  the 
categories  named  in  section  1  of  the  act. 

The  proposed  amendment,  if  enacted,  will 
result  in  little,  if  any,  increased  cost  to  the 
Government. 

The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  advises  that 
there  is  no  objection  to  the  submission  of 
this  proposed  legislation  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the .  Congress. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Henky  L.  Stxmson, 

Secretary  of  War. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  should  also  like  to 
point  out  that  the  bill  to  which  I  have 
referred  was  not  objected  to  by  the  At¬ 
torney  General  of  the  United  States  at 
the  time  it  was  presented. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  for  a 
Question? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  proposes 
a  law  which  will  extend  what  he  calls 
protection  to  all  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  under  certain  conditions,  and  the 
Armed  Forces  perhaps  soon  will  number 
3,500,000.  Does  the  Senator  have  any 
corresponding  law  in  mind  whereby 
there  would  be  extended  special  protec¬ 
tion  to  the  civilian  population  as  against 
unlawful  acts  of  the  3,500,000  men  in  the 
service? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  They  are  entitled  to 
protection,  and  I  referred  to  that  in  my 
remarks.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  camp 
commarders,  the  divisional  commanders, 
and  the  station  commanders,  to  make 
certain  that  their  men  treat  the  towns¬ 
people  with  full  consideration. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  '  The  question  was,  does 
the  Senator  have  in  mind  introducing  a 
till  which  would  give  special  protection 
to  the  civilian  population  which  will 
come  in  contact  with  the  3,500,000  serv¬ 
icemen? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No,  I  have  no  specific 
bill  ;n  mind. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  It  would  be  logical 
and  would  be  consistent  with  the  Sen¬ 


ator’s  position  to  have  a  bill  cover  that 
phase,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  analogous  at  all. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  If  the  Senator  as¬ 
sumed  it  to  be  consistent  and  logical, 
that  would  mean  probably  7,000,000  peo¬ 
ple  being  dealt  with,  and  the  Senator 
would  materially  change  the  criminal 
law  and  criminal  jurisdiction  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  that  number  of  people  without 
ever  having  the  matter  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  of  the 
United  States  Senate.  Would  not  that 
be  the  effect  of  the  Senator’s  position? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  know  where 
the  Senator  gets  Lis  figure  of  7,000,000. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  If  there  are  3,500,000 
men  in  the  armed  services,  assuming 
that,  as  they  move  about  the  country 
they  would  come  in  contact  with  just  one 
civilian  each  per  day,  the  Senator’s 
amendment  would  be  affecting  at  least 
7,000,000  people  in  its  operation,  would  it 
not? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  think  it  would  be  af¬ 
fecting  only  those  people  who,  without 
justification,  attacked  or  killed  men  in 
the  service  while  in  the  performance  of 
their  duty.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  no  great 
departure. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Suppose  a  difficulty 
arises  between  a  man  who  is  in  the 
service  r.nd  a  civilian.  Suppose  a  soldier 
happens  to  have  a  difficulty  with  a 
civilian,  the  Senator’s  amendment  would 
come  into  effect,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  A  difficulty  would  not 
alter  the  situation. 

'Mr.  STENNIS.  Suppose  there  should 
be  some'  kind  of  belligerent  contact,  some 
kind  of  adverse  relation. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  They  might  have  a 
difficulty,  but  it  would  not  come  under 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  am  assuming  there 
would  be  one  soldier  and  one  civilian  in¬ 
volved.  The  Senator  would  extend  a 
special  law  to  the  soldier  and  not  a  spe¬ 
cial  law  to  the  civilian.  Is  not  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  assume  there 
are  going  to  be  disputes  v/ith  anybody. 
There  may  not  be  five  disputes  a  month. 
What  I  have  in  mind  is  a  man  who  is 
unlawfully  attacked  while  he  is  in  uni¬ 
form  in  the  performance  of  his  duty. 
I  think  that  man  deserves  the  protection 
of  his  Government. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Let  us  take  a  simple 
case.  Suppose  a  soldier  on  duty  drives 
a  truck  to  a  farm  to  load  some  materials 
and  he  and  the  farmer  get  into  a  dispute 
and  a  fight  ensues.  The  Senator  would 
provide  a  special  law  to  protect  the  sol¬ 
dier.  What  about  the  farmer? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  certainly  believe 
that  if  the  soldier  attacked  the  farmer 
he  should  be  punished.  I  have  no  excuse 
for  him.  He  would  be  punished  under 
Federal  law,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Is  the  Senator  certain 
about  that? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  He  would  be  punished 
under  military  law,  in  all  probability. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  matter  would  be 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  people  of 
the  community  altogether  if  the  soldier 
was  turned  over  to  a  court  martial;  is 
not  that  correct? 


Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  would  be  or  not,  but  certainly  if  the 
commanding  officer  did  his  duty,  the 
soldier  would  be  subject  to  court-martial 
proceedings. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  My  point  is  that  if 
there  is  a  law  affecting  3,500,000  men  in 
the  armed  services,  the  rest  of  the  popu¬ 
lation  is  going  to  be  affected  more  or  less 
directly,  and  yet  the  Senator  proposes 
no  special  law  for  their  protection. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  am  recommending 
a  law  for  the  protection  of  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  but  not  a  law  which 
would  cover  every  dispute  which  might 
arise  between  a  soldier  and  a  civilian. 
If  the  soldier  to  whom  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi  referred  was  sent  to  a  farm 
for  a  special  or  specific  purpose  as  part 
of  his  military  duty,  I  would  hold  the 
other  man  responsible  for  killing  or 
maiming  him. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  What  would  the  Sen¬ 
ator  do  if  the  soldier  was  at  fault? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  would  certainly  in¬ 
sist  that  he  be  punished.  We  have  ade¬ 
quate  laws  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  But  he  would  not  co  lie 
under  the  Senator’s  proposed  statute? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  No;  he  would  come 
under  military  law. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  does  not 
propose  a  special  statute  to  cover  his 
case? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  have  none  in  mind. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  should  like  to  make 
one  more  observation.  While  on  duty 
as  a  civilian  officer  during  World  War 
II I  heard  of  no  instance  in  which  a  mili¬ 
tary  man  was  attacked  or  abused  in  any 
way.  On  the  contrary,  I  did  know  of 
many  instances  in  which  military  per¬ 
sonnel — and  I  am  not  referring  to  col¬ 
ored  military  personnel,  but  white  per¬ 
sonnel — ganged  up  and  literally  ran  ci¬ 
vilians  out  of  a  community  in  which 
they  had  lived  for  many  years.  When 
it  comes  to  giving  special  protection  of 
the  kind  the  Senator  suggests,  I  think  it 
would  be  well  to  enact  special  statutes 
which  would  protect  civilians  against  a 
massed  ganging  up  of  military  personnel. 
Fortunately  such  attacks  do  not  occur 
often,  but  they  do  occur  at  times. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  may  say  that  cer¬ 
tainly  if  a  soldier  attacks  another  man 
he  should  be  subject  to  military  law,  and 
he  is  subject  to  such  law,  if  he  is  in  uni¬ 
form  or  on  duty.  If  there  is  any  way 
of  protecting  the  people  of  a  community 
in  a  situation  of  the  kind  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  has  referred,  I 
should  be  glad  to  be  informed  about  it. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  should  like  to 
emphasize  one  point.  In  the  case  which 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi  poses,  the 
field  commander,  unit  commander, 
camp  commander,  or  any  commander 
in  charge  of  military  personnel  is  held 
fully  responsible  for  the  actions  of  his 
troops.  Under  military  law  he  is 
chargeable  for  the  actions  of  his  troops. 
That  is  the  kind  of  protection  which  is 
given  to  a  civilian  in  reference  to  his 
relationship  with  the  military.  I  think 
there  is  sufficient  law  on  the  books  to 
correct  that  kind  of  abuse. 
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It  is  my  feeling  that  there  has  been 
some  abuse  on  the  other  side  as  well. 
There  is  no  law  on  the  books  today  which 
permits  the  correction  of  an  abuse  so  far 
as  a  civilian’s  relationship  with  a  mili¬ 
tary  person  is  concerned,  although  there 
is  a  military  law  which  provides  protec¬ 
tion  against  an  abuse  by  a  military  man 
against  a  civilian.  In  such  an  instance 
there  is  no  military  law  which  permits 
the  correction  of  an  abuse  on  the  part  of 
a  civilian  against  a  military  person.  I 
believe  the  Senator’s  amendment  would 
bring  about  equality  of  treatment. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  The  Senator  has 
been  very  patient  in  allowing  me  to  make 
observations.  I  should  like  to  make  one 
more.  As  the  Senator  knows,  when  he 
was  serving  as  Governor  of  New  York  I 
served  as  Governor  of  my  State  during 
a  good  portion  of  the  war. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  was  very  happy  in¬ 
deed  that  we  were  able  to  cooperate  so 
frequently. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

I  saw  some  instances  of  abuse  on  both 
sides  of  the  fence,  both  by  civilians  and 
by  military  personnel.  Again  I  am  nofe- . 
referring  to  any  matter  of  color.  To 
make  the  Senator’s  amendment  com¬ 
parable  with  the  existing  Federal  situa¬ 
tion  in  other  fields  I  believe  it  should  be 
confined  to  law-enforcement  officers  of 
the  Military  Establishment,  that  is,  to 
military  police  and  shore  patrolmen,  who 
are  properly  identified  by  the  wearing 
of  the  unifoi'm  of  their  service.  I  believe 
that  for  that  sort  of  limited  application 
the  amendment  has  merit,  and  that  it 
would  accomplish  some  good. 

Wholly  without  reference  to  any  color 
line,  because  shore  patrolmen  and  mili¬ 
tary  policemen  of  both  colors  have  had 
their  difficulties  from  time  to  time,  I  can 
very  easily  see  how  personnel  charged 
with  the  enforcement  of  law  and  order 
for  the  United  States — and  that  is  what 
they  are  doing  when  they  are  out  in 
uniform  as  shore  patrolmen  or  mili¬ 
tary  policemen — should  be  entitled  to 
the  same  protection  which  is  afforded  a 
United  States  marshal,  tax  collector, 
wildlife  enforcement  officer,  or  any  other 
similar  personnel  who  can  identify  him¬ 
self,  and  who  is  not  protected  except  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty. 

I  am  frank  to  say  that  as  drawn  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  would  always 
put  the  civilian  public  upon  inquiry 
whenever  they  were  threatened  with  any 
sort  of  abuse  or  any  sort  or  arbitrary 
tactics  on  the  part  of  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  to  be  certain  that  such 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  were  not 
then  and  there  engaged  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  some  military  duty  or  in  the  car¬ 
rying  out  of  some  order,  lest  they  be 
held  to  have  gotten  themselves  in  serious 
trouble  under  Federal  law  simply  by 
standing  up  for  what  they  thought  were 
their  rights. 

Since  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  does  not  pretend  to  apply  to 
men  when  on  furlough  and  when  off  the 
reservation  for  private  business  or  rec¬ 


reation  it  seems  to  me  that  the  Senator 
might  well  consider  rewriting  his  amend¬ 
ment  so  as  to  confine  its  application  to 
the  law-enforcement  officers  of  the 
armed  services.  In  that  way  he  would 
have  something  which,  it  seems  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida,  would  be  almost 
on  all  fours  with  the  present  statutes 
covering  civilian  law-enforcement  offi¬ 
cers  while  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  their  law-enforcement  duties  and  giv¬ 
ing  protection  to  such  officials  of  the 
Federal  Government,  by  making  any  as¬ 
sault  or  breach  of  the  peace  against 
them,  a  Federal  crime. 

I  can  see  how  the  Senator  could  make 
his  case  if  he  would  limit  the  application 
of  his  amendment  to  law-enforcement 
officers.  Otherwise  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  impose  a  vastly  greater  burden 
upon  the  millions  of  people  of  our  civilian 
population  who  are  daily  coming  in  con¬ 
tact  with  soldiers  and  sailors  in  uniform, 
but  who  cannot  tell  to  save  their  lives 
whether  such  soldiers  or  sailors  are 
under  military  orders.  It  would  put 
them  under  great  disadvantage  and  al¬ 
ways  upon  inquiry.  It  would  impute  to 
them  knov/ledge  of  whether  or  not  in¬ 
dividuals  of  the  Armed  Forces  whom 
they  meet  are  or  are  not  under  military 
orders.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  create  a 
tremendously  difficult  and  intolerable 
situation. 

Therefore  in  all  kindness  and  coop¬ 
eratively  I  make  the  suggestion  to  the 
able  Senator  that  he  consider  limiting 
his  amendment  to  law-enforcement 
officers  of  the  armed  services  in  uniform 
and  identified  by  their  appropriate 
uniform. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Florida.  I  do  not  feel  that  an 
amendment  of  the  character  which  he 
suggests  would  accomplish  the  purposes 
which  my  associates  and  I  have  in  mind. 

MOTION  TO  RECONSIDER 

During  the  delivery  of  Mr.  Lehman’s 
address, 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  New  York  yield  so  that 
I  may  make  a  motion? 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  I  shall  be  glad  to  yield, 
if  there  is  unanimous  consent  that  I  do 
not  lose  my  place  on  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Mon- 
roney  in  the  chair) .  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  moves  that  the 
vote  by  which  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse],  as  amended,  was  agreed  to,  be 
reconsidered. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  move  that  that  mo¬ 
tion  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  A  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  will  state  it: 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  motion  can 
only  be  entered,  I  understand. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  to  reconsider  is  in  order,  but 
there  is  already  a  motion  before  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  asked  the  Senator 
from  New  York  to  yield  that  I  might 


make  a  motion,  and  he  said  he  would 
yield  if  he  did  not  lose  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Unani¬ 
mous  consent  would  be  necessary  in 
order  to  enable  a  Senator  to  make  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  lay  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  motion  may 
be  made. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  object. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  in¬ 
quire  what  is  the  status  of  the  motion? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  to  reconsider  has  been  entered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Very  well. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE— ENROLLED 
BILLS  SIGNED  [ 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre^ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Maurer,  one  of  it 
reading  clerks,  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
following  enrolled  bills,  and  they  w/sre 
‘  signed  by  the  Vice  President : 

S.  44.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jotp.  E. 
Turri  and  Edward  H.  Turri; 

S.  45.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Alfjed  F. 
Bosch&  and  j  • 

S.  46.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Rup  Obre 
Dubonnet.  / 

INCREASE  IN  FOOD  PRICES 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  give  notice  that  this  morning 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For¬ 
estry  decided  to  hold  hearing^  beginning 
next  Tuesday,  March  13,  on  two  bills  re¬ 
lating  to  agticultural  workers  from  for¬ 
eign  countries.  They  are  Senate  bill  949 
and  Senate  bill  984.  I  am  hopeful  that 
the  hearings  will  be  concluded  within  a 
few  days  so  thfet  a  measure  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  may  be  considered  bfr  the  Senate  at 
an  early  date.  \  j 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  is  continuing  its  investigation  of 
food  prices.  It  will  be  recalled  that  about 
2  weeks  ago  the  committee  issued  a  state¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  the  rise  in  price 
on  beef  and  certain 'canned  goods.  The 
committee  finds  that,  in  spite  of  the 
re'cent  increase  in  prices,  more  food  can 
be  purchased  by  an  hour  of  factory  labor 
than  in  any  recejit  period.  I  invite  the 
special  attention  of  Senators  to  the  table 
on  the  second  .page  of  the  statement, 
which  I  expect  to  file  for  the  record. 
As  an  example,  an  hour’s  factory  labor 
today  buys  9.9  pounds  of  bread,  in  con¬ 
trast  to  6.1  in  1925-29  and  7.3  in  1935-39. 
Percentagewise,  a  factory  worker  today 
can  obtain  109  percent  more  eggs  for  an 
hour’s  work  than  he  could  back  in 
1925-29,  35  percent  more  than  in  1935-39, 
and  31  percent  more  than  in  1947-48.  I 
hope  Senators  will  take  the  time  to  read 
this  statement. 

I  wish  to  also  call  the  special  attention 
of  Senators  to  the  trend  of  farm  income. 
The  net  income  realized  by  farmers 
during  1947  was  $18,000,000,000;  in  1948, 
$16,500,000,000;  in  1949  $14,000,000,000; 
and  in  1950,  $13,000,000,000.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  fact  that  farm  production 
was  as  large  in  1950  as  it  was  in  1947,  the 
net  farm  income  decreased  from  $18,- 
000,000,000  to  $13,000,000,000. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  hourly  earn¬ 
ings  of  manufacturing  employees  have 
steadily  increased.  In  1947  the  hourly 
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pay  was  $1.22;  in  1948,  $1.33;  in  1949, 
$1.40;  and  in  1950,  $1.46. 

With  respect  to  the  weekly  earnings  of 
manufacturing  employees,  there  has  also 
been  a  steady  increase,  from  $49.97  in 
1947  to  as  high  as  $59.27  in  1950. 

With  respect  to  corporate  profits  be¬ 
fore  taxes,  in  1947  they  were  $30,500,000,- 
000;  in  1948,  $33,900,000,000;  and  in  1950, 
$40,200,000,000.  In  other  words,  the 
average  hourly  earnings  of  employees 
and  their  weekly  take-home  pay  have 
been  on  the  increase-  from  1947  up  to 
1950,  whereas  we  have  had  a  constant  de¬ 
crease  with  respect  to  farm  income  from 
1947  to  1950. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  statement  which  was  issued 
this  morning  by  the  Committee' on  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Forestry  together  with  all 
accompanying  data  be  printed  in  the 
Record  following  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  Current  Position  of  Food  Prices 

Continuing  its  investigation  of  current 
food  prices  under  the  direction  of  Chairman 
Ellender,  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  and  Forestry  finds  that  in  spite  of  recent 
increases  in  prices,  more  food  can  he  pur¬ 
chased  with  an  hour  of  factory  labor  than  in 
either  recent  or  earlier  periods.  Average 
hourly  earnings  of  factory  workers  have  in¬ 
creased  more  than  retail  food  prices  as  com¬ 
pared  either  with  1947^48  or  with  prewar 
years. 

Farm  prices,  although  110  percent  of  parity 
in  January,  were  lower  in  relation  to  prices 
paid  by  farmers  than  in  1947-48  when  the 
parity  ratio  averaged  118.  Thus  a  given 
volume  of  farm  products  in  January  1951 
would  purchase  7  percent  less  products  used 
by  farmers  than  in  1947-48.  The  detailed 
data  are  as  follows: 

Amounts  of  food  which  could  be  purchased 
with  an  hour’s  factory  labor 


Item 

January  1951 

1947-48  average 

1935-39  average 

1925-29  average 

Percent  ad¬ 
ditional 
which  could 
be  purchased 
in  January 
1951  over— 

00 

T 

N 

3 

1935-39 

1925-29 

Bread _ pounds.. 

9.9 

9.6 

7.3 

6.1 

3 

36 

62 

Milk . quarts.. 

7.2 

6.2 

5.0 

3.9 

16 

44 

85 

Butter . ..pounds. . 

1.9 

1.4 

1.6 

1.0 

36 

19 

Cheese . do _ 

2.6 

2.0 

2.2 

1.4 

30 

18 

,  86 

Eggs . .dozen.. 

2.3 

1.9 

1.7 

1.1 

21 

109 

Meats: 

JT 

Round  steak 

pounds.. 

1.4 

1.5 

1.7 

1.4 

-18 

0 

Pork  chops.. do _ 

2.0 

1.7 

1.8 

1.5 

18 

11 

33 

Oranges . dozen.. 

3.6 

2.9 

1.9 

1.0 

/  24 

89 

260 

Potatoes . pecks.. 

2.4 

1.5 

1.6 

v 

60 

60 

140 

Canned  peas 

No.  2  cans.. 

7.2 

8.4 

3.9 

3.3 

wjl 

rt 

1 

85 

119 

Canned  tomatoes 

6*o 

do.... 

9.1 

7.2 

4.5 

26 

40 

102 

Lari. . pounds.. 

6.2 

4.2 

4.0 

2.8 

48 

55 

121 

Silgar . . ..do _ 

15.7 

13.% 

11.0 

8.0 

16 

43 

96 

Farmers’  price  par- 

/ 

ity  ratio _ 

no 

84 

89 

’-7 

’31 

’  22 

1  Change  in  amounts  of  all  goods  used  in  production 
and  in  the  home  which  could  be  purchased  by  farmers 
with  a  given  volume  fit  farm  products. 

Computed  from  BLS  and  BAE  statistics, 

CHANGES  SINCE  JUNE  1950 

Since  thp-  outbreak  of  war  in  Korea  in 
June  of  1850,  both  retail  prices  and  wage 
rates  have  been  rising  at  approximately  the 
same  rate.  The  consumers’  price  index, 
often  £alled  the  cost-of-living  index,  was  6.7 
percent  higher  on  January  15,  1951,  than 


in  June  1950.  Retail  food  prices  were  8.5 
percent  higher  in  January  than  7  months 
earlier. 

During  this  same  period,  hourly  earnings 
of  workers  in  manufacturing  industries  in¬ 
creased  6.7  percent  and  weekly  earnings  in¬ 
creased  7  percent,  or  fully  as  much  as  the 
cost  of  living  and  almost  as  much  as  retail 
food  prices. 

FURTHER  INCREASES  PERMITTED  BY  DEFENSE 
PRODUCTION  ACT 

Based  on  retail  and  farm  prices  .reported 
for  February  15,  a  further  increase  of  4  per¬ 
cent  in  the  retail  food  price  index  would  be 
required  if  all  farm  prices  tjien  below  parity 
moved  up  to  the  parity  level.  This  compared 
with  increases  of  4.5  percent  estimated  as  of 
January  15  and  5.5  percent  as  of  December 
15. 

The  revised  consumers’  price  index  gives 
food  a  weight  of  34  percent,  hence  a  4-per¬ 
cent  increase  in  the  retail  food  price  index 
increases  the  over-all  consumers’  price  in¬ 
dex  1.4  percent. 

But  not  all  farm  prices  below  parity  on 
February  15  are  likely  to  move  up  to  the 
parity  level  in  the  near  future.  Potatoes, 
eggs,  oranges,  and  apples  are  the  most  im¬ 
portant  products  with  prices  substantially 
below  parity.  They  account  for  over  half  of 
the  difference  between  February  15  price 
levels  and  minimum  levels  for  price  ceilings 
provided  in  the  Defense  Production  Act.  It 
is  unlikely  that  the  prices  of  these  products 
in  ample  supply  will  increase  much  in  the 
near  future.  For  this  reason  further  in¬ 
crease  in  the  cost-of-living  index  arising 
out  of  the  minimum-ceilings  provision  of  the 
Defense  Production  Act  should  not  exceed  1 
percent  and  may  be  even  smaller. 

TREND  IN  -FARM  INCOME 

In  contrast  to  steadily  rising  corporate 
profits  and  hourly  and  weekly  earnings  of 
manufacturing  employees  in  recent  years, 
farm  incomes  have  declined  for  3  years  in  a 
row.  The  comparative  »Tigures  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


BELOW  PARITY 


1947 

1948 

1949 

1950 

Net  income  realized'  by 
farm  operator?  (bil- 

V 

lions) . _ 

Hourly  earning*  of  man- 

$18 

$16.5 

$14 

$13 

ufacturing  employees.  _ 
Weekly  eartymgs  of  "man- 

1.22 

1.33 

1.  40 

1.46 

ufacturip&  employees.. 
Corporate  profits  before 

49.  97 

54. 14 

54.92 

59.27 

taxes /billions) . 

- - - - 

30.5 

33.9 

27.6 

40.2 

Item 

Percent¬ 
age  of 
index* 

Round  steak . . 

5.1 

Rib  roast _ 

4.5 

Chuck  roast _ _ _ 

2.0 

Hamburger . . . . . . 

2. 1 

Veal  cutlet _ 

2.4 

Tomatoes,  fresh . . . 

1.8 

Rice . 

.3 

Cabbage _ _ _ 

.4 

Prunes . . . . 

.5 

Pork  chops . . 

3.6 

Bacon,  sliced... . . 

1.7 

Ham,  whole . . .  . 

2. 1 

Salt  pork . . . . 

.3 

Lard . . . 

.8 

Carrots _ _ _ 

.9 

Shortening,  hydrogenated . . . 

.5 

Salad  dressing _ _ _ 

.7 

Margarine...” . 

.6 

Lamb,  leg...... _ 

3.1 

Total . . . .  ..  .. 

83.4 

Item 


Percent¬ 
age  of 
Index  1 


Eggs,  fresh _ 

Bread,  white . . 

Flour,  wheat _ 

Corn  flakes _ 

Commeal . 

Rolled  oats _ 

Fryers: 

New  York,  dressed.. 

Dressed  and  drawn. 

Bntter . . . 

Cheese _ _ 

Milk,  evaporated.. . 

Apples . . 

Oranges . . . 

Lettuce.. . . . 

Onions _ 

Potatoes . . . 

Sweetpotatoes _ _ _ 

Navy  beans,  dried . . 

Peaches,  canned..'. _ 

Corn,  canned-.t  ...' _ 

Tomatoes,  canned _ 

Sugar.. . . . 

Peas,  canned . . . 

Milk,  fresh: 

Delivered _ 

Grocery . . . . 

Beans,  green _ 


Total. 


2.1 
.  7 

6.4 
1.6 

.9 

1.8 

2.6 

1.4 
.6 

2.3 

.4 

.8 

.5 

.5 

.4 

3.0 

1.2 

6.6 
4. 1 
.9 

64.3 


.123 

.123 

.26 

.09 

.04 

.28 

.49 

.16 

.13 

.84 

.04 

.03 

.01 

.03 

.04 

.32 

.01 

.02 

.02 

.05 

4.11 


OTHER  FOODS  NOT  AFFECTED  BY  PARITY 


Item 


Fish  (fresh  or  frozen) 

Salmon,  pink _ 

Coffee _ _ 

Pineapples,  canned.. 

Vanilla  cookies . 

Bananas _ _ 

Total . . 


Percent¬ 
age  of 
index  1 


2.3 

1.2 

4.8 
0.4 

1.8 
1.8 


12.3 


These  are  the  important  relationships 
which  should  be  kept  in  mind  when  con- 
/Bidering  relative  price  increases  in  recent 
'  months. 

Parity  status  of  foods  in  the  Retail  Price 
Index  as  of  Feb.  15,  1951 

AT  OR  ABOVE  PARITY 


Footnote  at  end  of  table. 


’As  of  November  1950,  The  relative  importances 
shown  represent  purchases  of  priced  items  as  well  as 
related  unpriced  items,  e.  g.,  purchases  of  all  beef  are 
represented  in  the  index  by  round  steak,  rib  roast,  chuck 
roast,  and  hamburger, 

Note— No  adjustment  has  been  made  for  seasonal 
variation.  Such  adjustment  is  customarily  made  for 
eggs,  milk,  pork,  and  butter, 

Mr.  ELLENDER.  Mr.  President,  the 
committee  has  examined  further  the  re¬ 
ports  submitted  by  canners  and  retail 
food  chains  to  price  increases,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  this  further 
study,  together  with  exhibits  attached 
thereto,  be  incorporated  in  the  Record 
following  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  on  Recent  Increases  in  Food 
Prices 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry  has  examined  further  the  reports 
submitted  by  canners  and  retail  food  chains 
relating  to  price  increases  for  canned  vege¬ 
tables  and  canned  peaches.  Comparisons  of 
prices  paid  growers  by  canners  for  the  1949 
and  1950  crops  with  Increases  in  canner’s  sell¬ 
ing  prices  between  May  1950  and  January 
1951  were  reported  by  this  committee  2  weeks 
ago.  This  statement  extends  these  com¬ 
parisons  to  show  increases  in  prices  paid  by 
retail  food  chains  and  in  their  retail  selling 
prices  for  the  same  products. 

Canned  tomatoes:  Prices  paid  to  growers 
by  three  canning  companies  averaged  slightly 
lower  for  the  1950  crop  than  for  the  1949 
crop,  but  the  canners’  selling  price  in  Janu¬ 
ary  1951  averaged  82  cents  per  case,  or  25 
percent  higher  than  in  May  1950.  Between 
May  of  last  year  and  January  of  this  year, 
two  retail  food  chains  reported  an  advance 
of  nearly  30  percent  in  the  price  they  paid  for 
canned  tomatoes,  or  3.2  cents  per  can,  and 
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Xn  advance  of  18  percent  or  2.2  cents  per  can 
ifl  their  retail  price  paid  by  consumers. 

banned  snap  beans:  Three  canners  re¬ 
ported  prices  paid  to  growers  averaging  about 
10  percent  less  in  1950  than  in  1949,  and 
selling  prices  in  January  1951  slightly  lower 
than  in  May  1950.  Three  retail  chains  paid 
prices  avenging  3  to  4  percent  higher  in 
January  tha^  in  last  May,  with  retail  prices 
up  4  to  5  percent. 

Canned  corn -..(cream  style) :  Growers  re¬ 
ceived  prices  averaging  18  percent  lower  in 
1950  than  in  1949  from  three  reporting  can¬ 


ners,  but  canners’  selling  prices  advanced 
an  average  of  22  percent  between  May  1950 
and  January  1951.  During  the  same  period, 
retailers’  purchase  prices  advanced  32  per¬ 
cent  and  retail  prices  rose  23  percent, 
amounting  to  3  cents  per  can  at  both  levels. 

Canned  peas:  Canners  paid  growers  prices 
averaging  about  3  percent  higher  in  1950 
than  in  1949,  and  sold  their  products  for 
7  percent  more  in  January  than  in  last  May. 
Retail  chains  advanced  their  retail  prices  an 
average  of  12  percent  or  1.6  cents  per  can, 
compared  with  an  average  purchase  cost  in¬ 


crease  of  10  percent  or  1  cent  per  can,  from 
May  to  January.  / 

Canned  peaches:  Average  prices  paid  to 
growers  by  three  canners  increased  by  50 
percent  or  42  cents  per  case  from  tjfle  1949 
season  to  the  1950  season.  Canned  selling 
prices  in  January  of  this  year  were  higher 
than  in  last  May  by  an  average  -of  $1.40,  or 
32  percent.  Cost  to  retailers/ reported  by 
three  chains  averaged  38  percent  or  6.5  cents 
per  can  higher  in  January  than  in  May,  and 
their  retail  prices  advanced  42  percent  or  9 
cents  per  can.  / 


Canned  peaches'-  and  vegetables:  Prices  paid  by  canners  to  growers,  canner’s  selling  price,  price  paid  by  retailer,  and  retailers' 
\  selling  price 1  / 


Item 


Tomatoes  (can  size) _ 

May  1950 _ 

January  1951.'. . 

Actual  change _ 

Percentage  change . . 

Average  actual  change . 

Average  percentage  change,. 

Snapbeans  (can  size).. . 

May  1950 . . 

January  1951 . . . 

Actual  change . . 

Percentage  change _ 

Average  actual  change . . 

Average  percentage  change,. 

Com— cream  style  (can  size) _ 

May  1950 _ 

January  1951. _ _ _ 

Actual  change _ 

Percentage  change . . 

Average  actual  change.,,... 
Average  percentage  change, 

Peas  (can  size) . . 

May  1950 _ 

January  1951. . 

Actual  change _ _ 

Percentage  change _ _ 

Average  actual  change _ 

Average  percentage  change, 

Peaches  (can  size) . 

May  1950 _ _ 

January  1951 _ _ _ 

Actual  change . 

Percentage  change _ 

Average  actual  change _ 

Average  percentage  change.. 


Paid  by  canner  to  grower,  dollars 
per  case  2 

Firm  No. 


Canner’s  selling  price,  dollars  per 
case 


No.  2 
0.  57 
.60 
.03 
5.3 


No.  2 
1. 07 
.92 
-.  15 
-14.0 


303 

0.68 

.49 

-.19 

27.9 


303 
0. 61 
.72 
.11 
18.0 


No.  2J4 
0. 87 
1.27 
.40 
46.0 


No.  2 
1. 86 


303 
0.  93 


303 


No.  2 
0.  56 
.51 
-.05 
8.9 


No.  2 
1. 39 
1.26 
-.  13 

-9.4 


303 
0.  77 
.73 
-.04 
-5.2 


303 

0.78 

.81 

.03 

3.8 


No.  2)4 
0.83 
1.23 
.40 
48.2 


No.  2H 
3. 14 
4.00 
•86 

27.4 
.82 

25.5 
No.  2 

5*60 

5.60 

7 

-.05 
-1.7 
12  OZ. 
2.  62 
3.12 
.50 
19.1 
.56 
22.0 
303 
3.72 
3.72 


.25 
7.4 
No.  V-A 
4. 29 
5.82 
1.53 
35.7 
1.40 
31.9 


- : - T 

Price  paid  by  retailers, 
cents  per  can  - 


Firm 


No.  2  • 
10.8 


No.  2 

9.2 
9.6 

.4 

4.3 


303 

7.5 
11.0 

3.5 
46.7 


303 

9.6 

10.2 

.6 

6.2 


No.  VA 
14.2 
19.6 
5.4 
38.0 


19  oz. 
10.9 
15.0 
4.1 
37.6 


19  oz. 
9.8 
10.0 
.2 
2.0 


17  oz. 
11.8 
14.0 
2.2 
18.6 


17  oz. 
16.4 
16.4 


29  oz. 
18.7 
27.2 
8.3 
44.4 


No.  2 
10.4 

12.7 
2.3 

22.1 

3.2 

29.9 
No.  2 

10.8 

11.3 
.5 

4.6 

.4 

3.6 
303 

10.6 

13.9 

3.3 

31.1 
3.0 

32.1 
3  oz. 

11.7 
•  13.2 

1.  5 

12.8 
1.0 

9.5 
No.  iy2 

19.3 

25.2 
5.9 

30.6 

6.5 

37.7 


Retailer’s  selling  price, 
cents  per  can 


Firm  No. 


No.  2 
15.5 


No.  303 

13.5 

13.6 
.1 
.7 


303 

11.3 

14.7 

3.4 

30.1 


303 

12.7 

13.9 

1.2 

9.4 


No.  2 A 
20.6 
29.0 
8.4 
40.8 


19  oz. 

12.5 

14.5 
2.0 

16.0 


19  oz. 

11.5 

12.5 
1.0 
8.7 


17  oz. 

14.5 

16.5 
2.0 

13.8 


17  oz. 
19.0 
19.0 


29  oz. 
23.0 
31.0 
8.0 
34.8 


No.  2 
12.5 
15.0 

2.5 
20.0 

2.25 
18.0 
No.  2 

14.5 
15.0 

.5 

3.4 
.5 

4.3 

303 

13.5 
17.0 

3.5 
25.9 

3.0 

23.3 

303 

14.5 

16.5 
2.0 

13.8 

1.6 

11.6 

No.  2 A I 

20.5 
31.0 

10.5 

51.2 
9.0 

42.3 


'..Brands  and  can  sizes  by  retailers  are  not  necessarily  the  same  as  reported  by  canners. 


!  Prices  paid  to  growers  in  1949  and  1950  seasons. 


Prices  of  canned  peaches,  peas,  tomatoes, 
and  corn  (cream  style) ,  May  1950  and  Jan¬ 
uary  1951 — Comparison  of  identical  prod¬ 
ucts 


Prices  /6f  canned  peaches,  peas,  tomatoes, 
and  corn  (cream  style) ,  May  1950  and  Jan¬ 
uary  1951 — Comparison  of  identical  prod¬ 
ucts — Continued 


Item 


PEACHES,  SLICED  YEL¬ 
LOW  CLING,  NO.  2)4 
CAN  . 

Price  paid  to  grower, 

per  case . . 

Canner’s  selling 

price,  per  case . 

Price  paid  by  re¬ 
tailer,  per  case . 

Price  paid  by  re¬ 
tailer,  per  can _ 

Retailer’s  selling 
price,  per  can.. _ 


PEAS,  SIZE  303  (STORE 

2,  SIZE  17-OUNCE) 

Price  paid  to  grower, 
per  case  (blended) .. 

Canner’s  selling 
price,  per  case 
(blended) 

Price  paid  by 
tailer:. 

Per  case— stdre  2. 

Per  can— amrfi-2. 

Per  ease^store  3 

Per  cai^store  3. 

Retail 
price: 

Pad  can,  store  2. . 

Cr  can,  store  3.. 

Dotnotes  at  end  of  table. 


May 

1950 

Janu¬ 

ary 

1951 

Actual 

increase 

Per¬ 

centage 

increase 

r 

Dollars 

>0.885 

Dollars 

2 1. 347 

Dollars 

0.462 

/ 

Percent 

52.2 

4.288 

5.816 

if  528 

35.6 

4.98 

6.55 

f  1.57 

31.5 

.208 

.27» 

.06 

31.3 

.25 

A 

^33 

.08 

32,0 

/ 

7m 

2.704 

-.109 

-13.4 

3. 722 

3.93 
.  164 

3. 722 

3.93 
.  164 

0 

0 

3. 92 
.163 

.20 

.195 

3.91 

.163 

.20 

-.01 

.3 

.200 

.005 

2.6 

Item 


TOMATOES,  NO.  2  CAN 

Price  paid  to  grower, 

per  case,— . . 

Canner’s  selling  price 

per  case  (fancy) _ 

Price  paid  by  re¬ 
tailer,  per  case _ 

Price  paid  by  re¬ 
tailer,  per  can _ 

Retailer’s  selling 
price,  per  can _ 

CORN,  CREAM  STYLE, 
YELLOW,  SIZE  303 

Price  paid  to  grower, 

per  case _ 

Canner’s  selling 

price,  per  case _ 

Price  paid  by  re¬ 
tailer,  per  case _ 

Price  paid  by  re¬ 
tailer,  per  can . 

Retailers  selling 
price,  per  can . 


May 

1950 

Janu¬ 

ary 

1951 

Actual 

increase 

Per¬ 

centage 

increase 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Percent 

‘0. 569 

20.596 

0.27 

4.7 

4.  50 

4  50 

4.  50 

4  50 

•  188 

.  188 

.244 

.248 

.004 

L6 

.590 

.471 

-.  119 

-20.2 

2. 62 

3. 12 

.50 

19.1 

2.84 

3. 35 

.  .51 

18.0 

118 

,140 

.145 

.165 

.02 

13.8 

most  of  the  recent  increases  in  prices  for 
canned  vegetables  originated  at  the  proc¬ 
essors’  level  and  were  passed  on  in  whole  or 
in  part  by  the  retailers.  The  following  table 
gives  a  summary  of  the  relevant  data: 

Increases  in  prices  of  canned  peaches  and 
vegetables.  May  1950  to  January  1951 


Item 

Paid 

to 

grower- 
change 
in  price 
per  case 

Can- 
ners’ 
selling 
price- 
change 
per  case 

Retail¬ 
ers’ 
selling 
price- 
change 
per 
case  1 

Increase 

in 

spread 
between 
price 
paid  to 
grower 
and 
retail 
price 

Canned  toma- 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Percent 

toes . 

-0. 01 

0.82 

0.60 

22 

Snap  beans . 

-.  12 

-  -.05 

.12 

13 

Corn,  cream 
style.— . 

-.  12 

.56 

.72 

41 

Peas . . 

.01 

.25 

.38 

8 

Peaches . 

.42 

1.40 

2.16 

40 

'  1949  season. 
!  1950  season. 


Further  analysis  of  the  reports  submitted 
by  canners  and  retail  food  chains  reported 
by  this  committee  2  weeks  ago  indicate  that 


*  On  a  peircaaiasis. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Question  is  on  the  amendment  offered  by 
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the  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Leh¬ 
man]. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman],  on  behalf  of 
himself  and  certain  others  Senators,  is 
only  four  lines  long;  and  it  has  the  ap¬ 
pearance  of  being  a  simple  and  straight¬ 
forward  proposal. 

Appearances  are  deceiving,  for  the 
amendment  would  accomplish  a  great 
deal  that  is  not  apparent  on  its  face. 

By  its  terms,  the  amendment  purports 
to  affect  only  one  section  of  title  18  of 
the  United  States  Code.  Actually,  how¬ 
ever,  it  would  affect  two  sections. 

By  its  terms,  the  amendment  would 
affect  section  1114  of  title  18.  But  it 
would  also  affect  section  111  of  that  title, 
because,  by  the  terms  of  section  111,  all 
persons  designated  in  section  1114  are 
included  within  section  111. 

Senators  are  probably  familiar  with 
the  fact  that  section  1114,  which  the 
amendment  purports  to  affect,  provides 
that  whoever  kills  any  individual  in  cer¬ 
tain  named  categories  of  officers  or  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Federal  Government,  in¬ 
cluding  “any  officer  or  enlisted  man  of 
the  Coast  Guard,”  shall  be  tried  on  a 
Federal  charge  of  murder  or  man¬ 
slaughter.  To  come  within  the  prohibi¬ 
tion  of  the  code,  such  killing  must  be 
done  while  the  victim  is  engaged  in  the 
performance  of  his  official  duties,  or  on 
account  of  the  performance  of  his  offi¬ 
cial  duties. 

On  its  face,  then,  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  New  York 
would  simply  take  a  provision  of  the  code 
which  makes  it  a  Federal  crime  to  kill 
an  officer  or  enlisted  man  of  the  Coast 
Guard  while  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  his  official  duties  or  on  account  of 
the  performance  of  his  official  duties, 
and  would  alter  the  provision  so  as  to 
make  the  definition  of  the  crime  em¬ 
brace  the  killing  of  any  person  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  or 
Coast  Guard,  under  similar  circum¬ 
stances. 

If  that  were  all  the  amendment  did, 
there  would  still  be  room  for  a  difference 
of  opinion  with  respect  to  the  merit  of 
the  amendment,  because  it  would  in¬ 
volve,  even  orf  that  basis,  a  very  large 
increase  in  Federal  criminal  jurisdiction. 
But  that  is  not  all  the  amendment  does, 
by  any  means. 

As  I  pointed  out  earlier,  the  amend¬ 
ment  not  only  affects  section  1114  of  title 
18  of  the  United  States  Code — the  sec¬ 
tion  which  by  its  terms  it  purports  to 
amend— but  also  affects  section  111  of 
the  same  title.  Let  us  look  now  at  sec¬ 
tion  111. 

This  section  is  much  broader  than 
section  1114.  In  section  111  it  is  pro¬ 
vided  that — 

Whoever  forcibly  assaults,  resists,  opposes, 
impedes,  intimidates,  or  interferes  with  any 
person  designated  in  section  1114  of  this  title 
while  engaged  in  or  on  account  of  the  per¬ 
formance  of  his  official  duties,  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  $5,000  or  imprisoned  not  more 
than  3  years,  or  both. 

Whoever,  in  the  commission  of  any  such 
acts,  uses  a  deadly  or  dangerous  weapon  shall 
be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or  imprisoned 
not  more  than  10  years,  or  both. 


We  must  recognize,  therefore,  that  if 
we  amend  section  1114  so  as  to  include 
within  the  persons  designated  in  that 
section  all  “persons  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
Air  Force,  Marine  Corps,  or  Coast 
Guard,”  we  are  also  changing  the  scope 
of  section  111,  and  making  it  a  Federal 
crime — a  felony — forcibly  to  assault,  or 
resist,  or  oppose,  or  impede,  or  intimi¬ 
date,  or  interfere  with  any  person  of 
the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps, 
or  Coast  Guard. 

At  that  point,  let  me  digress  long 
enough  to  say  I  am  not  sure  what  the 
words  “person  of  the  Army”  might  mean. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes.  In  my  state¬ 
ment  I  think  I  deal  with  the  matters 
which  are  in  the  mind  of  the  Senator 
from  Michigan,  and  I  think  we  will  per¬ 
haps  save  time  if  he  will  permit  me  to 
continue  my  discussion.  However,  if  the 
Senator  wishes  to  ask  me  a  question,  I 
shall  yield  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  wish  to  ask  a 
question  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  word 
“interfere.”  The  word  can  well  apply 
to  the  work  of  a  marshal  in  serving  a 
writ  or  a  subpena.  In  such  a  case  it 
would  have  a  significant  and  certain 
meaning  in  the  law.  But  I  cannot  see 
how  it  would  apply  in  the  case  of  a  sol¬ 
dier  or  sailor  or  officer.  I  can  see  how 
it  would  apply  to  a  man  in  the  Coast 
Guard  who  was  operating  under  the 
Treasury  Department. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  There  is  no  stretch 
of  imagination  to  which  the  Senator  may 
not  lend  himself  in  using  the  word  “in¬ 
terfere”  in  this  respect.  Anything  might 
be  construed  as  being  interference. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Let  me  give  the 
Senator  an  example.  If  a  soldier  was 
driving  along  the  road  and  A  happened 
to  pull  out  with  his  automobile  in  front 
of  the  soldier  and  stop  him  for  a  few 
minutes,  would  that  be  considered  to 
be  an  interference  in  such  form  that  the 
one  guily  of  he  inerference  could  be 
prosecued? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  could  be. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  With  a  penalty  of 
$5,000  fine  and  up  to  3  years  imprison¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Yes.  Suppose  he 
was  driving  at  an  excessive  rate  of  speed 
under  the  terms  of  the  local  law,  and 
a  traffic  officer  stopped  him.  That  might 
be  considered  to  be  “interference.”  We 
can  go  into  any  phase  of  imagination  in 
the  use  of  the  term.  That  is  a  matter 
I  wish  to  draw  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate.  I  have  tried  to  go  into  it  from 
every  angle.  I  shall  ask  to  be  allowed 
to  continue  my  remarks,  because  I  think 
I  will  deal  with  the  question  I  know  the 
Senator  from  Michigan  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  yielding  to  me  for  the  purpose  of 
asking  the  question. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  construction  which  would  be 
given  necessarily  to  the  words  “person  of 
the  Army”  would  involve  the  assumption 
that  something  more  than  enlisted  man 
and  officer  was  intended;  and  it  might 
well  be  that  the  phrase  would  be  deemed 
to  include  civilian  personnel.  My  own 


opinion  is  it  would  be  so  construed.  I 
mention  this  only  in  passing;  but  what¬ 
ever  the  wish  of  the  Senate  should  be 
in  this  regard,  I  would  counsel  that  it 
be  spelled  out  rather  than  left  to  subse¬ 
quent  interpretation.  Certainly,  if  the 
Senate  does  not  desire  to  include  civilian 
personnel  of  all  the  Armed  Forces  with¬ 
in  the  class  of  persons  who  may  not, be 
assaulted,  resisted,  opposed,  impeded, 
intimidated,  or  interfered  with,  then  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  New 
York  should  not  be  approved  in  its  pres¬ 
ent  form. 

I  have  already  stated  that  this  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  is  much  broader  in  its 
actual  effect,  and  much  less  simple  in 
the  issues  which  it  presents,  than  ap¬ 
pears  on  its  face.  I  have  cited  one  way 
in  which  that  is  true,  namely,  that  while 
the  amendment  on  its  face  purports  to 
affect  only  one  section  of  the  code,  ac¬ 
tually  it  affects  another  section  as  well. 
Now,  let  me  point  out  another  way  in 
which  the  amendment  appears  to  involve 
a  simple  issue,  but  in  fact  involves  an 
issue  which  is  much  more  complicated. 

On  its  face,  the  amendment  appears 
simply  to  broaden  a  category  which  now 
includes  men  of  the  Coast  Guard — one 
of  the  armed  services — so  as  to  include 
persons  of  other  branches  of  the  armed 
services. 

The  apparent  simplicity  of  this  pur¬ 
pose  necessarily  involves  considering  the 
Coast  Guard  as  one  of  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  And,  of  course,  the  Coast  Guard 
is  one  of  the  armed  services. 

But  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  the  Coast  Guard  is  also — and  was, 
for  many  years,  primarily — a  civilian 
agency,  even  though  it  has  always  been 
a  uniformed  agency. 

Senators  reading  the  categories  of 
persons  contained  in  section  1114  of  title 
18  of  the  United  States  Code  will  note 
that  all  these  categories  of  persons  are 
civilians,  with  the  exception  of  members 
of  the  Coast  Guard. 

Speaking  historically,  the  Coast  Guard 
became  a  military  service,  and  a  branch 
of  the  land  and  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States,  toy  virtue  of  a  statute  en¬ 
acted  July  11,  1941  (55  Stat.  585;  14 
U.  S.  C.,  sec.  1).  The  same  statute 
provides  that  the  historical  use  of  the 
Coast  Guard  will  continue;  that  is  to 
say,  in  time  of  peace  the  Coast  Guard 
will  operate  under  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment;  and  will  operate  as  a  part  of  the 
Navy,  subject  to  the  orders  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Navy,  in  time  of  war  or 
when  the  President  shall  so  direct. 

We  find,  then,  speaking  historically, 
that  the  Coast  Guard  has  had  for  gen¬ 
erations  substantially  civilian  functions, 
and  has  operated  as  one  of  the  enforce¬ 
ment  arms  of  the  Government. 

It  is  my  conclusion,  after  a  study  of 
the  matter,  that  inclusion  of  members 
of  the  Coast  Guard  in  this  criminal  code 
provision  was  in  contemplation  of  their 
status — perhaps  I  should  say  former- 
status — as  civilian  or  ■  pseudo-civilian 
employees  of  the  Treasury  Department; 
and  I  am  confident  Senators  who  will 
make  the  same  study  will  agree  this  is  a 
fair  conclusion. 

Of  course,  for  many,  many  years  the 
Coast  Guard  has  had  commissioned  offi- 
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cers;  but  that  of  itself  did  not  make  the 
Coast  Guard  a  military  agency.  At  the 
present  time,  the  Public  Health  Service 
has  commissioned  officers;  but  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service  is  not  to  be  considered 
a  military  agency. 

The  Coast  Guard,  in  peacetime,  is  en¬ 
gaged  in  many  undertakings;  among 
them,  the  duty  of  chasing  smugglers  and 
rumrunners,  the  job  of  dealing  with 
alien  crew  members  of  foreign  ships,  the 
work  of  making  certain  inspections  of 
vessels,  and  so  on. 

It  is  noteworthy  that  the  various 
categories  of  Federal  employees  desig¬ 
nated  in  section  1114  of  title  18,  United 
States  Code — including  the  Coast  Guard, 
if  we  consider  the  Coast  Guard  in  its 
capacity  as  a  civilian  agency — represent 
Federal  officers  and  employees  engaged 
in  enforcement  work  of  one  kind  or  an¬ 
other.  It  seems  perfectly  clear  that  the 
intent  of  the  code  provisions,  particu¬ 
larly  in  the  case  of  section  111,  was  to 
prevent  Federal  enforcement  officials 
from  being  hampered  in  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  their  duties. 

By  treating  the  Coast  Guard  as  a  mili¬ 
tary  agency,  and  adding  persons  of  all 
other  branches  of  the  Armed  Forces  to 
the  categories  of  persons  designated  in 
this  code  provision,  we  shall  be  getting 
completely  away  from  this  historic  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  criminal  statute. 

One  of  the  sponsors  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  stated  at  the  time  when  the 
amendment  was  submitted  that  it  ex¬ 
tended  “to  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
the  protection  of  Federal  law  against  as¬ 
sault  or  violence  of  any  kind  in  the  course 
of  performance  of  duty  or  on  account  of 
the  performance  of  duty.” 

I  shall  not  say  that  statement  was  an 
intentional  oversimplification;  but  I 
think  it  is  only  fair  to  the  Senate  to 
point  out  that  no  clear  line  of  demarca¬ 
tion  exists  between  what  constitutes  an 
act  performed  in,  or  on  account  of,  an 
official  duty,  and  what  does  not  consti¬ 
tute  such  an  act.  No  such  line  of  de¬ 
marcation  has  yet  been  established. 

Clearly,  as  the  Court  pointed  out  in 
the  case  of  United  States  v.  Birdsall  (233 
U.  S.  223),  a  case  decided  in  1913,  it  is 
not  necessary  that  a  particular  act  be 
prescribed  by  Federal  statute  in  order 
to  be  an  act  which  may  be  performed  in 
line  of  duty.  Clearly,  also,  as  pointed 
out  in  the  case  of  Whivv  v.  The  United 
States  (47  Fed.  2d  496),  a  case  decided 
in  1931,  it  is  sufficient  that  the  official 
act  be  governed  by  a  lawful  requirement 
of  the  department  under  whose  author¬ 
ity  the  officer  is  acting.  Such  authority 
might  be  found  in  an  established  usage 
which  constituted  the  common  law  of 
the  department,  and  fixed  the  duties  of 
those  engaged  in  its  activities.  In  fact, 
the  Court  in  Birdsall  against  United 
States,  which  I  have  just  cited,  suggested 
that  this  might  be  so. 

Thus,  Mr.  President,  we  see  that  the 
extent  of  the  protection  which  this 
amendment  is  supposed  to  afford  is  not 
immediately  or  readily  apparent. 

That  the  sponsors  of  this  amendment 
themselves  anticipate  a  very  broad  area 
of  protection  is  rather  clearly  indicated 
by  the  statement  of  one  of  the  sponsors. 


at  the  time  the  amendment  was  sub¬ 
mitted,  that  “there  have  been  reports 
for  instance  that  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  were  set  upon  and  beaten  up, 
while  local  police  officers  stood  by  abet¬ 
ting  the  attack.  Such  incidents  would 
be  punished  under  Federal  law  under  the 
terms  of  this  amendment.” 

That  statement  seems  to  contemplate, 
or  at  least  to  suggest,  that  local  police 
officers  might  be  among  those  who  would 
be  subject  to  prosecution  under  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  amendment.  There  is,  in¬ 
deed,  nothing  preposterous  about  this 
suggestion,  for  unquestionably  local  law- 
enforcement  officers  would  be  subject  to 
pi'osecution  under  the  language  of  the 
amendment.  I  shall  discuss  that  point 
more  at  length  as  I  go  along. 

As  an  example  of  what  might  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  line  of  duty,  let  me  call 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  court- 
martial  order  of  the  Navy  Department, 
in  a  case  which  involved  the  death  of  a 
Navy  enlisted  man  from  injuries  which 
he  suffered  as  an  aggressor  in  a  fight  in¬ 
cident  to  his  attempt,  without  authority, 
to  enforce  his  conception  of  a  State  law. 

Senators  who  are  interested  in  .read¬ 
ing  this  order  will  find  it  on  page  145 
of  Court  Martial  Orders,  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment,  1944.  The  file  designation  on  the 
entire  case  is  JAG:J:JAL:ac,  7  February 
1944. 

The  enlisted  man  in  this  case  was  the 
aggressor  in  a  fight  with  a  Negro  when 
he  attempte  .  to  enforce  the  “Jim  Crow” 
law  of  the  State  and  to  compel  the  Negro 
to  sit  in  the  rear  of  the  conveyance.  The 
enlisted  man  received  stab  wounds  of 
the  chest  and  head,  and  died  several 
hours  later.  There  was  no  evidence  that 
the  enlisted  man  was  intoxicated. 

The  court  found  that  the  facts  and 
circumstances  indicated  that  the  en¬ 
listed  man  was  the  aggressor  in  the  fight, 
that  he  had  taken  it  upon  himself  to 
enforce  a  State  law,  and  had  attempted 
to  constitute  himself  a  law-enforcement 
officer.  However,  the  court  said,  a  hold¬ 
ing  of  misconduct  may  be  sustained  only 
when  it  is  shown  that  the  decedent’s 
misconduct  was  the  direct  or  proximate 
cause  of  his  death.  Even  though  an  act 
of  misconduct  by  the  deceased  was  a 
contributing  cause,  the  court  said,  if  an 
unforeseen  and  intervening  independent 
criminal  act  of  another  caused  the  injury 
or  death,  it  cannot  be  held  to  have  oc¬ 
curred  as  the  result  of  his  own  miscon¬ 
duct.  The  court  then  went  on  to  find 
that  since  the  deceased’s  aggressive  act 
was  not  the  proximate  cause  of  his  death, 
which  was  caused  by  the  unreasonable, 
excessive,  and  unanticipated  use  of  a 
deadly  weapon  by  another,  which  force 
was  criminal,  as  it  was  not  proper  self- 
defense,  a  holding  of  misconduct  was 
neither  indicated  nor  justified.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  was  held  that  the  death  of  the 
enlisted  man  was  not  due  to  his  own  mis¬ 
conduct.  In  other  words,  he  died  in  line 
of  duty. 

Mr.  President,  as  I  am  sure  most  of  my 
colleagues  know,  a  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  is  generally  held  to  be  in  line  of 
duty  when  he  is  performing  a  function 
which  is  a  natural  outgrowth  of  his  mili¬ 
tary  service.  As  is  stated  in  an  opinion 


of  the  Attorney  General  issued  May  17, 
1855,  while — 

Every  person  who  enters  the  military  serv¬ 
ice  of  the  country — officer,  soldier,  sailor,  or 
marine — takes  upon  himself  certain  moral 
and  legal  engagements  of  duty,  which  con¬ 
stitute  his  official  or  professional  obligations 
(nevertheless)  though  a  soldier  or  a  sailor, 
he  is  not  the  less  a  man  and  a  citizen  with 
private  rights  to  exercise  and  duties  to  per¬ 
form;  and  while  attending  to  these  things 
he  is  not  in  the  line  of  his  public  duty. 

The  complexity  of  the  many  consid¬ 
erations  involved  in  a  study  of  this  ques¬ 
tion  is,  perhaps,  illustrated  by  the  fact 
that  the  quotation  which  I  have  just 
read,  and  which  I  brought  up  to  illus¬ 
trate  one  line  of  thought,  raises  another 
line  of  thought  which,  in  turn,  will  in¬ 
volve  more  questions. 

Certainly  a  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  is,  as  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  said  so  long  ago,  “not  the 
less  a  man  and  a  citizen  with  private 
rights  to  exercise.”  To  the  extent, 
therefore,  that  a  private  citizen  may 
arrest  for  a  felony  committed  in  his  pres¬ 
ence,  a  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  also 
may  arrest  for  a  felony  committed  in  his 
presence. 

The  leading  case  on  this  point  proba¬ 
bly  is  United  States  v.  DiRe  (332  U.  S. 
589).  In  that  case,  at  page  591,  the 
Court  said: 

We  believe,  however,  that  in  absence  of 
an  applicable  Federal  statute  the  law  of 
the  State  where  an  arrest  without  warrant 
takes  place  determines  its  validity.  By  one 
of  the  earliest  acts  of  Congress,  the  principle 
of  which  is  still  retained,  the  arrest  by 
judicial  process  for  a  Federal  offense  must 
be  “agreeably  to  the  usual  mode  of  process 
against  offenders  in  such  State.”  There  is 
no  reason  to  believe  that  State  law  is  not 
an  equally  appropriate  standard  by  which 
to  test  arrests  without  warrant,  except  in 
those  cases  where  Congress  has  enacted  a 
Federal  rule.  Indeed,  the  enactment  of  a 
Federal  rule  in  some  specific  cases  seems  to 
imply  the  absence  of  any  Federal  law  of 
arrest. 

We  can  now  begin  to  see  the  legal  maze 
into  which  approval  of  this  amendment 
might  lead  us. 

If,  on  the  one  hand,  the  amendment 
gives  the  protection  which  at  least  one 
of  its  sponsors  attributes  to  it,  then  in 
any  riot  in  which  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  might  engage,  civilian  partici¬ 
pants  would  be  subjected  to  the  strict 
penalties  of  this  section  of  the  Federal 
law,  whereas  the  military  personnel,  if 
culpable,  would  only  be  subjected  to  the 
less  stringent  local  laws. 

Presumably,  if  a  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  having  assaulted  a  state  trooper, 
or  local  peace  officer,  or  civilian,  should 
be  arrested  under  authority  of  the  State, 
he  would  be  amendable  to  trial  under 
State  law,  whereas  if  the  reverse  were 
true,  the  assailants  would  be  brought  to 
trial  in  a  Federal  jurisdiction  under 
Federal  law'. 

Of  course,  in  any  assault  case  in  which 
a  soldier  was  involved,  under  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  this  proposed  amendment,  an 
assertion  that  the  soldier  was  attempt¬ 
ing  to  do  his  duty  and  was  opposed  by 
the  party  whom  he  assaulted,  conceiv¬ 
ably  could  result  in  the  removal  of  the 
case  from  a  State  court  to  a  Federal 
court,  even  though  the  soldier  was 
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charged  with  the  crime  of  murder  under 

State  law. 

Senators  who  think  that  statement  is 
extravagant  might  be  interested  in  read¬ 
ing  the  case  of  In  re  N eagle  (136  U.  S.  1) 
a  case  decided  in  1889.  In  that  case,  the 
court  quotes  with  approval  the  language 
used  in  the  case  of  Martin  v.  Hunter’s 
Lessee  (1  Wheaton  304)  where,  at  page 
363,  the  court  said: 

The  United  States  is  a  Government  with 
authority  extending  over  the  whole  terri¬ 
tory  of  the  Union,  acting  upon  the  States 
and  the  people  of  the  States.  While  it  is 
limited  in  the  number  of  its  powers,  so  far 
as  its  sovereignty  extends  it  is  supreme.  No 
State  government  can  exclude  it  from  the 
exercise  of  any  authority  conferred  upon  it 
by  the  Constitution;  obstruct  its  authorized 
officers  against  its  will;  or  withhold  from  it, 
for  a  moment,  the  cognizance  of  any  sub¬ 
ject  which  that  instrument  has  committed 
to  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  one  of  those  who 
oppose  the  silent  supercession  of  State 
authority  by  Federal  statutory  encroach¬ 
ment.  It  is  my  view  that  no  further  in¬ 
roads  should  be  made  on  the  police  power 
of  the  States  under  the  guise  of  pro¬ 
tecting  Federal  employees.  As  a  matter 
of  general  principle,  I  am  opposed  to 
enlargement  of  the  Federal  criminal  jur¬ 
isdiction  except  in  such  cases,  and  with¬ 
in  such  closely  defined  and  limited  areas, 
as  may  be  fully  justified  by  active  Fed¬ 
eral  interest.  The  great  length  to  which 
this  proposed  amendment  would  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  States  in  the  exercise  of 
their  police  power  cannot  be  fully  ap¬ 
preciated  without  a  much  more  exhaus¬ 
tive  consideration  of  the  subject  than 
I  have  had  time  for;  but  the  fact  that 
this  amendment  would  go  to  great 
lengths  in  its  interference  with  State 
police  powers  will  be  immediately  appar¬ 
ent  to  anyone  who  will  read  and  study 
the  broad  terminology  of  section  111  of 
title  18,  United  States  Code. 

Even  if  the  Senate  should  be  of  a  mind 
to  approve  in  principle  this  vast  broad¬ 
ening  of  the  Federal  criminal  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  it  would  seem  the  part  of  wisdom 
to  defer  action  until  the  language  of  the 
amendment  could  be  worked  out  so  as  to 
do  no  more  than  the  Senate  intends, 
whatever  that  may  be. 

For  instance,  even  if  the  Senate  should 
favor  the  idea  of  such  a  wholesale  broad¬ 
ening  of  Federal  criminal  jurisdiction, 
even  if  the  Senate  should  deem  it  worth 
the  risk  of  relegating  our  Federal  courts 
to  the  status  of  mere  police  courts,  yet 
the  Senate  might  consider  it  wise  to  in¬ 
clude  some  language  to  define  what  shall 
be  deemed  an  act  performed  in  line  of 
duty,  or  some  word  to  safeguard  an  ex¬ 
pression  of  congressional  intent  that  the 
section  or  amendment  would  not  apply 
to  a  member  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
though  in  line  of  duty,  while  on  author¬ 
ized  leave,  liberty,  or  furlough  and  not 
in  the  actual  performance  of  orders  re¬ 
lating  to  a  specific  mission  or  task. 

Senators,  one  of  the  things  this 
amendment  would  mean,  if  it  should  be 
adopted,  would  be  that  in  any  possible 
altercation  between  a  military  police¬ 
man  or  shore  patrolman  and  a  civilian, 
or  even  between  a  military  policeman  or 
shore  patrolman  and  a  civilian  law  en¬ 
forcement  officer,  the  civilian  would  be 


wrong  in  the  sight  of  the  Federal  law. 

As  just  one  example  of  the  type  of  case 
which  might  arise,  let  me  quote,  in  the 
language  of  a  Federal  judge,  the  facts  of 
a  case  which  did  happen.  The  case  is 
Lima  v.  Lawler  (63  F.  Supp.  446). 
The  point  at  issue  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  amendment  we  are  discussing; 
but  this  is  the  kind  of  case  which  comes 
up  all  the  time,  and  Senators  will,  I  am 
sure,  be  able  to  see  how  a  situation  of 
this  kind  might  subject  a  civilian  or  a 
civilian  peace  officer  to  prosecution  for 
the  Federal  crime  of  assault,  if  the 
amendment  now  under  consideration 
should  be  adopted. 

Here  is  how  the  judge  recited  the  facts 
in  the  case  of  Lima  against  Lawler: 

This  is  an  application  for  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  filed  by  Albert  F.  Lima,  an  enlisted 
member  of  the  naval  forces,  seeking  bis  re¬ 
lease  from  the  custody  of  the  sergeant  of  the 
city  of  Norfolk,  by  whom  petitioner  was  held 
for  nonpayment  of  a  fine  imposed  upon  him 
by  the  police  justice  of  that  city  upon  a 
charge  of  assaulting  one  A.  W.  Davis.  At 
the  time  of  the  occurrences  here  related, 
Davis  was  night  desk  clerk  at  Hotel  Martin, 
on  Bank  Street,  in  Norfolk,  and  petitioner 
was  on  duty  in  the  vicinity  of  the  hotel  in 
the  capacity  of  naval  shore  patrolman,  pur¬ 
suant  to  assignment  by  appropriate  author¬ 
ity.  At  the  time  petitioner  was  wearing  on 
his  arm  the  distinguishing  brassard  and  car¬ 
rying  a  night  stick  customarily  used  while  so 
engaged.  He  had  been  transferred  to  the 
Hampton  Hoads  area  only  a  short  while  pre¬ 
viously. 

In  the  course  of  his  duty  the  attention  of 
petitioner  was  attracted  to  a  disturbance  on 
the  street  near  the  entrance  to  the  hotel  and 
with  another  shore  patrolman  detailed  to 
duty  with  him,  proceeded  to  the  scene.  A 
beer  garden  next  door  to  the  hotel  was  clos¬ 
ing  and  a  considerable  number  -of  members 
of  the  armed  services  and  civilians  were  on 
the  street.  Upon  approaching  the  place  the 
two  shore  patrolmen  observed  a  struggle 
taking  place  between  Davis  and  a  naval  en¬ 
listed  man.  Shortly  before  nearing  the  par¬ 
ticipants,  the  patrolman  accompanying  peti¬ 
tioner  stopped  to  observe  or  confront  a  civil¬ 
ian  whose  demeanor  was  threatening,  and 
thus  petitioner  approached  Davis  and  the 
sailor  alone.  At  the  time  Davis  was  holding 
the  sailor  by  his  skivie  shirt  and  kerchief. 
Petitioner  called  upon  Davis  to  release  the 
sailor  to  his  custody.  Davis  refused,  stat¬ 
ing  that  he  was  holding  the  sailor  until  the 
arrival  of  the  city  police,  whom  he  had  called, 
in  order  that  he  might  prefer  charges  against 
him  in  the  police  court  of  the  city.  Peti¬ 
tioner  repeated  his  demand^and  Davis  con¬ 
tinued  his  refusal.  Davis  was  then  warned 
that  unless  he  released  the  sailor,  petitioner 
would  strike  him,  and  upon  continued  re¬ 
fusal  on  the  part  of  Davis,  petitioner  struck 
him  several  times  on  the  forearm  with  the 
night  stick.  Davis  testified  that  he  was  also 
struck  across  the  nose.  During  the  course 
of  the  argument  between  petitioner  and 
Davis,  the  enlisted  man  (the  subject  of  the 
controversy)  escaped;  but  his  skivie  shirt 
and  kerchief  were  torn  from  him  and  re¬ 
tained  by  Davis.  Davis  testified  that  his 
purpose  in  holding  the  enlisted  man  was  to 
turn  him  over  to  the  city  police,  assigning 
as  his  reason  a  belief  that  the  shore  patrol¬ 
man  would  merely  carry  him  around  the 
corner  and  free  him.  He  testified  to  previous 
trouble  with  enlisted  men  who,  as  this  one, 
had  undertaken  to  visit  guests  at  the  hotel, 
which  was  out  of  bounds  to  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces.  Petitioner  testified  It  was 
his  purpose  to  obtain  custody  of  the  enlisted 
man  in  order  that  he  might  properly  report 
the  Incident  to  the  shore  patrol  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  his  orders  In  such  cases. 


Mr.  President,  if  the  amendment  now 
under  consideration  should  become  law, 
and  then  a  case  exactly  like  that  which 
I  have  described  should  occur,  the  civil¬ 
ian  would  be  guilty  of  a  Federal  felony. 
So,  in  all  probability,  would  be  the  civil¬ 
ian  peace  officer  who  arrested  or  at¬ 
tempted  to  arrest  the  shore  patrolman. 

Senators  are  familiar  with  the  multi¬ 
plicity  of  cases  in  which  conflict,  usually 
of  a  minor  nature,  arises  between  civil¬ 
ians  and  members  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
particularly  in  wartime,  or  in  times 
when  large  numbers  of  soldiers  and  sail¬ 
ors  are  in  uniform.  Let  us  remember 
that  we  are  in  such  a  period  now,  and 
shall  be  in  it  for  a  good  time  to  come. 
Then  let  us  consider  whether  we  want 
to  say,  by  adopting  an  amendment  such 
as  this,  that  in  any  case  of  such  an  alter¬ 
cation,  the  soldier  or  sailor,  who  is  sub¬ 
ject  only  to  the  misdemeanor  provisions 
of  applicable  State  law,  may  be  saved 
even  from  the  operation  of  those  laws  by 
the  intervention  of  military  justice,  but 
the  civilian  will  be  dealt  with  under  a 
Federal  law  which  makes  his'  offense  a 
felony. 

I  do  not  believe  it  is  possible  to  over¬ 
stress  the  importance  of  the  fact  that 
the  penalty  which  is  provided  in  section 
111  of  title  18,  United  States  Code, 
which  the  proposed  amendment  would 
operate  to  broaden  so  vastly,  is  a  penalty 
so  severe  as  to  constitute  a  felony.  The 
effect  of  this  amendment  would  be  to 
make  it  a  felony,  with  the  accused  sub¬ 
ject  to  imprisonment  up  to  3  years,  with 
a  fine  up  to  $5,000,  not  only  for  assault¬ 
ing  a  member  of  the  Armed  Forces,  but 
for  resisting  him,  or  for  opposing  him,  or 
impeding  him,  or  intimidating  him,  or 
interfering  with  him.  And  if  a  deadly 
or  dangerous  weapon  should  be  used,  the 
penalty  could  be  imprisonment  up  to  10 
years,  with  a  fine  up  to  $10,000.  Re¬ 
member,  in  that  connection,  that  a 
shillelagh,  or  a  rock,  or  a  pair  of  brass 
knuckles,  is  a  dangerous  weapon. 

In  that  connection,  and  by  way  of 
conclusion,  let  me  touch  once  more  upon 
a  point  I  have  already  mentioned.  The 
crime  defined  in  section  111  is  a  felony. 
The  amendment  now  before  the  Senate 
would  make  the  provisions  of  that  sec¬ 
tion  applicable  to  all  persons  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Marine  Corps, 
or  Coast  Guard.  It  is  a  well-settled 
proposition  of  law  that  an  ordinary  per¬ 
son  witnessing  a  felony  committed  in  his 
presence  may  arrest  the  felon.  That 
proposition  is  well  stated  in  the  case  of 
United  States  v.  Lindenfeld  (142  Fed.  2d 
829) ,  a  case  decided  in  1944.  An  earlier 
case,  decided  in  1S4C,  which  states  the 
same  proposition,  is  Bachum  v.  United 
States  (112  Fed.  2d  635) .  Thus,  it  is  not 
beyond  reason  to  say  that  under  the 
language  of  the  proposed  amendment, 
if  a  person  loitered  on  the  sidewalk  out¬ 
side  an  Army  base,  one  who  forcibly  op¬ 
posed  a  sentry’s  efforts  to  make  that 
person  move  on  could  conceivably  be  ar¬ 
rested  by  another  sentry  witnessing  the 
scene,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
person  was  legally  upon  the  sidewalk. 

I  am  unalterably  opposed  to  any  such 
extension  of  the  authority  of  tire  mili¬ 
tary. 

Because  of  the  many  considerations 
involved  in  the  proposed  amendment. 
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and  the  many  results,  which  I  conceive 
to  be  greatly  undesirable,  which  might 
flow  from  it,  I  believe  the  amendment 
should  be  rejected.  Even  if  it  be  the  will 
of  the  Senate  to  extend  the  Federal 
criminal  jurisdiction  and  the  Federal 
supercession  of  state  police  powers  in 
some  such  way  as  this  amendment  pro¬ 
poses,  I  do  not  believe  the  Senate  should 
adopt  any  language  for  that  purpose 
which  has  not  had  the  mature  consider¬ 
ation  of  a  Senate  committee.  In  this 
particular  case,  the  effects  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  so  broad  that  I  should 
personally  favor  having  it  considered  by 
both  the  committee  on  armed  services 
and  the  committee  on  the  judiciary. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  as  it 
stands  constitutes  bad  legislation,  for 
reasons  I  have  stated,  I  believe  the  Sen¬ 
ate  should  reject  it  on  principle.  But 
even  if  the  Senate  does  not  reject  the 
principle  involved,  the  language  in  which 
the  principle  is  to  be  stated  should  be 
worked  out  carefully,  in  committee,  and 
not  hastily,  on  the  floor.  Therefore,  Mr. 
President,  I  urge  that  the  amendment  be 
rejected. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  modify  my  amendment  in  line  3,  by 
striking  out  the  word  “person”  and  sub¬ 
stituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “uni¬ 
formed  members”,  so  as  to  make  lines 
3  and  4,  read:  “Guard’  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words  ‘uniformed  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard’.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  modifies  his  amendment  accord¬ 
ingly. 

Mr.  LEHMAN.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 
Senators  answered  to  their  names: 


Aiken 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

Anderson 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Benton 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Brewster 

Hill 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hoey 

Murray 

Bridges 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Md. 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Butler,  Nebr, 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Byrd 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Cain 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Carlson 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Case 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Chapman 

Kem 

Smathers 

Chavez 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cordon 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Dirksen 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Duff 

Lodge 

Taft 

Dworshak 

Long 

Thye 

Ecton 

McCarran 

Tobey 

EUender 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Ferguson 

McFarland 

Welker 

Frear 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Fulbright 

.  McMahon 

Wiley 

George 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Gillette 

Malone 

Young 

Green 

Martin 

Hayden 

Maybank 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Frear  in  the  chair).  A  quorum  is 
present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
modified  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Lehman]  for 
himself  and  other  Senators. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  on 
this  question  I  ask  for  the  yea^  and  nays. 


Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  amendment  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  with 
instructions  to  report  within  60  days. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  will  have  to  have  a  minute  to  re¬ 
flect  on  the  motion. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  what 
is  the  pending  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  mo¬ 
tion  was  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  McCarran]  . 

Mr.  KILGORE.  Mr.  President,  have 
the  yeas  and  nays  been  ordered? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Not  as 
yet. 

Mr.  IVES.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  the  motion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  state  his  motion 
again? 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  I  move  that  the 
modified  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  York  for  himself  and 
other  Senators  be  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary  with  instructions 
to  report  back  within  60  days. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
motion  is  not  in  order. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  amendment  be  laid  on 
the  table. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  motion  of 
the  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCar¬ 
ran]  to  lay  on  the  table  the  modified 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Lehman]  for  himself  and 
other  Senators. 

Mr.  IVES,  Mr.  DOUGLAS,  and  other 
Senators  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  is  this 
a  quorum  call? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  This  is 
a  quorum  call. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names: 


Aiken 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

Anderson 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Brewster 

Hill 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hoey 

Murray 

Bridges 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Md. 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Butler,  Nebr, 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Byrd 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Cain 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Carlson 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Case 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Chapman 

Kem 

Smathers 

Chavez 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cordon 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Dirksen 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Duff 

Lodge 

Taft 

Dworshak 

Long 

Thye 

Ecton 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Ellender 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Ferguson 

McFarland 

Welker 

Frear 

McKellar 

Wherry 

Fulbright 

McMahon 

Wiley 

George 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Gillette 

Green 

Hayden. 

Malone 

Martin  S 
Maybanlf 

Young 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quor¬ 
um  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr.  McCarran] 
to  lay  on  the  table  the  amendment,  as 
modified,  of  the  Senator  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Lehman]  and  other  Senators.  On 
this  motion  the  yeas  and  nays  have  been 
ordered,  and  the  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clements]  and  the  Senator  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Eastland]  are  absent  because 
of  illness,  and  if  present  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  Senators  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 

Hunt  and  Mr.  O’Mahoney]  are  unavoid¬ 
ably  detained  on  official  business. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 

that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 
He  is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 

Vandenberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 

Flanders  is  absent  because  of  illness  and 
is  paired  with  the  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Brewster],  who  is  detained  on  offi¬ 
cial  business.  If  present  and  voting,  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  would  vote  “nay” 
and  the  Senator  from  Maine  would  vote 
“yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Utah  [Mr.  Bennett] 
is  detained  on  official  business. 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  57, 
nays  30,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 57 


Bricker 

Gillette 

Millikin 

Bridges 

Hayden 

Monroney 

Butler,  Md. 

Hickenlooper 

Mundt 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hill 

Nixon 

Byrd 

Hoey 

Robertson 

Cain 

Holland 

Russell 

Carlson  . 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Schoeppel 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Smathers 

Chapman 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smith,  Maine 

Chavez 

Kefauver 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Connally 

Kerr 

Sparkman 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Duff 

Long 

Taft 

Dworshak 

McCarran 

Thye 

Ecton 

McClellan 

Tobey 

Ellender 

McKellar 

Welker 

Frear 

Malone 

Wherry 

Fulbright 

Martin 

Williams 

George 

Maybank 

NAYS— 30 

Young 

Aiken 

Humphrey 

Magnuson 

Anderson 

Ives 

Morse 

Benton 

Jenner 

Murray 

Capehart 

Kem 

Neely 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

O’Conor 

Douglas 

Langer 

Pastore 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Saltonstall 

Green 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Hendrickson 

McFarland 

Watkins 

Hennings 

McMahon 

Wiley 

NOT  VOTING— 

-9 

Bennett 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Brewster 

Flanders 

O'Mahoney 

Clements 

Hunt 

Vandenberg 

So  the  motion  to  lay  Mr.  Lehman’s 
amendment  on  the  table  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
various  Senators  have  asked  me  whether 
we  are  going  to  have  a  night  session,  or 
what  the  program  is. 

The  Senate  has  worked  hard,  and  if 
we  could  be  assured  that  we  could  finish 
this  bill  tomorrow,  I  would  be  willing  to 
have  a  recess  taken  until  noon  tomor¬ 
row. 

In  order  to  be  sure  of  that,  I  am  going 
to  propound  a  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment,  and  see  whether  we  can  work  it 
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out;  and  if  we  can,  we  shall  take  a  re¬ 
cess  until  tomorrow. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  further  amendments  to  be 
offered  to  the  bill  be  limited  to  those 
which  already  have  been  presented  and 
are  on  the  table  and  all  amendments 
thereto,  and  that  all  amendments  to  the 
amendments  be  limited  to  those  which 
are  germane  to  the  amendments;  that 
the  debate  on  the  consideration  of  the 
amendments  and  upon  the  bill  be  limited 
as  follows:  On  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon], 
that  debate  be  limited  to  1  hour,  to  be¬ 
gin  at  12  o’clock  tomorrow,  with  the  time 
to  be  divided  equally  between  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]; 
that  the  limitation  on  debate  on  amend¬ 
ment  A  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson]  for  himself  and  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]  be 
limited  to  2  hours,  that  amendment  to 
be  considered  immediately  after  the  dis¬ 
position  of  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon,  and  that  the  time  be 
divided  equally  between  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  ; 
that  the  debate  on  the  amendment  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft],  which  is  designated  as  E,  be 
limited  to  iy2  hours,  to  be  divided  equally 
between  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft]  and  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell]  ;  that  the  debate  on  the 
remainder  of  the  amendments  be  limited 
to  30  minutes  each,  to  be  divided  equal¬ 
ly  between  the  proponent  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  ;  that  debate  on  the  bill  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  30  minutes,  to  be  divided  equally 
between  the  distinguished  minority  lead¬ 
er  or  any  Senator  whom  the  minority 
leader  may  wish  to  designate  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  majority  leader  yield? 

Mr.  MCFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Before  the  question  is 
put  on  the  proposed  unanimous-consent 
agreement,  let  me  ask  the  majority 
leader  to  identify  the  amendments  for 
which  more  time  is  requested  under  the 
proposed  agreement. 

Mr.  MCFARLAND.  I  thought  I  had 
done  so. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  Senator  did  in¬ 
sofar  as  the  letters  identifying  the 
amendments  are  concerned.  However, 
briefly,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  Cordon 
amendment  has  to  do  with  striking  out 
the - 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  exemption  in 
regard  to  the  75,000  students. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  second  amend¬ 
ment  is  the  UMT  amendment;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  is  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  strike  the  UMT  provision  from 
the  bill. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  third  one  is  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  which  has  to  do  with 
the  limitation  of  the  time  the  bill  is  to 
run;  is  it  not? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Then  all  the  other 
amendments  which  have  been  offered 


will  be  considered,  and  on  each  of  those 
the  time  limit  will  be  30  minutes,  with 
15  minutes  to  a  side.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes;  and  on 
amendments  thereto,  which  are  ger¬ 
mane,  15  minutes  to  a  side. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  That  is  the  point  I 
want  to  make.  If  any  Senator  wants  to 
offer  an  amendment,  will  it  have  to  be 
an  amendment  to  an  amendment,  or  can 
it  be  an  amendment  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  No;  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  an  amendment,  unless  it  has 
been  previously  offered  and  printed. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  are  one  or  two 
Senators  on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who, 
while  not  intending  to  offer  new  amend¬ 
ments,  feel  that  if  any  amendment  is 
offered  to  an  amendment,  and  debate  is 
limited  to  30  minutes,  15  minutes  to  a 
side,  they  may  not  have  sufficient  time. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  Senator 
knows  we  are  trying  to  reach  an  agree¬ 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Senator  from  Arizona? 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Reserving  the 
right  to  object - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia  is  recognized,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object. 

Mr.  McCARRAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  I 
realize  that  the  majority  leader  does  not 
face  an  easy  task,  but  unfortunately  I 
think  he  has  proposed  a  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  which  will  keep  the 
Senate  in  session  until  8  or  9  o’clock  to¬ 
morrow  night,  and  that  will  put  the 
junior  Senator  from  Virginia  in  a  most 
embarrassing  situation,  because  for 
many  weeks  he  has  had  an  engagement 
to  address  a  gathering  in  Norfolk,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Hampton  Roads  Martime 
Commission.  To  the  people  of  that  lo¬ 
cality  it  is  the  most  important  meeting 
of  the  year,  and  it  is  too  late  now  for 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  to  get  a 
substitute. 

Every  Senator  knows  how  he  is  going 
to  vote  on  the  remaining  amendments. 
We  have  had  this  bill  before  us  for  10 
days.  It  was  debated  in  committee  for 
weeks  and  weeks.  The  newspapers  have 
carried  many  stories  about  it;  we  have 
been  flooded  with  mail  regarding  it;  we 
have  studied  it,  we  know  how  we  are 
going  to  vote,  and  not  a  speech  which 
will  be  made  tomorrow  will  change  a 
single  vote. 

I  ask  the  distinguished  majority  lead¬ 
er,  under  those  circumstances,  how  he 
can  propose  1  hour  or  2  hours  or  longer 
of  debate  on  certain  amendments  and 
30  minutes  on  other  amendments  which 
may  come  up,  and  call  it  “expediting  the 
business  of  the  Senate”?  I  ask  the 
question  with  all  due  deference. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
may  answer  the  distinguished  Senator 
in  this  way:  When  we  undertake  to  work 
out  an  agreement  of  this  kind,  we  have 
to  do  the  best  we  can.  When  it  comes 
to  accommodating  every  Senator,  if  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  thinks  it  is  an 
easy  job,  I  should  merely  like  to  have 


him  try  it,  and  see  whether  he  can  work 
out  anything  better. 

I  regret  very  much  that  we  cannot 
accommodate  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Virginia.  I  should  like  to  accom¬ 
modate  every  Senator,  but  I  know  that 
the  Senate  has  worked  hard,  and  I 
thought  that  if  we  could  enter  into  the 
unanimous  consent  agreement  as  pro¬ 
posed,  which  is  the  best  we  could  do,  we 
could  complete  action  on  the  bill  and 
not  have  the  debate  drag  on  intermi¬ 
nably. 

Mr.  ROBERTSON.  Mr.  President,  if 
the  Senator  from  Arizona  will  yield  for 
a  moment,  he  is  in  the  fix  of  the  corporal 
in  World  War  I,  to  whom  the  sergeant 
said,  “Corporal,  I  heard  the  chief  of  staff 
talking  with  the  general,  tonight.”  The 
corporal  replied,  “You  did?  What  did 
he  say?”  The  sergeant  answered,  “The 
general  said,  ‘I  will  give  10,000  men  to 
take  Hill  No.  90  tomorrow.’  ”  The  cor¬ 
poral  said,  “Liberal  old  leader,  isn’t  he?” 
[Laughter.] 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Am  I  correct  in 
understanding  that  the  proposed  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement  does  not  pre¬ 
vent  any  Senator  from  changing  an 
amendment  which  is  now  lying  on  the 
table? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  No,  so  long  as  it 
is  germane,  an  amendment  may  be  of¬ 
fered  to  any  amendment  which  is  now 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  That  does  not  an¬ 
swer  my  question.  May  a  Senator 
change  the  wording  of  his  amendment, 
if  it  is  printed  and  lying  on  the  table? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  He  may  so  long 
as  it  does  not  change  the  purpose  of  the 
amendment,  and  as  long  as  the  change 
is  germane. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The -Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  think  that  is  a  good 
question,  and  I  hope  the  Vice  President 
will  give  the  Senate  his  judgment  on  it. 
It  is  a  question  which  has  arisen  here¬ 
tofore.  If  a  Senator  who  has  offered  an 
amendment  wants  to  modify  the  amend¬ 
ment,  it  is  my  position,  and  always  has 
been,  that  he  is  not  foreclosed  from  do¬ 
ing  so  by  reason  of  the  unanimous-con- 
sent  agreement.  But  I  should  like  to 
have  the  view  of  the  distinguished  Vice 
President  on  the  question. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
has,  he.  thinks,  commented  on  it  here¬ 
tofore,  and  has  ruled  that  a  Senator  has 
a  right  to  modify  his  own  amendment, 
notwithstanding  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  TAFT.  There  are  two  questions 
I  should  like  to  ask.  In  the  first  place, 
the  Senator  has  not  provided  for  amend¬ 
ments  which  may  be  offered  to  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes,  I  Included 
that. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  did  not  so  understand. 


1951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE  2137 


Mr.  McPARLAND.  Yes,  I  did.  Sena¬ 
tors  are  limited  to  30  minutes  in  such 
case,  just  as  on  original  amendments. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  time  is  limited,  just 
as  in  the  case  of  original  amendments? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes.  In  order 
that  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding, 
Mr.  President,  I  propose  further  that  any 
Senator  may  modify  any  amendment 
offered  by  him,  provided  it  could  be 
amended  under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further?  t 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
proposal  as  to  a  time  for  voting  on  the 
bill.  The  Senator  simply  intends  to  have 
vote  taken  on  the  bill  when  the  last 
amendment  Is  disposed  of,  does  he? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  agreement  would  not 
prevent  the  Senator  moving  a  recess  or 
adjournment  tomorrow,  if  we  do  not  get 
through,  I  assume. 

Mr,  MCFARLAND.  No. 

Mf.  TAFT.  In  that  case  we  would 
finish  on  Thursday  or  Friday? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  should  like  to 
get  through  with  the  bill  tomorrow. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  understand. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  do  not  know 
whether  we  can  do  so. 

Mr.  TAFT.  But  there  is  nothing  in 
the  agreement  which  would  necessarily 
require  a  vote  tomorrow,  is  there? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  No.  I  also  desire 
to  amend  my  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  so  as  to  provide  that  on  any  appeal 
or  motion,  debate  shall  be  limited  to  30 
minutes,  divided  equally  between  the  one 
making  the  motion,  or  the  one  making 
the  appeal,  and  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  am  not  proposing  an 
amendment,  but,  on  principle,  if  any 
Senator  should  want  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  this  bill,  why  should  he  not  have 
the  right  to  do  so?  Why  should  he  be 
foreclosed?  Why  not  word  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  request  in  such  a  way  that 
the  time  is  limited  to  15  minutes  on  a 
•side,  and  if  anyone  wants  to  offer  an 
amendment,  he  shall  be  allowed  to  do 
so?  Once  upon  a  time,  by  agreeing  to  a 
unanimous-consent  request,  I  was  eu¬ 
chred  out  of  a  chance  to  amend  an  agri¬ 
cultural  bill  involving  wheat.  I  should 
hate  to  get  into  the  same  position  again. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Let  me  explain  to 
the  Senator  why  there  is  a  restriction  in 
the  proposed  agreement.  I  hope  my  ex¬ 
planation  will  be  satisfactory  to  him. 
A  week  ago  it  was  suggested  that  we 
make  a  unanimous  request  such  as  this. 
I  did  not  make  it  at  the  time,  because 
some  of  the  Senators  wanted  to  know 
the  nature  of  the  amendments  before 
they  were  willing  to  agree  to  a  unani¬ 
mous-consent  request.  I  think  every 
Senator  now  has  that  information.  We 
have  been  debating  the  bill  for  a  week. 
Ordinarily  I  would  agree  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  North  Dakota  100  percent,  but 
the  pending  legislation  is  so  important 


that  Senators  felt  they  ought  to  know 
the  nature  of  an  amendment  beforej 
agreeing  to  a  limitation  of  debate,  feel¬ 
ing  that  if  they  did  not  know  what  it 
was,  they  would  be  at  a  disadvantage. 
I  hope  the  explanation  is  satisfactory. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  desire  to  offer  two 
amendments  which  I  have  at  my  office. 
I  shall  get  them  here  in  time  to  file  them. 
I  want  them  included.  I  am  not  offer¬ 
ing  them  now,  but  I  want  them  printed 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  We  shall  have  to 
wait  until  the  Senator  gets  them  here,  so 
we  may  see  whether  we  can  agi’ee. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  New  Hampshire. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  I  am  particularly  con¬ 
cerned  at  the  plight  of  the  junior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Robertson]. 
He  has  moved  me  very  much.  He  desires 
to  deliver  his  address  at  Norfolk,  and 
his  sense  of  conscience  is  so  extreme  that 
he  is  troubled  about  it.  Therefore,  in 
order  to  give  the  Senator  a  good  night's 
rest  and  to  set  his  conscience  at  ease,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  he  be  given 
permission  to  deliver  the  address  tomor¬ 
row  night.  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  ask  a  ques¬ 
tion  as  to  what  the  floor  situation  will  be. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Mr.  President,  is  there 
a  ruling  on  my  request?  Does  the  Chair 
rule  on  that  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
can  only  entertain  one  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  request  at  a  time.' 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  We  shall  get  to 
that  later. 

Mr.  TOBEY.  Very  well. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,.  I  should 
like  to  raise  a  question  as  to  what  the 
floor  situation  will  be  after  we  shall  have 
considered  the  amendments  called  for  by 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  in 
regard  to  motions  thereafter.  Will  mo¬ 
tions  be  subject  to  the  limitations  of  the 
agreement? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes;  I  included 
that.  I  intended  to  include  it.  I  thought 
I  had  done  so. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  was  afraid  he  did, 
because,  if  we  are  confronted  with  the 
problem  of  reconsidering  any  one  section 
of  the  bill,  I  want  the  parliamentary 
situation  to  be  such  that  we  shall  be  af¬ 
forded  the  opportunity  of  moving* to  re¬ 
consider  many  sections  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  Senator  will 
have  that  privilege. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  fear  it  shall  not  be 
sufficiently  safeguarded  under  an  ar¬ 
rangement  of  the  kind  proposed. 

If  that  situation  arises,  it  may  take  a 
very  long  time.  It  might  take  days  and 
days.  I  do  not  believe  that  under  those 
circumstances  we  could,  by  this  proposal, 
agree  to  sacrifice  the  opportunity  of  re¬ 
viewing  the  entire  bill  if  we  should  be 


presented  with  the  problem  of  recon¬ 
sidering  any  one  section  of  it,  because 
the  only  protection  we  would  have  then 
would  be  a  very  thorough  review  of  each 
and  every  section  of  the  bill. 

I  do  not  believe  I  can  enter  into  the 
proposed  agreement  unless  it  can  be 
agreed  here  and  now  that  the  motion  to 
reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  four 
million  ceiling  was  placed  in  the  bill  to¬ 
day,  can  be  brought  up  so  that  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  table  it  may  be  made. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  If  I  exclude  that 
provision  from  the  proposal  for  limita¬ 
tion,  would  it  be  satisfactory  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator? 

Mi-.  MORSE.  No,  because  if  that  one 
is  excluded,  and  all  the  other  motions  to 
reconsider  are  included,  in  case  we  got 
into  a  parliamentary  tussle  over  any 
question,  such  as  the  rejection  of  the 
amendment  relating  to  18-year-olds 
and  some  other  sections,  I  would  want  to 
be  in  a  position  so  that  we  could  review 
the  whole  bill,  if  necessary. 

I  should  be  perfectly  willing  to  agree  to 
the  request  if  I  could  get  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  be  allowed  to  bring  up  the  motion 
of  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  to  recon¬ 
sider  the  vote  by  which  a  ceiling  was 
proposed,  so  that  we  could  get  that  out 
of  the  way  and  agreed  to,  but  if  we  are 
getting  into  such  a  situation  that  this 
unanimous-consent  agreement  could  be 
used  as  a  means  of  limiting  us  on  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  reconsider,  and  we  could  not  re¬ 
consider  some  other  section  of  the  bill,  I 
believe  it  would  be  parliamentarily  un¬ 
wise. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  As  I  stated  before, 
when  we  try  to  get  an  agreement  of  the 
kind  we  are  considering,  we  have  to  do 
the  best  we  can.  In  order  to  satisfy  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  I  will  exclude  the 
limitation  of  debate  on  motions. 

Mr.  MORSE.  A  parliamentary  inquiry, 
Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  MORSE.  If  motions  are  elimi¬ 
nated  from  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement,  then  after  all  the  votes  called 
for  by  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
are  taken  on  the  various  amendments, 
will  the  Members  of  the  Senate  then  be 
in  a  position  to  move,  if  they  care  to 
do  so,  a  reconsideration  as  to  any  section 
of  the  bill? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Such  a  mo¬ 
tion  would  have  to  be  made  within  2  days 
of  the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  the  sec¬ 
tion  affected,  and  the  Senator  who  made 
the  motion  would  have  to  qualify  himself 
by  having  voted  in  the  majority.  Sub¬ 
ject  to  those  qualifications,  such  a  mo¬ 
tion  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  accept  that. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  understand  from 
the  distinguished  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  that  he  desires 
to  see  the  amendments  to  be  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  before 
he  agrees  to  a  limitation. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  may  say  that  they  do 
not  involve  any  civil  rights  problems,  if 
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that  is  the  point  the  Senator  has  in 
mind. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  did  not  raise  that 
question.  I  am  interested  in  the  bill  now 
pending.  If  the  Senator  will  permit  me 
to  get  away  from  those  issues  occasion¬ 
ally,  I  assure  him  I  have  enough  to  keep 
me  busy  otherwise.  I  should  like  to  see 
any  amendment  that  is  proposed. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  have  sent  for  the 
amendments. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  there  be  printed  in  the  body  of 
the  Record  a  letter  from  the  Church  of 
the  Brethren,  District  of  Northern 
Indiana,  dealing  with  the  measure  now 
under  consideration  in  the  Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Church  of  the  Brethren, 

District  of  Northern  Indiana, 

Elkhart,  Ind.,  March  5,  1951. 
Hon.  William  Lancer, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Langer:  The  Joint  boards  of 
the  Church  of  the  Brethren  of  the  District  of 
Northern  Indiana  representing  a  member¬ 
ship  of  about  9,000  members,  meeting  in 
Goshen,  Ind.,  March  3,  1951,  felt  the  need  of 
expressing  to  you  our  deep  concern  regarding 
the  proposed  legislation  on  dealing  with  the 
draft  question. 

Our  church  fathers  came  to  this  country 
because  of  the  military  oppression  in  Europe, 
believing  that  all  war  is  wrong  and  that  all 
differences  can  be  settled  by  peaceful  means. 
It  appears  that  we  are  approaching  com¬ 
plete  militarism  because  the  leaders  of  our 
own  country  are  unwilling  to  go  the  second 
mile  in  their  efforts  to  establish  world  peace. 

We  urge  careful  consideration  of  this  issue 
that  you  may  have  the  courage  to  vote 
against  the  drafting  of  18-year-olds  and  any 
bill  providing  for  universal  military  training 
or  service.  May  we  work  earnestly  and  sin¬ 
cerely  together  to  preserve  the  precious  free¬ 
dom  of  conscience  which  is  our  rightful 
heritage. 

Respectfully  yours, 

Martha  Heeter, 
Director  of  Peace  and  Temperance. 
Geo.  U.  Heeter, 

Chairman,  Board  of  Christian  Education. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  the  two  amendments  I  wish 
to  offer  to  the  pending  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  state  the  amendments  for  the  in¬ 
formation  of  the  Senate. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  It  is  proposed 
to  add  at  the  end  of  the  bill  two  new 
sections,  as  follows: 

Sec.  — .  (a)  Section  12  (b)  (1)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended,  is 
amended  by  striking  out  the  last  thirteen, 
lines  in  the  table  contained  therein  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Over  $22,000  but  not 

over  $25,000 - $7,720  plus  56  percent 

of  excess  over  $22,000 

"Over  $25,000 -  100  percent  of  excess 

over  $25,000" 

(b)  Section  12  (c)  (2)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  as  amended,  is  amended  by 
striking  out  the  last  sentence  therein. 

Sec.  — .  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  102 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended. 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Imposition  of  tax:  There  shall  be 
levied,  collected,  and  paid  for  each  taxable 
year  (in  addition  to  other  taxes  imposed  by 
this  chapter)  upon  the  net  income  of  every 
corporation  accumulating  earnings  or  profits 


Instead  of  dividing  or  distributing  such  earn¬ 
ings  or  profits,  a  surtax  of  100  percent  of 
the  amount  of  the  undistributed  section  102 
net  income.” 

(b)  Subsection  (b)  and  (c)  of  such  section 
are  hereby  repealed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ments  will  be  printed  and  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  A  parliamentary  in¬ 
quiry. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  I  understand  cor¬ 
rectly  the  unanimous -consent  agree¬ 
ment  which  has  been  proposed,  the  de¬ 
bate  on  the  amendments  would  be  limit¬ 
ed  to  30  minutes  on  each  amendment, 
15  minutes  to  each  side. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  That  is  the 
understanding  of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  understood  that  in 
the  earlier  portion  of  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  it  was  provided  that 
any  amendment  or  modification  of  an 
amendment  must  be  germane  to  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair  so 
understands. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  unanimous- consent  re¬ 
quest  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
Arizona  for  a  limitation  of  debate?  The 
Chair  hears  none,  and  the  request  is 
granted. 

The  agreement,  as  subsequently  re¬ 
duced  to  writing,  is  as  follows: 

Ordered,  That  on  the  calendar  day  of 
Thursday,  March  8,  1951,  at  the  hour  of  12 
o’clock  noon,  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  amendment  (lettered  “B”) 
Intended  to  be  proposed  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  universal  training  program,  and  for 
other  purposes,  by  Mr.  Cordon,  submitted  on 
March  5,  1951;  that  the  time  between  12 
o’clock  and  1  o’clock  be  equally  divided  and 
controlled,  respectively,  by  Mr.  Morse  and 
Mr.  Russell. 

That  following  the  disposition  of  the  fore¬ 
going  amendment,  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  amendment  intended 
to  be  proposed  to  the  said  bill  by  Mr.  John¬ 
son  of  Colorado  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Bricker),  submitted  on  February  28,  1951, 
and  letered  "A”;  that  debate  thereon  be 
limited  to  not  exceeding  2  hours,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado  and  Mr.  Russell. 

That  following  the  disposition  of  the  fore¬ 
going  amendment  proposed  by  Mrv  Johnson 
of  Colorado,  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  amendment  intended  to  be 
proposed  to  the  said  bill  by  Mr.  Taft,  sub¬ 
mitted  by  him  on  March  5,  1951,  and  lettered 
"E,”  and  that  debate  thereon  be  limited  to 
not  exceeding  1  hour  and  30  minutes,  to  be 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respectively, 
by  Mr.  Taft  and  Mr.  Russell. 

Ordered  further,  That  in  the  event  any 
amendment  shall  be  offered  to  either  of  the 
foregoing  three  amendments  debate  on  any 
such  amendment  shall  be  limited  to  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  30  minutes,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled,  respectively,  by  the  proposer 
of  any  such  amendment  and  Mr.  Russell: 
Provided,  That  any  amendment  proposed  to 
either  of  said  three  foregoing  amendments 
must  be  germane  to  the  subject  matter, 
respectively,  thereof. 

Ordered  further,  That  upon  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  the  foregoing  amendment  proposed 
by  Mr.  Taft  it  shall  be  in  order  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  amendments  in¬ 
tended  to  be  proposed  to  the  said  bill,  which 
have  heretofore  been  printed  and  ordered  to 


lie  on  the  table;  that  debate  upon  any  such 
amendment  or  amendment  proposed  thereto 
shall  be  limited  to  not  exceeding  30  minutes, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled,  respec¬ 
tively,  by  the  mover  of  any  such  amendment 
or  amendment  thereto  and  Mr.  Russell  :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  amendment  that  is  not  ger¬ 
mane  to  the  subject  matter  of  the  said  bill 
shall  be  received,  and  no  amendment  to  any 
amendment  shall  be  received  that  is  not 
germane  to  the  amendment  to  which  it  is 
proposed. 

Ordered  further,  Thai  following  the  con¬ 
sideration  and  disposition  of  all  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  said  bill,  debate  shall  be  limited 
to  not  exceeding  30  minutes  on  the  question 
of  its  final  passage,  to  be  equally  divided 
and  controlled,  respectively,  by  Mr.  Russell 
and  Mr.  Wherry,  or  some  Member  of  the 
Senate  designated  by  him. 

TRANSACTION  OF  ROUTINE  BUSINESS 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  Senators  be 
permitted  to  make  insertions  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord,  to  introduce  bills  and  transact  other 
routine  business,  without  debate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  it  is 
so  ordered. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  following  letters,  which  were 
referred  as  indicated: 

Suspenison  of  Deportation  of  Aliens 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  copies  of  the  orders  of  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturaliza¬ 
tion  Service  suspending  deportation  of  cer¬ 
tain  aliens,  together  with  a  detailed  state¬ 
ment  of  the  facts  and  pertinent  provisions 
of  law  as  to  each  alien  and  the  reasons  for 
ordering  such  suspension  (with  accompany¬ 
ing  papers);  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Granting  of  Status  of  Permanent  Resi¬ 
dence  to  Certain  Aliens 

A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States,  transmitting,  pursuant  to 
law,  copies  of  the  orders  Of  the  Commission¬ 
er  of  the  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service,  granting  the  application  for  perma¬ 
nent  residence  to  certain  aliens,  together 
with  a  detailed  statement  of  the  facts  and 
pertinent  provisions  of  law  as  to  each  alien, 
and  the  reasons  for  granting  such  applica¬ 
tions  (with  accompanying  papers);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Maud  M.  Wright  and  Maxine  Roberts,  For¬ 
merly  Maxine  Mills,  Against  United 

States 

A  lette  from  the  clerk,  United  States 
Court  of  Claims,  Washington,  D.  C.,  trans¬ 
mitting,  pursuant  to  Senate  Resolution  227, 
Eightieth  Congress,  second  session,  agreed 
to  May  10,  1948,  certified  copies  of  the  opin¬ 
ion  of  the  Court  of  Claims  in  the  case  of 
Maud  M.  Wright  and  Maxine  Roberts,  for¬ 
merly  Maxine  Mills  v.  The  United  States 
(with  accompanying  documents);  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS 

Petitions,  etc.,  were  laid  before  the 
Senate  and  referred  as  indicated: 

By  the  VICE  PRESIDENT: 

A  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota,  relating 
to  t£e  payment  of  the  exact  equivalent  of 
taxes  to  the  States  and  other  lesser  political 
subdivisions  whenever  the  tax  base  of  such 
taxing  units  is  depleted  by  withdrawals  of 
lands  for  the  use  of  Federal  agencies;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Af¬ 
fairs. 
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Worsen  our  relations  with  the  German  peo¬ 
ple  by  what  seems  to  be  simply  an  act  of 
spite.  I  refer  to  the  recent  action  of  the 
Alien  Property  Custodian  in  advertising  the 
Gerrhan  Embassy  building  for  sale. 

Jurt  a  day  of  two  ago,  our  authorities  in 
Germany  announced  that  the  government 
in  Western  Germany  has  been  authorized  to 
resume  'normal  diplomatic  relations  with 
other  nations  all  over  the  world.  That 
means  th^tt  the  government  there  will  be 
sending  ana,  receiving  ambassadors  and  min¬ 
isters  to  thk  other  nations.  For  the  time 
being,  while  we,  the  British,  and  the  French 
are  in  occupation,  there  will  be  no  ambas¬ 
sador  sent  here  because  their  diplomatic 
channel  with  us\is  through  occupation  au¬ 
thorities.  However,  in  the  long  run,  there 
will  certainly  be  assumption  of  diplomatic 
relations,  and  the  Germans  at  that  time  may- 
have  need  for  this  building. 

There  is  absoluteljt  no  reason  why  the 
building  must  be  soldi.  None  of  the  other 
foreign  embassies  or  legations  has  been  sold. 
The  Italian  Government  which  has  signed  a 
peace  treaty  with  us  has  reoccupied  the 
Italian  Embassy.  The  Japanese  Embassy  is 
now  occupied  by  the  Far  Eastern  Commis¬ 
sion  under  supervision  of  tnfe  State  Depart¬ 
ment,  but  at  least  title  has  ne\er  been  taken 
away  from  the  Japanese  Government,  and 
there  has  been  no  action  to  sell  the  building. 

We  have  been  particularly  tender  of  those 
former  enemy  nations  which  hEtye  turned 
Communist.  The  Hungarians  hav^Vbeen  re¬ 
stored  to  full  possession  of  their  property. 
The  Bulgarians,  as  I  understand,'^  never 
owned  a  building,  and  since  we  havfe  now 
broken  relations  with  that  Government.Sthey 
have  terminated  their  lease.  At  least  wexclid 
not  seize  it  from  them  and  put  it  up  for 
sale.  \ 

Only  in  the  case  of  the  German  Embassy 
is  it  proposed  to  sell  it  into  private  handsX 
The  matter  may  seem  trivial,  but  it  has  a 
far-reaching  psychological  importance  to  the 
German  people.  Their  Embassy  here  is  a 
symbol  of  their  hope  to  be  restored  to  full 
partnership  with  the  other  nations  of  wesl 
ern  civilization. 

If  the  Alien  Property  Custodian  goes  ahtfad 
with  this  sale,  it  will  amount  to  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  an  act  of  sabotage  against 
our  attempt  to  restore  a  more  friendly  re¬ 
lationship  with  the  German  Nation. /I  sin¬ 
cerely  hope  that  the  Alien  Property  Cus¬ 
todian  will  not  now  take  an  action''  in  haste 
which  I  feel  we  will  all  later  hav§/ to  repent 
at  leisure. 

EXECUTIVE  SESSIC 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr./President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  th/ consideration  of 
executive  business. 

EXECUTIVE  REPORT/ OF  A  COMMITTEE 

The  following  fa'vorable  report  of  a 
nomination  was  submitted: 

By  Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado,  from  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce: 

Chan  Gurney^  of  South  Dakota,  to  be  a 
member  of  the/  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  vice 
Harold  Armstrong  Jones,  resigned. 

The  VIC®  PRESIDENT.  If  there  be 
no  further  reports  of  committees,  the 
nominations  on  the  executive  calendar 
will  be  stated. 

CJVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSIONER 

Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
fobert  Ramspeck  to  be  Civil  Service 
missioner. 

r.  MAGNUSON.  Mr.  President,  in 
ew  of  my  long  association  with  Mr. 


Ramspeck,  both  in  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  in  later  positions,  I  can¬ 
not  let  his  nomination  go  by  without 
saying  that  I  believe  it  to  be  a  fine  ap¬ 
pointment.  I  am  sure  Mr.  Ramspeck 
will  do  one  of  the  best  and  most/ able 
jobs  ever  done  on  the  Civil  Service- Com¬ 
mission. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  associate  myself  with  the’  remarks 
of  the  Senator  from  Washington. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  concur  in  all  that  has  been  said  by 
the  able  Senator  from  Washington  in  be¬ 
half  of  Mr.  Ramspeck,  who  is  an  out¬ 
standing  statesman  and/ine  of  the  most 
deserving  and  faithful public  servants  I 
have  ever  known.  / 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  natu¬ 
rally  I  am  gratified  to  have  these  very 
fine  sentiments  expressed  with  reference 
to  a  fellow  Georgi/n.  Former  Congress¬ 
man  Ramspeck  is  highly  regarded  by  all 
who  know  him/  I  am  proud  to  claim 
him  as  a  penkmal  friend.  He  is  well 
qualified  for  tpe  position  to  which  he  has 
been  appointed.  During  his  long  and 
useful  tenure  of  office  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  he  served  on  the  Com¬ 
mittee  or/  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 
He  authored  much  legislation,  assuring 
fairnes^  and  equity  to  employees,  as  well 
as  protecting  the  interests  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  The  people  of  Georgia  are 
very/proud  of  Robert  Ramspeck’s  career. 
I  predict  for  him  a  most  successful  ten¬ 
uis  of  office. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  of  South  Carolina. 
■.  President,  it  has  been  my  good  for¬ 
tune  to  know  Bob  Ramspeck  for  many 
'ears.  I  know  that  he  is  qualified  for 
te  position  to  which  he  has  been  nom¬ 
inated.  I  was  very  much  pleased  when 
his\  nomination  to  the  position  was  an¬ 
nounced  by  the  President.  I  also  want 
to  state  that  in  the  committee  every 
member  not  only  wanted  to  vote  for  him 
but  they  wanted  to  say  something  in  be¬ 
half  of  Bob  Ramspeck,  showing  that  he 
must  be  Very  well  qualified  for  the  po¬ 
sition.  \ 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish'  to  add  my  voice  to  what 
has  been  said  and  to  identify  myself 
with  everything  that  has  been  favorably 
spoken  of  Mr.  Ramspeck.  He  is  pecu¬ 
liarly  well  qualified  for  the  position  be¬ 
cause  of  his  long  study  of  civil-service 
legislation  and  his  long  familiarity  with 
it  while  a  Member  of  the  House.  His 
general  good  character  and  excellent 
judgment  qualify  him  unquestionably  for 
appointment  to  this  important  position. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Rams¬ 
peck  is  confirmed.  Without  objection, 
the  President  will  be  notified  imme¬ 
diately. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  the  nomination 
of  F.  Joseph  Donohue  to  be  a  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  the  District  of  Columbia! 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  President 
be  immediately  notified  of  the  confirma¬ 
tion. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection  the  President  will  be  imme¬ 
diately  notified. 

POSTMASTERS 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  read 
sundry  nominations  of  postmasters. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  nominations  of  postmasters 
are  confirmed  en  bloc.  Without  objec¬ 
tion,  the  President  will  be  notified  im¬ 
mediately.  / 

LEGISLATIVE  SESSION 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that' the  Senate  proceed  to  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  legislative  business. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Seriate  resumed  the  consideration  of 
legislative  business.  _ 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  by  establishing  a  universal 
training  program,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  a  statement  I 
have  prepared  on  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  common  defense  by  estab¬ 
lishing  a  universal  training  program,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

No  hearings  were  ever  held  on  the  vet¬ 
erans  bill  introduced  by  Senators  Rus¬ 
sell,  Malone,  and  other  Senators  since 
a  fast  switch  was  made  by  substituting 
the  Marshall-Rosenberg  bill,  and  hear¬ 
ings  were  held  on  the  substitute  by  the 
Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  while 
the  public  believed  that  the  hearings 
were  being  held  upon  the  Russell-Malone 
bill. 

There' being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

STATEMENT  BY  SENATOR  MALONE  Re  S.  1, 
March  8,  1951 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  has 
•washed  his  hands  of  the  Marsha'll-Rosenberg 
bill  which  has  been  substituted  for  the  orig¬ 
inal  S.  1,  introduced  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Georgia,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Nevada,  and  other  Senators.  The  committee 
hearings  have  been  on  the  substitute  bill 
and  not  on  the  original  S.  1.  The  original 
S.  1  had  the  full  approval  of  the  American 
Legion,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  and 
other  veterans’  organizations. 

The  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  previ¬ 
ously  joined  in  introducing  military  training 
legislation.  Unfortunately,  that  legislation 
was  stopped  by  the  administration,  the  last 
time  late  in  1950.- 

Adoption  of  universal  military  training  as 
provided  in  the  original  S.  1  is  the  most 
effective  national  security  measure  obtain¬ 
able  by  America  at  the  least  possible  cost. 
It  is  not  only  necessary  for  our  own  secu¬ 
rity,  but  as  our  strongest  argument  for 
peace. 

Universal  military  training,  as  originally 
provided,  is  security  insurance  for  our  Na¬ 
tion  and  survival  insurance  for  our  young 
men,  as  a  trained  man  has  the  best  chance 
for  survival.  In  World  War  I  and  World 
War  II,  and  in  the  Korean  war,  untrained 
American  boys  were  sent  in  against  trained 
troops  without  an  even  break. 

Under  the  provision  of  the  original  UMT 
bill,  there  would  be  no  interference  with 
the  current  war  effort  and  no  young  men 
would  be  called  up  for  such  training  until 
the  present  crisis  had  passed. 
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The  State  Department  had  Secretary  of 
Defense  Marshall  and  Assistant  Secretary 
Anna  Rosenberg  present  to  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  an  entirely  different  bill  to 
take  the  place  of  the  Russell-Malone  bill. 
This  is  the  same  State  Department  which 
has  made  the  blunders  that  brought  on  our 
present  troubles. 

The  Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute 
changes  the  provision  of  the  original  bill  for 
a  trained  civilian  army  into  a  provision  for 
a  standing  professional  army  and  it  provides 
for  drafting  18-year-olds  and  keeping  them' 
in  continual  service  two  or  more  years. 

This  is  a  far  cry  from  the  provisions  of 
the  original  S.  1  bill,  which  among  other 
things  called  for  only  a  4-  to  6-month  mili¬ 
tary  training  course. 

I  want  everyone  to  know  that  I  have  noth¬ 
ing  to  do  with  the  monstrosity  which  they 
are  now  calling  S.  1. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point  an  article  en¬ 
titled  “Senator  Malone  Washes  Hands  of 
UMT  Bill,”  which  was  published  in  the 
Pioche  (Nev.)  Record,  of  February  15, 
1951. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Senator  Malone  Washes  Hands  of  UMT  Bill 

United  States  Senator  George  W.  Malone, 
Republican  of  Nevada,  stated  today  that  he 
has  washed  his  hands  of  the  bill  which  had 
been  substituted  for  his  universal  military 
training  bill,  the  original  S.  1. 

The  committee  hearings,  the  Senator  said, 
have  been  on  the  substitute  bill,  and  not  on 
the  original  S.  1,  which  he  and  Senator 
Russell  introduced  and  which  had  the 
over-all  approval  of  the  American  Legion 
and  the  veterans  and  other  veterans’  organ¬ 
izations. 

Senator  Malone  said  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment  had  Secretary  of  Defense  Marshall  and 
Assistant  Secretary  Anna  Rosenberg  present 
to  the  Armed  Services  Committee  an  en¬ 
tirely  different  bill  to  take  the  place  of  the 
Russell-Malone  bill. 

This  is  the  same  State  Department  which 
has  made  the  blunders  that  brought  on  our 
present  troubles. 

“The  Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute  on 
which  the  hearings  have  been  held  at  the 
present  gives  unlimited  authority  to  send 
any  number  of  troops  to  any  foreign  country 
at  any  time  for  any  purpose.  It  also  changes 
the  provision  of  the  Russell-Malone  bill  for 
a  trained  civilian  army  into  a  provision  for  a 
standing  professional  army  and  it  provides 
for  drafting  18-year-olds  and  keeping  them 
in  continuous  service  from  2  to  8  years. 

“This  is  a  far  cry  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Russell-Malone  bill  which,  among  other 
things,  called  for  only  a  4  to  6  months’  mili¬ 
tary  training  course. 

“I  want  everyone  to  know  that  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  monstrosity  which 
they  are  now  calling  S.  1.” 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  Record  at  this  point,  my  statement 
before  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
January  1951. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  of  Hon.  George  W.  Malone, 

United  States  Senator  From  the  State  of 

Nevada 

Senator  Malone.  Universal  military  train¬ 
ing  versus  universal  military  service:  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  would  like  to  say,  since  the 
hearings  are  closing  today,  that  I  am  dis¬ 


turbed  by  the  change  In  the  principle  be¬ 
tween  the  original  Russell-Malone  bill  in¬ 
troduced  as  S.  1  and  the  Marshall-Rosenberg 
substitute.  Mr.  Chairman,  since  I  was  one 
of  the  sponsors  of  the  universay  military 
training  bill,  and  since  the  substitute  known 
as  the  universal  military  service  bill,  that  has 
not  even  a  remote  resemblance  to  the  original 
bill,  I  am  compelled  to  appear  in  opposition 
to  it. 

Changes  trained  citizens’  reserve  to  a  pro¬ 
fessional  army:  The  substitute  completely 
changes  the  principle  of  the  proposed  mili¬ 
tary  training  from  a  trained  citizens’  reserve 
army  under  the  UMT  to  a  professional  army 
under  a  universal  military  service  bill. 

The  Defense  Department  conscription  plan 
changes  a  civilian  Reserve  training  policy 
of  4  to  6  months,  or  whatever  the  committee 
may  have  finally  established,  providing  for 
alternate  educational  programs  in  colleges, 
academies,  or  officer-training  school,  or  what¬ 
ever  •  scientific  training  might  have  been 
chosen  or  to  be  selected,  to  a  27  months’ 
continuous  active  service  followed  by  69 
months  Inactive  Reserve  duty  or  a  total  of 
8-years’  obligation  for  the  entire  service. 
The  Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute  for  the 
Russell-Malone  bill  apparently  has  the  bless¬ 
ing  of  the  State  Department. 

May  train  army  in  any  nation  any  place: 
The  Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute  provides 
for  27  months’  continuous  service,  and  that 
the  President  may  send  them  anywhere  to 
any  nation  outside  of  the  United  States  for 
training  or  fighting  at  his  discretion  with¬ 
out  consulting  Congress  further. 

Senator  Johnson.  Training  in  the  United 
States,  but  service  can  be  anywhere. 

Senator  Malone.  I  understand  that  noth¬ 
ing  in  the  bill  prohibits  the  President  from 
sending  the  inducted  troops  to  train  or  fight 
anywhere  at  any  time  without  further  ap¬ 
proval  of  Congress. 

Destroys  civilian  training  units:  Then 
automatically  he  enters  the  Reserve  for  ap¬ 
proximately  6  years,  after  his  27  months’ 
service.  The  changes  destroy  the  National 
Guard  and  class  A  Organized  Reserve;  cer¬ 
tainly  it  would  tend  to  destroy  the  National 
Guard.  The  original  bill  would  have  pre¬ 
served  the  civilian  training  units. 

No  recruits  will  be  available  to  National 
Guard  and  Organized  Reserves  for  27  months. 
The  civilian  components  will  shrink  to  almost 
nothing  in  that  time. 

Practically  all  reserves  except  Army  re¬ 
serves  and  one-third  the  National  Guard 
have  already  been  called  to  duty. 

We  will  have  a  regular  armed  force  of  3,- 
500,000  with  no  Organized  Reserves  from 
June  30,  1952,  and  thereafter.  This  big 
professional  army  will  be  too  small  to  scare 
or  fight  Russia  but  it  will  denude  our  labor 
market  and  our  colleges  and  cost  billions 
we  do  not  have. 

The  Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute  profes¬ 
sional  defense  force  will  contain  an  esti¬ 
mated  1,400,000  ground  troops.  These  cost 
$5,000  per  year  per  man. 

Present  cost  of  National  Guard  men  and 
class  A  reserves  is  $601  per  year  per  man. 

The  trained  civilian  army  method:  If  all 
eligibles  are  inducted  for  Army  training  as 
proposed  by  the  Defense  Department  bill 
and  on  completion  of  training  one-half  are 
chosen  by  lot  or  selection  board  for  duty  in 
the  National  Guard  and  Organized  Reserves, 
the  following  results  will  obtain: 


JUNE  30,  1952 


Regular  Army 

Civilian  com* 

infantry 

ponents 

Number _ 

1,000,000 

$5,000,000,000 

400, 000 
$240, 000, 000 

Cost _ _ _ 

Saving  $1,760,000,000  over  cost  of  1,400,000 
regulars. 


Four  hundred  thousand  men  would  have 
been  sent  home  to  families,  jobs,  and  schools 
and  for  duty  in  the  Organized  Reserves. 

This  process  can  be  continued  until  the 
Reserve  force  in  being  is  one,  two,  or  three 
million,  whatever  Congress  thinks  the  threat 
requires. 

These  men  will  be  stationed  all  over  the 
United  States  where  they  will  be  immediately 
available  in  the  event  of  air-borne  raid  or 
atom  bombing. 

Thus,  we  can  build  more  long-range  de¬ 
fensive  strength  against  communism  for  less 
money  and  we  can  keep  a  large  proportion  of 
young  Americans  at  home,  on  the  job,  and 
in  school. 

The  people  confused.  The  country  is  en¬ 
tirely  confused  about  the  Marshall-Rosen¬ 
berg  substitute  while  still  retaining  S.  1. 
My  recent  mail  indicates  the  people  believe 
that  the  substitute  upon  which  the  hearings 
have  been  held  is  the  original  Russell-Malone 
American  Legion  or  veterans’  bill,  which 
serveral  of  us  joined  in  introducing. 

This  is  the  third  time  I  have  joined  in  the 
introduction  of  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  bill,  but  I  find  now  the  hearings  are  not 
being  held  on  the  universal  military  training 
bill  that  was  originally  introduced  at  all. 
The  hearings  are  being  held  on  the  substitute 
universal  military  service  bill  which,  while 
retaining  the  S.  1  designation,  changes  the 
entire  policy  and  procedure  and  character  of 
the  Army. 

The  completely  different  principle  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  substitute  universal  military 
service  bill  can  be  changed  by  this  com¬ 
mittee  following  the  hearings,  and  of  course 
they  can  report  the  original  bill  to  the  Senate 
floor  if  they  so  desire,  and  I  am  hopeful  that 
they  will  do  just  that. 

Senator  Johnson.  The  Chair  would  like  to 
Interject  that  any  misapprehension  the  peo¬ 
ple  have  been  laboring  under  is  not  due  to 
anything  the  committee  did  or  failed  to  do. 
We  had  10  days  of  hearings  before  we  had 
a  hearing  on  any  bill.  We  had  hearings  on 
the  general  manpower  problem.  At  the  end 
of  that  10-day  period  the  Department  of 
Defense  finally,  at  the  urging  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  this  committee,  brought  forth  a  bill, 
at  which  time  it  was  announced  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  and  in  the  committee, 
that  this  bill  would  be  introduced  by  re¬ 
quest.  We  have  taken  testimony  on  that 
bill,  introduced  by  request,  since  that  time. 

It  is  true  that  the  American  Legion  and 
the  veterans’  organizations  have  come  here 
and  testified  on  this  bill,  introduced  as  an 
amendment  by  request,  and  have  embraced 
it  and  endorsed  it,  but  we  have  never  left 
the  impression  or  never  intended  to  or  never 
wanted  to  convey  the  information  to  the 
country  that  we  were  holding  hearings  on 
the  original  S.  1. 

Senator  Malone.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure 
that  you,  the  chairman,  had  never  had  any 
idea  of  any  misrepresentation;  but  I  will  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  chairman  that  the 
Russell-Malone  universal  military  training 
bill  was  introduced  on  the  first  day  bills  were 
accepted  on  the  Senate  floor,  and  was  before 
this  committee  from  the  beginning  before 
any  hearings  were  started,  but  the  Marshall- 
Rosenberg  bill  was  immediately  substituted 
and  no  hearings  were  ever  held  on  the  Rus- 
sell-Malone  bill. 

Not  in  accord  with  the  substitute:  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  considered  it  important  to 
clarify  the  matter  from  my  own  personal 
standpoint,  and  to  say  that  I  am  not  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  bill  upon  which  hearings  are 
now  being  held. 

The  committee,  of  course,  may,  if  it  so 
desires,  revert  to  the  original  Russell-Ma¬ 
lone  universal  military  training  bill,  which 
the  veterans  of  this  Nation  have  supported 
in  principle  for  25  years. 

Mr.  Chairman,  since  the  principle  of  S.  1, 
Which  I  joined  in  introducing,  has  been 
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1  The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  (at  6 


changed 

io°  a  P™f®sslonal  Army  status,  and  o’clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
that  18-year-old  boys  are  to  be  inducted  for 
27  months’  actual  service  plus  69  months’ 

Reserve  status,  instead  of  a  4  to  6  months’ 
training  period,  and  then  left  at  home  until 
actually  needed,  I  felt  constrained  to  appear 
in  opposition  to  it. 

The  bill  under  consideration  by  the  sub¬ 
committee  is  not  the  Russell-Malone  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  bill  represented  in  S.  1, 
but  it  is  the  Marshall-Rosenberg  bill  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  State  Department. 

Senator  Johnson.  Thank  you  a  lot,  sir. 

Senator  Malone.  Thank  you  very  much. 


Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  take  this  opportunity  to  express 
to  the  distinguished  minority  leader  my 
appreciation  for  his  good  work,  coopera¬ 
tion,  and  help  in  working  out  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  agreement  on  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  majority 
leader.  He  has  my  cooperation  at  all 
times. 

- -  RECESS  miT= 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  stand  in  recess  un¬ 
til  12  o’clock  noon  tomorrow. 
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took  a  recess  until  tomorrow,  Thursday, 
March  8,  1951,  at  12  o’clock  meridian, 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate,  Wednesday,  March  7  (legis¬ 
lative  day  of  January  29),  1951: 

Civil  Service  Commissioner 


f 


Hon.  Robert  Ramspeck,  of  Georgia,  to  be  a 
Civil  Service  Commissioner. 

District  of  Columbia 
F.  Joseph  Donohue,  of  the  District  _pf  Co¬ 
lumbia,  to  be  a  Commissioner  of  thp^District 
of  Columbia  for  a  term  of  3  yearn*'' and  until 
his  successor  is  appointed  and^ualified. 

POSTMAS' 

CALIFORNIA 

Meryl  G.  Adams,  Acton. 

Amelia  B.  Peirspif  Camino. 

Margaret  I.  Riggins,  El  Granada. 

Robert  F.  Qtmann,  Escondido. 

James  B.  Michener,  GeyserviUe. 

Glen  R.  Brewington,  Los  Alamos. 

Milton  I.  Espenshade,  Jr.,  Mather  Field 
is  C.  Allsop,  Maywood. 

Jeremy  A.  Gregory,  Muroc. 


Sidney  S.  Tucker,  Paso  Robles/ 

Nelson  F.  Smith,  Petaluma. 

Everett  M.  Fisher,  Rio  Blnda. 

Virgil  M.  Ringue,  Sopth  San  Francisco. 
Fred  J.  Ishoy,  Suhnymead. 

Kenneth  R.  Rpmsill,  Tulelake. 

Odessa  M.  Ldve,  Tupman. 

Williarnpr Thornton,  Watsonville. 
James, 'w  Breen,  Willits. 

IOWA 

allace  W.  Koestner,  Centerville. 
Thomas  G.  Clifford,  Charlotte. 

Vertle  DeVerne  Lugar,  Derby. 

-Roger  E.  Klay,  Hull. 

Richard  D.  Claus,  Plymouth. 

MINNESOTA 

Donald  E.  Cummings,  Spring  Valley. 
William  H.  Schaefer,  Warren. 

-  .  PENNSYLVANIA 

Warren  E.  Horrocks,  Blooming  Glen. 
James  H.  Taylor,  Sr.,  Canton. 

John  J.  Fox,  Ivyland. 

Edgar  S.  Husband,  Jr.,  Lansdowne. 
John  H.  Reuther,  Muncy. 

Mary  R.  Vincenti,  Plainsville. 

John  C.  Hess,  Three  Springs. 

Thomas  G.  Wilt,  Woolrlch. 


House  of  Representatives 


The  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Bras- 
kamp,  D.  D„  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  who  art  the  counselor  and 
companion  of  our  souls  we  rejoice  that 
daily  we  may  bring  our  fears  and  hopes 
and  longings  to  Thy  listening  ear  and 
understanding  heart. 

Grant  that  in  all  our  duties  we  may 
have  Thy  help;  in  all  our  temptations 
Thy  restraining  and  conquering  power; 
in  all  our  dangers  Thy  protection;  in  all 
our  doubts  and  uncertainties  Thy  guid¬ 
ing  presence ;  in  all  our  sorrows  and  trials 
Thy  sustaining  grace ;  in  all  our  sins  Thy 
forgiveness.  \ 

We  pray  that  we  may  appreciate  more 
fully  that  Thou  hast  placed  at  ou¥  dis¬ 
posal  the  inexhaustible  resources  of  Thy 
grace  and  that  no  blessing  wilt  Thou 
withhold  from  us  if  we  walk  uprightly.  \ 

Show  us  how  we  may  strengthen  the 
ties  of  kinship  that  make  us  members  of 
the  great  family  of  which  Thou  art  the 
wise  and  loving  Father.  May  we  always 
manifest  toward  one  another  the  mind 
and  mood,  the  loyalty  and  devotion,  the 
encouragement  and  helpfulness  of  our 
blessed  Lord  who  went  about  doing  good. 

Hear  us  in  His  name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 

INFLATION 

(Mr.  SIKES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  all 
against  inflation,  but  nothing  effective  is 
being  done  about  it.  Now  let  us  quit  kid¬ 
ding  ourselves.  We  have  got  inflation, 
and  instead  of  the  vigorous  use  of  exist¬ 
ing  machinery  to  stop  it,  we  seem  to  be 
using  that  machinery  to  guarantee  con¬ 
tinued  price  increases.  We  have  not/ 
frozen  prices.  We  have  frozen  inflation 

If  the  people  in  Economic  Stabilization 
need  to  have  their  nerves  steeled  in  or¬ 
der  to  properly  do  their  job,  I/uggest 
that  they  get  out  and  talk  to  the  people, 
the  housewives  who  see  pricargoing  up, 
up,  up;  the  wage  earners  wno  toy  week 
after  week  to  stretch  then-  incomes  to 
cover  bare  necessities;  throse  in  the  fixed- 
income  brackets  who /ire  falling  behind 
with  their  bills  a  little  more  each  month. 

Inflation  is  no  £dy.  It  is  as  deadly  as 
the  threat  of  Russian  bullets,  perhaps 
deadlier.  We/nave  got  to  quit  playing 
with  the  ide#r'of  inflation  control  before 
it  is  too  late.  Economic  stability  is  the 
key  to  American  security.  We  are  letting 
it  slip  #way  from  us. 

Congress,  whose  Members  live  close  to 
the  people,  saw  this  threat  and  tried 
earnestly  last  summer  to  avoid  inflation. 


Wednesday,  March  7, 1951 

The  administration  refused  to  adopt  the 
curbs  which  would  at  that  time  have  been 
effective.  Curbs  then  would  have  hurt  a 
few  people,  but  they  would  have  averted 
this  thing  which  now  hurts  everybody. 
The  Government  still  has  the  power  to 
stop  inflation.  It  will  not  be  easy,  and 
the  present  half  measures  will  make  it 
more  difficult.  But  we  are  facing  ruin 
unless  someone  accepts  the  responsibility 
of  clamping  down,  and  clamping  down 
hard. 

IV-F  SCANDAL 

(Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Speaker,  is  there  an  IV-F  scandal?  The 
current  issue  of  Cosmopolitan  magazine 
tells  its  reading  public  that  there  is  such 
a  scandal,  in  an  article  which  states  that 
than  25  percent  of  men  between  19 
26  are  able  to  get  into  the  armedy 
services.  What  is  wrong  with  the  polic 
of  the.  armed  services  in  recruiting  and 
drafting  young  men  into  all  brammes? 
If  this  dfticle  is  true,  then  the/policy 
needs  a  thorough  going  over  bv/fche  Con¬ 
gress.  I  hope  that  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  wrl^take  cognizance  of  this 
before  recommending  a  draft  bill. 

My  attention  m^ny^/times  has  been 
called  by  my  constituents  to  injustices 
suffered  by  these  vdffug  men,  particu¬ 
larly  those  aspirihg  to\the  Air  Corps. 
Are  these  youns/men’s  lives  to  be  pawns 
at  the  whim  of  the  Defense  Department? 
Let  us  have  ,tnis  clarified  before  it  is  too 
late.  Everyone  realizes  that  ^e  must 
have  an.Army  and  Navy,  but  let  us  have 
a  sound'  policy  developing  it. 

CORRECTION  OF  THE  RECORD 

Ir.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  page 
?049  of  the  Record  of  yesterday,  March 
6,  is  recorded  the  unanimous  consent 
granted  me  to  extend  my  remarks  and 
include  a  speech  by  Dr.  Clarence  Decker. 
Dr.  Decker  is  erroneously  identified 
therein  as  president  of  the  Kansas  City 
Council  on  World  Affairs.  Dr.  Decker  is 
in  fact  the  distinguished  and  able  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  University  of  Kansas  City. 
Another  distinguished  citizen  of  Kansas 
City,  Mr.  Edgar  Shook,  is  president  of 
the  Kansas  City  Council  on  World 
Affairs,  the  organization  to  which  Dr. 
Decker  delivered  the  speech  In  question. 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  per¬ 
manent  Record  be  corrected  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BOLLING.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  in¬ 
formed  in  connection  with  the  same  ex¬ 
tension  that  it  will  exceed  two  pages  of 


the  Record  and  that  the  cost  is  estimated, 
to  be  $266.50.  Notwithstanding  tt 
fact,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  ifbe 
printed.  , 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
notwithstanding  the  cost,  the ^extension 
may  be  made. 

There  was  no  objection., 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

SCHOOL  LANJjfe  IN  ALASKA 

(Mr.  BARTLETT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.  ) 

Mr.  BARTLETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
today  introducing  a  bill  which,  if  enacted 
into  1  aWT  would  prevent  use  of  school 
lands/rn  Alaska  for  private  as  opposed 
to  public  interest. 

hope  the  bill  will  be  acted  upon 
Speedily. 

Back  in  1915  two  sections  in  every 
township  in  Alaska  were  reserved  for  the 
support  of  the  common  schools  of  the 
Territory.  Such  reservation  was  effec¬ 
tive  upon  completion  of  surveys.  The 
law  provided  that  the  land  could  be 
leased  for  agricultural  and  related  pur¬ 
poses.  In  1939  it  was  amended  and 
broadened  to  make  possible  leasing  of 
these  school  lands  for  the  timber  and 
minerals  they  contained.  The  1915  act 
specifically  provided  that  land  upon  sur¬ 
vey  found  to  be  mineral  in  character 
should  not  go  to  the  Territory,  but  this 
was  changed  with  the  1939  amendment 
and  the  mining  laws  of  the  United  States 
were  extended  to  such  lands. 

In  the  great  growth  and  development 
of  Alaska  which  has  taken  place  during 
recent  years  gravel  has  become  impor¬ 
tant  and  valuable.  In  one  school  section 
near  Anchorage,  the  largest  community 
the  Territory,  a  lease  arrangement 
ide  for  the  benefit  of  the  Territorial 
common  school  fund  has  been  dis¬ 
turbed  by  mining  claims  being  staked  out 
on  this  school  section.  Whether  or  not 
such  staking  will  be  sustained  in  court 
remains  to  be  seen.  If  it  is,  then  the 
gravel  which  is  conservatively  valued  at 
$2,000,000  will  go  to  private  individuals 
instead  of  to  the  Territorial  government, 
as  was  intended  A  Enactment  of  my  bill 
would  prevent  any  recurrence  of  that  In 
the  future. 

Public  feeling  in  Alaska  is  worked  up 
to  a  high  pitch  by  what  has  been  done. 
It  is  felt  that  the  public  good  has  been 
endangered  by  the  desire  for  private 
gain.  I  want  to  suggest  to  those  who  have 
staked  this  land  that  the  proper  thing 
for  them  to  do  is  to  relinquish  their 
claims  without  further  controversy. 
Such  action  would  be  applauded  and  is 
the  only  right  thing  to  do. 
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Boston,  Mass.,  February  5,  1951. 
genaor  James  E.  Murray, 

Senate  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  Senate  Office  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.:  / 

As  .^president  of  the  Association  of  Schools 
of  Public  Health,  which  includes  all  the 
schools  accredited  to  give  postgraduate  train¬ 
ing  in  Public  Health  in  this  country;  I  urge 
early  passage  of  the  Bill  S.  337  designed  to 
furnish  emergency  financial  assistance  for 
the  education  of  health  personnel.  I  con¬ 
sider  this  bill  absolutely  essential  to  en¬ 
able  the  schools  of  Public  Health  to  assist 
the  country  in  training  the  kpfy  personnel  re¬ 
quired  to  plan,  organize,  ap'd  operate  effec¬ 
tive  civil  and  military  health  programs  in 
the  present  emergency.  This  bill  is  also  im¬ 
portant  to  provide  emergency  assistance  to 
education  in  medicine,'  and  other  essential 
professions.  The  sclyiols  of  Public  Health 
are  located  at  the  -following  universities: 
California,  Columbia,  Harvard,  Johns  Hop¬ 
kins,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  North  Carolina, 
Pittsburgh,  Tularie,  and  Yale. 

James  Stevens  Simmons,  M.  D. 
Brigadier  (general,  United  States  Army 
( Retired ),  President,  Association  of 
Schools  of  Public  Health. 


Washington,  D.  C.,  February  27,  1951. 
Senator  /  Murray, 

Sedate  Office  Building, 

/  Washington,  D.  C.: 

Strongly  urge  your  support  of  S.  337,  to 
provide  Government  assistance  to  schools 
trsfinng  doctors,  nurses,  dentists.  Rural 
areas  are  desperately  short  of  health  serv- 
,ices  now.  Mobilization  making  situation 
'  worse. 

James  G.  Patton, 

President,  National  Farmers  Union. 
UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 


The  Senate  resumed  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  by  establishing  a  uni¬ 
versal  training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  Mr.  President,  in¬ 
asmuch  as  we  are  meeting  early  today, 
if  there  is  no  more  routine  business  to 
be  transacted,  I  shall  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  time  allotted 
under  the  unanimous -consent  agree¬ 
ment  entered  into  begin  to  run  immedi¬ 
ately  after  the  quorum  call. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

The  clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  vacated  and  that 
further  proceedings  thereunder  be  dis¬ 
pensed  with. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  .  The  time  for  de¬ 
bate  on  this  amendment  is  limited  to  1 
hohr,  the  time  to  be  divided  equally  and 
controlled,  respectively,  by  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon]  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]. 

Mr.  Cordon's  amendment  proposes  to 
strike  out  beginning  on  page  83,  line  3, 
and  page  84  down  to  and  including  line 
19,  reading  as  follows: 

(d)  (1)  The  President  is  authorized,  un¬ 
der  such  rules  and  regulations  as  be  may 


prescribe,  (A)  until  June  30,  1954,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  temporary  removal  from  active 
training  and  service  upon  completion  of 
their  Initial  periods  of  basic  training  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  not  to  exceed  75,000  per¬ 
sons  annually  in  order  to  permit  such  per¬ 
sons  to  engage  in  study  or  research  in  medi¬ 
cine,  dentistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  en¬ 
gineering,  the  humanities,  and  other  fields 
determined  by  him  to  be  in  the  national  in¬ 
terest  and  while  so  engaged  such  persons 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  military  serv¬ 
ice  (active  or  inactive)  for  any  purpose;  (B) 
to  suspend  for  such  persons  the  obligation 
to  complete  the  period  of  military  service 
required  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of 
this  title  until  the  completion  of  such  study 
or  research,  or  until  any  such  person  ceases 
satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  study  or  re¬ 
search,  whichever  is  the  earlier;  and  (C) 
upon  termination  of  such  period  of  suspen¬ 
sion,  or  at  any  time  within  not  more  than 
10  years  thereafter,  to  reorder  or  induct  such 
a  person  into  active  service  in  the  same  or 
another  armed  force  for  the  unserved  part 
of  the  period  of  service  required  under  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  unless 
such  person  performs  other  military  or  civil¬ 
ian  service  in  the  national  interest  for  a 
period  equivalent  to  such  period  of  service 
in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  President.  The  persons  temporarily 
removed  from  active  training  and  service  to 
engage  in  study  or  research  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  paragraph  shall  be  selected 
by  a  civilian  commission  to  be  composed 
of  five  members  to  be  appointed  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate.  Not  more  than  three  of  the 
members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  same  political  party.  The  per¬ 
sons  selected  by  the  Commission  to  engage 
in  study  or  research  shall  be  selected  upon 
a  competitive  basis  in  accordance  with 
standards  and  procedures  prescribed  by  the 
Commission.  The  President  is  authorized 
to  provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of 
the  costs  of  tuition,  books,  laboratory  fees, 
subsistence,  travel,  and  other  necessary  ex¬ 
penses  of  any  person  selected  to  engage  in 
such  study  and  research  as  the  Commis¬ 
sion  finds  that  such  person  is  unable  to  de¬ 
fray  without  undue  hardship. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  assure 
my  colleagues  that  I  do  not  lightly  take 
the  floor  at  this  time  to  present  my 
amendment.  I  appreciate,  as  I  am  sure 
the  other  Members  of  this  body  do,  the 
sincere,  long-continued  work  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  in  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  this  most  important  legislation. 
Having  had  an  opportunity,  at  least  cur¬ 
sorily,  to  look  over  the  hearings,  I  re¬ 
alize  how  voluminous  were  the  data,  and' 
how  complex  their  nature.  I  know  that 
the  committee  had  in  mind  one  thing, 
and  one  only:  to  submit  to  the  Senate 
the  best  answer  it  could  achieve  to  the 
pressing  and  emergent  necessities  of 
these  days. 

Mr.  President,  though  I  recognize  what 
the  committee  sought  to  do  and  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  something  of  the  sort  being 
done,  I  feel  deep  within  me  that  the  pro¬ 
vision  which  I  seek  to  strike  from  the 
bill  contains  a  discrimination  which 
should  not  be  present  in  any  legislation 
at  all,  or,  if  at  all,  then  only  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  absolute  necessity  for  it,  and  if 
that  be  a  matter  which  could  be  de¬ 
termined,  then  only  if  there  be  determi¬ 
nation  that  the  discrimination  is  work¬ 
able  in  its  operation.  Because  I  feel  that 
this  provision  answers  none  of  these  ne¬ 
cessities,  I  have  offered  my  amendment 
to  strike. 


Mr.  President,  I  think  we  are  all  agreed 
that  the  highest  service  any  citizen  can 
render  his  Government  is  rendered  when 
he  offers  his  body,  himself,  in  the  de¬ 
fense  of  his  country.  There  can  be  no 
greater  service  offered  by  any  human  to 
society.  I  know  that  the  members  of  the 
committee  had  that  thought  in  mind  al¬ 
ways  while  they  studied  the  problem  and 
drafted  the  bill.  I  wonder,  however,  if 
there  was  time  to  do  the  thing  as  well 
as  it  should  be  done.  I  wonder  if  the 
necessity  which  this  particular  provision 
in  the  bill  sought  to  meet  is  so  com¬ 
pelling  as  to  require  half-way  measures 
at  this  moment  when  full  measures  might 
be  taken  after  a  more  careful  consider¬ 
ation  of  this  particular  aspect  of  our 
problem. 

We  must  all  agree,  Mr.  President,  that 
the  ideal  we  seek,  the  ideal  that  should 
prevail  when  we  call  our  citizenship  to 
the  defense  of  the  country,  is  that  of 
equal  service  and  equal  sacrifice.  That 
the  ideal  cannot  be  achieved,  of  course, 
we  know;  but  we  can  at  least  achieve  as 
much  of  it  as  is  humanly  possible. 

The  provision  which  I  seek  to  strike 
from  the  bill  is  that  which  provides  for 
the  equivalent  of  deferment  of  a  group 
not  in  excess  of  75,000  persons  from  the 
service — not  from  training,  but  from 
service — in  order  that  those  constituting 
this  group  may  pursue  studies  in  the 
fields  of  the  healing  profession,  the  sci¬ 
ences,  and  the  humanities.  The  thought, 
of  course,  is :  Are  we  now,  at  the  very  end 
of  a  war,  which  in  itself  did  unquestion¬ 
ably  deplete  our  trained  personnel,  in 
the  sciences  particularly,  again  to  call 
men  to  service  and  not  make  provision 
for  exception  of  a  sufficient  number  of 
those  who  otherwise  would  be  called  to 
active  military  service  so  that  we  may 
have  a  continuing  group  of  trained  minds 
to  carry  on  the  highly  specialized  and 
technical  necessities  of  government,  war 
or  no  war? 

Mr.  President,  no  one  can  question  the 
necessity  for  providing  for  that  sort  of 
a  group.  My  objection  to  the  provision 
goes  to  the  proposition  that  we  have  no 
assurance  that  we  can  secure  such  a 
group  by  the  procedure  proposed  in  the 
bill.  My  objection  goes  to  the  proposi¬ 
tion  that  when  by  the  words  of  the  law 
we  select  the  group  we  eliminate  them 
from  any  service  following  the  basic 
training  period.  The  bill  provides  that 
thereafter  for  a  period  of  time  they  are 
subject  to  sei’vice;  they  are  further  sub¬ 
ject  thereafter  for  an  additional  period 
of  time  to  direction  of  the  Government 
in  either  military  or  civilian  life. 

Mr.  President,  the  provision,  requiring 
service  after  training,  is  in  the  bill  but 
that  the  group  will  never  go  into  active 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  is  a  foregone 
conclusion.  If  at  this  moment  we  need 
to  take  75,000  for  medical  and  scientific 
training,  because  we  feel  that  up  to 
75,000  men  are  needed  for  such  purpose, 
how  silly  it  is  to  say  that  after  we  have 
trained  them,  we  should  then  waste  them 
on  the  battlefield,  if  that  be  waste.  Of 
course,  we  will  not  do  that,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident. 
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The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  wonder  if  my  friend 
will  permit  me  to  finish  the  general 
discussion,  after  which  I  shall  be  glad  to 
yield  if  I  have  time  remaining. 

Mr.  President,  what  is  really  proposed 
to  be  done  is  to  establish  a  board  to  con¬ 
sider  the  cases  of  the  18-year-olds,  after 
they  are  inducted,  during  the  period  of 
time  they  are  in  training,  and  by  com¬ 
petitive  examination,  and  such  other 
procedures  as  the  beard  may  determine 
to  be  appropriate,  to  select  up  to  75,000 
young  men  to  be  taken  immediately  out 
of  the  training  period — which  is  of  no  use 
to  them — and  placed  in  colleges,  in  in¬ 
stitutions  of  higher  learning,  to  aid  in 
providing,  let  us  say,  a  backlog  of 
specialists  for  future  use.  I  think  we 
can  forget  the  other  provisions.  The 
legal  obligation  is  there,  but  the  practi¬ 
cal  aspects  of  the  matter  indicate  that 
the  legal  provisions  will  never  become 
practical  realities. 

Mr.  President,  the  point  I  wish  to  make 
above  all  others  is  that  if  we  may  assume 
the  necessity  of  taking  out  this  group, 
this  reservoir,  for  specialized  training, 
we  must  still  face  what  to  me  is  an  in¬ 
controvertible  fact,  namely,  that  it  is 
beyond  human  ability  to  pick  that  group 
from  18-year-old  young  men  just  finish¬ 
ing  high  school.  The  yardsticks  for  such 
selection  are  not  available.  Of  course 
a  competitive  examination  may  indicate 
the  most  brilliant  mentally  in  the  group; 
but  when  we  have  done  that,  we  have  no 
way  of  determining  how  many  of  them 
already  have  reached  the  very  flower  of 
their  progress  and  development.  We 
know  by  our  own  experience  that  many 
persons  develop  more  rapidly  than  oth¬ 
ers  do,  many  persons  come  to  the  full 
fruition  of  their  mental  ability  more  rap¬ 
idly  than  do  others.  We  know  that 
many  who  blossom  and  appear  as  prod¬ 
igies,  later  on  drop  back  into,  let  us  say, 
the  common  herd.  We  know  that  there 
are  many  others  whose  development  is 
more  gradual,  and  who  may  reach  mid¬ 
dle  life  before  the  full  value  of  their 
minds  in  their  application  is  known  or 
becomes  effective.  So  we  have  more  to 
consider  than  merely  what  can  come 
from  a  competitive  examination. 

The,  Mr.  President,  there  are  some 
other  factors  which  need  attention. 
What  about  character?  What  about  the 
moral  strength  that  is  needed  when  we 
educate  specialists  and  prepare  them  to 
assume  the  highest  responsibilities  of 
citizenship?  We  wish  to  know  that  they 
have  the  basic  soundness  of  character 
that  will  keep  them  fully  useful  and 
fully  loyal  to  the  United  States  of 
America.  We  cannot  know  that  when 
they  are  at  age  18. 

Mr.  President,  we  also  know,  and  all 
history  has  shown,  that  many  and  many 
and  many  of  the  greatest  minds  the 
world  has  ever  known  never  could  have 
passed  any  sort  of  examination  of  the 
type  here  contemplated  for  those  in  the 
group  at  age  18. 

The  other  day  I  picked  up  the  Read¬ 
er’s  Digest,  and  in  it  I  read  of  a  young 
man  by  the  name  of  David  Marshall 
Williams,  who  at  the  age  of  20  was  an 


inmate  of  a  penitentiary,  and  who  prior 
to  that  time  had  lived  back  in  the  hills 
of  one  of  the  Carolinas,  where  he  was 
a  moonshiner.  Mr.  President,  had  we 
had  this  kind  of  draft  and  rule,  at  the 
age  of  18  he  would  not  have  been  one 
of  those  deferred  for  special  training. 
However,  later  in  his  life  he  became  one 
of  the  most  useful  citizens  of  America. 
One  of  his  inventions  increased  the  fire 
power  of  the  doughboy  by  at  least  one- 
third.  Today  he  has  52  inventions  in 
the  field  of  arms.  He  presented  to  the 
American  Government  the  model  of  an 
automatic  gun,  after  all  the  ordnance 
specialists,  those  who  would  have  been 
deferred,  the  technologists,  had  failed  to 
do  so.  All  the  experts  in  the  arms 
companies  could  not  do  it,  but  the  ex¬ 
moonshiner  did  it. 

I  realize  that  perhaps  that  is  an  ex¬ 
treme  exception,  just  as  is  the  case  of 
another  man,  also  mentioned  in  the  same 
edition  of  the  Reader’s  Digest  under  the 
heading  “Mister  Doctor,”  a  gentleman 
by  the  name  of  Edgar  Burchell.  At  the 
age  of  17,  Edgar  Burchell  was  mopping 
floors  in  a  hospital.  Today,  Edgar  Bur¬ 
chell — who  never  saw  a  medical  school, 
so  far  as  training  is  concerned,  and  has 
no  degrees  except  those  which  come 
from  the  university  of  hard  knocks — is  a 
lecturer  to  the  finest  specialists  in  eye 
and  ear  diseases  in  the  world.  He  has 
no  degree;  he  had  no  special  training  at 
the  expense  of  any  government  or  of 
anyone  else.  Let  me  read  what  Mr. 
Burchell  has  said  in  recent  years.  I 
read  now  a  portion  of  the  article: 

A  few  years  ago  at  his  home  in  Larchmont, 
N.  Y.,  Burchell  organized  a  group  of  delin¬ 
quent  boys  into  a  scout  troop  and  taught 
them  chemistry,  hygiene,  and  first  aid.  “I’m 
glad  to  help  those  boys,”  he  says.  “Maybe 
one  of  them  will  grow  up  to  be  a  regular 
M.  D.  who  can  give  medical  advice  to  patients. 
That’s  more  than  I  can  do.  The  only  people 
I  can  give  medical  advice  to  are  doctors  and 
students.” 

Mr.  President,  those  are  but  two  ex¬ 
amples.  Edison  is  another.  The  Rail 
Splitter  himself,  is  another.  We  could 
go  on  through  the  list  of  those  whom  this 
kind  of  an  examination  could  not  touch, 
just  as  it  would  not  touch  any  of  those 
who  are  exempted  because  of  physical 
disabilities,  among  whom  we  probably 
shall  find  a  greater  percentage  of  good 
minds  than  we  shall  find  among  the  ones 
who  are  accepted. 

Mr.  President,  this  exemption  takes 
no  account  of  those  who  are  selected 
under  the  present  Science  Foundation 
Act  for  scientific  study.  It  takes  no  con¬ 
sideration  whatever  of  those  who  may 
have  been  selected  and  given  special 
scholarships  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission. 

It  is  perfectly  plain  to  all  of  us  who 
have  given  careful  consideration  to  the 
matter  that  there  are  only  remote  proba¬ 
bilities  that  a  minor  fraction  of  those 
who  may  be  exempted  from  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  their  their  country 
for  the  purpose  of  this  training  will 
achieve  the  type  of  mental  and  moral 
leadership  that  it  is  necessary  for  them 
to  achieve  if  they  are  to  give  our  coun¬ 
try  what  it  needs  in  those  fields. 

I  am  one  of  those  who  believe  that  no 
one  should  ever  stand  on  his  feet  and 


indulge  in  criticism  that  is  wholly  de¬ 
structive;  and  at  this  moment  one  could 
say  that  what  I  have  said  comes  very 
close  to  that  field.  I  say  to  you,  Mr. 
President,  that  we  can  take  all  the  75,000 
boys,  and  give  them,  first,  the  training 
and,  next,  the  service;  and  they  will  still 
be  only  20  years  of  age.  There  will  still 
be  adequate  time  in  which  to  send  them 
to  college.  There  will  be  time  to  follow 
some  such  procedure  as  that  which  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Capehart] 
has  suggested,  namely,  that  of  putting 
them  into  college  and  then  weeding 
them  out,  after  letting  them  mature. 
Even  though  these  boys  go  into  the  serv¬ 
ice,  even  though  they  go  into  active  serv¬ 
ice,  certainly  we  know  that  all  of  them 
will  not  lie  somewhere  on  a  battlefield. 
The  very  great  majority  of  them  will  re¬ 
turn.  It  may  well  be  that  not  a  single 
boy  called  under  this  act  for  years  will 
ever  see  real  battle.  They  will  have  of¬ 
fered  themselves;  they  will  be  available; 
they  will  be  trained;  they  will  have  un¬ 
dergone  the  active  service  which  only 
can  make  good  soldiers.  However,  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  at  the  end  of  two  more  years 
we  shall  have  a  better  chance  of  mak¬ 
ing  a  wise  selection.  Even  though  the 
75,000  may  have  been  depleted  in  num¬ 
bers  in  actual  battle,  from  the  remainder 
of  them  and  from  the  remainder  of  those 
who  would  not  previously  have  been 
chosen,  but  who  may  have  more  ability 
than  any  of  the  75,000,  we  shall  be  able 
to  choose,  and  choose  wisely,  when  the 
yardsticks  are  available  to  us,  based  on 
the  development  of  the  maturity  of  the 
boys. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  must  have  this 
sort  of  exemption  at  all,  let  us  use  it  at  a 
time  when  we  can  get  the  most  out  of  it. 
At  this  time  let  us  delete  this  provision 
from  the  bill  and  then  enact  the  bill,  for 
we  need  it  now. 

If  any  specially  equipped  geniuses 
show  up,  the  President  may  defer  them. 
He  may  defer  them  under  the  terms  of 
the  bill  as  it.  We  lose  nothing,  and  we 
gain  immeasurably.  We  gain  for  the 
boys  who  are  called  into  the  service,  be¬ 
cause  they  will  not  feel  that  there  are 
others  who  have  been  relieved  of  service 
and  that  they  themselves  are  standing  in 
the  front  line  in  lieu  of  others  who  might 
have  been  there.  We  shall  have  gained 
by  letting  the  75,000  come  out  at  the  end 
of  their  terms  of  service,  knowing  that 
they  have  rendered  the  full  quota  of  the 
highest  service  they  could  ever  render 
to  their  country.  By  eliminating  the 
provision,  we  achieve  these  ends.  By 
leaving  in  the  provision,  we  may  defeat 
them. 

Mr.  CARLSON  and  Mr.  JOHNSON  of 
Texas  addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield;  and,  if 
so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
going  to  have  to  cut  my  time  short.  How 
much  time  do  I  have,  please? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  has  8  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Kansas,  and  I  will  then 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Texas.  I  ask 
Senators,  please  do  not  take  more  time 
than  is  necessary. 
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Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  if  the 
Senator  will  permit,  I  desire  to  introduce 
into  the  Record  two  sentences,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  his  splendid  statement. 
They  are  from  a  statement  by  Dr.  Harold 
W.  Dodds,  president  of  Princeton  Uni¬ 
versity,  found  at  page  46  of  the  hearings 
on  Senate  bill  1.  Dr.  Dodds  said : 

To  make  college  a  haven  of  refuge  for  even 
the  brightest  students  In  these  broader  fields 
not  Immediately  pointed  to  the  defense 
effort  would  destroy  their  moral  Influence 
and  capacities  as  future  leaders  of  our 
democracy.  To  protect  a  young  man  from 
the  necessity  of  national  service  just  because 
he  happens  to  be  bright  and  scholarly  in¬ 
clined,  as  some  have  suggested,  would  be  bad 
for  him  and  destructive  of  his  leadership 
possibilities. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas  and  Mr. 
BRICKER  addressed  the  chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  want  to  answer  the  statement  of 
Dr.  Dodds? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No.  I 
wanted  to  ask  the  Senator  two  questions. 
First,  I  wanted  him  to  comment  on  the 
point  raised  by  the  Senator  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Will  the  Senator  com¬ 
ment  in  his  own  time,  since  I  have  but 
8  minutes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  wanted  to 
point  out  that  Dr.  Dodds  testified - 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  can  have 
what  remains  of  the  hour.  I  have  but 
8  minutes  left. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  There  is  a 
similar  amendment.  As  I  understand, 
they  both  have  the  same  objective. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  floor.  Please  let  me  suggest  to  my 
colleague,  the  Senator  from  Texas,  that 
he  bring  up  the  questions  in  his  own 
time.  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  answer 
them  as  well  as  I  can,  and  I  should  like 
to  reserve  a  few  minutes  of  my  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
yield  me  1  minute? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  the  Senator 
1  minute. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Had  I  had  the  time,  I 
should  have  been  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]  has  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  understand  has  the  same 
objective  as  the  amendment  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon,  except  that  the 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
has  been  perfected  to  include  page  num¬ 
bers  and  lines.  I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  from  Oregon  Would  have  any 
objection  to  inserting  that  parallel 
amendment,  because,  if  it  should  be 
adopted,  it  would  have  the  pages  and 
lines  numbered  correctly. 

Mr.  CORDON.  The  Senator  from 
Oregon  called  attention  to  both  the  pages 
and  the  lines  in  his  amendment,  which 
reads : 

Strike  out  all  of  page  83,  and  page  84,  down 
to  and  including  line  19. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  But  the 
Senator  does  not  renumber  the  following 
paragraphs  accordingly. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Oh,  that  technical 
matter  I  am  sure  the  chairman  will  take 


care  of  when  the  bill  is  passed.  If  there 
should  be  any  difficulty,  I  shall  be  glad 
to  cooperate. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  yield  for  a  very 
brief  statement? 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
have  the  time  now.  Had  I  known  the 
Senator  desired  to  speak,  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  cut  my  speech  down.  If 
the  Senator,  representing  the  committee, 
will  go  forward,  I  shall  be  glad  to  confer 
with  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  That  is  satisfactory. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  StennisL 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Mississippi  is  recognized  for 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  while 
attending  the  hearings  on  the  pending 
bill,  I  was  very  much  impressed  with  the 
idea  that  some  provision  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  bill  which  would  insure  a 
continuous  flow  of  scientific  students. 
One  reason  why  it  impressed  me  was  that 
I  believe  we  feel  now  the  injurious  effects 
of  having  failed  to  follow  that  course  in 
World  War  II.  But  the  principal  thing 
which  impressed  me  about  the  matter 
was  that  it  is  on  this  very  basis  that  we 
are  expecting  to  win  superiority  in  the 
sciences  and  in  technical  training.  That 
is  our  hope.  Our  reliance  is  not  on  man¬ 
power  alone;  it  is  not  on  sea  power  as 
such,  or  on  any  other  kind  of  power, 
except  as  that  power  may  be  generated 
by  our  superior  technique,  our  superior 
technical  knowledge  and  scientific  train¬ 
ing  and  scientific  know-how.  It  seems 
to  me  that,  at  the  expense  of  what  we 
might  want  to  do,  we  absolutely  must 
provide  for  a  flow  of  men  who  have  the 
type  of  mind  that  can  and  will  take  this 
training.  We  cannot  create  a  scientist 
or  make  a  scientist  overnight.  It  re¬ 
quires  a  type  of  mind.  It  is  not  a  matter 
of  deferment  to  a  college.  The  provision 
is  not  proposed  for  the  sake  of  any  indi¬ 
vidual  or  group.  If  it  were,  I  should  be 
wholeheartedly  against  it.  It  is  solely  to 
provide  for  filling  the  need  of  having  a 
continuous  flow  of  trained  scientific  men 
in  the  field  of  industry.  Think  of  the 
engineers  and  other  scientific  men  re¬ 
quired  by  our  great  industrial  production. 
Think  of  the  biologists,  of  the  physicists, 
and  of  the  chemists. 

Mr.  President,  our  entire  superiority  is 
based  upon  the  scientific  concept  and  the 
technical  know-how.  I  was  impressed 
recently  with  one  of  the  statements  made 
by  the  mayor  of  Berlin  at  a  luncheon 
here,  in  which  he  was  asked  the  question, 
“How  many  top  scientists  are  left  in 
eastern  Germany?”  He  said,  “There 
aren’t  any  left.”  He  estimated  that 
about  6, 800  of  the  top  scientific  men  have 
been  taken  from  east  Germany  to  Russia. 
That  emphasizes  the  need  of  the  Rus¬ 
sian  leaders  and  their  thinking  and  their 
plans  for  scientific  men.  It  emphasizes 
that  they  recognize  this  need  and  it  em¬ 
phasizes  over  and  over  again  wherein  our 
superiority  lies. 

We  may  disagree  as  to  methods,  but 
let  us  not  sever  the  life  line  which  would 
supply  a  continuity  of  the  training  of 
men  who  have  had  the  type  of  mind  re¬ 
quired.  It  makes  no  difference  where 


they  are  from,  or  who  they  are,  or  what 
college  they  attend,  or  whether  they 
have  served  their  2  years.  Their  time 
will  come.  Let  us  take  advantage  of 
men  possessing  that  type  of  mind,  which 
is  the  greatest  asset  I  think  we  have,  and 
let  us  train  them  during  the  period  when 
they  are  most  susceptible  to  proper 
training. 

There  is  another  thing  shown  by  the 
evidence,  which  surprised  me.  One  of 
the  scientists  testified  that  a  great  deal 
of  top  thinking  in  the  development  of 
the  atomic  bomb  was  done  by  men  who 
were  under  30  years  of  age.  That  indi¬ 
cates  that  we  cannot  depend  for  all  the 
thinking  in  this  work  upon  men  who 
have  attained  the  age  of  40  or  50  years, 
whom  we  consider  as  more  mature.  It 
was  testified  in  the  hearings  that  it  was 
when  their  minds  were  young  that  men 
did  some  of  their  top  thinking  along 
these  lines.  We  know  that  it  is  when 
men  are  young  and  impressionable  that 
they  must  be  trained,  because,  a'  few 
years  later,  it  is  too  late. 

For  these  reasons  I  think  we  would 
make  a  great  mistake  if  we  did  not  pro¬ 
vide  some  measure  to  insure  a  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  flow  of  trained  scientific  men. 
In  addition  to  the  strict  scientists,  we 
must  have,  of  course,  the  medical  men, 
the  dental  men,  the  pre-m‘eds,  and  the 
pre-dental. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  hope  I  shall  not  consume  all  of 
that  time.  Notwithstanding  the  pains¬ 
taking  efforts  of  the  committee,  and  the 
explanation  given  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  there  is  much  misunder¬ 
standing  about  the  section  covered  by 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Oregon. 

The  purpose  of  the  section  of  the  bill 
under  consideration  is  to  make  sure 
that  the  United  States  will  maintain  its 
production  and  scientific  superiority. 
The  committee  makes  no  pretense  of 
being  the  final  judge  of  the  best  way  to 
accomplish  that  result,  but  the  commit¬ 
tee  did  attempt  to  call  before  it  all  the 
outstanding  authorities  it  could  get  to 
come  to  give  us  their  recommendations 
on  this  particular  point. 

We  are  confronted  with  this  kind  of 
situation:  The  junior  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  [Mr.  Morse]  offered  an  amendment 
which  would  double  the  number  of  stu¬ 
dents  deferred  under  the  committee  bill. 
The  senior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon]  offers  an  amendment  which 
would  eliminate  the  provision  entirely. 

This  is  one  part  of  the  bill  which 
caused  us  a  great  deal  of  concern,  be¬ 
cause,  as  Members  of  the  Senate  know, 
the  President  now  cannot  only  defer 
75,000  but  175,000,  or  275,000,  or  what¬ 
ever  number  the  President  may  decide 
to  defer. 

Some  of  the  scientists  and  some  of 
the  leaders  in  production  felt  that  rather 
than  defer  persons  indiscriminately, 
without  any  set  of  standards,  it  would 
be  better  to  set  up  a  board,  consisting 
of  perhaps  the  outstanding  medical  man 
in  the  country,  the  outstanding  dentist, 
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the  outstanding  engineer,  and  the  like, 
have  them  take  a  look  at  our  national 
needs  in  their  fields,  and  let  them  deter¬ 
mine  the  standard  of  selection  which 
should  be  used,  and  then  let  the  selec¬ 
tions  be  made  on  a  strictly  competitive, 
nonpolitical  basis. 

The  committee,  troubled  as  it  was  with 
the  viewpoint  of  one  group  that  75,000 
was  not  near  the  number  which  should 
be  fixed,  and  the  viewpoint  of  a  very  few 
other  people  that  perhaps  we  should 
leave  the  matter  entirely  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  finally  determined  that  the  weight 
of  the  evidence  dictated  the  selection  of 
not  to  exceed  75,000. 

I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  Mem- 
bei’s  of  the  Senate  to  some  statements 
upon  which  the  committee  based  its 
action.  Dr.  Vannevar  Bush  testified 
that — 

In  the  transition  period— 

That  is,  the  next  3  years — 
in  order  to  keep  a  proper  flow  of  scientific 
and  technical  men,  I  feel  we  have  to  com¬ 
promise  and  send  some  men  directly  without 
camp  training  for  that  purpose.  I  feel  sure — 
I  think  75,000 — covers  it. 

Mr.  Dunlap  C.  Clark,  of  the  United 
States  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  which  we  rely  on  to  keep  the  pro¬ 
duction  lines  going,  testified  as  follows: 

The  President  should  be  authorized  to  re¬ 
lease  from  active  service,  after  basic  train¬ 
ing,  75,000  inductees  per  year  to  permit  them 
to  study  or  conduct  research  in  medicine, 
science,  engineering,  and  allied  fields. 

Dr.  Harold  W.  Dodds,  the  president  of 
Princeton  University,  to  whom  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Kansas  refei'red,  said: 

I  do  endorse  heartily  the  proposals  which 
have  been  submitted  to  you.  *  *  *  No 

other  proposal  that  I  have  seen  or  been  able 
to  dream  up  myself  provides  the  element  of 
long-term  durability  which  I  think  is  neces¬ 
sary,  with  a  minimum  of  possible  violence  to 
higher  education. 

Dr.  Ralph  W.  McDonald,  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Education  Association  of  the 
United  States,  said : 

We  strongly  favor  the  provisions  suggested 
in  section  6  (d)  (1)  that  would  authorize 
the  selection  of  at  least  75,000  young  men 
annually  for  college  study. 

Mr.  President,  the  representatives  of 
the  great  medical  institutions  testified 
that  several  thousand  young  men  each 
year  must  be  fed  into  the  medical  pipe¬ 
line  if  we  are  to  have  an  adequate  sup¬ 
ply  of  doctors.  The  representatives  of 
the  dental  association  testified  that  it 
is  necessary  to  provide  an  annual  reser¬ 
voir  of  about  5,000  students  from  which 
to  select  the  entering  dental  class  each 
year. 

Dr.  Stockton  Kimball,  chairman  of  the 
joint  committee  on  medical  education 
in  time  of  national  emergency,  said  : 

To  supply  the  students  needed  by  the 
medical  schools  alone  will  require  that  at 
least  10,000  to  12,000  men  enter  college  each 
year.  *  *  *  We  understand  that  last 

year  50,000  engineers  were  graduated  and 
were  immediately  employed. 

Mr.  President,  the  problem  before  the 
committee  was  a  difficult  one.  Some 
wanted  the  sky  to  be  the  limit.  Some 
wanted  no  provision  whatever  made. 
The  problem  which  confronts  us  is 
shown  by  the  amendments  offered  by 
the  Senators  representing  the  State  of 


Oregon.  The  junior  Senator  from 
Oregon  seeks  to  double  the  75,000.  The 
senior  Senator  from  Oregon  desires  to 
cut  out  the  75,000  entirely.  But  the 
committee,  after  considering  the  state¬ 
ments  of  the  doctors,  the  dentists,  the 
engineers,  the  United  States  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  and  the  outstanding  educa¬ 
tors  of  the  Nation,  finally  concluded  that 
it  would  be  dangerous  not  to  make  some 
provision  for  a  constant  inflow  into  the 
pipeline  if  we  are  to  maintain  produc¬ 
tion  and  scientific  superiority  about 
which  America  now  boasts. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No,  I  de¬ 
cline  to  yield. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  is  not  the 
purpose  of  the  committee  to  select  the 
specific  persons  to  go  to  Specific  schools 
or  to  study  specific  courses.  It  was  the 
purpose  of  the  committee  to  authorize 
the  setting  up  of  machinery  which  would 
provide  for  the  selection  of  students  on  a 
competitive  basis,  with  a  nonpolitical 
board  in  charge,  the  members  of  which 
would  have  to  be  confirmed  by  the 
Senate. 

The  proposal  of  the  committee  has  not 
satisfied  everyone,  but  those  it  has  not 
satisfied  are  mainly  those  who  wish  to 
increase  the  75,000  to  100,000,  or  150,000, 
or  some  higher  figure.  The  committee 
feels  that,  after  experience  under  the 
plan,  we  may  well  have  to  take  a  good 
look  at  the  results,  and  perhaps  we  will 
find  that  75,000  is  an  inadequate  figure, 
that  we  should  readjust  it  as  a  result  of 
experience. 

I  do  feel  that  in  order  to  a’ssure  the 
scientific  needs  of  this  great  Nation, 
standards  should  be  set  up,  not  by  politi¬ 
cal  leaders,  but  by  professional  leaders. 
Standards  should  be  established  for  the 
selection  of  men  to  go  into  the  study  of 
the  professions. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  not  be  agreed  to.  I  reserve  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  my  time. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question  before 
he  takes  his  seat? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to 
the  Senator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  With  reference  to  the 
provision  for  the  deferment  of  the 
75,000,  or  some  figure  thereunder,  there 
has  been  inquiry  from  some  of  the  junior 
colleges  which  have  very  fine  curricula. 
Will  they  be  excluded  from  this  program 
merely  because  they  do  not  give  bacca¬ 
laureate  degrees? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  It  is  my 
understanding  that  they  will  not  be  ex¬ 
cluded.  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
the  committee  does  not  provide  for  the 
deferment  of  these  men.  It  merely  sus¬ 
pends  for  a  period  of  time,  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest,  the  utilization  of  their 
services. 

If  the  Senate  desires  to  reject  the  ad¬ 
vice  of  the  medical  experts,  reject  the 
advice  of  the  scientific  men,  the  advice 
of  the  labor  leaders,  and  the  advice  of 
the  production  leaders,  which  has  been 
given  to  the  committee,  and  upon  which 
the  committee  acted,  and  say.  “No:  we 


are  not  going  to  have  any  standards,  we 
are  not  going  to  have  any  authorities 
in  the  medical  field  step  in  and  aid  in 
the  selection  of  these  people.”  The  Sen¬ 
ate  certainly  has  that  right.  But,  if  we 
are  to  be  assured  of  the  necessary  inflow 
into  the  pipeline  of  the  scientific  per¬ 
sonnel  we  need,  the  doctors,  the  dentists, 
the  physicists,  the  engineers,  I  believe  it 
would  be  very  wise  to  follow  the  out¬ 
standing  doctors,  the  outstanding  indus¬ 
trialists,  the  outstanding  educators,  the 
outstanding  engineers,  the  United  States 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  all  those 
who  have  had  great  experience  in  this 
field. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  rejected  overwhelmingly. 

Mr.  STENNIS  and  Mr.  WATKINS  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Texas  yield;  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  to 
the  member  of  the  committee,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  Senator  under¬ 
stands,  does  he  not,  that  there  is  no  ef¬ 
fort  on  the  part  of  the  committee, 
through  the  bill,  to  direct  the  action  of 
any  man?  Each  man  can  do  as  he 
pleases,  can  he  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  has  said, 
it  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  bill  to  se¬ 
lect  the  specific  persons  to  be  deferred, 
the  specific  schools  to  be  affected,  the 
specific  courses  of  instruction.  The  pur¬ 
pose  is  to  let  the  outstanding  men  of  the 
United  States  determine  what  our  na¬ 
tional  medical  needs  are,  what  our  na¬ 
tional  scientific  needs  are,  and  to  have 
the  students  selected  on  a  scientific, 
nonpolitical,  competitive  basis.  That 
was  almost  the  unanimous  recommen¬ 
dation  made  to  the  committee  by  the 
outstanding  men  of  this  country,  and  I 
do  not  believe  the  Senate  will  disre¬ 
gard  their  recommendations. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Will  the  Senator 
yield  for  a  question  for  information? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  The  Senator  men¬ 
tioned  the  fact  that  the  Pi'esident  now 
has  the  power  to  defer  many  times  more 
men  than  are  covered  by  this  provision 
of  the  bill.  If  this  provision  shall  be 
agreed  to,  and  become  a  part  of  the  law, 
will  the  President  have  that  power? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Pres¬ 
ident  will  still  have  it.  The  purpose  of 
the  provision  in  the  bill  is  to  guarantee 
a  sort  of  necessary  cushion  for  the  next 
3  years. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Why  did  not  the 
committee  provide  that  the  President 
must  follow  something  of  that  order  in 
his  deferments? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  did  not 
hear  the  Senator’s  question. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Why  did  not  the 
committee  provide  that  the  President  in 
his  deferments  would  have  to  follow  a 
pattern  similar  to  the  one  set  forth  in 
the  committee’s  provision? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  com¬ 
mittee  did  not  feel  it  was  necessary  to 
do  so.  It  felt  that  the  local  boards, 
who  knew  the  situation  better,  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  Selective  Serv- 
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ice,  could  work  out  the  problem  on  a 
local  basis.  That  might  not  be  true  in 
the  case  of  doctors,  because  the  local 
boards  may  not  have  all  the  necessary 
information  available  on  a  national 
basis.  Neither  would  it  be  true  in  the 
case  of  engineers.  Therefore  we  felt 
that  the  plan  proposed  with  respect  to 
doctors,  dentists,  scientists,  and  members 
of  certain  professions  would  give  better 
assurance  of  a  workable  plan,  and  that 
it  would  be  the  best  plan  to  put  into 
operation. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
one  further  question.  I  am  trying  to 
develop  some  information  on  this  point. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not 
doubt  that  the  Senator  from  Utah  is 
trying  to  develop  some  information. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Does  not  the  Presi¬ 
dent  now  have  the  power  to  keep  these 
boys  in  school? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Presi- 
dent#can  defer  all  of  them  if  he  wants 
to  do  so.  The  committee’s  provision 
would  simply  guarantee  a  minimum.  It 
would  be  limited  to  75,000,  who  would  be 
selected  in  the  manner  provided. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Texas  remember  that  in  his  direct  ex¬ 
amination,  Mr.  McGrath,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Education,  was  asked  by  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee  whether 
he  had  participated  in  the  preparation 
of  the  plan? 

At  page  557  of  the  transcript  of  the 
testimony  the  Commissioner  of  Educa¬ 
tion  responded: 

Yes,  sir.  We  have  had  discussions  for  the 
last  4  or  5  months  on  this  and  related  mat¬ 
ters. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  HUNT.  May  I  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  one  further  question? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Is  the  Senator  familiar 
with  the  fact  that  of  the  49  witnesses 
who  testified  on  this  feature  of  the  bill, 
36  testified  favorably  to  the  bill,  and  13 
were  not  in  full  accord  with  the  bill,  but 
protested  only  on  the  ground  that  they 
thought  perhaps  75,000  was  not  a  suffi¬ 
cient  number? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Will  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield  me  half  a 
minute? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  half  a  minute 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  made  a  correct 
statement.  So  far  as  the  chairman  re¬ 
members,  the  viewpoint  now  advanced 
by  the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Cordon]  was  advanced  by  no  witness 
who  appeared  before  the  committee. 
The  viewpoint  of  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  was  advanced 
to  the  committee.  Most  of  the  wit¬ 
nesses  thought  75,000  was  too  small  a 
number.  I  cannot  at  the  moment  recall 
that  any  of  the  educators  or  business 
people  advocated  that  the  whole  section 


be  eliminated.  They  never  went  that 
far. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  should  like  to  ask  one 
further  question. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  inquire  of  the  Chair 
how  much  time  I  have  remaining. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  7  minutes  re¬ 
maining.  The  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Cordon]  has  7  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  junior  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mitted  a  similar  amendment  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  senior  Senator 
from  Oregon.  My  amendment  is  at  the 
desk.  I  paid  my  respects  to  this  plap  at 
page  2075  of  the  Record,  on  Tuesday  of 
this  week.  Mr.  President,  if  any  exemp¬ 
tion  is  to  be  made,  I  believe  it  should  be 
made  in  the  community  by  the  local 
draft  boards,  who  know  the  needs  of  the 
community.  I  would  much  rather  trust 
a  local  draft  board  than  any  Presiden¬ 
tial  board  appointed  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  uniform  or  Nation-wide  ex¬ 
emption. 

The  plan  as  proposed  is  wholly  un¬ 
workable.  It  is  impossible  for  any  board 
or  any  man  to  say  whether  a  student, 
before  he  enters  college  or  after  he  has 
been  in  college  will  make  a  great  sci¬ 
entist  or  a  great  doctor.  It  is  impossible 
to  tell  even  after  he  gets  out  of  college. 
I  for  one  am  not  willing  to  turn  our 
society  into  a  mechanistic  or  militaristic 
society,  at  least  at  this  time.  Perhaps 
at  some  time  in  the  future  it  may  be 
necessary  to  do  so  for  survival.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  do  so  at  this  hour. 

Furthermore,  under  a  program  of  this 
kind  we  might  very  well  be  educating 
Klaus  Fuchses  or  Alger  Hisses  who  after 
being  educated,  might  turn  out  to  be 
traitors  to  their  countries,  as  many  of 
them  have  for  a  number  of  different 
reasons.  The  plan  might  send  into  serv¬ 
ice  some  patriotic  boys  who  might  make 
far  better  doctors.  The  program  is  en¬ 
tirely  unworkable.  It  is  unfair.  It  is  un¬ 
fair  to  the  boys  who  are  sent  into  serv¬ 
ice,  because  they  might  make  just  as 
good  doctors,  citizens,  and  scientists  as 
those  who  are  exempted  by  the  board. 
It  is  likewise  unfair  to  the  boys  who  are 
exempted,  because  they  would  be  given 
special  privileges  by  the  Government 
which  would  not  be  accorded  to  the  other 
boys. 

There  is  a  further  provision  for  the 
payment  of  fees.  A  Presidential  board 
would  determine  whose  fees  and  ex¬ 
penses  shall  be  borne  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  whose  expenses  shall  not  be 
borne  by  the  Government.  That  leaves 
the  program  wide  open  to  favoritism  of 
the  very  worst  kind  and  character.  We 
have  already  seen  in  recent  weeks  too 
much  of  Government  favoritism.  If  it 
develops  in  the  ranks  of  the  military 
service  it  will  be  destructive  of  morale 
both  at  home  and  on  the  battlefield. 
Therefore  I  am  opposed  to  the  Federal 
Government  encroaching  upon  our  so¬ 
ciety  to  this  extent. 

This  is  only  the  first  move  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  into  the  field  of  edu¬ 


cation  for  militaristic  purposes.  It  is 
a  program  which  this  country  has  never 
adopted  and  would  not  consider  adopt¬ 
ing  if  we  had  adequate  time  for  de¬ 
bate,  and  if  adequate  time  could  be  af¬ 
forded  so  that  the  people  of  the  country 
could  be  aroused  to  the  significance  of 
the  outreaching  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  into  the  field  of  education  in  order 
to  control  the  lives  of  our  boys. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  3  minutes  re¬ 
maining. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  should  like  to  impress 
upon  my  colleagues  the  fact  that  the 
adoption  of  the  amendment  would  not 
foreclose  the  continued  selection  of  every 
outstanding  young  man  in  this  country 
for  exemption  or  deferment.  The  Pres¬ 
ident  would  have  the  power  to  defer  or 
exempt  5,  10,  or  all  in  any  category. 
Wa  spent  2  years  in  working  out  a  Sci¬ 
ence  Foundation  Act,  the  purpose  of 
which  was  to  do  what  would  be  done 
under  this  provision  of  the  bill.  We  have 
an  Atomic  Energy  Commission  doing  the 
same  thing,  namely,  seeking  scientific 
brains  and  educating  them. 

Let  me  say,  too,  that  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  would  not  take  away  the 
opportunity  to  utilize  the  finest  brains 
of  the  country  at  the  end  of  2  years  of 
service.  The  boys  would  still  be  avail¬ 
able.  Furthermore,  we  would  have  a 
better  opportunity  to  choose  them.  Our 
batting  record  would  be  immeasurably 
better.  We  would  get  men  whose  loyalty 
would  be  known.  In  all  sincerity,  I  say 
that  we  would  not'  be  faced  with  the 
same  miserable  failures  with  which  we 
have  been  faced  in  the  past. 

Mr.  President,  if  this  sort  of  an  act 
had  been  on  the  statute  books  a  few 
years  ago,  when  some  of  our  bright  boys 
were  active — I  do  not  need  to  give  any 
names,  because  Senators  will  remember 
the  kind  of  persons  we  had  in  some  of 
the  Government  departments,  with  some 
of  them  being  convicted  for  perjury 
and  some  of  them  later  standing  on  their 
feet  and  recanting  their  Communist 
tendencies — such  persons  would  have 
been  deferred,  and  we  would  have  found 
many  rotten  apples  in  the  barrel  of  our 
national  security. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  first, 
I  wish  to  absolve  the  committee,  so  far 
as  I  can,  from  any  charge  that  it  is 
attempting  to  foist  75,000  Alger  Hisses 
on  the  country. 

There  is  a  great  deal  about  this  pro¬ 
vision  which  does  not  appeal  to  me. 
Anything  which  distinguishes  in  any  de¬ 
gree  between  citizens  of  the  United 
States  is  distasteful  to  most  Americans. 
However,  I  wish  to  refute  some  of  the 
attacks  which  have  been  made  on  this 
provision.  It  is  offered  as  a  means  of 
assuring  a  continuity  in  the  supply  of 
doctors,  dentists,  and  highly  skilled  en¬ 
gineers,  who  are  necessary  to  take  care 
of  the  lives  of  the  American  people  and 
to  assure  our  superiority  in  the  impor¬ 
tant  field  of  warfare  which  is  known  as 
technology. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker] 
says  that  this  is  the  first  move  toward 
nationalization  of  our  schools.  There  is 
nothing  new  in  the  system  approved  in 
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this  provision.  During  World  War  I  and 
World  War  II  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  took  over  great  colleges 
almost  entirely.  Most  of  the  medical 
students — if  not  all  of  them— were 
trained  not  only  under  the  supervision 
and  direction  of  the  Government  but  at 
Government  expense ;  and  it  did  not  re¬ 
sult  in  socialization. 

The  period  of  operation  of  this  pro¬ 
vision  is  limited  to  3  years,  to  enable  us 
to  have  a  continuing  flow  in  the  supply. 
At  the  end  of  that  time  men  who  have 
done  their  24  months  of  duty  will  be 
coming  back  and  entering  the  colleges 
and  there  will  be  no  interruption  in  the 
supply. 

The  distinguished  Senator  from  Ore¬ 
gon  has  pointed  out  two  geniuses  in 
their  field  who,  he  says,  made  great  ac¬ 
complishments,  though  they  were  not 
deferred  and  did  not  ever  go  to  college. 
That  might  be  urged  as  an  argument 
against  the  need  for  any  college  educa¬ 
tion  but  certainly  it  is  not  an  argument 
for  stopping  the  production  of  doctors 
and  technologists  through  the  channels 
from  which  we  are  accustomed  to  get 
them. 

This  is  not  a  deferment,  despite  the 
frequency  with  which  that  term  is  re¬ 
iterated.  It  is  a  suspension.  Every  man 
who  goes  into  the  prescribed  course  must 
first  do  his  4  months  of  basic  training 
and  he  is  responsible  to  the  Government 
for  his  term  of  service  after  he  com¬ 
pletes  his  college  work.  So  it  is  not  a 
deferment.  It  is  merely  an  interruption 
in  his  service,  to  permit  us  to  avail  our¬ 
selves  of  more  of  these  specialists  in  our 
national  life.  There  is  a  crying  need  for 
them. 

The  question  of  the  poor  people  has 
been  brought  in.  This  is  a  protection  to 
the  poor  boy.  It  helps  him,  if  he  has 
genius,  to  attend  college.  It  would  also 
help  the  poor  people  who  are  living  in  our 
country,  and  who  would  suffer  if  we  were 
to  interrupt  the  production  of  doctors 
and  dentists  for  3  years.  That  would 
produce  an  even  greater  scarcity  than  we 
have  today.  What  would  be  the  result  of 
that?  Undoubtedly  the  fees  and  charges 
of  doctors,  which  in  many  instances  ap¬ 
pear  high  to  a  layman  who  does  not  un¬ 
derstand  the  ramifications  of  the  medical 
profession,  would  be  even  higher. 

This  system  has  been  attacked  with 
the  statement  that  it  is  impossible  to 
make  any  such  selections,  and  that  we 
cannot  have  any  yardstick  for  selecting 
the  men  to  be  educated. 

For  the  past  5  years  we  have  had  a 
system  of  taking  naval  officers  in  the  col¬ 
leges  of  this  Nation,  partly  at  Federal  ex¬ 
pense.  That  system  provides  for  the  se¬ 
lection,  not  of  75,000  young  men,  but  of 
7,200  young  men  each  year  who  may  ap¬ 
ply  for  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from 
being  trained  as  naval  officers  under  the 
so-called  Holloway  plan.  It  is  the  inten¬ 
tion  of  the  committee  that  something 
similar  to  the  Holloway  plan  be  applied 
on  a  somewhat  larger  scale  for  a  period, 
as  I  have  stated,  of  only  3  years.  We 
cannot  nationalize  education  in  3  years. 
This  portion  of  the  bill  expires  at  the  end 
of  the  3-year  period,  when  we  shall  be 
getting  back  into  the  colleges  men  who 
have  served  their  24  months.  Some  of 


them  who  have  been  drafted  will  be  re¬ 
turning  within  the  next  12  months. 

So  it  is  nothing  new.  We  have  had 
it  in  times  past.  We  are  doing  the  same 
thing  each  year  now,  under  the  Hollo¬ 
way  plan  as  applied  to  naval  officers. 
Although  it  is  difficult  to  deal  with  a 
problem  of  this  kind  in  any  way,  in  my 
judgment  the  larger  national  interest 
demands  that  the  colleges  take  some 
steps  to  see  that  there  will  be  no  inter¬ 
ruption  in  the  supply  of  doctors  and 
dentists,  who  are  necessary  to  maintain 
the  national  health,  as  well  as  the  sup¬ 
ply  of  technological  people  who  are  es¬ 
sential  to  keep  us  ahead  of  our  potential 
enemies  by  providing  superior  methods 
of  warfare  and  the  machinery  for  wag¬ 
ing  war. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  wonder  if  the  Senator 
knows  that  only  yesterday,  before  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and  In¬ 
sular  Affairs,  in  an  entirely  different 
connection,  one  of  the  foremost  experts 
in  America  in  the  field  of  production  of 
fuels  testified  that  if  this  country  took 
into  the  Army  all  the  geologists  and 
gave  them  engineering  commissions,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  produce  the  fuel 
which  the  Nation  needs  to  fight  a  war. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  have  come  to  rely 
so  much  upon  the  machine  in  produc¬ 
tion  that  any  interruption  in  the  techno¬ 
logical  training  of  our  engineering  ex¬ 
perts  might  well  be  disastrous  to  our  na¬ 
tional  economy. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  whether  or  not  the  bill  as 
reported  by  the  committee  would  in  any 
way  interfere  with  the  complete  inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  admission  boards  of  the 
various  institutions  of  higher  learning, 
governing  the  admission  of  students  to 
those  particular  institutions? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  would  not  inter¬ 
fere  in  the  slightest  degree,  even  re¬ 
motely. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Senator  another  question.  Is  it  in¬ 
tended  by  the  bill,  or  by  the  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  committee,  in  any  degree 
to  impose  supervision  upon  the  activity 
of  any  institution  of  higher  learning, 
either  by  the  military  authorities  or  by 
the  selection  board  which  it  is  proposed 
to  establish  under  the  terms  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Not  in  the  slightest 
degree.  The  provision  with  respect  to 
the  4  months  basic  training  and  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  future  service  was  placed 
in  the  bill  in  order  to  enable  us  to  get 
75,000  boys  who  would  be  willing  to  take 
such  a  course.  Boys  do  not  like  to  be 
pointed  at  on  the  campus  as  having  had 
their  service  postponed.  So  we  have 
provided  for  their  preliminary  training, 
and  we  impose  upon  them  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  future  service,  in  order  that 
we  may  be  able  to  obtain  as  many  as 
75,000  men  for  this  purpose. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
expired. 


Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  have  I  left? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Oregon  has  1  minute. 

Mr.  CORDON.  I  yield  the  remainder 
of  my  time. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Cordon]  . 

Mr.  CORDON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the 
following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

Anderson 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Bennett 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Benton 

Hill 

Mundt 

Brewster 

Hoey 

Murray  e 

Bricker 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Md. 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

Byrd 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Cain 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Case 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Chavez 

Kefauver 

Sehoeppei 

Clements 

Kem 

Smathers 

Connally 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Douglas 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Duff 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ecton 

Long 

Thye 

Ellender 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

•McClellan 

Watkins 

Frear 

McFarland 

Welker 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Wherry 

George 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Gillette 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Green 

Martin 

Young 

Hayden 

Maybank 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  rbsent  on  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 
He  is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Vandenberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of 
the  senior  Senator  from  Oregon  to  strike 
out,  beginning  on  line  3,  and  all  of  the 
remainder  of  page  83,  and  on  page  84, 
down  to  and  including  line  19,  and  re¬ 
number  the  following  paragraphs  ac¬ 
cordingly. 

The  Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders]  is  absent  because  of  illness,  and,  if 
present,  he  would  vote  "nay.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  absent  on  offi- 
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cial  business,  and,  if  present,  they  would 
each  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr. 
McCarthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 
He  is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 
The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr. 


Vandenberg] 

Senate. 

is  absent  by  leave  of  the 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  21, 
nays  68,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 21 

Bennett 

Cordon 

Maybank 

Brewster 

Dirksen 

MUllkln 

Bricker 

Dworshak 

Watkins 

Butler,  Md. 

Hickenlooper 

Welker 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Jenner 

Wherry 

Capehart 

Kem 

Williams 

Carlson 

Martin 

NAYS— 68 

Young 

Aiken 

Hoey 

Morse 

Anderson 

Holland 

Mundt 

Benton 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Byrd 

Hunt 

Neely 

Cain 

Ives 

Nixon 

Case 

Johnson,  Colo. 

O’Conor 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Mahoney 

Clements 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Pastore 

Connally 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Douglas 

Kerr 

Russell 

Duff 

Kilgore 

Saltonstall 

Ecton 

Knowland 

Schoeppel 

Ellender 

Langer 

Smathers 

Ferguson 

Lehman 

Smith,  Maine 

Frear 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Fulbrlght 

Long 

Smith,  N.  C. 

George 

McCarran 

Sparkman 

Gillette 

McClellan 

Stennls 

Green 

McFarland 

Taft 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Thye 

Hendrickson 

McMahon 

Tobey 

Hennings 

Hill 

Magnuson 

Monroney 

Wiley 

NOT  VOTING — 6 

Bridges 

Flanders 

Malone 

Eastland 

McCarthy 

Vandenberg 

So  Mr.  Cordon’s  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
next  amendment  is  that  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson], 
for  himself  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bricker!.  For  the  information  of 
the  Senate,  the  clerk  will  read  the  sec¬ 
ond  part  of  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement,  and  then  will  read  the 
amendment. 

The  Chief  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

That  following  the  disposition  of  the  fore¬ 
going  amendment — 

The  amendment  just  voted  on — 
the  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  amendment  Intended  to  be  proposed  to 
the(  said  bill  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado 
(for  himself  and  Mr.  Bricker),  submitted 
on  February  28,  1951,  and  lettered  “A”;  that 
debate  thereon  be  limited  to  not  exceeding 
2  hours,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled, 
respectively,  by  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado 
and  Mr.  Russell. 

The  amendment  reads  as  follows: 

On  page  69,  lines  20  and  21,  strike  out 
“Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948.” 

On  page  71,  strike  out  lines  3  through  10, 
inclusive. 

On  page  73,  line  11,  strike  out  “Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selective  Service  Act 
of  1948.” 

On  page  74,  line  10,  strike  out  “Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948.” 

On  page  76,  line  10,  beginning  with  the 
comma  strike  out  all  through  and  including 
the  word  “claimed”  in  line  3  on  page  77. 


On  page  78,  beginning  with  line  20,  strike 
out  all  to  but  not  including  the  period  in 
line  6  on  page  80  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  “all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
title,  except  the  provisions  of  the  second  sen¬ 
tence,  and  the  last  two  sentences  of  the 
fourth  paragraph,  of  section  4  (a),  sections 
4  (b),  4  (d),  4  (e).  4  (f),  9,  10  (a)  (4),  10 
(b)  ( 10) ,  13  (c) ,  and  14  shall  become  inopera¬ 
tive  and  shall  cease  to  apply,  except  as  to  of¬ 
fenses  committed  prior  to  such  time.” 

Page  91,  line  1,  beginning  with  the  word 
“All”  strike  out  all  through  line  7. 

Page  92,  line  17,  strike  out  “Universal  Mili¬ 
tary  Training  and  Service  Act”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “Selective  Service  Act  of  1948.” 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  is  recognized  for 
1  hour,  or  he  may  control  the  time  for 
1  hour. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  to  be  recognized  for  35 
minutes,  please. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Very 
well;  the  Senator  from  Colorado  is  rec¬ 
ognized  for  35  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  as  my  colleagues  know,  the 
pending  measure,  Senate  bill  1,  is  really 
two  bills  rolled  into  one.  The  majority 
leader  has  stated  over  and  over  again 
that  Senate  bill  No.  1  is  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  measure  that  will  come  before  the 
Eighty-second  Congress  this  year.  The 
majority  leader  might  well  have  multi¬ 
plied  his  statement  by  two,  because  this 
bill  contemplates  the  enactment  of  two 
of  the  most  important  pieces  of  legisla¬ 
tion  with  which  the  Congress  will  have 
to  deal  this  year,  and  perhaps  in  this 
entire  session.  I  say  that,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  because  these  two  bills  deal  with 
the  most  precious  and  most  priceless 
heritage  in  the  United  States  of  America, 
our  youth. 

One  of  these  measures  provides  for  ex¬ 
tension  and  expansion  of  the  Selective 
Service.  That  is  a  “must”  bill,  because 
our  present  Selective  Service  Act  expires, 
as  I  understand,  on  July  1,  1951,  and 
must  be  renewed  by  the  Congress  or  else 
we  shall  face  a  lapse  of  that  legislation. 

Selective  service  has  been  adopted  by 
the  country  as  its  program  for  mobiliz¬ 
ing  manpower  in  time  of  war,  in  time  of 
crisis,  or  in  time  of  police  action.  It  has 
been  used  repeatedly,  and  it  has  been 
found  worthy.  It  has  been  found 
practical.  It  has  been  found  to  be  the 
proper  system  to  be  used  in  the  han¬ 
dling  of  a  very  difficult  problem.  It  is, 
therefore,  well  established.  There  is 
nothing  controversial  about  selective 
service.  I  feel  that  if  that  issue  were 
presented  on  its  merits  to  the  Congress 
and  to  the  Senate,  there  would  not  be 
one  vote  against  it  in  this  body.  True, 
we  have  had  controversies  regarding 
certain  details,  but  the  principle  of  selec¬ 
tive  service  has  been  accepted  by  the 
American  people  and  by  their  Congress; 
and  so  there  is  no  controversy  with  re¬ 
spect  to  it.  We  have  found  it  to  be  an 
equitable  and  democratic  manner  of  mo¬ 
bilizing  our  manpower,  and  we  are  de¬ 
voted  to  its  principles  of  fairness  and 
equity. 

We  come  now  to  the  other  side  of  the 
bill — the  bill  which  provides  for  peace¬ 
time  military  conscription  of  the  youth 
of  the  land.  The  extension  of  selective 


service  is  a  “must”  bill.  The  adoption 
of  peacetime  military  conscription  is  a 
“must  not”  bill,  Mr.  President,  and  it  has 
always  been  considered  to  be  a  “must 
not”  bill  by  the  Congresses  of  the  United 
States.  It  has  been  before  the  Congress 
repeatedly.  Every  year  since  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  this  body  universal 
peacetime  conscription  has  been  before 
us,  and  it  has  been  rejected  every  time. 
It  is  highly  controversial. 

I  recently  read  a  statement  in  the 
Congressional  Record,  placed  there  by 
the  junior  Senator  from  Nevada  [Mr. 
Malone],  in  which  he  called  the  bill  we 
now  have  before  us  a  monstrosity;  and 
that  is  what  it  is,  when  it  attempts  to 
amalgamate,  to  tie  together  in  one  pack¬ 
age,  “must”  legislation  of  a  highly  im¬ 
portant  nature  and  “must  not”  legisla¬ 
tion  which  has  been  rejected  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  by  the  Senate  whenever  it  has 
been  proposed. 

As  I  say,  we  have  proved  in  this  coun¬ 
try  the  necessity  and  the  effectiveness  of 
selective  service.  Universal  military 
conscription  in  peacetime  has  been 
proved  also,  but  not  in  this  country.  We 
must  cross  the  Atlantic  in  order  to  see 
the  results  of  experiments  in  that  di¬ 
rection.  Mr.  President,  I  will  take  you 
to  the  birthplace  of  peacetime  conscrip¬ 
tion — Prussia.  That  is  where  it  came 
into  existence.  What  has  happened  to 
Prussia?  What  has  happened  to  the 
nation  of  which  Prussia  is  an  important 
part,  as  it  has  been  for  centuries?  Go 
there  and  see.  Look  at  their  proud  cities, 
their  beautiful  churches,  their  art  mu¬ 
seums,  their  business  houses,  their  fac¬ 
tories,  their  residences.  Mr.  President, 
you  will  find  them  in  utter  ruin — masses 
of  twisted  steel  and  piles  of  rubble.  That 
is  what  will  be  found  there.  That  is 
what  peacetime  military  conscription 
has  done  to  Germany.  Talk  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Germany;  observe  them  as  they 
walk  down  the  street.  The  traveler  will 
not  find  one  smile  in  a  mile,  in  the  mov¬ 
ing  population  of  Germany — not  one 
smile.  Today  they  are  depressed,  they 
are  hopeless,  they  are  defeated.  That 
is  what  a  visitor  will  see  in  Germany, 
where  /  the  idea  of  peacetime  military 
conscription  originated.  It  spread  to 
other  parts  of  the  world,  to  other  coun¬ 
tries,  where  one  may  see  its  effects 
also.  So  far  as  I  know,  there  is  but  one 
major  city  in  all  Germany  today  which 
has  not  been  more  or  less  devastated  by 
war.  It  is  Heidelberg.  I  am  told  that 
it  was  not  destroyed  because  of  the  great 
university  which  is  located  there.  Out 
of  respect  for  the  university,  Heidelberg 
was  not  bombed.  That  small  bit  of  sen¬ 
timent,  if  true— and  I  think  it  is  true— 
is  in  itself  a  great  tribute  to  the  civili¬ 
zation  of  today.  But  in  Germany  we 
have  a  great  monument,  a  mute  monu¬ 
ment  to  peacetime  military  conscription. 
Five  years  after  World  War  II,  German 
cities  are  still  lying  as  they  were  when 
the  war  ended. 

The  present  selective  service  law,  as 
I  say,  has  a  date  line  of  July  1,  1951. 
Under  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  there  is 
no  effective  date  line  for  peacetime  mili¬ 
tary  conscription.  The  authors  of  the 
bill  will  not  contend  that  there  is  a  date 
line.  It  will  not  become  effective,  and 
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it  is  not  proposed  to  make  it  effective, 
for  4  or  5  years.  Why,  Mr.  President, 
should  the  two  bills  have  been  put  to¬ 
gether  in  one  package — one,  a  bill  having 
a  date  line  of  July  1,  1951,  the  other,  a 
proposal  which  has  a  date  line  of  3,  4,  or 
5  years  hence?  That  is  the  thing  I 
should  like  to  know.  The  purpose  of  the 
amendment  which  has  been  offered  by 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker] 
and  myself  is  to  separate  the  two  pro¬ 
posals,  which  make  a  contrast.  It  is  im¬ 
possible  to  think  of  two  proposals  which 
would  present  a  greater  contrast  than 
the  two  proposals  which  are  dealt  with 
in  Senate  bill  1. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  had  a  fine  and 
illuminating  debate  on  this  bill.  I  do 
not  know  when  I  have  listened  to  debate 
on  a  higher  level  than  the  debate  on 
Senate  bilL-1.  But  all  the  debate,  up  to 
this  very  hour — yes,  up  to  this  very  mo¬ 
ment,  Mr.  President — has  had  to  do  with 
the  renewal  and  expansion  of  selective 
service,  the  "must”  parts  of  the  bill. 
Every  amendment  which  has  been  con¬ 
sidered,  every  note  which  has  been  taken 
to  the  present  time,  has  been  on  the 
selective  service  aspects  of  S.  1.  Now 
we  are  to  debate  this  other  great  ques¬ 
tion,  for  which  debate  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  has  set  aside  and  allocated 
2  hours.  Two  hours  has  been  allocated, 
Mr.  President,  to  debate  on  the  most  im¬ 
portant  legislative  proposal,  the  most 
controversial  one,  as  I  contend,  ever  to 
have  been  brought  before  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States.  Why  have  the  two 
subjects  been  grouped  together?  I  think 
recently  I  found  the  answer.  I  was  vis¬ 
ited  by  Felix  Poliano,  of  Denver,  who  is 
one  of  the  officials  of  the  American 
Legion,  Department  of  Colorado,  a  life¬ 
long  friend,  a  man  to  whom  I  am  devoted 
and  have  been  devoted  for  many  years, 
a  man  in  whom  I  have  great  confidence. 
When  he  visited  me,  he  said,  “Why  did 
you  and  Senator  Bricker  offer  your 
amendment  to  separate  the  component 
parts  of  Senate  bill  1?”  I  explained  to 
my  friend  my  views  as  I  am  presenting 
them  in  the  argument  I  am  making  here 
today,  I  told  him  the  bill  was  an  effort 
to  mix  oil  and  water,  that  we  were  not 
proceeding,  as  I  considered,  in  an  or¬ 
derly,  legislative  manner;  that  the  two 
ideas  ought  to  be  separated,  that  they 
should  be  considered  separately,  and  that 
they  should  have  the  attention  of  the 
Congress  on  a  separate  basis. 

He  smiled  and  said,  "Well,  what  you 
say  is  probably  true,  but  the  American 
Legion  has  been  trying  for  years  to  have 
the  Congress  adopt  universal  military 
training,  and  Congress  has  always  turned 
it  down.  We  are  now  hoping  that  by 
tying  it  to  a  bill  which  we  know  Congress 
is  going  to  pass  we  will  get  it  through.” 

Mr.  President,  we  have  to  respect  his 
honesty  and  candor,  even  if  we  do  not 
agree  with  that  way  of  legislating;  and 
I  do  not  agree  with  that  method. 

The  people  of  the  country  do  not  know 
that  the  Senate  today  is  to  pass  or  reject 
a  provision  for  peacetime  military  con¬ 
scription.  They  do  not  know  anything 
about  it.  The  newspapers  have  not  car¬ 
ried  the  story  to  the  people.  I  do  not 
blame  the  newspapers,  because  the  de¬ 
bate  has  not  been  on  that  question  at 


all.  We  have  been  talking  about  the 
drafting  of  18-year-olds.  That  has 
caught  the  fancy  of  the  country,  and  the 
newspapers  have  used  that  in  their  head¬ 
lines.  So  not  one  person  out  of  a  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  in  America  today  knows 
that  2  hours  from  now  we  are  to  decide 
the  most  fateful  proposal  which  we  have 
ever  considered.  They  simply  do  not 
know  it. 

Mr.  President,  that  is  not  the  way  to 
legislate  on  important  questions.  We 
should  bring  these  matters  up  and  con¬ 
sider  them  thoroughly  and  completely. 
They  should  be  debated  separately.  I  do 
not  believe  this  kind  of  legislating  is  the 
proper  way  to  proceed. 

Many  investigations  are  being  under¬ 
taken  in  the  Congress  today,  and  the 
basic  thought  underlying  those  investi¬ 
gations  is  the  integrity  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States.  That  is  what 
we  are  looking  for.  I  listened  to  a  tele¬ 
vision  broadcast  last  Sunday,  the  pro¬ 
gram  known  as  the  American  Forum  of 
the  Air.  General  Hershey  was  on  one 
side.  I  have  a  profound  respect  for  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey.  I  worked  with  him  all  the 
years  I  was  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs,  and  I  regard  him  as 
a  great  patriot  and  a  fine  man  in  every 
way,  one  who  is  straightforward  and 
honest  in  everything  he  does.  I  am  a 
great  advocate  of  the  things  in  which  he 
believes.  General  Hershey  was  on  one 
side,  and  Representative  Dewey  Short, 
of  Missouri,  whom  I  hold  in  high  affec¬ 
tion  and  for  whom  I  have  great  respect, 
was  on  the  other  side.  Dewey  Short 
came  out  of  his  corner  swinging,  as  he 
usually  does.  He  was  talking  about  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  1,  and  referred  to  it  as  a  “shot¬ 
gun  marriage.”  He  was  objecting  to  the 
two  proposals  which  he  found  in  the  one 
package,  and  called  it  a  "shotgun  mar¬ 
riage.”  Theodore  Granik  turned  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey  and  said,  "General,  what 
have  you  to  say  about  that?”  General 
Hershey  swallowed  a  couple  of  times  and 
replied,  “Well,  well,  I  have  known  about 
a  lot  of  shotgun  marriages,  and  many  of 
them  turned  out  well.” 

Mr.  President,  that  emphasizes  what  I 
am  discussing,  the  lack  of  integrity  on 
the  part  of  those  who  are  active  in  our 
Government.  The  reply  is,  "A  shotgun 
marriage,  perfectly  legal,  sometimes 
turns  out  all  right,  it  is  all  right.”  That 
is  the  only  answer  we  get  when  we  talk 
about  it ;  there  is  an  effort  to  laugh  it  off, 
to  joke  about  it,  not  to  take  it  seriously. 
It  seems  that  integrity  does  not  mean 
much  just  so  a  thing  is  legal.  That  was 
what  was  said  about  the  RFC  investiga¬ 
tion,  “Everything  is  legal,  so  why  com¬ 
plain  about  it?” 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President - . 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Verlnont? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  My  time 
is  limited,  and  I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot 
yield. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  from  Colorado,  if  he  thinks  we 
can  correct  dishonesty  in  Government  by 
legislation,  or  whether  a  good  election 
would  not  have  a  better  effect? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  do  not 
think  we  can  cure  the  condition  very 


well  by  legislation,  but  I  do  not  believe 
that  legislation  should  contribute  to  a 
lack  of  integrity.  I  do  not  believe  we 
ought  to  add  to  what  is  dragging  this 
great  Republic  down  to  the  very  depths, 
by  promoting  the  very  thing  we  ought 
to  be  preventing. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President - 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  am  un¬ 
able  to  yield.  I  am  very  sorry. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  advo¬ 
cate  that  we  stop  legislating  merely  be¬ 
cause  we  cannot  trust  the  Government? 

Mi'.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  No;  the 
Senator  misses  completely  the  point  I 
am  trying  to  make.  I  believe  legislation 
should  proceed  in  an  orderly  way  so  that 
we  should  not  attempt  to  do  what  we 
should  not  do,  even  though  it  may  be 
legal,  even  though  we  may  find  excuses, 
even  though  expediency  might  be  at¬ 
tractive  to  us.  I  think  we  should  go 
beyond  that.  I  do  not  believe  we  should 
legislate  in  that  way. 

What  I  am  complaining  about  is  our 
lack  of  feeling  about  the  integrity  of 
legislation.  It  is  not  decent  to  bring  in 
two  bills  having  wholly  different  pur¬ 
poses  and  associate  them  together  be¬ 
cause  one  of  them  is  a  piece  of  “must” 
legislation,  and  the  other  one  is  ques¬ 
tionable,  so  far  as  approval  of  it  is  con¬ 
cerned,  amalgamating  them,  associating 
them,  tying  them  together,  in  order  to 
bring  the  weak  sister  through.  I  say 
that  is  as  wrong  as  can  be. 

A  few  days  ago  I  received  a  letter,  as 
many  of  my  colleagues  did,  no  doubt, 
saying  a  man  went  into  a  grocery  store 
to  buy  a  peck  of  potatoes.  The  grocer 
said,  “I  will  sell  you  a  peck  of  potatoes, 
but  you  will  have  to  buy  a  peck  of 
onions.”  The  customer  said,  "I  don’t 
want  the  onions.”  The  grocer  replied, 
'‘That  doesn’t  make  any  difference.  If 
you  want  to  get  the  potatoes,  you  will 
have  to  take  the  onions.” 

Mr.  President,  that  is  what  is  at¬ 
tempted  in  this  bill:  if  we  want  to  get  the 
number  of  troops  we  must  have,  we  have 
to  take  peacetime  conscription. 

I  had  a  friend  who  during  the  war 
went  to  a  liquor  store  to  buy  a  case  of 
Scotch,  as  he  told  me.  He  said  the 
liquor  store  proprietor  said,  "We  will 
sell  you  the  case  of  Scotch,”  and  they 
agreed  on  the  price,  and  everything  was 
satisfactory.  But  the  liquor  dealer  said, 
"You  will  have  to  take  a  case  of  rum.” 
The  customer  said,  “I  don’t  want  the 
rum.  We  don’t  use  rum  at  my  house. 
My  friends  don’t  like  rum,  and  we  have 
no  use  for  rum.”  The  dealer  said.  "The 
only  way  you  can  get  your  case  of  Scotch 
Is  to  buy  the  case  of  rum.” 

Mr.  President,  that  is  analagous  to 
what  is  attempted  here.  We  are  asked  to 
take  something  we  do  not  want,  some¬ 
thing  our  friends  do  not  want,  something 
the  American  people  do  not  want,  some¬ 
thing  the  Congress  does  not  want.  The 
attempt  is  to  make  us  take  it  in  order  to 
get  what  we  must  have. 

Mr.  President,  much  has  been  said  In 
the  debate  about  faith  in  our  military 
leaders.  I  believe  that  has  been  com¬ 
pletely  answered  by  the  junior  Senator 
from  Oregon  [Mr.  Morse]  and  the  junior 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker],  and 
others,  when  they  have  pointed  out  that 
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the  Senate  does  have  faith  in  our  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  in  their  own  sphere  of  ac¬ 
tivity,  in  their  own  fields  of  action.  But 
that  does  not  mean  that  we  want  the 
military  to  move  over  into  Congress  and 
take  over  the  determination  of  policy, 
which  the  Constitution  has  delegated  to 
us,  and  the  responsibility  for  which  the 
Constitution  has  placed  in  us. 

Yes,  Mr.  President,  we  have  faith  in 
our  military  leaders.  We  have  opened 
the  money  bags  of  our  country  to  them. 
We  have  told  them,  “There  is  the  Treas¬ 
ury.  Go  there  and  take  the  money  with 
a  steam  shovel,  if  a  scoop  shovel  is  not  . 
big  enough.  We  won’t  deny  you  one 
dollar,  one  million  dollars,  or  one  billion 
dollars.  We  will  offer  no  complaint. 
We  will  give  you  all  you  want.” 

Mr.  President,  if  that  does  not  indi¬ 
cate  faith  in  the  military,  what  more  do 
they  want?  We  even  go  beyond  that. 
We  say  to  the  military,  “Here  are  our 
boys,  the  most  precious  and  most  price¬ 
less  heritage  we  have.  We  love  them 
better  than  our  own  lives.  We  are  more 
interested  in  them  than  we  are  in  our 
own  careers  and  in  our  own  lives.”  We 
have  given  them  these  boys,  our  most 
precious  and  priceless  heritage.  We 
have  turned  them  over  to  the  military. 
Does  that  not  give  some  indication  of 
the  faith  which  we  have  in  the  military? 
What  more  do  they  want?  What  more 
can  we  do?  We  cannot  go  beyond  that. 

The  military  is  not  satisfied  with  that. 
They  are  not  satisfied  with  our  expres¬ 
sion  of  faith.  They  want  more.  We 
have  given  them  authority  and  we  have 
given  them  power.  Still  they  reach  out 
and  say,  “We  must  have  more  power.” 

I  am  proud  of  our  military.  They  have 
won  great  wars  for  us.  Our  military 
leaders  are  second  to  none  in  any  coun¬ 
try  in  the  world.  All  of  us  agree,  I  am 
sure,  that  they  are  all  that.  I,  for  one,  > 
am  extremely  proud  of  what  they  have 
been  able  to  do.  However,  I  do  not  re¬ 
gard  them  as  little  tin  gods,  or  little 
golden  gods,  or  images  of  any  kind. 
They  are  not  infallible.  They  are  like 
the  rest  of  us.  They  are  like  the  rest  of 
humanity.  Give  them  power,  and  they 
reach  out  for  more  power.  They  are  no 
different  from  the  Department  of  State, 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury,  or  any  other 
department  or  agency  in  our  Govern¬ 
ment.  No  matter  how  much  authority 
we  give  them  they  will  always  reach  out 
for  more  authority  and  for  more  power. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  is  all  right 
for  them  to  do  it  if  they  are  any  good. 

I  do  not  want  a  department  in  our 
Government  that  is  not  ambitious  and 
does  not  have  confidence  in  its  ability 
to  do  the  things  it  can  do  well.  I  like 
that  kind  of  spirit.  At  the  same  time, 
Congress  must  not  delegate  the  power 
and  authority  which  are  given  to  it  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  We  have 
a  responsibility  to  meet,  and  we  must 
meet  it.  We  cannot  meet  it  by  giving 
our  authority  to  anyone  who  wants  to 
exercise  it.  We  must  exercise  it  our¬ 
selves,  with  due  discretion.  I  have  faith 
in  Congress,  in  this  Congress  and  in  fu¬ 
ture  Congresses.  I  do  not  think  the 
Eighty-second  Congress  is  endowed  with 


all  the  wisdom  of  the  ages.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  going  to  be  the  best  Congress 
the  Nation  ever  had.  The  Eighty-third 
Congress  may  be  a  better  Congress.  The 
Eighty-fourth  Congress  may  be  still  bet¬ 
ter.  The  Eighty-fifth  Congress  may 
turn  out  to  be  a  good  Congress,  too. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  read 
what  the  Evening  Star  had  to  say  on  the 
subject,'  although  they  were  not  spe¬ 
cifically  discussing  S.  1.  This  is  what 
they  said  on  the  subject  of  trusting  and 
having  faith  in  future  Congresses: 

To  assert  that  this  is  wise,  in  view  of  the 
national  changes  that  we  have  witnessed 
and  the  changes  that  are  sure  to  come,  calls 
for  a  degree  of  confidence  in  our  ability  to 
foresee  the  future  that  is  hardly  Justified  by 
our  inability  to  understand  and  cope  with 
the  problems  of  the  present. 

The  writer  was  referring  to  another 
piece  of  legislation,  but  he  expressed  the 
Star’s  opinion  on  this  important  ques¬ 
tion.  Future  Congresses  must  be  able  to 
meet  the  problems  which  they  will  have 
to  face. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  without  qualifica¬ 
tion  that  the  peacetime  conscription 
provision  of  S.  1  is  the  most  aggravated 
attempt  to  delegate  powers  of  Congress 
to  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  that  has  ever  been  witnessed  in  this 
Congress  or  in  any  other  Congress.  We 
have  made  many  delegations  of  powers. 
Congress  has  been  accused  time  after 
time  of  delegating  its  authority  and  its 
power  to  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government.  At  no  time,  and  in  no 
measure  which  we  have  had  before  us, 
have  we  been  asked  to  take  the  degrad¬ 
ing  position  which  we  would  assume  if  we 
agreed  to  the  peacetime  conscription 
provision  of  S.  1.  Any  Senator  who 
doubts  that  statement  should  read  page 
78  of  the  bill.  Not  only  would  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  such  a  provision  be  a  sloppy  and 
careless  way  to  legislate,  but  it  would 
give  away  the  Government  to  the  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  of  the  Nation.  We  ought  to 
stop  and  think  about  it. 

Mr.  President,  the  powers  delegated  to 
the  Congress  are  not  our  powers.  We 
are  only  trustees  of  the  powers.  They  do 
not  belong  to  us.  They  are  not  mine  to 
give  away  or  vote  away  recklessly  to 
someone  else.  They  belong  to  the  people. 
I  have  taken  an  oath  of  office  to  defend 
all  parts  of  the  Constitution.  I  cannot 
give  away  powers  that  do  not  belong  to 
me.  I  must  exercise  my  constitutional 
rights  and  my  responsibilities. 

The  peacetime  military  conscription 
provision  of  the  bill  authorizes  and  con¬ 
templates  a  peacetime  conscription  of 
all  youth  when  they  reach  the  age  of  18, 
whether  or  not  they  are  intended  for 
military  service.  What  do  Senators 
think  of  that?  I  say  the  bill  is  a  startling 
measure.  It  goes  far  beyond  a  military 
measure.  I  should  like  to  read  only  a 
few  excerpts  from  the  testimony  of  Anna 
Rosenberg  before  the  committee.  She 
said: 

Much  of  what  we  are  doing  in  the  military 
field  must  be  reserved  for  presentation  to 
your  committee  in  executive  session,  but  I 
should  like  to  give  you  a  broad  outline  of 
the  way  in  which  we  are  proceeding,  and  a 
few  of  the  things  we  have  accomplished  in 
this  urgent  task. 


I  do  not  know  what  she  told  the  com¬ 
mittee  in  executive  session,  but  these  are 
some  of  the  hints  she  dropped  for  the 
information  of  the  general  public.  She 
was  talking  about  the  number  of  men  in 
the  18-year-old  category.  She  said: 

About  150,000  of  the  remaining  230,000 
could  not  qualify  for  military  induction,  but 
might  be  capable  of  some  work.  A  plan  for 
this  group  may  be  announced  later  by  the 
President. 

She  gives  us  another  hint  along  the 
same  line,  to  the  effect  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  come  to  Congress  with  some 
kind  of  plan.  That  aroused  the  suspi¬ 
cion  of  members  of  the  committee,  as 
it  well  might.  In  subsequent  hearings 
the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson] 
asked  Mrs.  Rosenberg: 

Under  a  UMS  act.  nonmilitary  programs 
would  be  provided  for  individuals  who  are 
not  physically  or  mentally  qualified  for 
military  service? 

Mrs.  Rosenberg.  That  is  a  program  that 
the  military  has  nothing  to  do  with.  That 
is  a  program  where  there  are  men  who  are 
not  qualified  for  military  service.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  will  have  a  program. 

That  is  what  she  said. 

The  President  will  have  a  program.  We 
will  have  a  program  for  the  limited-service 
men  in  the  military. 

Senator  Johnson.  But,  as  you  testified 
originally,  there  will  be  such  a  program, 
although  it  will  not  be  administered  by  your 
Department;  is  that  right? 

Mrs.  Rosenberg.  X  have  been  given  to  un¬ 
derstand  that  the  President  is  contemplating 
the  formulation  of  such  a  program.  Just 
when  I  cannot  say.  We  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it  in  the  military. 

There  are  no  exceptions  to  that  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  universal  military  peace¬ 
time-conscription  part  of  the  pending 
bill. 

I  should  like  to  read  from  the  report 
of  the  committee.  The  committee  listed 
many  of  the  problems  basic  to  peace¬ 
time  military  conscription.  The  report 
lists  one  problem  after  another  with 
which  the  bill  does  not  deal  and  does 
not  touch  at  all.  I  am  surprised  that 
the  committee  would  make  such  a  con¬ 
fession,  but  this  is  what  it  says: 

The  committee  considered  including  de¬ 
tails  as  to  the  term  of  service,  salary,  and 
other  refinements  relating  to  the  commis¬ 
sioners.  However,  due  to  the  fact  that  Com¬ 
mission  probably  will  not  be  appointed  for 
a  number  of  years,  due  to  the  further  fact 
that  some  of  the  members  of  the  Commission 
may  be  retired  military  personnel  subject  to 
the  dual-compensation  status,  and  due  also 
to  the  fact  that  future  salary  scales  are  diffi¬ 
cult  to  predict,  the  committee  felt  that  these 
problems  should  be  solved  administratively, 
or  by  supplementary  legislation. 

Mr.  President,  these  minimum  stand¬ 
ards,  which  should  have  gone  into  the 
bill,  are  not  in  the  bill  at  all.  The  bill 
provides  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com¬ 
mission,  and  all  power,  without  any 
strings  attached,  is  given  to  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Commission  can  take  boys 
who  are  not  intended  for  any  military 
use  whatever.  It  is  not  pretended  they 
will  have  to  be  used  for  that  purpose. 
However,  they  are  placed  in  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission. 

The  President  would  not  come  to  Con¬ 
gress  with  a  program.  He  would  go  to 
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the  Commission  with  his  program.  Con¬ 
gress  would  not  have  anything  to  do  with 
it  if  we  passed  the  pending  bill.  The 
President  would  not  have  to  consult 
us.  He  would  go  to  the  Commission — 
the  Commission  which  he  himself  had 
appointed. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Colorado  has 
expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  should 
like  to  propound  two  or  three  questions, 
so  I  will  take  another  minute. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Colorado  is  recognized  for 
one  more  minute. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  have  tried  conscientiously 
to  trace  in  the  bill  the  career  of  a  peace¬ 
time  military  conscript  after  he  has  been 
drafted.  I  have  tried  without  success  to 
find  out  what  becomes  of  him,  where  he 
goes,  what  his  obligations  are,  and  what 
happens  to  him.  I  cannot  find  out  a 
thing,  except  that  he  is  likely  to  be  given 
basic  training  for  from  4  to  6  months, 
and  that  the  President  will  determine 
what  his  wages  shall  be  after  he  is 
drafted.  That  is  all  that  I  can  find  out 
on  the  subject.  I  do  not  know  what  his 
obligation  is  to  be.  I  cannot  find  it  in 
the  bill.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  clear  up  these  questions.  The 
committee  has  an  hour  to  make  them 
clear.  I  should  like  to  find  out  upon 
what  date  peacetime  military  conscrip¬ 
tion  becomes  effective.  The  report  says 
that  it  is  some  years  away.  I  should  like 
to  have  an  answer  to  my  question. 

I  should  like  to  know  something  about 
the  salaries  which  the  conscripts  are  to 
be  paid. 

It  is  said  that  the  bill  would  promote 
the  National  Guard.  I  am  unable  to  find 
anything  in  the  bill  that  would  have  that 
result.  I  think  the  bill  would  destroy 
the  National  Guard.  I  believe  that  the 
proponents  of  the  bill  are  engaging  in 
double  talk  when  they  tell  us  that  the 
bill  would  promote  the  National  Guard, 
because  I  cannot  find  any  part  of  the 
bill  which  provides  that  the  conscript  is 
to  go  into  the  National  Guard.  In  fact, 
I  find  to  the  contrary.  The  report  of 
the  committee  says: 

However,  when  the  program,  becomes  pure¬ 
ly  one  of  training,  with  no  obligation  for 
active  service  after  the  training — 

And  I  presume  that  means  National 
Guard  service  after  the  training — 
the  bill  provides  that  the  monthly  rate  of 
pay  for  trainees  may  be  cut  to  $30. 

I  believe  that  that  is  nothing  but  fancy 
double  talk.  I  hope  the  proponents 
of  the  bill  will  clarify  some  of  these 
questions,  and  tell  us  what  standards  are 
established  in  the  bill  for  the  handling 
of  conscripts.  I  hope  that  they  will  an¬ 
swer  the  questions  which  I  have  pro¬ 
pounded. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  in  or¬ 
der  that  the  speeches  may  be  inter¬ 
spersed,  I  now  yield  15  minutes  to  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  [Mr.  Martin], 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  there 
are  many  features  of  the  bill  with  which 
I  am  not  in  full  agreement:  but  this  leg¬ 
islation,  like  most  other  legislation,  must 
represent  a  compromise. 


I  wish  to  state  at  the  outset  that  I  re¬ 
gret  exceedingly  that  it  is  necessary  for 
me  to  support  military  activity  at  this 
time,  because  so  many  of  the  finest  peo¬ 
ple  of  my  State  oppose  it.  But  we  face 
a  serious  crisis.  The  aggressors  of  the 
world  have  selected  America  for  de¬ 
struction.  I  feel  that  the  way  for  us  to 
keep  out  of  war,  and  to  avoid  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  sending  our  troops  overseas,  is 
properly  to  prepare. 

On  May  5,  1947,  almost  4  years  ago,  in 
speaking  to  the  executive  committee  of 
the  American  Legion  at  Indianapolis,  I 
stated : 

Our  national  defense  must  be  based  upon 
the  ideals  of  our  Republic.  That  means 
equal  obligation,  as  well  as  equal  rights  for 
every  citizen.  In  the  kind  of  world  we  live 
in  today,  in  which  things  happen  swiftly, 
equal  obligation  means  to  me  universal  mil¬ 
itary  training.  That  is  the  only  way  to  be 
ready  on  time  when  an  emergency  occurs. 

I  stand  for  a  highly  trained  Regular  Army, 
backed  by  a  well-organized,  well-trained  ci¬ 
vilian  Reserve.  We  should  have  the  best  and 
strongest  Navy  and  the  best  and  strongest 
Air  Force  we  can  conceive. 

Our  fiscal  policy  must  include  a  balanced 
budget,  reduction  of  the  debt,  and  equitable 
distribution  of  the  tax  burden.  Every  ex¬ 
penditure  of  our  Government,  whether  for 
use  at  home  or  abroad,  must  be  carefully 
scrutinized. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  that  that  state¬ 
ment  was  true  at  that  time,  and  I  feel 
that  it  is  even  truer  now. 

I  also  stated  on  that  occasion: 

The  Congress  should  provide  a  plan  to 
train  our  young  men  in  the  fundamentals 
of  protecting  themselves  under  fire.  Other¬ 
wise  they  may  have  to  learn  under  the  hell- 
fire  of  bombs  and  shells. 

Mr.  President,  many  times  in  my  mili¬ 
tary  experience  I  have  had  sent  to  me 
men  who  were  improperly  trained. 
That  is  not  fair  to  the  soldier  himself. 
It  is  not  fair  to  his  comrades.  It  is  not 
fair  to  his  country. 

The  main  objection  I  have  to  the  bill 
is  that  to  my  mind  4  months  is  not  suffi¬ 
cient  for  basic  training.  If  I  had  my 
way  there  would  be  1  year  of  basic  train¬ 
ing,  although  part  of  such  basic  training 
would  be  unit  training.  It  requires  a 
great  deal  of  time  to  teach  a  soldier  the 
fundamentals  of  military  service.  He 
must  learn  about  personal  hygiene.  He 
must  know  how  to  take  care  of  hifnself. 

I  venture  the  assertion  that  if  this 
Chamber  were  attacked  by  gangsters, 
among  this  very  intelligent  group  there 
would  be  very  few  who  would  know  how 
to  protect  themselves.  We  must  give 
such  instruction  to  men  in  the  military 
service. 

We  also  teach  them  that  a  man  is 
his  brother’s  keeper.  A  good  soldier 
will  help  his  comrades,  because  that 
strengthens  his  organization. 

We  have  never  had  much  of  a  plan  for 
military  training  in  America.  As  Sen¬ 
ators  know,  at  the  close  of  the  Revolution 
Washington,  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
Continental  Congress,  prepared  a  plan. 
He  and  his  generals,  including  the  cele¬ 
brated  Von  Steuben,  the  drillmaster  of 
the  Revolution,  had  a  plan.  Their  plan 
was  based  upon  the  principle  that  in  a 
republic  or  democracy  wars  must  be 
fought  by  the  people.  They  did  not 
want  to  depend  upon  a  large  professional 


army,  because  with  such  a  force  there 
might  be  danger  of  dictatorship  and 
tyranny,  and  they  had  just  finished  a 
war  to  free  themselves  from  such  a 
burden. 

Washington’s  plan  was  never  put  into 
effect.  It  was  pigeonholed.  However, 
it  came  out  about  the  beginning  of  World 
War  I.  It  was  not  brought  out  in  time 
to  be  used  in  that  war,  but  after  World 
War  I  General  Pershing  set  it  in  motion. 
All  of  it  was  placed  in  effect  except  uni¬ 
versal  military  training. 

We  were  to  have  a  powerful  navy,  a 
great  air  force,  and  the  best  trained 
ground  force  of  professional  soldiers 
that  we  could  conceive.  Behind  them 
was  the  great  reserve  of  civilian  com¬ 
ponents.  The  reserve  is  what  wins  wars. 

So  I  am  strong  for  the  bill.  While 
there  are  things  about  it  with  which  I 
am  not  fully  in  accord,  it  does  provide 
an  opportunity  for  the  civilian  compo¬ 
nents,  the  National  Guard,  and  the 
Reserve 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  the  Senator’s 
opinion  is  not  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  a  very  significant  and  important  part 
of  the  bill?  Would  the  bill  be  complete 
without  it? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  am  fearful  -that  the 
bill  would  be  almost  useless  without  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  What  I  want 
to  do  is  to  prevent  war.  I  do  not  want 
to  see  a  soldier  sent  outside  the  United 
States  unless  it  is  absolutely  necessary. 
War  is  terrible.  War  does  not  settle 
anything.  I  have  shared  in  suffering 
the  disappointments  of  war.  They  are 
terrible.  They  are  mental  as  well  as 
physical.  They  deprive  the  individual 
of  a  great  many  things.  But  so  long  as 
we  have  aggressors  in  the  world,  we  must 
be  prepared  to  meet  aggression. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Can  the  Senator 
name  a  single  country  which  has  had 
universal  military  training,  and  has 
thereby  kept  out  of  war? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Little  Switzerland  has 
been  at  peace  for  a  hundred  years.  I  feel 
that  if  every  man  in  America  were 
trained  we  could  have  peace  in  the  world. 

I  do  not  favor  talking  so  much  about 
war,  as  many  people  are  doing.  I  would 
talk  more  of  peace.  We  must  make  cer¬ 
tain  preparations  in  the  United  States 
in  order  to  have  peace.  We  must  be 
strong  physically.  That  means  that 
every  man  must  be  trained  to  do  his 
duty  as  a  soldier  if  necessary. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  I  do  not  have  very 
much  time,  but  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Wyoming. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  if  he  is  aware  that  Sweden  has 
the  most  perfect  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  program  in  the  world.  I  should 
also  like  to  make  one  further  suggestion. 
Does  the  Senator  believe  that  any  nation 
would  have  attempted  to  become  an  ag¬ 
gressor  nation  against  Hitler  when  his 
military  establishment,  through  military 
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training,  was  at  the  point  of  greatest 
strength? 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Of  course,  I  am  not  in 
accord  with  what  were  Hitler’s  ideals. 
From  a  military  standpoint  he  made 
many  mistakes.  However,  if  he  had 
taken  the  position  of  a  defender  rather 
than  an  aggressor,  his  plan  of  defense 
would  have  been  in  winning  plan,  just 
as  such  a  plan  has  been  a  winning  plan 
in  Switzerland.  I  do  not  think  that 
Russia  itself  will  move  against  America, 
except  perhaps  through  the  satellite 
countries.  I  know  that  Russia  will  not 
move  against  America  if  we  are  prepared. 

The  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Vermont  spoke  of  corruption  in  govern¬ 
ment.  I  say,  Mr.  President,  that  as  a 
part  of  our  military  training,  we  must 
clean  up  conditions  now  existing  in  the 
United  States.  We  must  not  only  have 
military  preparedness;  we  must  have 
strong  fiscal  policies,  and  then  we  must 
live  decently  under  the  ideals  that  are 
America’s  ideals.  Terrible  things  have 
been  disclosed  as  existing  at  the  present 
time  in  our  country,  however.  As  one 
distinguished  Senator  said  a  moment 
ago,  knowledge  of  the  evil  things  going 
on  in  this  country  is  oozing  out  through 
the  staves  of  the  barrel.  When  the  bar¬ 
rel  is  completely  opened  up,  we  may 
really  be  alarmed. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  see 
provision  for  strong  civilian  components. 
I  feel  that  the  bill  takes  care  of  that 
need;  a  citizen  will  devote  some  time  to 
service  in  the  National  Guard;  or,  if  he 
does  not  want  to  serve  in  the  guard, 
he  will  put  in  some  time  in  the  Reserve. 

While  I  voted  with  the  distinguished 
junior  Senator  from  Oregon  [Mr. 
Morse]  for  the  amendment  relative  to 
deferment  of  men  for  attendance  in  col¬ 
leges,  I  feel  that  the  basic  training  should 
come  first.  I  do  not  care  what  a  man  is 
to  do  finally ;  to  my  mind  the  training  he 
receives  as  a  soldier  gives  him  some  idea 
of  what  his  flag  stands  for. 

Many  people  say  we  should  not  talk 
too  much  about  patriotism,  but  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  I  am  proud  to  be  an 
American.  I  am  proud  that  I  have 
served  on  many  occasions  under  the 
American  flag.  I  believe  the  red  in  the 
flag  means  that  every  American  has  an 
obligation  to  it.  I  believe  that  the  blue 
in  the  flag  stands  for  truth  and  decency. 
I  believe  that  the  white  in  the  flag  stands 
for  peace.  We  can  have  peace  if  every 
American  is  willing  to  do  his  full  duty; 
and  no  American  has  done  his  full  duty 
until  he  has  had  some  military  training. 

I  should  like  to  close  with  the  state¬ 
ment,  Mr.  President,  that  our  first  ob¬ 
jective  must  be  peace  in  the  world.  I 
have  been  criticized  for  using  the  follow¬ 
ing  illustration,  but  I  believe  that  until 
the  nations  of  the  world  disarm,  America 
must  move  forward  with  an  atomic  bomb 
in  one  hand,  and  the  cross  in  the  other. 
The  only  argument  that  a  country  like 
Russia  will  heed  is  the  argument  of 
force  and  power.  Until  we  can  teach 
them  otherwise,  we  must  have  that  force 
and  power. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Russell], 
who  has  been  called  temporarily  from 
the  floor,  asked  me  to  state  that  he 


yielded  10  minutes  to  the  junior  Senator 
from  Washington. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Smathers  in  the  chair).  The  Senator 
from  Washington  is  recognized  for  10 
minutes. 

Mr.  CAIN.  Mr.  President,  the  junior 
Senator  from  Washington  rises  now  be¬ 
cause  of  his  determination  to  speak  out 
and  against  the  pending  amendment 
which  would  strike  at  and  eliminate  the 
universal  training  program  offered  in 
the  manpower  bill. 

I  have  no  desire,  sir,  to  question  the 
sincerity,  the  honesty,  the  concern,  of 
those  who  support  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment.  Certainly  the  Senator  from  Col¬ 
orado  [Mr.  Johnson]  and  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]  are  among  my 
closest  and  warmest  friends,  and  for 
those  distinguished  gentlemen  I  have  a 
deep  and  abiding  respect  and  admira¬ 
tion.  On  this  occasion  I  merely  ques¬ 
tion  their  long-range  judgment  because 
of  my  conviction  that  the  amendment 
will  injure  the  real  self-interest  of  my 
Nation  and  of  future  generations  of 
Americans. 

Mr.  President,  at  this  moment  I  speak 
not  as  a  cosponsor  of  the  manpower  bill, 
and  not  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
from  the  sovereign  State  of  Washington. 
I  speak  as  a  parent,  and  as  the  father 
of  a  teen-age  boy — a  boy  who,  I  believe, 
deserves  every  reasonable  chance  to  live. 
I  hope  I  speak,  Mr.  President,  for  many 
of  the  parents  of  American  young  men 
and  for  those  young  men  themselves.  I 
can  only  trust  that  my  plea  will  be  given 
some  consideration. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  youth  I  was  so 
fortunate  as  to  have  had  the  opportunity 
to  begin  the  battles  of  life  early.  Be¬ 
cause  my  father  was  in  a  position  to 
make  it  possible,  I  remained  a  student 
in  a  good  military  academy  during  my 
high-school  years.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
shall  be  able  to  offer  my  son  such  an 
advantage.  As  a  result  of  this  oppor¬ 
tunity,  I  was  subjected  to  changing  and 
tough  environments,  to  hard  knocks,  to 
life  at  its  best,  and  to  life  which,  at 
times,  was  far  from  pleasant.  Those  ex¬ 
periences,  sometimes  gratifying,  some¬ 
times  heartbreaking,  prepared  me  well 
for  survival  in  the  bleak  and  lonely  mad¬ 
house  of  war. 

By  way  of  contrast,  I  want  to  say  this : 
Too  often  in  the  frantic,  endless  hours 
of  waiting,  frustration,  and  blood-letting 
in  the  last  war,  I  saw  young  men  who 
had  received  too  little  training,  who  had 
seen  too  little  of  the  hard  side  of  life, 
lose  their  senses,  and  purposely  injure 
themselves  in  a  desperate  effort  to  escape 
from  the  tragic  reality  of  war.  Too 
often  I  have  seen  these  unprepared 
young  men  take  their  own  lives  in  a 
last  futile  gesture  to  escape  from  the 
unreality  of  the  cold  fact  of  reality.  Too 
often  I  have  seen  men  thrown  into  the 
grinning  and  leering  teeth  of  battle  with 
too  little  training  and  preparation  to 
give  them  a  fair  chance  to  survive. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  can  help  it  we 
ought  not  to  repeat  the  sad  mistakes  of 
the  past.  Speaking  as  the  father  of  a 
boy  now  13  years  old,  I  want  to  do  what 
may  be  required  to  give  him  every  chance 
for  survival.  In  a  world  in  which  power- 


grasping  and  godless  dictators  slash 
wildly  about  them  in  an  effort  to  en¬ 
slave  and  crucify  all  civilization,  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  it  would  be  gross  negligence 
on  our  part  not  to  give  to  our  young 
men  the  training  with  which  to  defend 
themselves.  Perhaps  it  is  a  fact  that  I 
speak  for  multitudes  of  parents  of  young 
men  when  I  say  that  as  a  father  I  am 
today  worried  sick  at  the  prospect  of  my 
son  not  receiving  the  training  he  de¬ 
serves. 

From  the  moment  of  birth  we  watch 
over  our  children,  protect  them,  pre¬ 
pare  them  for  the  life  ahead.  We  teach 
them  to  protect  themselves  in  heavy 
traffic,  on  the  way  to  school.  We  rush 
to  the  doctor  at  the  slightest  sign  of 
sickness.  We  scrape  and  save  and  sac¬ 
rifice,  and  live  at  times  beyond  our  in¬ 
comes,  so  that  we  can  give  to  our  sons 
the  best  available  education.  We  strive 
and  work  to  have  these  sons  of  ours  pre¬ 
pared  to  meet  the  challenge  of  the  busi¬ 
ness  and  professional  world.  We  do 
everything  in  our  power  to  give  to  our 
sons  the  necessary  training  and  knowl¬ 
edge  to  enable  them  to  meet  the  prob¬ 
lems  of  life  and  to  conquer  them. 

Why  is  it  then  that  we  seek  to 
avoid  one  of  the  greatest  of  all  our 
responsibilities,  that  we  continue  to  fail 
to  meet  it?  Why  is  it  that  we  have 
failed,  and  perhaps  will  fail  again, 
to  give  to  our  sons  the  training  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  them  to  meet  the  chal¬ 
lenge  of  life  and  death,  should  this  chal¬ 
lenge  confront  our  sons,  on  the  battle¬ 
fields  of  freedom. 

The  reasons  we  have  given  in  the  past 
for  our  failure  to  do  this  are  to  my  mind 
fallacious.  We  have  said,  “We  do  not 
want  to  train  our  young  men  to  die  on  a 
battlefield,’’  when  we  should  have  said, 
“Let’s  train  our  young  men  so  that  they 
can  live  on  a  battlefield.”  The  untrained 
are  tt  ose  who  die  so  needlessly.  It  takes 
training  to  live.  We  are  proposing 
training  for  life — not  for  death. 

In  the  past  we  have  sometimes  said, 
“We  do  not  want  this  program,  for  it 
will  make  militarists  of  our  sons.”  Out 
of  my  own  experience  and  education  I 
deny  the  presence  of  any  validity  in  this 
position.  It  overlooks  what  parents 
through  the  years  have  contributed  to 
the  characters  of  their  sons,  and  it  to¬ 
tally  underestimates  the  strength  of 
character  which  most  of  our  young  men 
possess.  No,  Mr.  President,  after  re¬ 
ceiving  18  years  of  training  in  the  home, 
in  the  church,  in  the  school,  and  on  the 
athletic  field,  our  young  men  will  not 
change,  through  4  or  6  months  of  train¬ 
ing,  into  militarists.  As  a  parent  I  must 
resist  such  a  charge.  Were  I  my  son 
I  would  resent  such  a  charge. 

Mr.  President,  such  a  training  pro¬ 
gram  as  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
speaking  after  years  of  considered 
thought  on  the  subject,  has  contem¬ 
plated  will  give  to  my  son,  to  our  sons, 
to  the  sons  of  all  America,  the  training 
they  deserve  and  have  a  right  to  demand. 
Young  men  do  not  involve  their  nations 
in  wars.  Young  men  do  not  go  off  to 
wars  out  of  their  own  choice.  Young 
men  are  sent  off  to  wars  because  of  the 
mistakes  made  by  older  men  and  by  old 
men.  Our  young  men  stand  by  and 
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ready  to  do  their  duty,  and  they  ask 
only  for  the  chance  to  save  themselves 
if  trouble  comes.  Training  will  teach 
them  to  adjust  to  changing  environ¬ 
ments  and  to  bypass  and  avoid  the  bat¬ 
tle  madness  brought  on  by  combat. 
Training  will  teach  our  sons  to  protect 
themselves  in  a  fire  fight  so  that  they 
will  have  a  better  chance  to  survive,  to 
live  cut  their  deserved  years  of  happi¬ 
ness,  to  use  the  education  and  training 
and  advantages  which  the  parents  of 
our  Nation  have  sacrificed  to  give  them. 

Mr.  President,  what  the  committee 
and  many  other  thoughtful  Americans 
have  recommended  in  the  manpower  bill 
is  not  training  for  war,  but  is  training 
for  peace;  it  is  not  training  for  death, 
but  is  training  for  life.  As  a  parent,  I 
pray  that  my  son  and  all  other  sons  will 
be  given  that  chance  for  peace  and  for 
life.  My  son  and  everybody’s  son  are 
entitled,  in  their  own  names,  to  that 
choice. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
12  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  EyrdL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  is  recognized  for  12 
minutes. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  I  deeply 
regret  that  I  find  myself  forced  to  dis¬ 
agree  with  my  distinguished  colleague 
and  deskmate,  the  Senator  from  Colo¬ 
rado  [Mr.  Johnson],  and  with  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]  on  this 
amendment,  for  I  have  a  high  respect 
for  both  these  distinguished  Senators. 

Under  the  conditions  confronting  us, 
Mr.  President,  I  am  in  favor  of  universal 
military  training.  There  may  be  details 
of  this  bill,  as  the  Senator  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Martin]  has  pointed  out, 
which  should  be  changed;  but  I  am  for 
the  basic  and  fundamental  principle  that 
under  the  conditions  which  now  confront 
the  Nation  universal  military  training  is 
an  essential  part  of  our  preparedness 
program. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  facing  conditions 
In  a  so-called  peacetime  such  as  we  have 
never  faced  before  in  our  entire  history. 
We  must  be  on  the  war  alert  for  a  long 
time,  and  we  must  look  forward  to  a 
long-range  program  of  military  pre¬ 
paredness. 

The  pending  amendment  would  re¬ 
move  from  the  bill  the  long-term  provi¬ 
sions  for  universal  military  training. 
In  my  judgment,  these  provisions  are  a 
vital  and  essential  part  of  this  legis¬ 
lation. 

I  fully  agree  with  those  who  contend 
that  the  universal  military  training  fea¬ 
tures  will  not  become  operative  imme¬ 
diately.  I  also  am  in  complete  agree¬ 
ment  with  those  who  state  that  it  is  not 
possible  at  the  moment  to  predict  pre¬ 
cisely  when  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  features  actually  will  begin  to  op¬ 
erate.  However,  Mr.  President,  I  insist 
that  this  is  not  a  weakness  in  the  legis¬ 
lation,  nor  is  it  a  reason  for  postponing 
or  evading  a  decision  in  this  matter. 

In  my  judgment,  the  hour  of  decision 
is  now — not  2,  3,  or  4  years  from  now. 

We  should  examine  the  problem  today, 
not  postpone  it  on  the  theory  that  we 
can  examine  it  more  objectively,  more 
calmly,  or  more  thoroughly  at  some 
future  time. 


Mr.  President,  this  proposition  already 
has  been  examined  with  all  the  thor¬ 
oughness  and  objectivity  of  which  the 
members  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  are  capable. 

There  is  no  magic  about  delay  which 
will  in  some  way  make  a  decision  easier 
or  more  palatable  in  the  future.  To  my 
mind,  one  most  compelling  reason, 
among  others,  for  making  the  decision 
now  is  to  prevent  the  shocking  and  un¬ 
forgivable  waste  in  facilities  which  will 
be  unavoidable  if  we  do  not  now  decide 
upon  our  future  plan. 

All  of  us  are  painfully  aware  of  the 
overnight  disintegration  and  disman¬ 
tling  of  our  military  installations  which 
took  place  immediately  following  World 
War  II.  We  could  hardly  wait  to  tear 
down  camps  and  abandon  them  or  give 
them  away  or  let  them  stand  idle  and 
deteriorate  in  the  weather. 

Today  we  are  paying  again  for  facili¬ 
ties  which  should  never  have  been 
abandoned.  If  we  fail  now  to  make  our 
decision*  regarding  universal  military 
training,  at  some  future  date  we  shall  be 
purchasing — for  a  third  time — facilities 
which  are  now  in  use  but  will  be  aban¬ 
doned  overnight  as  soon  as  the  present 
emergency  is  over. 

Mr.  President,  as  this  bill  is  written, 
it  makes  possible  an  orderly  phasing  out 
of  the  large  active-duty  force  of  3,500,000 
troops  into  the  reduced  establishment 
which  we  hope  will  at  some  future  time 
come  into  being. 

By  this  bill,  provision  is  made  for  a 
long-range  military  defense,  at  much  less 
cost  than  the  maintenance  of  huge  regu¬ 
lar  armies  over  long  periods  of  time. 

It  permits  the  planned  utilization  of 
existing  facilities  which  insures  that 
camps  will  not  be  boarded  up,  aban¬ 
doned,  or  sold,  which  would  be  required 
when  a  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram  takes  effect.  _ 

Mr.  President,  this  is  not  my  first  ex¬ 
perience  in  the  consideration  either  of 
selective  service  legislation  or  military 
training  legislation. 

As  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  Eightieth  Congress,  I 
spent  many  long  hours  listening  to  testi¬ 
mony  on  universal  military  training. 

I  was  shocked  at  that  time  when  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  Mr.  Forrestal,  in¬ 
formed  the  committee  that  to  initiate  a 
plan  of  universal  training  at  that  time 
would  cost  the  Nation  $2,000,000,000 
more  for  construction,  rehabilitation, 
and  activation  of  these  facilities,  as  com¬ 
pared  to  the  cost  immediately  after 
World  War  II. 

What  caused  it?  It  was  caused  by  the 
fact  that  when  we  permitted  our  Armed 
Forces  to  fall  apart  in  1946  we  made  no 
provision  for  the  future.  There  was  no 
planned  cycle  whereby  the  large  war¬ 
time  force  would  be  demobilized  and  the 
peacetime  establishment  brought  into 
being. 

In  effect,  Mr.  President,  everybody 
dropped  his  tools  and  went  home.  He 
simply  walked  off  the  job. 

Mr.  President,  this  bill  attempts,  and 
I  fervently  hope  the  attempt  will  be 
successful,  to  save  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country,  by  making  it  possible  for  the 
Defense  Department  to  plan  its  opera¬ 
tions  a  little  more  intelligently. 


If  they  know  the  UMT  program  is  go¬ 
ing  into  operation  as  soon  as  interna¬ 
tional  conditions  will  permit,  then  it  is 
possible  for  them  to  begin  making  plans 
as  to  which  installations  they  will  utilize ; 
what  type  of  construction  and  methods 
should  now  be  put  into  effect  at  these  in¬ 
stallations;  what  type  of  housing  and 
permanent  equipment  should  be  located 
there. 

In  this  manner,  Mr.  President,  I  feel 
that  we  can  aproach  this  transition  from 
a  large,  active-duty  force  to  a  UMT  pro¬ 
gram  with  a  degree  of  sound  business 
procedure  rather  than  with  the  wasteful 
lack  of  procedure  which  would  inevitably 
follow  if  we  fail  to  say  here  and  now,  to¬ 
day,  that  we  are  going  to  attempt  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  universal  military  training  as 
soon  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Virginia  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  BYRD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  From  what  the 
Senator  has  said,  it  is  perfectly  clear,  is 
it  not,  that  what  is  meant  is  that  unless 
the  provision  for  universal  military 
training  were  included,  this  bill  would 
not  really  be  complete? 

Mr.  BYRD.  That  is  my  opinion.  It  is 
likely  that  we  shall  have  to  live  under 
the  threat  of  war  for  many  years  to 
come.  General  Eisenhower  has  said  that 
the  threat  of  war  may  last  10,  20,  or  even 
30  years.  Let  me  remind  Members  of 
the  Senate  that  the  threat  of  war  over  a 
long  period  may  be  quite  as  destructive  of 
our  economy  as  actual  war  itself. 

Under  these  conditions,  normal  mili¬ 
tary  peacetime  training  should  be  a  part 
of  our  military  program.  Unless  we  be¬ 
come  strong  and  remain  strong,  we  shall 
be  in  danger.  Only  military  strength, 
steady  and  consistent,  will  be  a  deterrent 
to  Communistic  aggression. 

Mr.  President,  I  desire  now  to  say  a 
few  words  about  the  cost  of  a  great 
standing  army.  I  today  received  figures 
on  the  1934  military  budget  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  which  was  $480,000,000.  That  was 
the  military  budget,  the  entire  military 
expenditure  of  the  country  in  1934.  In 
1939,  2  years  before  the  attack  on  Pearl 
Harbor,  the  military  budget  was  $1,074,- 
000,000.  In  1951  the  estimated  military 
budget  is  $20,994,000,000,  and  for  1952 
the  estimated  military  budget  on  an  ex¬ 
penditure  basis  is  $41,421,000,000. 

Recently,  before  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  Mr.  McNeil,  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense,  stated  that  in 
fiscal  1953  the  military  expenditures  will 
be  $48,000,000,000  on  an  expenditure 
basis,  and  will  last  for  a  long  time  to 
come.  He  hoped  the  expenditures 
would  be  leveled  off  at  some  future  time, 
but  that  was  merely  a  wish,  not  in  any 
way  a  certainty. 

Mr.  President,  if  our  military  expendi¬ 
tures  are  $48,000,000,000,  and  the  pres¬ 
ent  nondefense  budget,  as  submitted  by 
President  Truman,  is  adopted,  we  shall 
then  have  a  total  Federal  annual  ex¬ 
penditure  of  $80,000,000,000.  Added  to 
that  will  be  the  local  and  State  taxes 
and  expenditures,  to  reach  a  grand  total 
of  nearly  $100,000,000,000  a  year.  I  ask 
Members  of  the  Senate,  in  aU  sincerity. 
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to  examine  their  own  judgment,  to  ask 
themselves  whether  we  can  stand  a  com¬ 
bined  expenditure  of  $100,000,000,000 
and  still  preserve  our  solvency. 

Federal  income,  Mr.  President,  under 
the  existing  taxation,  is  $55,000,000,000. 
Federal  expenditures  are  estimated  at 
$80,000,000,000,  assuming  that  the  fig¬ 
ures  I  have  given  are  carried  out, 
namely,  that  there  is  no  reduction  in  the 
nondefense  spending.  That  means  a 
deficit  of  $25,000,000,000  beginning  in 
the  year  1953.  If  we  undertake  to  in¬ 
crease  taxes  to  the  extent  of  $25,000,000,- 
000  more  than  we  have  already  increased 
them,  I  say  to  you,  Mr.  President,  that 
we  shall  so  cripple  the  economic  system 
of  the  country  that  we  shall  be  threat¬ 
ened  with  collapse,  because,  as  all  of  us 
know,  there  is  a  limit  to  which  we  can 
pay  taxes. 

Mr.  President,  the  cost  of  each  soldier 
in  a  standing  army,  with  military  equip¬ 
ment,  4s  $10,000  a  year.  It  costs  $4,000 
a  year  simply  for  the  physical  mainte¬ 
nance  of  a  soldier,  to  pay  his  compen¬ 
sation,  to  pay  for  his  living  quarters, 
and  so  forth;  but  if  we  add  to  that  the 
cost  of  the  military  equipment  necessary 
to  put  the  soldier  in  the  field,  the  cost  is 
$10,000  a  year,  according  to  estimates  of 
the  Defense  Department. 

I  think  it  is  very  obvious  that  to  have 
a  reserve  of  trained  soldiers,  such  as  will 
be  provided  by  the  universal-military¬ 
training  program,  is  a  much  better,  a 
much  more  economical,  and  a  much 
more  satisfactory  operation  of  defense 
than  to  have  a  great  standing  army  at 
enormous  cost,  together  with  the  other 
disadvantages  of  a  great  standing  army. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Monroney  in  the  chair).  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Virginia  has  expired. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  one  more  minute? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Virginia  one  more  minute. 

Mr.  BYRD.  Therefore,  Mr.  President, 

1  want  to  say  that,  after  most  careful 
consideration,  in  view  of  the  conditions 
confronting  us,  I  favor  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  at  this  time.  I  say  it  re¬ 
luctantly.  Under  other  conditions,  per¬ 
haps,  I  would  not  take  this  position;  but 
in  the  past  5  years  we  have  faced  a  threat 
to  our  security  such  as  we  have  never 
faced  before  in  the  history  of  America, 
and  that  threat  we  must  meet.  The 
only  way  to  meet  it  is  by  military  pre¬ 
paredness,  and  the  best  way  to  have  mil¬ 
itary  preparedness  over  the  long  and 
many  years  to  come  is  to  have  as  a  part 
of  it  universal  military  training.  A 
great  standing  army  over  a  term  of  years 
will  bankrupt  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Colorado  will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 

2  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
[Mr.  Hunt]. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Wyoming  is  recognized  for 
2  minutes. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  it  is  with 
some  timidity  that  I  make  reference  to 
polls.  However,  certainly  it  is  not  mere¬ 
ly  the  ex-servicemen  of  the  United  States 


who  favor  universal  military  training. 
It  is  practically  two-thirds  or  three- 
fourths  of  all  our  people.  So  I  have  put 
together  the  results  of  polls  taken  within 
the  past  few  years,  beginning  in  1945, 
and  extending  through  1947. 

I  shall  start  with  the  American  In¬ 
stitute  of  Public  Opinion.  Their  last 
poll,  conducted  in  1947,  shows  that  66.5 
percent  of  those  interviewed  favored 
UMT,  23.5  percent  opposed,  10  percent 
had  no  opinion.  The  results  in  the  vari¬ 
ous  States  were  as  follows:  Illinois,  74 
percent  favorable;  Ohio,  75  percent  fa¬ 
vorable;  Indiana,  69  percent  favorable; 
Michigan,  78  percent  favorable;  Texas, 
78  percent  favorable;  and  California,  77 
percent  favorable. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  want  to  quote 
merely  from  that  one  public  opinion  poll, 
but  I  desire  to  refer  to  one  with  which 
I  am  quite  familiar — that  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Opinion  and  Research  Service, 
conducted  by  the  University  of  Denver. 
From  this  institution  I  used  to  receive 
a  poll  regularly  each  month.  This  poll 
shows  that  79  percent  of  the  people, 
especially  in  the  Rocky  Mountain  area, 
are  favorable  to  UMT,  15  percent  are 
opposed,  and  6  percent  have  no  opinion. 

There  have  been  a  great  number  of 
polls.  I  conclude  by  saying  that,  of  the 
120  polls  taken  by  newspapers  through¬ 
out  the  United  States,  in  all  the  large 
cities,  109  of  the  polls  were  favorable; 
only  11  were  opposed. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Florida  [Mr.  SmathersL 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Florida  is  recognized  for 
4  minutes. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  associate  myself  with  Senators 
who  have  expressed  themselves  as  being 
in  favor  of  the  proposed  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  program.  It  seems  to  me 
the  time  has  come  in  this  country  when 
we  must  stop  this  rather  frantic  charg¬ 
ing  up  the  hill  of  preparedness  in  times 
of  emergency,  and  then  coasting  rather 
lackadaisically  back  to  the  morass  of 
unpreparedness  in  times  of  temporary 
peace.  We  have  seen  ourselves  do  that 
twice  over  the  past  two  decades. 

It  seems  to  me  that  universal  military 
training  is  the  only  practical  means  of 
getting  this  Nation  prepared,  and,  more 
important,  of  keeping  it  prepared ;  for  it 
is  the  only  program  which  provides  for  an 
even  flow  of  young  men  into  the  foixes, 
and  at  the  same  time  out  of  the  forces 
into  active  Reserve  programs.  It  is  the 
only  proposal  which  equalizes  the  bur¬ 
den  of  service  in  defense  of  the  coun¬ 
try.  Because  we  did  not  have  such  a 
program  heretofore,  we  see  that,  in  the 
emergency  which  we  are  in  today,  the 
same  men  who  carried  the  great  burden 
of  World  War  II  are  called  upon  to  carry 
the  burden  once  again.  UMT  would 
spread  the  burden  of  service  so  that  the 
load  would  fall  on  the  many  rather  than 
the  few.  At  the  same  time  it  is  the  only 
program  which  assures  that  we  shall  not 
Incur  the  danger  of  creating  in  this 
country  a  great  professional  army  be¬ 
cause  it  is  a  program  which  turns  over 
to  the  citizens,  the  young  men  of  the 
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Nation,  the  program  and  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  looking  after  this  Nation’s 
defenses. 

The  Senator  from  Washington  a  mo¬ 
ment  ago  made  reference  to  the  fact 
that  he  had  one  son  whom  he  wanted 
to  have  the  benefit  of  universal  military 
training.  I  agree  wholeheartedly  with 
his  remarks.  I  am  the  father  of  two 
sons,  and  I  certainly  hope  that  my  two 
sons  will  be  afforded  the  opportunity  of 
having  been  trained  before  they  are 
thrown  into  the  maelstrom  of  battle. 

The  most  tragic  single  element  of  the 
momentously  tragic  war  in  Korea  is  the 
fact  that  you  men,  17  and  18  years  old, 
with  practically  no  training  whatever, 
have  had  to  move  into  the  front  line  of 
the  defense  of  their  country.  Because 
many  of  them  had  not  been  taught  what 
to  do  when  under  actual  battle  condi¬ 
tions,  with  all  its  confusion  and  blood¬ 
shed,  they  lost  their  lives  and  will  never 
return  again.  It  could  well  be  said  that 
these  men,  because  of  lack  of  training, 
had  no  chance. 

The  national  commander  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Legion,  whose  name  is  Earl  Cocke, 
a  very  able  young  man  from  Georgia, 
a  man  who  served  valiantly  and  well  in 
World  War  II,  said,  in  a  recent  speech 
advocating  universal  military  training, 
that  we  need  UMT  because  we  find  in  the 
excitement  and  confusion  of  battle  to¬ 
day  that  “it  is  the  trained  men  who  sur¬ 
vive  and  the  untrained  who  are  killed." 

I  think  as  a  practical  matter,  as  has 
been  so  well  stated  by  the  able  and  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Virginia,  for 
this  Nation  to  economize  we  need  to 
adopt  a  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram.  Certainly  we  cannot  for  very 
long  maintain  a  military  budget  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $48,000,000,000  annually. 
Indeed,  it  is  waste  and  profligacy  of  an 
exaggerated  nature  for  us  to  spend  that 
many  billions  to  get  ready,  then  when 
the  urgency  of  the  crisis  eases  off  a  lit¬ 
tle  bit,  to  then  permit  our  defenses  to 
deteriorate  and  our  materiel  to  rust  and 
rot.  We  need  a  steady,  planned  program 
of  preparedness  so  long  as  some  men 
seek  to  capture  and  enslave  others. 
We  have  learned  that  practical  prepar¬ 
edness  offers  the  only  hope  for  peace; 
and,  lacking  peace,  certainly  practical 
preparedness  available  to  us  under  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program  offers 
us  the  only  hope  of  survival. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  has 
expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  inquire  as  to  how  much 
more  time  remains  to  the  committee. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  20  minutes 
remaining;  the  Senator  from  Colorado, 
22  minutes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  myself  8  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  somewhat  amazed 
that  the  old  cry  should  be  raised  here 
that  the  effect  of  universal  military 
training  will  be  to  Prussianize  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people.  Over  a  period  of  20  or  more 
years,  the  great  veterans’  organizations 
composed  of  men  who  had  been  called 
from  civilian  pursuits  into  the  armed 
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services  and  returned  to  their  homes 
after  the  period  of  emergency  had 
passed,  organizations  such  as  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars,  the  American  Veterans  Associa¬ 
tion — indeed,  all  the  national  veteran 
organizations  of  which  I  have  any 
knowledge — have  striven  for  universal 
military  training.  Those  men  have 
known  what  it  means  to  be  thrown  into 
battle  without  adequate  training. 

It  seems  to  be  unpopular  here  to  cite 
those  who  have  led  our  armies  to  success 
and  our  Nation  to  salvation  in  past  wars, 
but  I  was  impressed  by  the  statement  of 
General  Eisenhower,  who  has  seen  much 
of  war,  that  the  graves  of  American  boys 
who  died  through  lack  of  proper  train¬ 
ing  dotted  North  Africa  and  Europe. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  always  been  an 
advocate  of  universal  military  training 
as  a  method  of  providing  a  reserve  sys¬ 
tem  of  civilian  soldiers  ready  to  answer 
their  Nation’s  call  without  the  delay  and 
avoiding  the  exaggerated  expense  we 
always  incur  when  we  have  disbanded 
our  forces,  destroyed  our  equipment,  and 
dismantled  our  cantonments. 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  ByrdI 
is  eminently  correct  in  saying  that  this 
is  a  move  for  economy.  I  am  amazed 
at  the  number  of  those  who  claim  to  be 
the  advocates  of  economy,  yet  propose 
to  strike  down  the  one  system  which  will, 
through  a  period  of  20  years  of  cold  war, 
enable  this  Nation  to  escape  national 
bankruptcy.  We  cannot  keep  in  being, 
indefinitely,  a  large  standing  or  profes¬ 
sional  army  of  from  3,000,000  to  4,000,000 
men.  We  cannot  hope  to  match  Russia 
and  China  in  that  respect. 

I  do  not  have  the  figures  as  to  the 
Chinese  Army,  but  the  pay  of  a  private  in 
the  Russian  Army  is  $7  a  year — not  a 
month,  but  a  year.  The  pay  of  the  low¬ 
est  grade  in  the  American  Army  is  $1,080 
a  year.  In  view  of  that  disparity,  we 
cannot  indefinitely  continue  to  expand 
our  Armed  Forces.  A  brigadier  general 
in  the  Rusian  Army  receives  pay  of  $300 
a  year.  A  brigadier  general  in  our  Army 
receives  pay  running  up  into  the  thou¬ 
sands  of  dollars,  with  other  emoluments. 
So  the  one  road  to  salvation  from  the 
destruction  of  the  economy  of  America 
is  to  inaugurate  a  reserve  program  which 
will  enable  us  to  have  10,000,000  or  12,- 
000,000  men  on  tap,  available  in  reserve, 
and  at  the  same  time  avoid  the  tre¬ 
mendous  expense  of  almost  $10,000  a 
year,  the  amount  we  incur  in  keeping 
a  man  on  active  duty. 

The  system  proposed  is  one  which  has 
proved  its  worth.  For  example,  the  lit¬ 
tle  nation  of  Switzerland,  through  a  sys¬ 
tem  of  universal  military  training,  has 
built  up  her  reserves.  She  has  had  a 
striking  force,  so  that,  though  the  tide 
of  war  has  moved  about  her,  though 
she  has  been  surrounded  by  nations  that 
were  Communist  and  by  nations  that 
were  directed  by  dictators,  not  one  of 
them  has  had  the  temerity  to  attack  her. 
She  has  relied  upon  a  system  of  trained 
reserves. 

The  only  escape  we  can  possibly  have 
from  this  staggering  military  budget  of 
almost  $50,000,000,000  a  year  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  this  system  for  building  up  our  re¬ 
serves. 


Mr.  President,  we  have  paid  a  terrific 
penalty  for  being  so  late  in  inaugurating 
and  adopting  such  a  system.  There  is 
no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  had  we 
adopted  it  some  15  years  ago  we  would 
probably  have  avoided  World  War  II.  If 
the  nations  of  the  earth  had  known  that 
America  had  in  being  a  reserve  force 
which  could  be  quickly  summoned  to 
the  colors,  trained  and  ready  for  com¬ 
bat,  we  might  well  have  seen  a  change 
in  the  entire  course  of  history.  The  dic¬ 
tators,  prepared  and  armed  to  the  teeth, 
seeing  us  absolutely  unprepared,  with 
no  reserves  and  with  no  arms  to  hand 
to  our  citizen  soldiers  and  with  no  train¬ 
ing  grounds  or  camps  adapted  to  the 
equipment,  took  the  chance  that  they 
could  accomplish  their  purpose  before 
America  was  ready.  If  there  had  been 
a  strong  reserve  force  in  being,  they 
would  have  been  deterred. 

Mr.  LONG.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LONG.  I  wonder  whether  the 
Senator  would  agree  that  a  fear  which 
many  of  us  have  is  that  in  a  future  war 
the  enemy  might  not  give  us  a  chance 
to  sit  back  and  prepare  for  a  period  of 
2  or  3  years,  as  they  have  in  the  past; 
and  that  in  view  of  the  rapidity  of  pres¬ 
ent  warfare,  particularly  in  the  light 
of  the  great  importance  of  air  power 
and  atomic  warfare,  we  should  be  ready 
to  call  men  to  arms  immediately,  in 
order  to  be  ready  to  fight. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  To  enable  us  to  sur¬ 
vive  we  must  either  maintain  a  tremen¬ 
dous  military  establishment,  at  an  enor¬ 
mous  cost,  or  establish  a  reserve  system 
which  would  be  ready  to  go  into  action 
at  any  moment  a  dictator  might  see  fit 
to  strike.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana 
is  correct.  Two  would-be  masters  of 
Europe  have  made  the  mistake  of  think¬ 
ing  that  America  could  not  be  prepared 
in  time.  They  have  seen  their  hopes 
vanish  in  the  face  of  American  courage 
and  industrial  production.  The  dicta¬ 
tor  who  today  dominates  so  much  of  the 
face  of  the  earth  is  well  aware  what 
American  industrial  production  means 
when  it  is  given  an  opportunity  to  get 
under  way.  He  is  quoted  by  Mr.  Church¬ 
ill  as  having  said  ^hat  American  indus¬ 
trial  production  enabled  the  Allies  in 
World  War  II  to  vanquish  Hitler  and 
his  satellite  powers. 

If  war  should  come,  which  God  for¬ 
bid,  America  would  be  the  first  target. 
Of  course,  we  may  undertake  to  carry 
the  enormous  burden  of  a  3,000,000  or 
4,000,000  standing  army,  costing  us  ap¬ 
proximately  $50,000,000,000  a  year.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  could  inaugurate  a 
system  of  universal  military  training  and 
organized  reserves,  which  would  enable 
us  to  defend  America  perhaps  even  more 
effectively  and,  after  the  passage  of  some 
time,  at  half  the  cost  we  are  required 
to  bear  today. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment  should 
be  defeated. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has 
expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  reserve  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  my  time  for  use  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson], 


Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  I  yield 
18  minutes  to  the  junior  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker], 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  the 
argument  for  the  Johnson-Bricker 
amendment  has  been  so  ably  presented 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  that  any¬ 
thing  I  say  will  be  largely  supplemental 
to  what  has  already  been  presented  to 
the  Senate.  However,  I  wish  to  speak 
for  the  amendment.  At  the  same  tim© 
I  speak  for  my  country.  I  speak  for  the 
people  of  a  Nation  which  has  never  un¬ 
sheathed  its  sword  except  in  a  conflict 
in  which  it  won  the  ultimate  victory. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  in  this  Nation, 
I  believe  that  it  stands  upon  a  founda¬ 
tion  of  freedom.  When  the  freedom  of 
the  individual  is  destroyed,  the  very 
fiber  of  a  nation  is  disintegrated. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  three 
things  which  Stalin  fears.  First  is  the 
individual  initiative,  reliance,  capability, 
and  resourcefulness  of  the  individual 
American  soldier,  sailor,  airman,  and 
marine.  Such  individual  reliance  and 
resourcefulness  are  developed  in  an  at¬ 
mosphere  and  in  a  spirit  of  freedom,  in, 
which  they  themselves  have  had  to  make 
decisions,  and  not  under  ajmilitary  com¬ 
mand  or  dictatorship. 

The  second  thing  Russia  fears  is  the 
great  productive  capacity  of  America, 
We  do  not  have  time  to  go  into  that  sub¬ 
ject  this  afternoon,  but  let  it  be  saidi 
that  our  capacity  is  far  greater  than, 
that  of  any  other  nation  in  the  world,5 
In  some  respects,  it  probably  is  as  greatf 
as  that  of  all  nations  combined.  The 
program  of  universal  military  training 
would  hinder  and  curb  the  great  product 
tive  capacity  of  the  industry  of  America, 
rather  than  enhance  it. 

The  third  thing  Russia  fears  is  the 
atom  bomb.  By  properly  emphasizing 
it,  as  we  are  patriotically  emphasizing 
it  in  Congress,  I  think  it  will  be  th$ 
greatest  deterrent  to  Russian  aggressiorf 
and  the  greatest  implement  for  peace 
that  the  world  has  known. 

Mr.  President,  whenever  the  power  of 
government  is  enhanced,  human  liberty 
is  suppressed.  Whenever  a  great  mili¬ 
tary  force  is  built  up,  it  must  be  used 
for  some  purpose.  No  nation  on  the  face 
of  the  earth  is  going  to  attack  America, 
with  land  forces,  today,  tomorrow,  o 
in  the  years  ahead  No  nation  could 
successfully  invade  this  country  at  this 
time.  There  may  be  an  air  attack! 
However,  the  best  defense  for  such  at? 
attack  would  be  our  own  air  power  and 
air  preparedness.  From  the  arguments 
which  are  made  on  the  other  side  on© 
would  be  inclined  to  believe  that  we  have 
no  airplanes,  that  we  would  be  attacked 
overnight,  and  that  we  would  have  no 
means  of  retaliation.  One  might  judge 
that  we  had  no  Navy,  and  that  an 
enemy  could  cross  the  seas  at  will  and 
land  in  force  on  our  shores.  The  ap¬ 
parent  intent  of  those  who  oppose  this 
amendment  is  to  assert  that  all  these 
disasters  will  result  if  we  do  not  no# 
adopt  this  universal -military  training 
program. 

Mr.  President,  the  law  which  is  already 
on  the  statute  books  provides  adequate 
authority  to  build  up  any  army  that  may 
be  needed  in  the  years  immediately 
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ahead.  That  that  has  not  been  thought 
through,  and  that  the  program  has  not 
been  critically  or  completely  analyzed 
and  studied  by  the  committee,  is  shown 
by  the  very  vagueness  of  the  bill,  in 
which  the  attempt  is  made,  as  was  so 
well  pointed  out  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Colorado,  to  link  up  uni¬ 
versal  military  service  with  a  selective 
service  bill,  in  the  hope  that  it  would  be 
passed  by  Congress  under  the  impetus  of 
the  moment,  accentuated  by  some  of  the 
fears  which  have  been  spread  over  the 
country  by  propaganda  and  otherwise. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  said  by  the 
proponents  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  that  it  is  the  heart  of  the  whole  bill, 
and  that  if  we  do  not  adopt  the  universal 
military  training  provision  we  may  as 
well  not  have  any  bill  at  all.  That,  I 
think,  brings  forcefully  to  our  attention 
the  desires  of  the  military  for  more  and 
more  power.  It  is  in  the  nature  of 
bureaucracy  to  build  and  to  grow  and  to 
reach  out  into  other  fields  of  service. 
Power  begets  power.  Greed  breeds 
greed.  The  strongest  bureaucracy  in 
Washington  today  is  in  the  leadership  of 
our  armed  forces  in  the  Pentagon  and  in 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Before  proceeding  to  discuss  the  bill 
I  should  like  to  pay  a  little  attention  to 
a  letter  which  was  received  by  every 
Senator  this  morning  from  the  Secretary 
of  Defense.  I  shall  pass  over  whether  it 
represents  a  legitimate  use  of  funds  ap¬ 
propriated  by  the  Congress.  However, 
let  me  say  that  if  we  were  to  follow  the 
arguments  contained  in  the  letter  our 
country  would  start  down  the  road  of 
decadent  nations.  We  could  very  well 
start  down  the  road  to  complete  totali¬ 
tarian  government  and  tyranny,  where 
other  nations  of  the  world  have  been 
led.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  says: 

In  my  opinion,  this  is  not  just  another 
amendment — 

Referring  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  and 
myself — 

to  be  given  hasty  consideration. 

Mr.  President,  that  statement  is  a  re¬ 
flection  upon  the  integrity,  honor,  and 
honesty  of  the  Members  of  the  Senate. 
I  resent  the  insinuation  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  that  Congress  would  give 
hasty  consideration  to  this  matter.  If 
he  wants  to  point  the  finger  of  hasty  con¬ 
sideration  let  him  point  to  the  commit¬ 
tee,  which  reported  these  controversial 
sections  of  this  bill  without  adequate 
consideration,  and  without  an  adequate 
explanation  to  the  American  people  of 
the  real  meaning  and  the  full  scope  of 
this  bill. 

Scrapping  the  universal  military  training 
provisions  would  cut  the  heart  out  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  that  shows  what  the 
military  authorities  are  after.  They  are 
after  complete  control  of  the  boys  of 
this  country,  disrupting  their  education, 
their  business  enterprises,  and  their 
home  life,  by  taking  them  into  a  military 
force.  Mr,  President,  I  do  not  want  this 
Nation  of  ours  turned  into  a  militaristic 
and  materialistic  society.  We  are  headed 
that  way  under  this  bill. 


General  Marshall  continues : 

I  have  been  fearful  that  a  long  debate 
over  many  details  of  this  legislation  would 
dim  the  fundamental  conception  which  is 
the  basis  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  if  anyone  wants  to  dim 
the  fundamental  conception  it  is  the 
Secretary  of  Defense.  It  is  the  military 
authorities  who  do  not  want  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  to  know  what  is  in  the  bill. 
It  has  been  so  vaguely  drafted  that  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Senate  do  not  know  what  is 
in  it.  We  do  not  know  the  terms  of 
UMT.  We  do  not  know  when  it  would 
be  put  into  effect.  We  do  not  know 
what  kind  of  commission  would  adminis¬ 
ter  it.  We  do  not  know  when  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  would  establish 
it. 

The  committee  declares  that  it  is  in 
the  national  interest  that  the  personnel 
serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  be  directed 
and  encouraged  in  the  realization  and 
in  the  development  of  those  moral, 
spiritual,  and  religious  values  consistent 
with  the  religious  beliefs  and  convictions 
of  the  individuals  concerned,  which  are 
fundamental  to  the  preservation  and 
strengthening  of  the  fiber  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  citizenship. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  the  moral  fiber 
of  America  is  the  strongest  and  best  of 
any  nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth  today. 
The  spirit  of  the  American  people  is 
right.  We  are  fundamentally  a  religious 
people.  We  have  come  to  be  so  after 
150  years  of  guidance  of  our  own  destiny, 
without  the  dictatorship  of  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  generals  in  command  of 
them,  or  even  the  President  of  the  United 
States  or  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  I 
do  not  want  the  religious  instruction  of 
the  boys  of  America  to  be  taken  from  the 
homes  and  turned  over  to  the  military 
authorities.  I  do  not  want  the  spiritual 
strengthening  of  the  fiber  of  America  to 
depend  upon  the  commanding  officers  of 
the  boys  in  camps  who  are  receiving 
military  training.  That  is  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  American  home,  which  has 
done  such  a  magnificent  job.  It  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  free  churches  of 
America.  Under  our  institutions  we 
have  builded  the  finest  citizenship  in  the 
history  of  the  world.  For  the  military 
now  so  say,  “We  are  going  to  take  that 
over”  is  going  beyond  the  pale  of  reason. 
It  is  the  road  toward  military  tyranny 
and  military  dictatorship. 

The  military  authorities  do  not  want 
this  question  reviewed  in  future  years, 
because  they  know  that  after  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  know  the  meaning  of  this 
program,  and  after  they  see  what  it  does 
to  our  society,  our  economy,  and  the 
basic  liberties  of  the  people  of  America, 
they  will  resent  it  and  turn  against  it. 
The  military  authorities  know,  as  well 
as  we  know,  that  the  American  Congress 
would  never  pass  such  a  bill  in  the  light 
of  an  educated  American  citizenship. 

No ;  if  anyone  is  trying  to  dim  this  bill. 
It  is  being  dimmed  by  the  military  lead¬ 
ership  and  those  who  are  proposing  it 
in  the  Congress  at  this  time. 

General  Marshall  continues: 

By  the  same  token,  our  allies  will  find  It 
hard  to  place  any  confidence  in  the  dura¬ 
bility  of  our  support  and  their  will  to  stand 


fast  against  totalitarian  pressure  will  be 
correspondingly  reduced. 

Mr.  President,  today  we  are  contribut¬ 
ing  one-half  the  total  cost  of  military 
development  and  economic  rehabilita¬ 
tion  in  the  countries  of  Europe.  What 
happened?  We  tried  to  obtain  an  agree¬ 
ment.  We  tried  to  get  promises.  All  we 
have  are  vague  hopes  expressed  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  in  a  prayer.  It  is  now 
the  hope  that  those  nations  may  re¬ 
spond  if  we  take  this  additional  step. 
Have  we  not  done  enough  already  to 
bring  them  into  line  and  revive  their 
patriotism  and  determination  to  defend 
themselves?  We  cannot  do  it  through 
universal  military  training  in  this  coun¬ 
ts  .  Do  we  want  to  make  them  more 
impotent  and  dependent  upon  us?  It 
would  make  them  suppliants  at  our  door 
to  a  greater  extent  than  they  are  today, 
rather  than  encourage  in  them  a  deter¬ 
mination  to  take  care  of  their  own  re¬ 
sponsibilities  and  protect  their  own 
lands. 

Universal  military  training  is  certainly 
not  needed  to  defend  our  shores  at  this 
time.  We  already  have  in  effect  a  Selec- 
tice  Service  Act.  Are  we  going  to  send 
more  troops  to  Europe  under  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program?  Are 
we  going  to  prepare  them  for  another 
such  debacle  as  the  President  of  the 
United  States  led  us  into  in  Korea, 
against  the  advice  of  all  those  who 
should  have  known  the  effects  of  it? 

No;  the  military  leaders  are  trying  to 
becloud  the  issue.  They  are  not  willing 
that  the  American  people  shall  look  it 
squarely  in  the  face.  What  we  do  here 
will  have  no  effect  upon  what  Russia 
does  over  there,  but  it  may  cause  the 
European  nations  to  relax  in  their  dili¬ 
gence. 

I  read  further: 

Because  this  legislation  is  designed  to  meet 
needs  that  are  so  unpredictable,  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  fixed  expiration  date  would 
wipe  out  much  of  its  value. 

All  they  want  to  do  is  to  take  com¬ 
plete  control  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Congress.  They  want  the  Congress  to 
subordinate  itself  to  the  Executive  and 
the  military.  Then  perhaps  they  would 
be  willing  to  let  us  know  at  some  future 
time  what  is  going  on. 

General  Marshall  continues: 

I  am  not  suggesting  that  the  Congress 
should  adopt  this  program  on  a  permanent 
basis  and  then  abandon  all  concern  with 
its  effectiveness  or  administration.  On  the 
contrary,  I  believe  it  should  be  the  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  Department  of  Defense  and  also 
of  the  independent  control  commission,  to 
be  appointed  by  the  President  with  the 
advice  and  approval  of  the  Senate,  to  render 
regular  reports  to  the  Congress  on  all  aspects 
of  the  program. 

It  is  very  generous  of  them  to  be  will¬ 
ing  to  report  to  the  Congress,  which  rep¬ 
resents  the  American  people  and  is  sup¬ 
posed  to  determine  the  policy  of  the 
country.  It  is  generous  of  them  to  be 
willing  to  report  to  us  from  time  to  time 
what  they  are  doing. 

I  have  not  sufficient  time  to  read  the 
remainder  of  the  letter.  However,  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  is  a  usurpation  of  authority  on 
the  part  of  the  defense  chief,  outside 
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his  province,  when  he  tries  to  lobby  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  into  sup¬ 
porting  a  program  which  he  and  his  as¬ 
sistants  got  through  the  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

My  position  on  this  bill  is  not  deter¬ 
mined  by  what  the  Secretary  Of  Defense 
says,  but  by  what  I  honestly  and  sin¬ 
cerely  believe,  as  a  patriotic,  liberty- 
loving  American  citizen,  will  be  the  best 
thing  for  the  people  of  my  country,  not 
for  today  and  tomorrow,  but  in  the  long 
run.  We  have  builded  mightily  upon  the 
foundations  established  by  our  fore¬ 
fathers.  Let  us  not  destroy  those  foun¬ 
dations  by  accepting  something  which 
we  have  not  studied  through,  the  ulti¬ 
mate  effects  of  which  we  cannot  com¬ 
prehend. 

There  are  two  or  three  questions  which 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  other  side.  I 
should  like  to  have  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  give 
some  attention  to  them. 

The  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  is  given  power  to  establish  pol¬ 
icies  and  standards  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  initial  basic  training,  includ¬ 
ing  moral,  religious,  informational,  and 
educational  phases  of  such  training. 
Does  this  not  provide,  ultimately  for  po¬ 
litical  indoctrination,  and  possibly  for 
thought  control  of  the  people  of  the 
country?  If  we  should  have  a  wilful 
President  of  the  United  States,  and 
every  American  boy  were  placed  in  camp 
at  18  years  of  age,  we  would  have  a  per¬ 
fect  Hitlerian  picture.  If  we  should  have 
a  wilful  President  who  was  willing  to 
use  the  power,  and  money  of  his  office 
to  propagandize  and  indoctrinate  boys 
in  the  camps — and  there  is  some  sus¬ 
picion  on  my  part  that  that  might  some 
day  be  done — we  would  have  another 
military  dictatorship.  It  might  have 
been  done  in  the  past  if  there  had  been 
an  opportunity.  Such  a  thing  could  de¬ 
stroy  the  very  fundamental  principles 
of  liberty  in  this  country  and  indoctri¬ 
nate  us  into  totalitarian  government. 

On  page  80  of  the  bill,  lines  2  to  6,  it  is 
provided  that  the  commission  may  des¬ 
ignate  the  Federal  departments  and 
agencies  to  conduct  moral,  religious, 
recreational,  informational,  and  educa¬ 
tion  training.  Is  not  that  a  program 
which  would  take  over  the  welfare,  the 
education,  and  the  religious  training  of 
the  boys  of  our  country  for  at  least  the 
limited  period  they  are  in  the  service? 
No  one  knows  how  long  that  may  ulti¬ 
mately  be.  It  would  take  such  training 
away  from  home,  the  church,  the  schools 
and  the  colleges,  under  whose  guidance, 
leadership,  and  training  we  have  devel¬ 
oped  so  mightily. 

There  appears  to  be  nothing  in  the 
bill  which  would  prevent  the  President 
from  establishing  in  the  United  States 
American  youth  organizations,  similar 
to  those  established  in  Germany  by  Hit¬ 
ler.  Those  youth  organizations  were 
likewise  given  moral,  religious,  informa¬ 
tional  and  educational  training,  just  as 
is  provided  by  the  bill.  That  was  the 
implement  by  which  Hitler  suppressed 
the  people  of  Germany  and  led  to  the 
greatest  debacle  in  the  history  of  the 
world. 


The  military  spreads  out.  The  bigger 
it  becomes,  the  more  things  it  has  to  do 
with  the  American  people,  over  them, 
and  to  them. 

In  the  first  place,  the  committee  says 
that  the  salaries  of  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Commission  were  not 
fixed  because  the  members  will  probably 
not  be  appointed  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  future  salaries  are  difficult  to  pre¬ 
dict.  Nevertheless,  they  did  determine 
what  the  salaries  of  the  boys  would  be, 
what  pay  they  would  receive  when  they 
were  called  in.  They  admit  that  the 
program  is  not  going  to  be  used  by  the 
President  for  a  number  of  years — 3  or 
4  of'  5  or  6  years.  Why  should  we  ab¬ 
dicate  our  responsible  position  in  the 
scheme  of  Government  and  give  a  blank 
check  to  the  President  to  place  a  law  in 
effect  when  and  if  he  ever  feels  that 
it  is  desirable?  No.  Let  the  Congress 
pass  upon  that  question  at  some  future 
date,  when  we  can  have  a  clear  look 
at  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  and  not 
pass  it  as  a  part  of  a  law  extending 
selective  service  which  is  admittedly 
necessary.  It  is  tacked  on  because  of 
the  propaganda  and  power  of  the  bu¬ 
reaucracy  in  Washington,  again  sup¬ 
pressing  the  individual  rights  of  the 
American  people. 

The  bill  might  make  it  possible  for  the 
President  and  the  Government  to  supply 
low-cost,  subsidized  agricultural  or  in¬ 
dustrial  labor.  Mr.  President,  that  is  the 
reason  why  the  Grange  and  the  Farm 
Bureau  throughout  the  country  are  op¬ 
posing  tacking  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  on  to  the  selective-service  law. 

This  measure  is  not  a  war  program, 
Mr.  President.  If  we  have  a  crisis  it  will 
be  immediate.  We  pray  and  hope  that  it 
will  not  be  permanent.  It  will  not  be 
permanent  if  we  do  not  destroy  the 
liberties  of  the  American  people  and  their 
individual  reliance  on  the  possibility  of 
their  continuing  to  have  a  voice  and  a 
vote  in  the  destinies  of  their  own  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

This  measure  would  disrupt  American 
life  and  destroy  the  liberties  upon  which 
we  have  builded.  It  would  change  the 
entire  concept  of  our  social  structure.  It 
would  give  power  to  the  military  leaders 
and  to  the  Government  at  Washington 
that  they  have  never  had  before.  The 
'  Government  could  change  our  whole  so¬ 
cial  fabric,  destroy  the  possibilities  of  a 
boy  planning  his  life,  planning  for  a  col¬ 
lege  education.  If  this  program  is  at¬ 
tached  to  the  society  of  America  it  will 
never  be  taken  off. 

This  program  would  result  in  starting 
down  the  road  toward  totalitarian  gov¬ 
ernment  and  maybe  ultimate  tyranny. 
It  would  lead  us  down  the  pathway  which 
every  decadent  nation  has  marched  to 
its  ultimate  destruction  and  death. 

Mr.  President,  this  is  a  serious  matter. 
It  is  a  matter  which  ought  to  be  thor¬ 
oughly  debated.  It  is  a  matter  which  the 
American  people  ought  to  study.  It  is  a 
matter  on  which  we  ought  to  have  a 
chance  to  talk  to  the  people  back  home. 
It  is  a  matter  respecting  which  we  ought 
to  have  the  advice  of  the  military  leaders 
as  to  just  what  they  are  going  to  do  with 
these  boys,  in  order  to  bring  about  the 


peace  which  they  talk  and  prattle  about 
while  all  the  time  war  comes  closer. 
We  do  not  have  time  to -talk  about  the 
present  crisis.  But  we  have  before  us 
legislation  granting  full  authority  and 
power  to  meet  the  situation  as  it  is  to¬ 
day,  without  attaching  to  our  society 
ultimately  a  control  program,  a  bureau¬ 
cratic  program,  the  most  powerful  this 
country  has  ever  had,  destroying  our  lib¬ 
erty,  changing  the  course  of  history,  and, 
in  my  opinion,  lessening  the  influence  of 
the  United  States  in  world  affairs.  It  is 
unnecessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
liberty  of  America,  unnecessary  for  the 
preservation  of  the  peace  of  the  world, 
and  destructive  of  some  of  the  very  fun¬ 
damental  concepts  we  have  held  for  150 
years,  and  upon  which  we  have  builded 
our  country.  We  have  never  been  de¬ 
feated  in  battle,  Mr.  President,  and  in  my 
individual  judgment  we  will  not  be,  so 
long  as  the  American  people  remain  free, 
love  liberty,  and  have  a  voice  and  vote  in 
the  destiny  of  their  own  affairs. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  yield  2  minutes  to  my  colleague 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BRICKER.  Mr.  President,  how 
much  time  do  we  have  on  this  side? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  All 
the  time  on  this  side  of  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  has  been  used  except  one-half 
minute. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  my  colleague  the  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 
to  oppose  the  Bricker-Johnson  amend¬ 
ment  which,  as  I  understand  it,  would 
retain  selective  service,  but  abolish  the 
universal  military-training  features  of 
the  pending  bill.  I  think  our  experience 
has  demonstrated  that  selective  serv¬ 
ice  is  not  enough.  Men  are  brought  into 
the  armed  services,  but  after  they  have 
finished  their  period  of  service,  they  are 
then  released,  and  we  do  not  build  up  a 
backlog  of  trained  soldiers  who  will  be 
available  if  an  emergency  develops.  As 
a  result  of  our  not  having  universal  mil¬ 
itary  training  in  past  years,  we  have 
been  compelled  to  call  on  approximate¬ 
ly  800,000  Reservists,  men  who  have  al¬ 
ready  taken  part  in  fighting  one  war, 
and  who,  because  we  have  not  built  up 
a  backlog  of  those  who  previously  have 
not  fought  and  who  are  not  organized 
in  Reserve  divisions,  have  been  com¬ 
pelled  to  return  to  the  service  and  fight 
another  war. 

The  purpose  of  universal  military 
training  is  with  a  short  period  of  basic 
training,  then  to  send  the  men  back  into 
their  home  communities,  where  they 
will  be  formed  into  Reserve  companies, 
regiments,  and  divisions.  Additional 
training  will  be  given  the  men  at  home, 
and  the  Reserve  units,  instead  of  being 
skeletons  as  now,  will  be  firmly  organ¬ 
ized  and  inherent  groups.  Then,  if  war 
should  develop,  we  would  have  not  mere¬ 
ly  the  National  Guard,  but  Reserve  divi¬ 
sions  which  could  be  thrown  into  the 
fray,  instead  of  hastily  assembling  an 
army,  giving  the  men  training,  and 
sending  them  forth  unready. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  this  feature  of 
the  bill  will  provide  greater  security  for 
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the  Nation,  and  it  will  not  militarize  the 
youth. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  how  much  has  the  other  side  used 
up  of  its  time? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  All 
except  one-half  minute. 

Does  the  other  side  desire  to  use  that 
remaining  time  now,  that  half  minute? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  is 
the  other  side  proposing  to  yield  some 
part  of  its  remaining  time  to  us? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  No.  I  un¬ 
derstood  the  other  side  had  a  half  a  min¬ 
ute,  or  perhaps  a  minute  left. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  How  much  time 
does  the  opposition  have  left? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Eight 
minutes. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  shall  take  one- 
half  minute.  Perhaps  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  will.be  granted  that  I  may  speak 
for  a  minute. 

Mr.  President,  if  we  do  not  change  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  United  States,  if 
we  continue  to  follow  the  philosophy  we 
have  been  following  in  foreign  affairs 
in  recent  years,  not  only  will  we  need  all 
the  18-year-old  boys  in  the  country,  but 
we  will  need  all  the  men  who  are  able 
to  bear  arms. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  attacking  the 
problem  from  the  wrong  direction. 
What  we  ought  to  be  debating  here  to¬ 
day  is  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United 
States,  which  has  proved  so  disastrous 
over  the  past  many,  many,  many  years. 

So,  Senators  who  vote  for  universal 
military  training  are  voting  to  help  those 
who  have  been  responsible  for  bringing 
upon  the  Nation  the  need  for  military 
service.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  pre¬ 
vail  and  that  the  provision  for  universal 
military  training  will  be  stricken  from 
the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  How  much 
time  does  our  side  have  remaining? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  There 
are  7  minutes  remaining. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  under¬ 
stood  we  had  11  minutes  at  the  time  I 
yielded  2  minutes  a  short  while  ago. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Chair  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that 
time  passed  while  Senators  discussed 
the  question  of  how  much  time  re¬ 
mained. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  yield  as  much  time  as  the  junior 
Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Benton] 
desires  to  take. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Connecticut  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  there  be  printed 
in  the  Record  as  part  of  the  debate  the 
very  illuminating  letter  I  received  this 
morning  from  General  Marshall.  I  un¬ 
derstand  an  identical  letter  was  deliv¬ 
ered  today  to  every  Member  of  the 
United  States  Senate. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

The  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Washington  March  6,  1951. 

My  Dear  Senator  Benton:  I  am  informed 
that  the  Senate  will  be  asked  to  vote  on  a 
proposal  that  all  sections  relating  to  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  be  eliminated  from 


the  universal  military  training  and  service 
bill,  now  under  discussion. 

In  my  opinion  this  is  not  just  another 
amendment,  to  be  given  hasty  consideration. 
Scrapping  the  universal  military  training 
provisions  would  cut  the  heart  out  of  the 
bill.  The  distinctive  contribution  the  bill 
makes  to  our  national  security  would  be 
removed.  This  single  action  would  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  cancel  the  assurance  that  our  de¬ 
fenses  would  have,  for  the  first  time,  an  en¬ 
during  base  that  would  guarantee  us  ade¬ 
quate  military  strength  at  a  cost  we  could 
bear  for  the  years  of  critical  world  tension 
that  we  now  face. 

I  have  been  fearful  that  the  long  debate 
over  many  details  of  this  legislation  would 
dim  the  fundamental  conception  which  is 
the  basis  of  the  bill.  I  believe  it  is  import¬ 
ant  to  restate  that  purpose  now  so  that  every 
Senator  may  realize  exactly  what  will  be 
the- result  of  voting  to  remove  the  universal 
military  training  features  from  this  measure. 

This  bill  is  intended  to  enable  us  to  main¬ 
tain  the  strength  we  need  to  curb  aggres¬ 
sion  and  safeguard  peace.  We  must  expand 
our  forces  in  being  with  all  possible  speed. 
At  the  same  time  we  must  assure  a  depend¬ 
able  flow  of  trained  young  manpower  into  our 
civilian  reserve  components  so  that  we  can 
transfer  a  larger  part  of  the  future  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  our  security  to  these  citizen 
groups  and  thus  cut  down  the  size  of  our 
professional  Military  Establishment,  of  the 
troops  on  active  duty. 

No  man  is  wise  enough  to  know  how  long 
the  present  emergency  will  last.  One  thing 
we  do  know.  Unless  we  give  unequivocal 
proof  now  of  our  determination  to  organize 
our  defenses  on  a  sound,  long-range  basis, 
our  potential  enemies  will  be  encouraged  to 
believe  that  we  will,  sooner  or  later,  relax  our 
vigilance  and  provide  them  with  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  achieve  their  goal  of  world  domina¬ 
tion. 

Our  past  history  is  a  fever  chart  of  panicky 
mobilization  in  periods  of  crisis,  followed  by 
too  hasty  disarmament  when  the  sense  of 
urgency  subsided.  So  long  as  our  enemies 
have  any  ground  for  believing  that  we  will 
again  weary  of  the  cost  of  preparedness  or 
that  we  will  wreck  our  economy  by  attempt¬ 
ing  to  support  a  standing  military  organiza¬ 
tion  of  large  proportions,  we  can  have  little 
hope  that  they  will  abandon  their  aggressive 
policies  and  seek  an  honest  peace  at  „he  con¬ 
ference  table.  By  the  same  token,  our  allies 
will  find  it  hard  to  place  any  confidence  in 
the  durability  of  our  support  and  their  will 
to  stand  fast  against  totalitarian  pressure 
Will  be  correspondingly  reduced. 

Universal  military  training  is  not  a  step 
toward  militarizing  our  country.  Its  effect, 
in  my  opinion,  is  precisely  the  opposite.  By 
building  up  the  civilian  reserve  and  cutting 
down  the  Regular  Military  Establishment  or 
troops  on  active  duty  it  offers  maximum  as¬ 
surance  that  we  can  reduce  the  number  of 
men  who  must  leave  their  families,  their  jobs, 
and  curtail  their  education  to  serve  in  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force.  It  would  require 
fewer  men  under  arms,  while  giving  us  a 
vastly  greater  number  of  trained  men  quickly 
available  for  duty  in  a  sudden  emergency. 

It  would  distribute  the  obligation  for  na¬ 
tional  defense  equitably  and  democratically 
among  all  our  young  men  at  the  time  when 
fulfillment  of  this  obligation  would  involve 
minimum  hardship  for  them,  for  their  com¬ 
munities,  and  for  our  productive  economy. 
It  would  permit  the  maintenance  of  a  strong 
educational  system  and  prevent  any  inter¬ 
ference  with  the  scientific  and  technical 
leadership  that  is  so  vital  to  our  total  secu¬ 
rity.  It  is  the  common-sense  answer  to  our 
defense  problems  in  a  world  situation  that 
may  remain  tense  for  a  long  period  of  years. 

Because  this  legislation  is  designed  to 
meet  needs  that  are  so  unpredictable,  the 
establishment  of  a  fixed  expiration  date 


would  wipe  out  much  of  its  value.  Any  date 
that  was  set  would  represent  a  marker  for 
those  who  conspire  against  us  to  anchor  their 
hopes  that  we  would  revert  once  again  to  our 
old  state  of  vulnerable  unpreparedness.  In¬ 
stead  of  peace,  their  strategy  would  be  di¬ 
rected  toward  creating  a  synthetic  atmos¬ 
phere  of  calm  so  that  we  would  strip  our¬ 
selves  of  available  trained  reserves  without 
putting  anything  in  their  place. 

I  am  not  suggesting  that  the  Congress 
should  adopt  this  program  on  a  permanent 
basis  and  then  abandon  all  concern  with  its 
effectiveness  or  administration.  On  the 
contrary,  I  believe  it  should  be  the  obliga¬ 
tion  of  the  Department  of  Defense  and  also 
of  the  independent  control  commission,  to 
be  appointed  by  the  President  with  the  ad¬ 
vice  and  approval  of  the  Senate,  to  render 
regular  reports  to  the  Congress  on  all  aspects 
of  the  program. 

It  is  my  conviction  that  any  program  of 
such  fundamental  importance  to  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  should  have  a  full  review  by  the 
Congress  at  regular  intervals  to  make  certain 
that  it  is  accomplishing  the  purpose  for 
which  it  was  set  up  and  that  it  is  being  ad¬ 
ministered  in  a  democratic,  economical  and 
effective  manner.  Such  a  review  should  go 
beyond  the  comprehensive  appraisal  that 
every  governmental  program  receives  each 
year  in  the  course  of  its  congressional  budget 
hearings. 

My  experience  in  a  lifetime  of  association 
with  the  military  departments  has  convinced 
me  that  universal  military  training  is  an  es¬ 
sential  element  in  any  genuine  program  of 
national  security  for  this  country.  It  is  not 
a  new  idea.  It  has  been  advocated  by  many 
thoughtful,  peace-loving  Americans  in  all  of 
the  years  since  George  Washington  first  pro¬ 
posed  a  program  of  this  type  150  years  ago. 

There  are  always  people  who  feel  that  this 
is  not  the  right  time  to  consider  universal 
military  training.  In  periods  of  emergency, 
it  is  argued  that  we  must  concentrate  all 
our  attention  on  building  up  our  imme¬ 
diate  strength,  not  waste  energy  on  long¬ 
term  plans.  In  periods  of  apparent  peace, 
it  is  argued  that  we  must  scale  down  our 
strength  almost  to  the  last  degree. 

We  have  a  great  national  decision  to  make, 
a  really  historic  decision.  We  need  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  as  a  fundamental 
and  inseparable  part  of  the  bill  you  are  now 
considering.  We  cannot  draw  a  line  between 
the  problems  we  must  face  today  and  those 
we  may  have  to  face  tomorrow.  I  hope  the 
Senate  will  not  follow  the  line  of  evasion  or 
delay.  I  hope  you  will  vote  to  approve  the 
basic  provisions  of  this  legislation,  as  reported 
out  by  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee. 

Faithfully  yours, 

G.  C.  Marshall. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent.  I  yield  to  myself  the  remainder  of 
the  time. 

The  Bricker-Johnson  amendment 
strikes  at  the  very  essence  of  this  legis¬ 
lation.  If  the  amendment  is  adopted  it 
will  leave  our  country  with  nothing 
more  than  a  limited  draft  act. 

It  has  been  stated  that  no  study  had 
been  given  the  UMT  section  of  the  bill. 
I  think  I  am  safe  in  saying  that  more 
study  has  been  given  to  the  subject  of 
universal  military  training  and  to  the 
program  set  out  in  this  legislation  dur¬ 
ing  the  past  5  years  than  has  been  given 
any  other  aspect  of  national  defense. 

The  Postwar  Policy  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  under  the 
chairmanship  of  Representative  Wood- 
rum,  and  that  great  leader  of  the  other 
party,  Jim  Wadsworth,  sat  for  months, 
and  finally  recommended  the  adoption 
of  a  universal  military  training  program. 
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A  Commission  known  as  the  Compton 
Commission,  because  it  is  headed  by  the 
former  distinguished  president  of  the 
Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology, 
filed  a  report  with  the  President  and 
with  the  Congress  of  some  447  pages, 
recommending  the  adoption  of  a  UMT 
program.  Last  year  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee  was  ready  to  report 
unanimously  the  universal  military 
training  bill  when  the  President  request¬ 
ed  that  that  action  be  delayed  so  it  could 
be  incorporated  in  one  single  manpower 
bill. 

In  my  opening  remarks,  Mr.  President, 
I  stated  that  “Unpreparedness  is  an  in¬ 
vitation  to  disaster.”  The  unprepared¬ 
ness  we  experienced  last  summer,  the 
unpreparedness  we  experienced  before 
two  world  wars,  was  basically  due  to  the 
fact  that  we  did  not  have  the  foresight 
to  train  large  numbers  of  our  young  men 
for  the  contingency  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  I  should  like  to  give  an¬ 
other  reason  why  I  think  the  committee 
acted  wisely  when  it  voted  13  to  0  to  in¬ 
clude  UMT  in  this  bill.  The  committee 
adopted  the  policy  of  universal  training 
because  it  believed  that  we  should  have 
long-term  legislation.  In  my  judgment, 
one  of  the  major  scandals  which  has 
taken  place  following  each  period  of  de¬ 
mobilization  has  been  our  inconceivably 
wasteful  policy  with  regard  to  surplus 
property  and  surplus  installations. 

There  is  no  point,  at  this  moment,  in 
attempting  to  fix  responsibility  for  the 
incredible  waste  which  took  place  a  few 
years  ago.  We  can  anticipate  that  ex¬ 
actly  the  same  thing  will  happen  in  the 
future  if  we  do  not  today  provide  some 
sort  of  long-range  policy  so  that  the 
country  and  the  military  leaders  will 
have  some  sort  of  pattern  by  which  to 
formulate  their  future  training  plans. 

The  bill  as  it  is  written  provides  for  the 
transition  from  a  major  force — a  force 
in  the  neighborhood  of  three  and  one- 
half  million — to  a  small  force.  Never 
before  in  our  history,  Mr.  President, 
have  we  had  a  blueprint  of  this  kind  pre¬ 
pared  in  advance. 

The  bill  makes  it  possible  for  the  mili¬ 
tary  progressively  to  shorten  the  periods 
of  service,  or  to  increase  and  modify  the 
period  of  basic  training.  It  alsb  permits 
the  Congress,  by  concurrent  resolution, 
to  reduce  that  period  of  service  any  time 
its  judgment  dictates.  This  policy,  Mr. 
President,  should  be  decided  upon  in  ad¬ 
vance.  The  committee  has  presented 
such  a  policy.  We  feel  that  it  will  make 
possible  an  orderly  cut-back  in  the  size 
of  the  Armed  Forces  in  such  a  manner 
that  it  will  be  geared  to  the  building  up 
of  the  Reserve  components  concurrently. 

Following  this  demobilization  period, 
the  bill  provides  the  mechanism  for  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  to  come  into  op¬ 
eration.  With  this  policy  before  us,  the 
armed  services  have  no  excuse  if  their 
planning  is  faulty;  if  they  dispose  of 
camps  today  and  decide  to  purchase 
them  back  tomorrow;  if  they  give  away 
clothing  and  equipment  this  week  only 
to  buy  it  back  next  week. 

There  are  some  who  maintain  that  a 
program  of  universal  military  service 
will  make  militarists  of  our  young  men. 
The  families  of  this  Nation,  above  all  the 


young  men  of  this  Nation,  should  feel 
deeply  injured  by  this  fallacious  charge. 
It  implies  that  our  young  men  are  so 
weak  in  character  that  they  can  be 
changed  completely,  in  a  few  months, 
from  rugged  individualists  into  heel¬ 
clicking  militarists. 

Look  at  the  veterans  of  the  last  war, 
many  of  whom  are  now  taking  their 
places  as  leaders  in  their  communities, 
many  of  whom  today  sit  in  the  United 
States  Senate.  How  many  of  them  have 
become  militarists? 

I  just  want  to  say,  Mr.  President,  that 
I  am  glad  we  are  going  to  have  a  chance 
to  call  the  roll  and  decide  this  issue. 
Those  Members  of  the  Senate  who  be¬ 
lieve  that  we  can  continue  to  maintain 
a  standing  army  of  three  or  fpur  or  five 
million  men,  and  the  consequent  ex¬ 
penditures  of  forty  or  fifty  billion  dol¬ 
lars  annually,  of  course,  could  and 
should  oppose  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  But  those  who  think  we  should 
start  now  to  plan  a  universal  military 
training  program  whereby  each  youth 
upon  reaching  the  age  of  18  can  receive 
from  4  to  6  months’  training  and  then 
serve  the  remainder  of  his  time  in  the 
Reserve,  should  vote  to  defeat  the 
amendment. 

Those  Members  of  the  Senate  who 
have  long  advocated  economy,  now  have 
a  chance  to  show  how  they  feel  about 
economy. 

Those  Members  of  the  Senate  who  feel 
that  we  should  have  a  universal  military 
training  program  are  going  to  be  able  to 
vote  “yea”  today  on  that  program. 

This  is  the  day  for  which  men  who 
have  fought  for  preparedness  have  long 
been  waiting. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  the  Bricker- 
Johnson  amendment  will  be  defeated 
overwhelmingly,  and  that  we  can  pro¬ 
ceed  with  a  well  planned  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  program. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Texas  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Under  the  unanimous  consent  agree¬ 
ment,  all  time  on  the  amendment  has 
expired. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson]  ,  for  him¬ 
self  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Ericker]. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Duff 

Ives 

Anderson 

Dworshak 

Jenner 

Bennett 

Ecton 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Benton 

Ellender 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Brewster 

Ferguson 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Bricker 

Frear 

Kefauver 

Butler,  Md. 

Fulbrlght 

Kem 

Butler,  Nebr, 

George 

Kerr 

Byrd 

Gillette 

Kilgore 

Cain 

Green 

Knowland 

Capehart 

Hayden 

Langer 

Carlson 

Hendrickson 

Lehman 

Case 

Hennings 

Lodge 

Chavez 

Hickenlooper 

Long 

Clements 

Hill 

McCarran 

Connally 

Hoey 

McClellan 

Cordon 

Holland 

McFarland 

Dirksen 

Humphrey 

McKellar 

Douglas 

Hunt 

McMahon 

March  9 


Magnuson 

Pastore 

Taft 

Martin 

Robertson 

Thye 

Maybank 

Russell 

Tobey 

Millikin 

Saltonstall 

Watkins 

Monroney 

Schoeppel 

Welker 

Morse 

Smathers 

Wherry 

Mundt 

Smith,  Maine 

Wiley 

Murray 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Williams 

Nixon 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Young 

O’Conor 

Sparkman 

O’Mahoney 

Stennis 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  A 
quorum  is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Colorado  [Mr.  Johnson],  for  himself 
and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Brxcker]. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado  and  Mr.  Bricker  is 
as  follows: 

On  page  69,  lines  20  and  21,  strike  out 
“Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948.” 

On  page  71,  to  strike  out  lines  3  through 
10,  inclusive. 

On  page  73,  line  11,  to  strike  out  “Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act”  and  in¬ 
sert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948.” 

On  page  74,  line  10,  to  strike  out  “Univer¬ 
sal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “Selective  Service  Act 
of  1948.” 

On  page  76,  line  10,  beginning  with  the 
comma,  strike  out  all  through  and  including 
the  word  “claimed"  in  line  3  on  page  77. 

On  page  78,  beginning  with  line  20,  strike 
out  all  to  but  not  including  the  period  in 
line  6  on  page  80  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following:  “all  of  the  provisions  of  this 
title,  except  the  provisions  of  the  second 
sentence,  and  last  two  sentences  of  the 
fourth  paragraph,  of  section  4  (a),  sections 
4  (b),  4  (d),  4  (e),  4  (f),  9,  10  (a)  (4),  10  (b) 
(10),  13  (c),  and  14  shall  become  inoperative 
and  shall  cease  to  apply,  except  as  to  offenses 
committed  prior  to  such  time.” 

Page  91,  line  1,  beginning  with  the  word 
“All”  strike  out  all  through  line  7. 

Page  92,  line  17,  strike  out  “Universal  Mili¬ 
tary  Training  and  Service  Act”  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  “Selective  Service  Act  of  1948.” 

Mr.  WHERRY  and  other  Senators 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  the 
yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll  on  the  question 
of  agreeing  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr.  John¬ 
son],  for  himself  and  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Bricker]. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  {Mr. 
Eastland]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr. 
Neely]  is  unavoidably  detained  on  offi¬ 
cial  business.  If  present,  he  would  vote 
“nay.” 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 
If  present,  he  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  absent  on  offi¬ 
cial  business. '  If  present,  each  of  them 
would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  He 
Is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Van- 
denberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 
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The  result  was  announced — yeas  20, 
nays  68,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 20 


Bennett  . 

Gillette 

Taft 

Bricker 

Jenner 

Watkins 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Welker 

Capehart 

Kem 

Wherry 

Carlson 

Langer 

Williams 

Case 

Millikin 

Young 

Dworshak 

Schoeppel 

NAYS— 68 

Aiken 

Hennings 

Martin 

Anderson 

Hickenlooper 

Maybank 

Benton 

Hill 

Monroney 

Brewster 

Hoey 

Morse 

Butler,  Md. 

Holland 

Mundt 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Murray 

Cain 

Hunt 

Nixon 

Chavez 

Ives 

O’ Conor 

Clements 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Pastore 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Robertson 

Dlrksen 

Kerr 

Russell 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Saltonstall 

Duff 

Knowland 

Smathers 

Ecton 

Lehman 

Smith,  Maine 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ferguson 

Long 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Frear 

McCarran 

Sparkman 

Fulbrlght 

McClellan 

Stennis 

George 

McFarland 

Thye 

Green 

McKellar 

Tobey 

Hayden 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Hendrickson 

J  Magnuson 

NOT  VOTING— 7 

Bridges 

McCarthy 

Vandenberg 

Eastland 

Malone 

Flanders 

Neely 

So  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Johnson  of  Colorado,  for  himself  and 
Mr.  Bricker,  was  rejected. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Under 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement,  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
"Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  automatically  comes  up 
at  this  time.  The  debate  on  this  ques¬ 
tion  is  limited  to  1  y2  hours,  to  be  divided 
equally  between  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Taft]  and  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell], 

The  amendment  will  be  stated. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  On  page  91,  be¬ 
tween  lines  7  and  8,  it  is  proposed  to  in¬ 
sert  the  following: 

(c)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  title,  ex¬ 
cept  the  provisions  of  the  second  sentence 
and  the  last  two  sentences  of  the  fourth 
paragraph  of  section  4  (a),  and  except  all 
of  sections  4  (h),  4  (d),  4  (e),  4  (f),  9,  10  (a) 
(4),  10  (b)  (10),  13  (c),  14,  and  17  (c)  shall 
become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  on 
the  fourth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  1951  amendments  to  the  Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  or  on 
such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a 
joint  resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Con¬ 
gress  for  that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses 
committed  prior  to  such  date. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  merely  seeks  to  terminate 
this  entire  act  4  years  from  the  date  on 
which  it  becomes  effective.  In  other 
words,  at  that  time  a  renewal  of  the 
entire  act  will  be  required,  if  it  is  to  be 
continued:  and  that  matter  must  be 
considered  by  Congress  at  that  time, 
under  the  amendment.  The  current 
act,  which  we  are  now  proposing  to 
amend  and  extend,  contains  a  similar 
provision. 

Under  that  act,  Mr.  President,  “all  the 
provisions  of  this  title,”  except  certain 
portions  which  I  have  also  excepted  from 
my  amendment  in  order  that  the  actual 
operation  may  continue,  "will  become  in¬ 
operative  and  will  cease  to  apply  on  July 
9,  1951,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may 


be  specified  in  a  joint  resolution  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose, 
except  as  to  offenses  committed  prior  to 
such  date.” 

That  section  has  been  omitted  from 
this  bill,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  very 
clearly  it  should  be  included.  After  all, 
Mr.  President,  the  drafting  of  men  for 
compulsory  service  or  even  the  drafting 
of  men  for  compulsory  training  is  a 
fundamental  departure  from  the  entire 
history  of  our  country.  I  do  not  think 
we  have  ever  had  a  draft  in  time  of  peace, 
except  in  1940  when  the  fires  of  war  were 
very  clearly,  indeed,  to  be  seen;  and  at 
that  time  we  had  a  draft  for  approxi¬ 
mately  a  year  before  the  war  actually 
took  place. 

The  first  law  of  1940  had  a  definite 
limitation.  Under  that  limitation  the 
law  expired.  It  then  was  extended  for 
the  duration  of  the  war.  It  terminated 
with  the  end  of  the  war. 

At  the  present  time  there  is  no  war, 
and  thus  there  is  no  possibility  of  using 
a  termination-of-the-war  date  as  the 
date  for  the  termination  of  this  particu¬ 
lar  act.  Unless  we  have  a  termination 
date  for  this  act,  it  will  remain  indefi¬ 
nitely  on  the  statute  books.  We  should 
take  action  to  provide  a  termination 
date. 

Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
situation  we  face — in  other  words,  the 
condition  of  building  up  a  tremendous 
military  state,  and  in  that  connection 
extending  our  economic  capacity  to  its 
very  limit,  and  restricting  many  free¬ 
doms  of  the  people — should  obviously  be 
regarded  as  an  emergency.  We  should 
not  get  into  the  frame  of  mind  of  think¬ 
ing  of  the  condition  we  now  face  as  a 
permanent  one.  Perhaps  it  will  con¬ 
tinue  for  10  years;  no  one  can  tell,  I 
agree.  Yet  it  seems  to  me  that  we  must 
not  permit  the  people  to  accept  the  idea 
that  the  United  States  is  a  permanent 
military  state  or  garrison  state,  with  the 
military  features  and  the  cost  of  the 
military  forces  dominating  the  entire 
life  of  the  people.  We  should  approach 
the  present  condition  as  being  in  the  na¬ 
ture  of  an  emergency. 

Mr.  President,  we  should  realize  that, 
as.  a  matter  of  fact,  in  considering  the 
Defense  Production  Act — which,  after 
all,  deals  with  a  part  of  the  same  pro¬ 
gram,  namely,  the  construction  of  a  tre¬ 
mendous  volume  of  all  kinds  of  military 
equipment — we  wrote  in  a  very  definite 
limitation.  Titles  I,  II,  III,  and  VII  of 
that  act  terminate  at  the  close  of  June 
30,  1952;  other  sections  of  that  act  ter¬ 
minate  on  June  30,  1951;  and  thereafter 
we  shall  have  to  renew  that  act  if  it  is  to 
be  continued. 

So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  would  be  in 
favor  of  providing  a  definite  termination 
date  for  the  emergency  tax  law  we  now 
contemplate  passing. 

We  have  had  a  considerable  amount  of 
experience  with  termination  dates  and 
with  so-called  concurrent  resolutions 
terminating  war  or  emergency  legisla¬ 
tion.  I  think  all  Members  will  admit 
that  we  never  have  found  it  very  practi¬ 
cal  to  use  a  concurrent  resolution  as  a 
means  for  the  termination  of  any  emer¬ 
gency  or  for  the  repeal  of  an  emergency 
law.  Over  and  over  again  we  have  been 
forced  to  a  very  wise  reconsideration  of 


the  entire  policy,  by  means  of  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  a  dfinite  termination  date  in 
regard  to  many  of  the  laws  we  have  en¬ 
acted.  Such  a  provision  in  connection 
with  such  laws,  since  they  are  emer¬ 
gency  laws,  places  on  their  proponents 
the  very  definite  burden  of  showing  that 
the  emergency  still  exists.  A  termina¬ 
tion  date  automatically  ends  the  law,  so 
that  if  the  emergency  is  no  longer  in 
existence,  the  law  will  come  to  an  end 
of  itself,  and  an  affirmative  resolution  by 
both  Houses  of  Congress  is  not  required. 

The  longer  one  stays  in  Congress  the 
more  he  realizes  the  great  importance 
of  the  power  of  veto  and  obstruction 
as  compared  to  the  power  of  actually  en¬ 
acting  legislation.  Gradually  the  fence 
against  enacting  affirmative  legislation 
becomes  so  strong  that  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  enact  it.  It  is  much  easier  to 
block  legislation  than  it  is  to  enact  a  new 
bill.  In  effect,  any  separation  date  puts 
the  burden  on  those  who  want  to  force 
upon  the  country  an  emergency  condi¬ 
tion  to  come  forward  again  at  the  end 
of  a  4-year  period  to  prove  their  case. 

Mr.  President,  the  amendment,  as  I 
said,  would  not  have  any  direct  effect  on 
UMT.  If  peace  should  come*and  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  world  should  be  bettered  in 
less  than  4  years  the  President  would 
have  the  power  to  put  UMT  into  effect. 
It  is  true  that  if  at  the  end  of  4  years  we 
still  maintain  national  compulsory  serv¬ 
ice,  or  the  draft,  then  before  UMT  comes 
into  effect  we  will  have  to  reconsider  the 
whole  bill.  I  cannot  see  any  objection 
to  a  4-year  termination  date.  I  voted 
for  the  Bricker  amendment.  I  did  not 
vote  for  it  because  I  was  ..opposed  to 
UMT,  but  because  I  did  not  think  we 
should  consider  UMT  until  the  time 
comes  to  consider  it. 

I  have  said  to  the  American  Legion 
and  others  that  I  think  if  we  could  sit 
down  and  work  out  a  UMT  program 
which  could  be  coordinated  with  the 
educational  system  of  the  country  I 
would  be  willing  to  support  such  a  pro¬ 
posal.  However,  the  pending  bill  merely 
provides  that  5  years  from  now  some 
commission  could  be  created  with  power 
to  establish  any  kind  of  UMT  they  want. 
I  certainly  do  not  think  any  harm  would 
be  done  by  requiring  that  the  whole 
problem  should  be  reconsidered  at  the 
end  of  4  years,  when  we  would  be  closer 
to  the  time  when  UMT  would  be  actually 
put  into  effect. 

I  have  been  asked  why  the  period 
should  be  4  years.  Some  Members  of 
the  Senate  have  felt  it  should  be  2  years 
or  3  years.  The  House  committee 
seems  to  be  considering  a  termination 
date.  According  to  one  newspaper  re¬ 
port  they  are  considering  3  years,  and 
according  to  another  newspaper  report 
they  are  considering  2  years.  So  I  hope 
the  managers  of  the  bill  will  be  willing  to 
accept  as  liberal  an  extension  as  4  years. 
I  cannot  see  any  objection  to  4  years  or 
3  years. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  be  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senate 
has  just  expressed  itself  on  the  UMT 
program  by  a  vote  of  68  to  20. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  vote  expressed  the 
view  of  the  membership  that  the  UMT 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


March  9 


2254 

provision  should  be  in  possible  effect  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  4  years.  It  does  not  neces¬ 
sarily  express  their  views  as  to  what 
future  Congresses  may  want  to  do.  The 
vote  certainly  expressed  the  opinion  of 
the  Senate  as  to  what  should  be  done 
at  this  time.  There  is  no  question  that 
the  law,  if  enacted  would  come  up  for 
extension  presumably  4  years  from  now. 
We  would  be  much  more  likely  at  that 
time  to  have  some  idea  of  what  kind  of 
UMT  we  want,  based  on  the  experience 
we  would  have  had  with  it.  We  may  be 
able  to  make  peace  before  then.  In  that 
case  UMT  would  be  in  effect  already. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  realizes,  does  he  not,  that  at  any 
time  Congress  decides  to  reduce  the  term 
of  service  it  can  reduce  it  from  24  months 
to  6  months. 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  can  do  so  by  concur¬ 
rent  resolution.  We  had  that  kind  of  a 
provision  in  many  bills  during  the  Sec¬ 
ond  World  War,  but  I  have  never  seen 
Congress  adopt  such  a  resolution.  I 
have  never  seen  it  done  to  this  day.  It 
is  an  impracticable  proposition.  It 
would  put  the  burden  on  those  who  want 
to  repeal  the  law  against  the  opposition 
of  an  administration  that  does  not  want 
to  repeal  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sen¬ 
ator’s  amendment  would  do  nothing 
about  terminating  UMT,  because  it  could 
be  terminated  under  the  pending  bill. 
The  Senator’s  amendment  would  do 
nothing  to  UMT:  For 'the  68  Senators 
who  voted  against  the  Bricker  amend¬ 
ment  now  to  vote  in  favor  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  amendment  would  be  to  show  some 
inconsistency. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  Senator  from  Texas 
is  admitting  that  we  are  now  deciding, 
5  years  in  advance,  that  we  will  give 
wide  open  power  to  the  commission 
which  could  set  up  any  kind  of  UMT 
they  wanted.  Within  4  years  there  may 
be  opportunities  to  set  up  a  UMT. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Senate 
has  already  decided  that  question  by  a 
vote  of  68  to  20. 

Mr.  TAFT.  It  has  not  decided  any¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  The  Senator  never 
before  has  said  that  this  could  not  go 
into  effect  for  5  years. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  has  not  said  that  yet. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  Senator  from  Ohio  if  he 
believes  that  we  should  today  take  action 
which  should  be  taken  by  some  future 
Congress.  Is  it  our  prerogative  and  our 
duty  to  legislate  today  for  5  years  hence 
or  4  years  hence? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  think  we  can  either  pass 
a  permanent  law  or  a  temporary  law. 
That  is  not  the  question.  The  question 
is  whether  4  years  from  now,  when  the 
matter  comes  up,  the  administration  will 
find  there  is  an  emergency  again  and  will 
want  to  draft  men.  The  draft  provision 
of  the  bill  goes  on  forever.  It  would 
never  end,  except  by  concurrent  resolu¬ 


tion.  I  have  just  pointed  out  that  concur¬ 
rent  resolutions  to  terminate  laws  have 
never  been  adopted.  I  do  not  think  they 
ever  will  be  so  long  as  the  administration 
is  opposed  to  such  action.  If  we  had  an 
administration  that  wanted  to  end  the 
law — and  we  have  not  had  such  an  ad¬ 
ministration  for  20  years — I  suppose  we 
could  end  the  law;  otherwise  we  will 
never  end  the  law  by  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution.  The  whole  question  is,  Should 
we  not  do  now,  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
what  we  always  did  in  World  War  II? 
Then  we  invariably  fixed  a  termination 
date.  We  said  that  such  and  such  legis¬ 
lation  shall  end  on  a  certain  termination 
date  or  shall  terminate  at  the  end  of  the 
war.  We  have  no  war  termination  to 
which  we  can  attach  such  a  provision. 
We  must  attach  a  termination  date.  Be¬ 
fore  we  went  very  far  in  World  War  II 
we  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a  fixed 
termination  date  was  a  great  deal  more 
satisfactory  than  to  say  that  a  given 
measure  should  expire  with  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  war  or  the  termination  of  hos¬ 
tilities.  We  never  got  a  termination  of 
the  war.  All  we  got  was  a  termination 
of  hostilities,  and  that  brought  an  end  to 
some  laws. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  general  prin¬ 
ciple  of  enacting  a  draft  law  in  time  of 
peace  without  attaching  a  termination 
date  is  completely'  wrong.  I  feel  very 
strongly  that  we  should  adopt  the 
amendment.  We  should  fix  a  limitation 
of  either  4  years  or  3  years.  As  to 
whether  4  years  should  be  the  term 
rather  than  3  years,  I  have  no  very  strong 
feeling.  I  would  as  soon  have  3  years 
as  4  years.  My  impression  is  that  it 
should  be  at  least  3  years  because  the 
program  which  we  are  setting  up,  in¬ 
cluding  construction,  equipment,  and  war 
building,  call  for  at  least  a  3-year  period. 
I  was  willing  to  make  the  term  4  years 
because  some  people  consider  it  a  4-year 
program.  I  think  the  military  au¬ 
thorities  should  know — and  we  want  to 
know — 4  years  ahead  what  we  are  going 
to  face  so  that  we  can  complete  the  pro¬ 
gram  that  we  are  setting  out  to  accom¬ 
plish.  It  seemed  to  me  that  4  years 
would  give  such  an  opportunity.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  at  the  end  of  4  years  world 
conditions  might  improve  to  the  point 
that  perhaps  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  extend  the  law.  Perhaps  we  may  feel 
that  it  should  be  extended  or  amended. 
At  least  We  would  get  another  look  at  the 
entire  siuation. 

Mr.  President,  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
I  urge  that  all  laws  we  pass  which  deal 
with  an  emergency,  which  are  not  laws 
which  we  decide  should  be  permanent, 
ought  to  be  terminated  on  a  definite  date. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  rose. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  controls  the  time. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  think  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  stated  that  I  would  be 
permitted  to  speak  for  10  minutes  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  10 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  essential  point 
which  the  Senator  from  Ohio  makes,  as 


he  always  so  ably  makes  his  points,  Is 
that  this  is  emergency  legislation.  In  my 
mind  there  is  very  great  question 
whether  this  is  emergency  legislation  in 
the  full  use  of  that  term.  Is  it  not,  rath¬ 
er,  legislation  to  make  our  country 
strong?  Is  it  not  an  effort  on  our  part 
to  build  up  quickly  a  force  which  will  be 
sufficient  to  keep  the  peace  in  the  world? 
This  would  not  be  a  force  which  would 
be  built  up  to  fight.  If  it  were  a  force 
built  up  to  fight  we  would  have  to  build 
much  more  than  we  plan  to  build  today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  not  the  Senator  hope 
that  the  time  may  come  when  we  can 
reduce  our  military  budget  from  $60,000,- 
000,000  to  some  reasonable  figure,  and 
release  our  boys  from  compulsory  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  certainly  do. 

1  agree  with  the  Senator  completely.  I 
certainly  pray  that  we  will  be  able  to  cut 
down  the  number  of  boys  who  will  have 
to  go  into  the  Armed  Forces.  I  think  it 
is  essential  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
money  we  are  putting  in  the  military 
budget,  and  expect  to  put  into  the  mili¬ 
tary  budget  over  the  next  few  years. 

The  pending  bill  was  not  reported  by 
the  committee  as  an  emergency  measure. 
It  was  reported  as  a  measure  which  would 
help  America  keep  the  peace  of  the  world. 
It  was  reported  as  a  measure  that  would 
have,  throughout  the  world,  a  psycho¬ 
logical  effect  on  other  nations  who  might 
attack  us,  for  they  would  know  that  we 
proposed  to  be  strong  and  did  not  intend 
to  be  run  over. 

If  I  am  correct  in  saying  that  this  is 
not  emergency  legislation  in  the  sense 
that  it  is  something  that  must  be  done  - 
quickly,  and  that  we  hope  the  time  will 
come  very  soon  when  we  can  terminate  it, 
then  the  measure  in  and  of  itself  pro¬ 
vides  sufficient  terminal  facilities.  I 
mention  one.  It  is  the  power  of  appro¬ 
priation,  which  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
has  brought  up.  Certainly  so  long  as  he 
is  in  the  Senate,  and  I  hope  so  long  as  I 
am  in  the  Senate,  we  will  watch  the  ap¬ 
propriations  of  the  military  as  carefully 
as  we  can. 

I  should  like  to  point  out  one  or  two 
things.  If  the  bill  is  to  have  the  result 
of  building  up  a  strong  peacetime  army, 
then  we  must  think  of  what  will  happen 
to  its  provisions  if  there  is  an  automatic 
termination  date  in  4  years.  If  we  want 
it  to  have  a  strong  psychological  effect, 
we  must  think  of  what  the  result  will 
be  if  we  insert  an  automatic  termination 
date  at  the  end  of  4  years.  I  invite  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  many  of  the 
enlistments — I  think  most  of  the  enlist¬ 
ments — in  the  Air  Force  and  Navy  today 
are  for  4  or  5  years.  The  Navy  and  the 
Air  Force  today  are  made  up  of  volun¬ 
teers,  and  most  of  those  enlistments  of 
volunteers  are  for  a  4-year  period.  If 
we  place  in  the  bill  a  4-year  terminal 
date,  what  is  going  to  happen  to  the  en¬ 
listments  in  the  coming  2  years?  Nat¬ 
urally,  a  boy  is  not  going  to  enlist  for 
4  years  voluntarily  if  he  thinks  that  the 
whole  situation  is  going  to  change  in 

2  years  and  that  he  may  be  transferred 
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to  another  military  job.  He  is  going  to 
refuse  to  volunteer  at  all,  or  to  reenlist. 

Think  also  what  would  happen  to  our 
Reserve  system.  The  bill  specifically  re¬ 
quires — and  I  have  heard  no  objection 
to  that  provision  in  it — 2  years  of  service 
plus  6  years  in  the  Reserves.  If  we  cut 
the  bill  off  at  4  years  automatically,  can 
we  expect  a  man  to  enter  the  service  for 
2  years  and  become  a  part  of  a  Reserve 
system  which  will  extend  beyond  the 
terminal  date  of  the  act?  It  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  fundamental  that  we  must 
cut  down  the  length  of  the  Reserve  pe¬ 
riod  if  we  are  going  to  terminate  the  act 
at  the  end  of  4  years. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft] 
mentioned  universal  military  training 
and  the  effect  it  might  have  on  the  pro¬ 
gram.  I  think  we  should  be  perfectly 
factual.  Personally,  I  do  not  believe 
that  universal  military  training  as  such 
will  be  put  into  effect  for  4  years.  Every 
Member  of  this  body  hopes  that  the 
world  is  going  to  be  sufficiently  peaceful 
so  that  we  can  cut  our  force  back  and 
put  our  boys  in  service  for  a  4  or  6 
months’  training  period  and  let  it  go  at 
that.  But  I  do  not  believe  that  condi¬ 
tion  will  come  to  pass.  We  hope  that  we 
shall  not  have  to  maintain  a  force  of 
three  and  one-half  million  men,  but  un¬ 
doubtedly  we  shall  have  to  maintain  a 
force  greater  than  1,000,000  men;  and  if 
we  do  that,  we  must  keep  enough  men 
in  the  service  to  take  care  of  and  main¬ 
tain  the  equipment  provided  for  them. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  California. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Does  not  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Massachusetts  feel  that  one 
of  the  key  values  of  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  section  of  the  bill  is  its  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  long-term  military  policy  of 
building  up  the  Organized  Reserves  and 
the  National  Guard?  All  of  us  are  very 
anxious  that  as  soon  as  the  world  situa¬ 
tion  will  permit,  we  may  be  able  to  cut 
down  the  size  of  our  Regular  Establish¬ 
ment.  But  is  it  not  going  to  be  even 
more  important,  as  the  size  of  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Establishment  is  cut  down,  that  the 
Organized  Reserves  and  National  Guard 
be  in  a  position  to  be  prepared  in  case 
the  country  is  ever  challenged  in  the 
future?  Does  not  that  tie  in  as  a  long¬ 
term  policy  under  the  universal  military 
training  feature  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  Senator 
from  California  is  absolutely  correct.  It 
is  one  of  the  fundamentals  on  which  the 
bill  was  based — the  fundamental  of 
building  up  the  Reserves  when  the  need 
for  a  strong  armed  force  is  not  so  im¬ 
mediate  as  it  is  now. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  shall  place  in 
the  bill  a  termination  date  4  years  hence, 
we  will  cut  down  the  present  strength 
of  our  Armed  Forces,  because  it  will  be 
difficult  to  get  reenlistments.  It  will  be 
more  difficult  to  obtain  volunteers  if  we 
establish  a  termination  date.  If  we  es¬ 
tablish  a  termination  date  we  really 
eliminate  the  UMT,  which  the  Senate 
has  just  voted  overwhelmingly  to  in¬ 
clude-  in  the  bill. 

I  have  said  before,  and  I  now  repeat, 
that  every  Member  of  the  Senate  knows 
that  there  is  a  method  in  the  bill  of 


cutting  down  the  program  by  concurrent 
resolution.  The  Senator  from  Ohio  says 
that  such  a  plan  has  never  been  put  into 
effect.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be 
put  into  effect  very  quickly  by  a  Congress 
which  was  sensitive  to  the  opinion  of 
the  people  at  home,  and  sensitive  to  the 
knowledge  that  world  conditions  no 
longer  required  the  military  strength 
which  is  needed  at  the  present  time. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  agrees  that  we 
are  building  an  enormous  amount  of 
equipment.  We  are  building  airplanes 
some  of  which  will  not  be  delivered  for 
2  or  3  years.  We  are  building  aircraft 
carriers,  which  certainly  will  require  3 
years  to  construct  under  ordinary  cir¬ 
cumstances.  We  are  constructing  any 
number  of  tanks,  and  all  kinds  of  equip¬ 
ment  for  our  land  forces  and  our  sea  and 
air  forces.  There  is  no  use  in  going  to 
that  expense  if  we  are  not  goingto  get 
the  men  to  operate  them.  Such  military 
equipment  is  valueless  if  a  sufficient 
number  of  trained  men  are  not  available 
to  operate  it.  If  we  establish  a  terminal 
date,  we  shall  have  fewer  skilled  men. 
We  shall  have  fewer  men  who  will  reen¬ 
list.  We  shall  have  fewer  men  who  will 
be  willing  to  make  the  armed  services  a 
life  work.  We  shall  be  reducing  the 
morale  of  the  services  by  that  much. 

In  closing,  let  me  repeat  that  the  fun¬ 
damental  purpose  of  the  bill — and  I  have 
listened  to  practically  all  the  hearings — 
is  to  make  our  country  sufficiently 
strong  so  that  the  peace  will  be  kept. 
There  is  a  psychological  value  which 
goes  with  such  strength  in  the  minds 
of  the  people  throughout  the  world  who 
might  attack  us.  There  is  also  a  psy¬ 
chological  value  sc  far  as  our  friends  are 
concerned. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Martin]. 

Mr.  MARTIN.  Mr.  President,  to  my 
mind  the  greatest  thing  that  we  can  do 
in  America  is  to  build  up  a  potential 
military  strength.  It  requires  an  enor¬ 
mous  amount  of  money  to  maintain  a 
Regular  Establishment.  We  figure  now 
that  the  slice  for  an  infantry  division  is 
60  000  men.  To  maintain  a  man  in  the 
Regular  Army  costs  $5,000  a  year,  or 
$300,000,000  for  the  slice.  Consider  just 
one  of  the  civilian  components,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard.  It  costs  $600  to  maintain 
a  member  of  the  National  Guard,  or,  for 
the  slice  of  60,000  men,  $36,000,000  a 
year,  as  against  $300,000,000.  A  nation 
which  contemplates  aggression  against 
the  United  States  will  take  into  consid¬ 
eration  that  potential  force.  If  we  train 
1,000,000  men  in  America  a  year,  that 
means,  after  we  get  around  the  wheel, 
that  that  number  of  potential  trained 
soldiers  will  be  added  to  our  potential 
force  each  year.  Any  nation  which  con¬ 
templates  fighting  America  will  take 
that  fact  into  consideration. 

If  we  terminate  universal  military 
training,  the  groups  which  will  be  hurt 
will  be  the  two  groups  of  the  civilian 
components  under  the  American  system 
of  defense,  namely,  the  National  Guard 
and  the  Organized  Reserves. 

For  that  reason  alone  I  hope  that  the 
amendment  will  not  prevail. 
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Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  yield  15 
minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Dirksen]. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  address  myself  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Taft],  and  to  declare  that  in 
my  judgment  it  is  absolutely  indis¬ 
pensable  if  we  are  to  carry  on  the  func¬ 
tion  of  Congress  which  requires  assess¬ 
ment  and  appraisal  of  the  policies  which 
we  initiate  from  time  to  time. 

Either  I  am  thoroughly  mistaken  with 
respect  to  the  language  of  the  bill,  or  my 
good  friend  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall]  is  mistaken.  One  or  the 
other  of  us  must  be  mistaken.  I  see  no 
particular  impact  of  this  provision  upon 
the  service  features  of  the  bill,  for  as  I 
read  the  language  on  page  79,  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  features  do  not 
become  effective  until  the  President  has 
indicated  that  the  need  for  active  serv¬ 
ice  is  over.  If  that  means  what  I  think 
it  means,  the  Korean  incident  must  first 
be  liquidated.  But  we  shall  have  to  get 
on  a  far  more  stable  basis  than  we  are  on 
at  the  present  time  before  the  universal 
military  training  features  go  into  effect. 
So  it  will  be  sometime  in  the  future. 
Consequently  we  are  not  going  to  get  a 
soul  under  this  program  who  will  have 
any  usefulness  so  far  as  the  emergency 
is  concerned.  The  universal  military 
training  feature  is  not  going  to  be  ini¬ 
tiated  and  placed  in  effect  until  the 
emergency  is  virtually  over. 

I  wish  to  say  to  my  friend  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johnson]  that  I  see  nothing  in¬ 
consistent  with  having  opposed  the 
Johnson-Bricker  amendment,  while  at 
the  same  time  insisting  upon  a  time  limit. 
I  remember  when  Secretary  Acheson 
coined  the  word  “reexaminist.”  I  took 
some  pride  in  it.  I  think  I  am  a  reexam¬ 
inist,  with  a  capital  “R.”  It  is  rather 
tragic,  as  I  look  back  upon  legislative 
history  for  the  past  20  years,  that  there 
has  not  been  more  appraisal,  that  there 
has  not  been  more  careful  assessment  of 
the  things  which  we  have  set  in  motion 
in  the  legislative  branch.  That  is  one 
particular  reason  why  I  think  there 
ought  to  be  an  automatic  time  limit.  I 
share  the  conviction  of  my  friend  from 
Ohio.  At  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol 
I  have  seen  the  provision  for  concurrent 
resolutions  written  into  legislation  for 
the  past  16  years;  but  I  have  no  recollec¬ 
tion  that  such  a  provision  was  ever  used 
as  a  legislative  instrumentality.  But  let 
us  not  be  unmindful,  Mr.  President,  that 
here  in  pretty  general  terms  is  spelled 
out  a  permanent  military  policy.  And 
when  we  use  the  word  “permanent”  it 
means  from  today  on. 

I  remember  a  fellow  in  my  home  town 
who  was  in  jail.  The  jail  stood  on  the 
corner,  and  he  could  see  me  as  I  crossed 
the  street.  He  called  out  and  I  said, 
“Sam,  how  long  are  you  in  for?”  He 
said.  “I  am  in  from  now  on.”  And  this 
legislation  is  going  to  be  in  effect  from 
now  on. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  seen  what  was 
said  to  be  temporary  policy  harden  into 
permanent  policy.  After  that  has  hap¬ 
pened,  it  is  difficult  to  draw  it  back. 
That  is  something  which  often  happens 
in  the  case  of  legislation  on  which  Con¬ 
gress  places  a  time  limit.  I  recall  the 
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trade-agreements  program.  Oh,  how  its 
sponsors  argued  that  the  program 
should  be  provided  for  one  branch  of  the 
Government  and  they  said  it  was  only 
for  3  years.  That  was  back  in  1934.  In 
1937  it  was  argued  that  it  would  be  for 
only  3  years  more.  In  1940  it  was  again 
said  it  would  be  for  only  3  years  more. 
There  is  pending  in  a  Senate  committee 
today  a  proposal  to  continue  that  pro¬ 
gram  which  was  started  in  1934.  That  is 
rather  eloquent  of  the  fact  that  there  is 
a  way  of  permanency  developing  and  a 
rigid  pattern  being  set.  If  we  let  such 
programs  continue  in  force  too  long,  it 
becomes  pretty  difficult  to  undo  them. 

What  is  going  to  be  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  policy  upon  education?  I  do 
not  know.  It  is  a  guess.  I  doubt  wheth¬ 
er  any  proponent  of  UMT,  I  doubt 
whether  a  member  of  the  subcommittee 
or  the  full  committee,  can  give  us  a  real 
idea  of  what  will  be  the  effect  upon  the 
national  economy  and  upon  education 
of  a  program  such  as  this,  under  which 
there  will  be  siphoned  at  least  800,000 
youngsters  out  of  the  economic  life  of 
the  country.  Will  the  boys  go  back  to 
school?  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  have 
the  slightest  idea.  But  I  should  like  to 
find  out,  after  the  program  has  been 
initiated,  and  if  it  becomes  effective,  in 
that  4-year  period.  I  should  like  to  ad¬ 
dress  myself  to  that  point  and  see  what 
it  does  to  the  national  economy. 

Will  it  dislocate  our  manpower  situa¬ 
tion?  What  will  it  do  to  the  educational 
fabric  of  the  country?  No  one  can  tell 
us.  I  do  not  know. 

In  consequence  I  think  there  is  real 
wisdom  and  real  merit  in  the  fact  that 
at  some  time  in  the  future  there  is  a 
definite  date  to  which  we  can  repair  and 
say,  “At  that  point  at  least  we  can  ex¬ 
amine  the  impact  of  this  proposal  upon 
the  economic  life  of  the  country.” 

There  is  something  in  the  bill  which 
escaped  me  at  first  and  which  sounds 
rather  interesting  in  the  light  of  the 
averments  which  have  been  made.  It  is 
in  the  stump  speech  in  the  bill.  I  think 
it  is  a  hideous  practice  in  the  legislative 
branch  that  so  many  bills  have  to  start 
out  with  declarations  of  policy  which  be¬ 
come  stump  speeches.  There  is  no  way 
of  spelling  out  the  implications  of  lan¬ 
guage.  I  have  seen  it  happen  at  least  a 
score  of  times,  when  we  questioned  the 
administrative  action  at  the  other  end  of 
the  Avenue,  that  they  showed  in  the 
stump  speech  in  the  bill  that  here  was 
glossy,  vague,  obfuscating  language 
which  was  the  basis  and  the  predicate 
for  what  they  proposed  to  do. 

On  page  71  of  the  pending  bill  is  the 
statement: 

To  this  end  the  Congress  further  declares 
that  it  Is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to  engage 
in  such  training  for  civilian  and  military 
service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the  as¬ 
sumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  citizens 
of  a  free  and  democratic  Nation. 

What  does  that  mean?  Why  have 
civilians  been  brought  into  the  purview 
of  this  declaration,  as  much  as  to  say 
“Sometime  we  shall  cook  up  some  kind 
of  a  program  for  them”?  That  is  per¬ 
manent  language,  and  when  we  read  it 
in  connection  with  what  is  proposed  here 
I  think  the  implication  is  clear,  and 


that  at  some  future  date,  not  too  far 
in  the  distance,  there  ought  to  be  an 
opportunity  to  reexamine  it,  in  the  light 
of  all  the  things  that  have  happened, 
and  in  a  period  when  history  moves  by 
such  great  acceleration. 

This  is  a  thought  which  occurs  to  me : 
Are  we  finally  going  to  use  a  preatomic- 
age  approach  to  the  atomic  age  in  the 
field  of  warfare?  When  all  is  said  and 
done,  and  when  we  deal  with  800,000  or 
a  million  youngsters  every  year,  we  are 
in  effect  dealing  with  the  old  idea  of  the 
mass  army.  In  view  of  the  develop¬ 
ment  in  the  field  of  air  power,  in  view 
of  the  development  in  the  atomic  field, 
are  we  going  to  embrace  the  idea  of 
training  so  many  millions  upon  millions 
in  the  years  ahead,  when  that  whole 
theory  may  have  outlived  its  usefulness? 
I  do  not  say  it  will.  I  only  act  in  a  spirit 
of  inquiry,  and  say,  “At  least  4  years 
hence  I  want  to  take  a  look,  because  this 
will  be  a  costly  program,  and  if  we  in¬ 
trude  ourselves  into  the  future  and  make 
these  commitments,  and  cannot  undo 
them,  then  what?” 

I  have  little  faith,  of  course,  in  the 
instrumentality  of  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion,  because  I  have  seen  it  fail.  It  is  a 
weak  legislative  reed  on  which  to  lean. 

It  was  said  at  the  outset,  when  I  first 
took  seme  special  interest  in  the  matter, 
that  the  program  would  cost  $2,000,000,- 
C00  the  first  year,  and  the  second  year  it 
would  cost  $1,500,000,000.  Do  Senators 
think  for  one  moment  that  as  the  pro¬ 
gram  develops,  and  with  inflated  prices, 
the  program  will  cost  less  than  $2,000,- 
000,000?  At  the  rate  prices  are  being 
inflated  today,  and  by  virtue  of  the  fact 
that  we  have  found  no  effective  way  to 
put  a  brake  on  inflation  as  yet,  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  likely  to  cost  $5,000,000,000  a 
year. 

But  I  find  some  comfort  in  the  fact 
that  as  a  full-blown  proposal  it  cannot 
be  put  into  effect  until  at  least  the  active 
service  has  been  liquidated,  and  then 
perhaps  we  can  better  tell  whether  we 
want  to  charge  the  economy  with  such 
a  trifling  expenditure. 

Let  us  not  be  too  sure  that  our  do¬ 
mestic  house  is  in  good  order  at  the  mo¬ 
ment.  I  have  grave  doubts  about  it. 
I  must  confess  publicly  a  sense  of  alarm 
as  I  read  something  about  1,500  letters 
that  reach  my  office  every  24  hours,  and 
I  find  people  trying  to  express  a  dissident 
feeling  because  of  the  rise  in  living  costs, 
and  hear  confessions  from  persons  in 
high  authority  that  for  some  time  to 
come  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  measures 
which  have  been  instituted  will  ade¬ 
quately  meet  this  particular  economic 
situation. 

Under  those  circumstances  should  not 
we  be  able  to  review  the  program,  not 
after  we  take  action  by  a  concurrent 
resolution,  but  because  there  is  an  auto¬ 
matic  terminal  date  that  will  make  it 
possible  to  review  it? 

Let  us  not  be  unmindful  of  the  cost 
of  permanency,  and  of  the  possible  eco¬ 
nomic  impact  of  the  program  upon  the 
educational  structure  of  the  country. 

Another  thing  disturbs  me  about  this 
matter.  Why  could  not  the  details  have 
been  spelled  out  in  some  respects?  But 
reliance  is  had  in  the  main  upon  rather 


vague  language.  Here  is  provision  for 
the  creation  of  a  security  training  com¬ 
mission  composed  of  five  men.  They  are 
to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  Power  is  delegated  to  them  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  details  of  policies,  the  pro¬ 
grams,  and,  as  the  Senator  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Ericker]  pointed  out,  even  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  spiritual,  moral, 
informational,  and  recreational  training. 

I  doubt  whether  in  a  long  time  I  have 
seen  such  a  broad  delegation  of  power  as 
that  which  is  carried  in  this  bill.  How 
is  it  going  to  be  articulated?  How  is  it 
going  to  be  translated?  I  should  like  to 
have  a  look  at  it  some  time  or  another. 
I  should  like  to  be  able  to  reexamine  what 
was  done  within  the  compass  of  4  years, 
and  if  it  is  all  right,  I  am  confident  it 
will  certainly  meet  no  objection  on  my 
part,  but  I  cannot  be  too  sure,  in  the 
light  of  the  broad  language,  of  all  the 
implications  that  are  contained  therein, 
that  I  will  approve  it.  I  want  to  see  it 
again. 

Let  me  remind  the  Senate  that  it  was 
not  so  long  ago  that  Oscar  Ewing,  the 
Federal  Security  Administrator,  made  a 
little  statement.  What  did  he  suggest  in 
the  field  of  universal  military  training 
or  matters  relating  thereto?  He  said 
there  ought  to  be  UMT  fer  high-school 
students.  Then  he  made  this  astonish¬ 
ing  observation:  He  said,  “If  necessary, 
the  high  school  period  might  be  made 
5  years  instead  of  the  present  4  in  order 
to  achieve  the  basic-training  goal.”  The 
young  men  could  then  be  kept  out  of 
army  camps  until  almost  the  time  they 
were  ready  for  field  service. 

Mind  you,  that  is  the  arch-apostle  of 
socialism  in  America  speaking.  He  has 
ideas  about  changing  the  high-school 
structure  of  the  country,  possibly  inau¬ 
gurating  a  5-year  program  instead  of 
4,  and  then  tying  it  up  with  universal 
military  training.  Is  that  what  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  done?  I  do  not  know.  But 
I  do  know  that  if  Mr.  Ewing,  who  has 
been  a  proponent  of  free  teeth  and  free 
wigs  and  socialized  medicine,  ever  gets 
his  hooks  into  the  program  it  will  per- 
adventure  be  something  with  which  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  will  not  agree.  But 
I  will  never  have  another  chance,  in  my 
judgment,  unless  there  is  a  terminal 
date  fixed  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  was  wondering  if  the 
Senator  was  fearful  that  possibly  Oscar 
Ewing  might  be  named  a  member  of  the 
Security  Training  Commission? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  In  such  event,  I  still 
will  have  a  chance,  I  will  say  to  my 
friend,  because  in  that  case  his  name 
would  come  before  this  body,  and  I  could 
register  an  independent  vote. 

For  the  same  good  reason  I  want  an¬ 
other  chance  to  assess  and  to  appraise 
this  thing,  whether  it  is  full  blown  or 
whether  it  has  been  only  partially  ini¬ 
tiated.  That  is  the  reason  I  think  there 
is  real  merit  in  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]. 

Another  thing  disturbs  me.  It  is  not 
so  long  ago  that  the  Wall  Street  Jour¬ 
nal  carried  an  item  in  which  the  re- 
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porter  who  wrote  it  quoted  a  presiden¬ 
tial  aide  as  saying,  “We  are  making  plans 
for  another  Truman  policy  to  police  the 
world  right,  to  keep  the  peace,  and  to 
halt  the  Russians.” 

Is  this  a  part  of  that  general  fabric 
of  world  policy  which  will  require  great 
numbers  of  young  troops  to  be  sent  into 
all  the  corners  of  the  earth?  I  agree 
with  what  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
said  a  little  while  ago  that  we  have  got 
the  cart  before  the  horse. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
expired. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft]  yield 
me  5  minutes  more? 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  five  more  minutes 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  we  got 
the  cart  before  the  horse.  The  idea  of 
fashioning  an  Army  until  we  know  what 
we  are  going  to  do  with  it,  where  we  are 
going  to  send  it,  what  the  battle  plan 
is,  what  the  world-wide  strategy  is. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  a  gunsmith 
started  to  work  fashioning  a  gun,  he 
would  have  to  know  whether  the  gun 
was  going  to  be  used  to  shoot  elephants 
or  to  shoot  rabbits  before  he  could  de¬ 
termine  what  the  range  and  bore  of  the 
gun  should  be  and  how  he  would  design 
the  particular  piece. 

So  we  must  know  something  about  our 
objectives  before  we  can  fashion  a  mili¬ 
tary  instrument  and  do  it  intelligently. 

One  of  the  tragedies  about  all  of  this, 
Mr.  President,  is  that  I  must  confess 
to  a  sense  of  confusion  about  it.  I 
should  like  to  see  a  limit  of  some  kind 
imposed  in  regard  to  the  number  of 
troops,  and  I  voted  accordingly;  but  I 
still  say  I  am  rather  confused.  I  do  not 
know  what  is  going  to  be  done  in  the 
Orient.  It  seems  true  that  the  White 
House  does  not  take  us  into  its  confi¬ 
dence,  so  we  get  from  persons  in  high 
places  or  authority  little  asides  which 
are  supposed  to  give  us  some  sense  of 
direction  in  regard  to  where  our  coun¬ 
try  is  going  in  the  field  of  foreign  policy. 

Very  well,  Mr.  President;  even  in  that 
state  of  confusion,  do  not  discretion  and 
wisdom  dictate  that  4  years  hence,  after 
the  second  session  of  the  Eighty-second 
Congress  has  come  to  an  end,  we  should 
embrace  not  only  an  opportunity  but  a 
responsibility  as  lawmakers  to  reappraise 
this  entire  matter  and  see  where  we  are? 

Perhaps  at  that  time  we  shall  not  wish 
to  charge  the  country  with  this  kind  of 
an  expenditure;  or  it  may  be  that  by 
that  time  we  shall  be  able  to  see  more 
clearly  whether  it  is  the  better  part  of 
valor  to  take  800,000  or  1,000,000  young¬ 
sters  out  of  the  social  fabric  of  the  coun¬ 
try  and  put  them  in  uniform,  send  them 
to  camp  for  6  months,  and  then  give 
them  1  of  10  or  11  options  as  to  what 
they  shall  do  with  the  last  6  months  of 
that  training  period. 

One  other  thing,  Mr.  President:  There 
is  a  frightful  lure,  it  seems  to  me,  to  a 
mass  army.  Once  that  army  is  trained, 
once  the  men  in  it  are  put  into  uniform, 
there  they  are,  ready  to  be  used,  to  be 
disposed  to  all  the  corners  of  the  earth. 
I  shall  want  to  take  a  look  before  that 


time  comes,  because  if  the  Presidential 
aide  was  correct  when  he  whispered  to 
a  Wall  Street  Journal  reporter  that  we 
are  on  the  threshold  of  a  new  Truman 
policy  by  which  we  will  take  the  whole 
wide  world  to  our  bosom  and  will  provide 
chocolate  milk  for  every  Hottentot  in  the 
world,  and  will  seek  to  save  the  destiny 
and  the  economy  of  other  countries,  even 
when  they  are  allies  of  dubious  value, 
if  you  please,  I  shall  want  to  look.  Mr. 
President,  you  can  write  me  down  as  a 
reexaminist  with  a  capital  “R,”  not  only 
with  respect  to  this  measure  but  with 
respect  to  every  other  piece  of  policy 
legislation  which  comes  along,  because 
I  am  not  going  to  lend  either  my  voice 
or  my  vote  to  the  liquidation  of  my 
country. 

It  is  very  conceivable  that  there  may 
be  a  transition,  one  day — reluctant  as  it 
may  be  on  the  part  of  some — from  the 
welfare  state  to  the  garrison  state.  When 
the  day  comes  for  us  to  run  out  of  money, 
I  wonder  how  the  language  on  page  71 
will  be  interpreted  then: 

The  Congress  further  declares  that  It  is 
the  duty  of  all  citizens  to  engage  in  such 
training  for  civilian  and  military  service. 

I  wonder  what  sharp  brain  put  that 
phrase  into  the  stump  speech  that  goes 
along  with  this  bill.  We  may  hear  a 
good  deal  more  about  it  before  this  issue 
has  been  resolved. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  wisdom  and  dis¬ 
cretion  dictate  that  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  should  be  adopted, 
so  that  on  or  before  the  31st  of  June  1955, 
there  will  automatically  be  a  chance  for 
us  to  assess  this  program  and  policy  once 
more,  and  so  that  that  chance  will  not 
repose  in  the  discretion  or  votes  of  a 
majority  of  this  body  and  of  another 
body,  which  must  be  obtained,  under  the 
provision  requiring  the  adoption  of  a 
concurrent  resolution,  before  we  would 
get  another  opportunity  to  pass  on  this 
matter. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  has 
expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
4  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Humphrey]. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Minnesota  is  recognized 
for  4  minutes. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
have  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
remarks  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Illinois. 

I  make  note  of  the  fact  that  it  was 
only  a  very  few  minutes  ago  that  we 
voted  on  an  amendment  which  would 
strike  from  this  bill  the  provisions  which 
relate  to  universal  military  training. 
That  amendment  was  defeated  decisively, 
with  68  votes  cast  against  it.  On  that 
vote  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen]  cast  his  vote  for  universal  mil¬ 
itary  training.  Now  he  asks  support  for 
an  amendment  to  kill  universal  military 
training. 

Mr.  President,  after  listening  to  the 
Senator’s  moving  speech,  I  am  some¬ 
what  in  a  quandary  to  know  why  one 
would  vote  for  the  universal  military 
training  provisions  of  this  bill  if  there  is 
so  much  wrong  with  it,  as  described  by 
the  Senator  from  Illinois. 


Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
regret  that  my  time  is  limited. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  The  Senator  should 
yield  to  me,  for  he  has  referred  to  me. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
cannot  yield,  because  of  the  limitation 
of  time. 

I  agree  that  the  Congress  should  con¬ 
tinuously  be  alert  to  what  is  going  on  in 
connection  with  this  sort  of  legislation; 
but  I  cannot  see  how  one  can  vote  for 
universal  military  training  legislation, 
in  order  to  satisfy  those  who  are  in  favor 
of  universal  military  training,  and  in 
another  vote,  less  than  an  hour  later, 
vote  against  universal  military  training 
before  it  is  ever  put  into  effect. 

Mr.  President,  the  decision  to  support 
this  bill  is  not  an  easy  one  for  anyone  to 
make.  I  concur  in  the  statement  that 
this  measure  runs  contrary  to  much  in 
our  history;  but  I  say  that  universal 
military  training  is  necessary,  not  be¬ 
cause  we  want  it,  but  because  of  the 
situation  existing  in  the  world. 

If  the  Senator  from  Illinois  or  any 
other  Senator  can  tell  me  that  Joe  Stalin 
will  be  a  peace-loving  fellow  in  4  years, 
I  will  join  in  support  of  quick  termina¬ 
tion  of  this  legislation. 

This  is  legislation  which  has  been 
made  necessary  by  the  kind  of  world  in 
which  we  live. 

For  those  in  this  body  who  are  in¬ 
terested  in  reexamination — and  I  re¬ 
peat  that  reexamination  by  the  Congress 
of  a  policy  such  as  the  one  outlined  in 
this  bill  is  important — let  me  say  that 
just  as  soon  as  this  amendment  is  de¬ 
feated,  I  will  offer  an  amendment  which 
should  meet  most  of  the  requirements  of 
review  and  reexamination.  It  is  my  in¬ 
tention  to  offer  my  amendment  so  that 
it  can  be  voted  upon  on  its  merits.  It  is 
not  my  intention  to  offer  the  amendment 
now,  because  I  think  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft] 
should  be  debated  and  voted  upon  on 
its  merits. 

My  amendment  reads  as  follows : 

(aa)  Such  act  is  further  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  at  the  end  of  title  I  the  following  new 
section : 

“Sec.  22.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  review  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title  not  later  than  the  fourth 
year  following  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
1951  amendments  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act  and  each  year 
thereafter,  taking  into  consideration  the 
then  existing  international  situation  and 
giving  due  regard  to  United  States  commit¬ 
ments  to  the  United  Nations.  Upon  the 
completion  of  such  reviews,  the  committees 
shall — 

Not  “may,”  but  “shall,”  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent — 

report  to  their  respective  Houses  and  shall 
make  such  recommendations  with  respect  to 
modification  of  this  title  as  they  may  deem 
desirable.” 

Mr.  President,  I  submit  that  that 
amendment  is  a  sensible  proposal.  It 
means  that  when  this  body  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  are  in  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  facts,  the  basic  policy  will  be 
thoroughly  reviewed  and  a  full  report 
made  to  the  Congress.  My  amendment 
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guarantees  reexamination  on  the  basis 
of  facts  and  experience  under  the  terms 
of  this  bill.  It  affords  Congress  the 
chance  to  revise,  alter,  or  repeal. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  ask  to  have  my 
amendment  receive  favorable  considera¬ 
tion  when  I  bring  it  to  the  attention  of 
this  body.  I  believe  it  to  be  more  practi¬ 
cal  and  realistic  than  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
2  minutes  to  the  Senator  from  Oregon 
[Mr.  Morse], 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
it  is  only  fair  for  me  to  state  my  position 
in  the  Record,  in  view  of  the  fight  I  have 
made  in  recent  days  in  regard  to  ade¬ 
quate  congressional  checks  upon  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  branch  of  the  Government.  I 
am  very  frank  to  say  that  the  argu¬ 
ments  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft]  and  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dirksen]  give  me  great  logical  difficulty, 
insofar  as  my  own  position  is  concerned, 
because  I  think  both  their  speeches  this 
afternoon  have  been  brilliant. ' 

However,  I  wish  the  Record  to  show 
that  in  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
it  was  the  junior  Senator  from  Oregon 
who  made  the  fight  or  the  request — it 
did  not  turn  out  to  be  very  much  of  a 
fight,  because  my  colleagues  very  quick¬ 
ly  joined  me — for  the  insertion  of  a  pro¬ 
vision  calling  for  a  congressional  check, 
by  way  of  a  concurrent  resolution  of  both 
Houses,  which  does  not  have  to  be  signed 
by  the  President. 

I  had  this  problem  in  mind  when  I 
made  that  fight  in  the  committee.  I  said 
then  that  I  thought  the  Congress  should 
retain  a  very  definite  check;  and  I  pro¬ 
posed  the  provision  calling  for  a  con¬ 
current  resolution — which  provision  was 
adopted  by  the  committee. 

So  far  as  procedure  is  concerned,  I 
certainly  felt  that  placed  me  under  a 
commitment  in  regard  to  standing  by 
the  committee  bill.  However,  I  do  not 
stand  on  that  ground  alone.  The  bill 
in  its  present  form  contains  language 
providing  a  check  by  way  of  a  concur¬ 
rent  resolution.  I  take  note  of  what  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  and  the  Senator 
from  Ohio  say  about  the  difficulties  ac¬ 
companying  the  adoption  of  a  concur¬ 
rent  resolution.  Nevertheless,  concur¬ 
rent  resolutions  can  be  passed  by  a  ma¬ 
jority  vote,  they  do  not  require  the 
signature  of  the  President,  and  provide 
a  very  adequate  congressional  check. 

At  the  same  time  I  wish  to  say,  as  I  in¬ 
timated  at  the  opening  of  my  remarks, 
that  there  is  great  merit  in  the  posi¬ 
tion  ta£en  on  this  matter  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Ohio  and  the  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois,  so  far  as  the  entire  problem  of  the 
delegation  of  authority  is  concerned.  I 
believe,  however,  that  with  the  checks 
which  we  have  written  into  this  bill  we 
are  adequately  protected  by  the  present 
wording.  Therefore  I  shall  vote  against 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  majority  leader,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona  [Mr.  McFarland], 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Arizona  is  recognized  for 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
shall  try  to  yield  back  a  portion  of  that 


time.  I  have  stated  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  heretofore  that  this,  bill  has  two 
basic  objectives.  One  is  to  bring  about 
peace  in  a  troubled  world  by  strengthen¬ 
ing  the  military  power  of  this  Nation. 
The  other  is  to  prepare  the  young  men 
of  our  country  to  properly  defend  them¬ 
selves  in  case  of  war. 

If  this  bill  does  not  meet  those  objec¬ 
tives,  then  we  should  not  vote  for  it.  If 
those  are  not  the  purposes  of  this  bill, 
then  we  should  vote  it  down  rather  than 
attempt  to  cripple  it  by  amendments. 
We  have  just  concluded  the  vote  on 
whether  we  should  adopt  the  universal 
military  training  program;  68  Senators 
voted  in  favor  of  UMT,  20  against. 

Mr.  President,  it  has  been  said  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  that  this  is  a  Tru¬ 
man  program.  I  suppose  the  inference 
sought  to  be  conveyed  is  that  anything 
the  President  of  the  United  States  favors, 
regardless  of  what  it  is,  is  bad,  merely 
because  he  favors  it.  But,  Mr.  President, 
it  so  happens  that  this  program  has  the 
unqualified  support  of  many  others.  It 
is  the  program  of  the  veterans  of  two 
world  wars.  After  World  War  I,  those 
men  who  went  overseas  and  fought  the 
battles  in  order  that  we  might  maintain 
this  as  a  nation  of  liberty  fend  justice 
returned  and  said  to  the  Congress  that 
we  always  should  be  adequately  pre¬ 
pared.  Did  we?  No,  Mr.  President; 
and  a  great  many  of  those  veterans  to¬ 
day  believe  that  by  becoming  weak  in  a 
military  way  we  lost  influence  with  our 
friends  and  prestige  with  those  nations 
which  only  recognize  military  might. 
World  War  II  followed. 

After  World  War  II,  the  men  who 
went  overseas  and  fought,  many  of 
whom  were  wounded,  many  of  whom  had 
seen  their  buddies  die  on  the  battlefield, 
returned.  What  did  they  say?  They 
said  again  that  one  of  the  surest  ways 
to  bring  about  peace  in  this  troubled 
world  was  to  remain  constantly  ade¬ 
quately  prepared,  and  that  the  only  way 
to  do  that  was  to  adopt  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  The  pending  bill  was  in¬ 
troduced  at  their  request.  It  is  their 
program,  and  I  say  to  my  distinguished 
colleagues,  what  good  is  UMT  if  it  lasts 
but  1,  2,  3,  or  4  years?  The  only  object 
of  UMT  is  to  bring  about  a  state  of  ade¬ 
quate  preparedness  not  for  one  year  but 
for  every  year  until  we  can  bring  about 
peace  in  the  world. 

Senators  talk  about  expense.  Let  me 
describe  what  these  start-and-stop  pro¬ 
grams  of  1,  2,  3,  and  4  years  do.  We 
see  training  camps  and  equipment  upon 
which  we  have  spent  millions  of  dol¬ 
lars — yes;  billions  of  dollars — deterio¬ 
rate,  junked,  and  thrown  away.  We  see 
property  declared  surplus  or  thrown 
away  because  of  a  lack  of  men  even  to 
police  it.  Today  we  are  starting  to  spend 
billions  of  dollars  in  order  to  rebuild  and 
replace  what  a  few  short  years  we  had  in 
being.  That  is  why  the  veterans,  the 
men  who  have  made  the  sacrifice,  have 
come  before  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  pleading  with  us  to  listen  to  them, 
because  they  have  experienced  the  re¬ 
alities  of  war.  They  know  what  it  is. 

If  we  are  to  have  a  program,  we  must 
have  a  continuing  program.  We  are 
compelled  to  make  long-range  plans. 


We  must  think  of  the  future.  We  can¬ 
not  dodge  this  issue,  we  cannot  throw  it 
out  the  window  merely  by  saying  it  is 
a  Harry  Truman  program.  True,  Harry 
Truman  is  for  it,  because  he  fought  in 
World  War  I.  He  went  overseas,  and 
he  learned  what  it  meant  to  see  young 
men  who  had  not  been  properly  pre¬ 
pared  go  into  the  battle  line;  men, 
many  of  whom  had  not  been  in  the 
Army  more  than  6  weeks  when  they  went 
overseas  to  fight  against  trained  men. 
I  am  proud  that  the  President  is  for  the 
bill. 

What  do  the  young  men  and  women 
of  this  country  think  about  this  pro¬ 
gram?  These  are  the  people  who  would 
receive  the  training;  these  are  the  men 
for  whom  some  here  shed  tears.  Let 
me  read  the  result  of  a  recent  poll  taken 
at  one  of  our  great  universities,  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Nebraska,  where  more  than 
1,500  students  were  asked  to  express 
their  views  on  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  Of  this  group  1,155  were  men,  412 
were  women.  Among  the  men  students, 
79  percent  favored  the  creation  of  such 
a  training  program  and  only  21  percent 
opposed  it.  Of  the  women,  73  percent 
favored  it,  27  percent  were  opposed. 

Polls  taken  in  other  schools  have 
shown  similar  results.  They  show  what 
the  young  men  and  women  of  this  coun¬ 
try  are  thinking  about  in  terms  of  the 
future — their  future  and  the  future  of 
this  great  Nation.  They  are  willing  to 
make  this  sacrifice,  partly  because  they 
believe  in  continuing  a  nation  of  liberty 
and  justice,  and  partly  because  they  be¬ 
lieve  in  the  words  they  have  heard  re¬ 
peated  by  others  who  have  recently  re¬ 
turned  from  the  present  conflict,  boys 
who  had  gone  to  school  with  them,  who 
have  told  about  fighting  at  the  side  of 
boys  who  were  not  properly  prepared.  It 
has  been  quoted  on  this  floor,  and  I 
think  it  is  worth  repeating  again,  that 
General  Eisenhower,  when  testifying 
before  the  committee,  stated : 

There  are  more  Americans  occupying 
graves  overseas  because  they  were  not  trained 
than  for  almost  any  other  reason;  they  were 
not  trained  to  take  care  of  themselves,  not 
trained  to  know  what  to  do  in  combat. 

Mr.  President,  are  we  to  deny  to  the 
youth  of  this  Nation  the  opportunity  to 
know  how  to  take  care  of  themselves? 
Is  that  to  be  the  decision  of  the  Senate 
of  the  United  States?  Are  we  to  turn  a 
deaf  ear  to  the  men  and  women  who 
have  fought  in  two  world  wars,  when 
they  advocate  a  program  which  they 
say  should  be  adopted  in  order  to  bring 
about  peace  in  the  world? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  thank  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  for  yielding  to  me. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  is  recognized  for 
10  minutes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
quite  sure  it  is  perfectly  clear  to  every¬ 
one  who  is  at  all  familiar  with  the  bill 
that  this  is  a  flank  attack,  attempting 
by  indirection  to  accomplish  the  identi¬ 
cal  purpose  of  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  Senator  from  Colorado  [Mr. 
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Johnson],  which  was  recently  defeated. 
Senators,  if  they  wish,  may  try  to  point 
to  their  votes  on  the  Johnson  amend¬ 
ment  and  say,  “I  voted  for  UMT,”  and 
also  vote  for  this  amendment.  But,  Mr. 
President,  if  the  great  service  organ¬ 
izations  of  the  Nation,  the  American 
Legion,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars, 
and  the  American  Veterans  Committee, 
who  are  interested  in  this  legislation, 
and  who  have  had  the  UMT  as  their  pri¬ 
mary  objective  for  so  many  years,  are 
deceived  by  any  such  processes  of  po¬ 
litical  acrobatics,  I  shall  be  very  greatly 
surprised,  because  it  is  very  evident  that 
this  is  the  time  to  test  whether  Senators 
believe  in  UMT.  The  verdict  will  come 
with  the  call  of  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
the  bill. 

The  eloquent  Senator  from  Illinois 
read,  as  only  lie  could  read,  this  lan¬ 
guage: 

To  this  end,  Congress  further  declares  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to  engage  in 
such  training  for  civilian  and  military 
service. 

He  asks  sarcastically,  “What  sharp 
mind  composed  that  language?”  He 
had  been  talking  about  Oscar  Ewing  and 
other  people  who  might  not  be  too  popu¬ 
lar  here,  and  he  implied  that  it  came 
from  them.  Mr.  President,  that  lan¬ 
guage  came  from  the  UMT  bill  which 
the  American  Legion  has  been  bringing 
to  the  Congress  for  the  past  15  years.  I 
do  not  know  what  sharp  mind  wrote  the 
language,  but  in  my  opinion  it  is  a  state¬ 
ment  of  pretty  good  American  principle 
which  was  written  by  the  American 
Legion  in  their  long  fight  for  UMT. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  As  I  un¬ 
derstand,  the  junior  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois,  on  the  last  vote,  voted  in  favor  of 
UMT.  Now  he  wants  to  repeal  it  be¬ 
fore  it  is  ever  put  into  effect. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  question  the 
complete'right  cf  the  Senator  to  change 
his  mind  within  2  hours,  if  he  wishes  to 
do  so.  I  do  not  want  him  to  be  deceived 
about  the  source  of  the  language  he 
read  with  such  vigorous  sarcasm. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tempore.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  briefly,  al¬ 
though  my  time  is  very  short. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  do  not  know  how 
the  junior  Senator  from  Illinois  could 
vote  for  a  limitation  unless  he  first  voted 
for  the  general  principle  of  UMT.  What 
that  has  to  do  with  taking  another  look 
at  the  question  4  years  hence  is  another 
indication  of  the  vague  and  obscure  lan¬ 
guage  contained  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from  Illi¬ 
nois  does  better  than  the  Senator  from 
Ohio,  because  he  thinks  we  will  be  out 
of  the  cold  war  and  have  UMT  in  opera¬ 
tion  in  4  years.  I  hope  he  is  right  but 
fear  he  is  wrong.  ~  am  surprised  to 


hear  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Ohio  speak  so  despairingly  about  the 
possibility  of  getting  through  a  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  within  4  years.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  is  usually  optimistic. 
Usually  he  has  a  great  deal  of  confidence 
in  himself.  According  to  press  reports 
he  is  being  mentioned  as  the  Republican 
nominee  for  President.  If  he  has  no 
faith  in  his  ability  to  get  a  concurrent 
resolution  through  Congress  in  the  next 
3  or  4  years,  naturally  it  follows  that  he 
does  not  have  the  self-confidence  about 
the  success  of  the  Republican  Party  in 
the  next  election. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  have  the  time 
to  go  into  the  issue  at  great  length. 
It  has  been  made  clear  that  all  service 
can  be  suspended,  except  the  UMT,  by 
concurrent  resolution.  Congress  could 
do  it  at  any  time  it  may  choose  to  do  so. 
Why  should  we  put  a  limitation  upon 
UMT,  which  is  designed,  after  all,  to  be 
a  permanent  plan  for  the  maintenance  of 
our  security  and  the  maintenance  of 
world  peace?  Several  years  ago  we  had 
before  us  a  bill  the  purpose  of  which 
was  supposed  to  be  to  inaugurate  indus¬ 
trial  peace  in  this  land  of  ours.  I  refer 
to  the  Taft-Hartley  law.  I  was  in  favor 
of  industrial  peace,  so  far  as  it  could  be 
obtained.  I  was  one  of  the  Senators  who 
was  assailed  for  taking  that  point  of 
view.  I  supported  the  distinguished  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  in  the  enactment  of  a  bill 
whose  purpose  was  to  secure  industrial 
peace.  No  one  suggested  at  that  time 
that  we  should  put  a  saw-off  limitation 
in  the  Taft-Hartley  law  to  preserve  in¬ 
dustrial  peace.  On  that  bill  we  went  so 
far  as  to  pass  it  over  a  Presidential  veto. 
The  pending  bill  is  designed  to  preserve 
the  peace  of  the  United  States  and  of 
the  world.  I  submit  it  would  be  much 
less  reasonable  to  put  a  saw-off  provision 
in  a  bill  designed  to  preserve  the  peace 
of  the  entire  world  than  it  would  have 
been  to  put  such  a  provision  in  the  Taft- 
Hartley  bill,  designed  to  preserve  the  in¬ 
dustrial  peace  in  our  land. 

Mr.  President,  this  amendment  is  a 
flank  attack.  It  is  designed  to  accom¬ 
plish  what  the  Senator  from  Colorado 
[Mr.  Johnson]  attempted  to  do  by  direct 
frontal  assault.  They  would  both  ac¬ 
complish  the  same  purpose.  There  can 
be  no  question  about  it.  The  Senator 
from  Ohio  is  utterly  consistent  in  his 
vote,  because  he  voted  to  strike  out  the 
UMT  provision  when  the  amendment  of 
the  Senator  from  Colorado  was  pending. 
I  submit  that  any  Senator  who  has 
changed  his  mind  on  this  subject  within 
the  last  few  minutes  might  take  another 
look  before  he  voted  and  decide  whether 
or  not  he  wanted  to  vote  for  the  prin¬ 
ciple  of  UMT  at  2  o’clock  and  then  vote 
to  stifle  it  or  kill  it  at  3: 15  or  3 :20  o’clock. 
That  is  all  it  means.  That  is  what  the 
next  vote  means. 

All  of  us  do  not  have  the  eloquence  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois.  It  may  be 
difficult  to  minimize  his  speech.  The 
statement  of  Oscar  Ewing  was  made  be¬ 
fore  the  vote  on  the  Johnson  amend¬ 
ment  was  taken.  The  person  who  made 
the  statement  in  the  Wall  Street  Journal 
read  by  the  Senator  as  to  what  they  were 


planning  made  it  and  had  it  printed  be¬ 
fore  that  vote.  If  it  had  any  relation  to 
the  Taft  amendment  it  affected  the 
Johnson  amendment.  He  did  not  make 
that  statement  between  the  vote  on  the 
Johnson  amendment  and  the  vote  on  the 
Taft  amendment.  They  are  matters  that 
should  have  gone  to  the  very  heart  of  the 
vote  when  the  amendment  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Colorado  was  pending  if  they 
are  persuasive  as  to  the  pending  propo¬ 
sition. 

Mr.  President,  one  is  either  for  UMT, 
or  he  is  against  it.  The  two  amend¬ 
ments  would  have  identically  the  same 
effect.  There  can  be  no  question  about 
it.  The  American  Legion,  the  Veterans 
of  Foreign  Wars,  the  American  Veterans 
Committee,  and  others  would  like  very 
much  to  have  the  matter  of  UMT  set¬ 
tled.  They  have  worked  on  it  ardu¬ 
ously  for  many  years.  The  National 
Guard,  Reserve  officers  organizations, 
and  Reserve  units  of  enlisted  men  would 
like  to  see  the  matter  settled.  They  want 
to  set  up  their  own  program  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  inaugurate  a  real  system 
for  the  National  Guard,  for  example, 
which  would  give  it  vitality  and  life  and 
fill  its  ranks  with  the  men  who  come 
out  of  UMT.  The  Reserves  want  to  bring 
reserves  into  their  organizations.  The 
pending  amendment  would  kill  the  pro¬ 
gram  even  before  it  had  a  chance  to  be 
inaugurated.  . 

I  have  previously  discussed  the  econ¬ 
omy  of  the  plan.  I  discussed  it  briefly 
when  we  had  the  other  amendment  up 
for  consideration.  Having  a  slightly  bet¬ 
ter  audience  now,  I  shall  repeat  some 
of  the  things  I  said  before. 

If  Senators  ever  hop6  to  get  away  from 
a  $50,000,000,000  budget  during  this  cold 
war  they  had  better  give  some  thought 
to  the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserves. 
It  would  be  possible  to  take  care  of  10 
or  12  reservists,  who  would  be  ready  to 
move,  if  we  gave  our  Reserve  program  a 
chance  to  get  installed,  for  what  it  would 
cost  to  maintain  one  man  in  the  Regu¬ 
lar  Army.  There  is  no  reason  on  earth 
why,  if  this  Reserve  program  is  permitted 
to  take  effect,  that  within  the  next  4  or 
5  years,  even  though  tensions  remain  as 
critical  as  they  are  today,  we  should 
not  be  able  to  cut  our  military  budget 
by  billions  of  dollars.  We  would  have 
reservists  on  whom  we  could  rely.  I 
would  that  all  Senators  could  have  heard 
the  address  of  the  distinguished  senior 
Senator  from  Virginia.  Certainly  no 
man  has  a  more  consistent  record  in 
voting  for  economy  in  Government  than 
the  senior  Senator  from  Virginia.  He 
said  that  he  had  not  been  in  favor  of 
a  UMT  program.  However,  after  study¬ 
ing  the  subject  closely  he  was  convinced 
that  it  was  the  only  way  to  bring  down 
the  cost  of  maintaining  a  vast  military 
organization. 

The  UMT  program  and  the  Reserve 
program  are  one  way  of  escaping  the 
huge  expenditures  which  threaten  na¬ 
tional  solvency.  Let  no  Senator  be  de¬ 
ceived.  Let  us  vote  down  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  expired. 
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The  Senator  from  Ohio  has  11  min¬ 
utes  remaining. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  4  minutes  to  the 
Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  say  to  my  old 
and  omniscient  friend  from  Georgia, 
who  seems  to  have  all  the  answers - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  have  all  the 
answers,  but  the  answers  I  am  giving 
are  the  same  answers  I  gave  at  2  o’clock. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  am  making  the 
same  answer,  too,  as  a  matter  of  fact. 
However,  I  do  not  intend  to  let  any 
group  or  organization,  through  a  few 
national  officers,  do  my  thinking  for  me, 
even  though  such  officers  may  represent 
a  substantial  portion  of  the  opinion  of 
the  organizations.  I  am  not  unmindful 
of  the  fact  that  there  are  thousands  of 
servicemen  who  were  in  World  War  I 
and  World  War  II — parenthetically,  I 
was  a  doughboy  on  the  western  front  in 
World  War  I — who  still  do  their  own 
thinking.  I  wonder  how  many  veterans 
know  that  we  are  considering,  not  one 
bill,  but  two  bills;  that  we  are  consider¬ 
ing  a  conscription  act  and  a  permanent 
policy  on  universal  military  training.  I 
have  yet  to  receive  a  letter  from  anyone 
in  the  great  commonwealth  of  Illinois 
who  has  alluded  even  once  to  the  fact 
that  we  are  considering  two  bills.  It  is 
a  fair  question  to  ask  whether  or  not 
the  country  is  fully  advised  of  what  is 
going  on.  There  is  a  rather  substantial 
segment  of  opinion  today  that  is  think¬ 
ing  seriously  about  this  question  of  im¬ 
posing  a  permanent  policy  upon  the 
country  in  an  hour  of  emergency. 

My  friend  from  Georgia  mentions  the 
fact  that  there  was  no  terminal  date 
placed  in  the  Taft-Hartley  law,  as  if 
that  were  an  analogy.  The  Taft-Hart¬ 
ley  Act  did  not  involve  billions  of  dollars 
in  future  expenditures  and  the  possible 
siphoning  of  millions  of  young  Ameri¬ 
cans  out  of  the  social  blood  stream. 
Therefore,  I  say  the  analogy  is  rather 
thin.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Ohio  whether  he 
believes  it  would  be  possible  to  get  a  con¬ 
current  resolution  out  of  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  to  review  the  whole 
subject,  so  long  as  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  was  chairman  of 
the  committee  and  so  long  as  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  was 
chairman  of  the  Preparedness  Subcom¬ 
mittee?  It  would  be  impossible  to  get  a 
resolution  of  that  kind  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  unless  it  was  first  reported 
by  the  committee.  From  all  the  evi¬ 
dence,  the  implication  of  the  language 
and  the  argument  which  has  been  ad¬ 
duced  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  it  would 
seem  to  me  that  such  a  resolution  would 
be  buried  in  committee.  I  do  not  intend 
to  rely  upon  such  a  weak  legislative  reed. 
I  have  had  too  much  experience. 

Mr.  AIKEN  and  Mr.  RUSSELL  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  want  such  a  pro¬ 
vision  written  into  the  law. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Does  not  the  Senator 
know  that  under  the  rules  of  the  Senate 
a  motion  could  be  made  to  discharge  the 


committee  from  further  consideration  of 
such  a  concurrent  resolution  if  it  were 
bottled  up  in  committee? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Does  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  expect  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
to  be  chairman  of  this  committee  after 
1952?  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  Let  me  say  to  my 
friend  from  Vermont  that  I  do  not  want 
to  seem  so  lacking  in  political  charity 
as  not  to  make  that  assumption  for  the 
moment. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  As  ranking  Member  of 
the  minority  he  might  have  much 
influence. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Senator  from  Illinois  heard 
the  remark  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
the  able  chairman  of  the  committee. 
However,  it  is  true  that  under  the  rules 
of  the  Senate  a  motion  could  be  made 
to  withdraw  such  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion  if  it  were  bottled  up  in  the  commit¬ 
tee.  The  able  Senator  from  Illinois  and 
those  who  felt  the  same  way  could  move 
to  discharge  the  committee  from  further 
consideration  of  a  concurrent  resolution 
if  it  were  bottled  up. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  yield  one  more  minute 
to  the  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  DIRKSEN.  I  will  say  to  my  friend 
from  California  that  I  am  not  insensible 
of  the  shadowy  prospects  and  possibili¬ 
ties  which  go  along  with  joint  and  con¬ 
current  resolutions.  What  I  am  talking 
about  is  the  number  of  times  since  I  have 
been  in  the  National  Legislature  when 
such  provisions  have  been  written  into 
scores  of  bills.  Nevertheless,  I  have  yet 
to  see  that  instrumentality  exercised.  I. 
have  yet  to  see  such  a  resolution  brought 
to  the  floor  of  either  the  House  or  Senate. 

So  we  are  dealing  with  a  practical  mat¬ 
ter.  How  strange  it  is  that  the  oppo¬ 
nents  of  the  amendment  should — shall 
I  say  affront  the  consistency  of  the  junior 
Senator  from  Illinois  by  saying,  “Look; 
he  has  voted  for  this  principle,  and  now 
he  wants  to  engage  in  a  very  sharp  flank 
attack  to  destroy  the  vitality  of  this 
thing.” 

That  is  not  in  the  mind  of  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  at  all;  but  he  believes 
that  he  expresses  the  sentiment  of  a  very 
substantial  portion  of  America  when  he 
says  that  the  people  want  a  “look-see” 
before  it  is  too  late. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois  has  6  minutes,  and  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  has  6  minutes. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been 
accused  of  a  flank  attack  on  universal 
military  training.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  committee  is  using  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  as  a  shield  behind  which  to 
hide  in  opposing  a  principle  which  they 
admit  so  far  as  the  emergency  section  is 
concerned.  They  have  brought  in  a  per¬ 
manent  bill;  but  the  dominating  feature 
of  the  bill  is  not  UMT.  The  dominating 
feature  is  the  draft  of  millions  of  Amer¬ 
ican  boys  during  the  next  4  years  for  2 
years’  military  service.  That  is  the  main 
factor  of  the  bill.  UMT  is  4  years  dis¬ 
tant. 


I  agree  that  to  reenact  it  or  repeal  it 
represents  only  a  difference  of  degree  4 
years  from  now.  I  agree  that  UMT 
might  be  affected.  However,  the  main 
feature  is  that  we  are  limiting  the  free¬ 
dom  of  our  boys  and  taking  them  for  2 
years.  That  program  is  to  continue  for 
many  years  to  come.  I  say  that  the  right 
to  do  that  ought  to  come  to  an  end  some 
time.  The  mere  fact  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  chosen  to  put  in  a  permanent 
program,  not  to  go  into  effect  until  4 
years  from  now,  is  no  legitimate  argu¬ 
ment  against  placing  a  limitation  on 
the  bill  itself.  There  is  no  effective  limi¬ 
tation  in  the  bill.  True,  by  concurrent 
resolution  we  can  make  certain  findings, 
and  at  least  end  temporarily  the  right  to 
draft.  But  take  section  18  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act.  That  section  contains 
the  right  to  conscript  property,  in  effect, 
or  it  replaces  the  old  right  of  conscrip¬ 
tion  of  property. 

That  act  says  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  can  make  anyone  take 
any  order  for  anything,  apparently  at 
any  price  the  Government  sees  fit  to  im¬ 
pose.  That  is  an  emergency  power. 
That  emergency  power  goes  on  forever 
unless  we  place  a  limitation  in  this  bill. 
There  is  no  right  in  this  bill  to  terminate 
that  power,  even  by  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion.  There  is  no  right  to  terminate  the 
property  emergency  sections  of  the  act 
unless  we  place  in  effect  the  amendment 
which  we  have  presented. 

I  voted  against  the  UMT  amendment, 
not  because  I  am  necessarily  against 
UMT.  I  should  like  to  see  the  exact  pro¬ 
gram.  I  am  for  some  kind  of  universal 
military  training  program,  but  I  am  not 
for  other  kinds  of  universal  military 
training.  So  far  as  the  particular  kind 
in  this  bill  is  concerned,  I  do  not  know 
what  kind  it  is.  I  know  that  President 
Truman,  in  referring  to  this  subject,  has 
often  left  out  the  word  “military.”  In 
his  official  messages  he  has  left  out  the 
word  “military.”  I  do  not  know  what 
kind  of  social  welfare  or  CCC  he  thinks 
of  as  the  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram.  The  bill  provides  that  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission 
shall,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the 
President,  establish  policies  and  stand¬ 
ards  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  ini¬ 
tial  basic  training,  including  the  moral, 
religious,  recreational,  informational, 
and  educational  phases  of  such  training. 

What  is  this  UMT  to  be?  Certainly 
it  is  not  at  all  clear  that  it  is  going  to 
be  the  kind  of  UMT  which  the  American 
Legion  is  for.  It  may  not  be  the  kind 
I  am  for.  I  only  say  that  this  is  a  per¬ 
manent  program,  and  there  is  no  par¬ 
ticular  reason  to  attach  an  emergency 
clause  to  it.  I  agree.  The  reason  for 
the  emergency  clause  relate^  to  the  rest 
of  the  bill.  But  mere  fact  that  there  is 
a  vague  provision  for  universal  military 
training  4,  5,  or  10  years  from  now  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  adopt  the 
principle  of  putting  in  an  emergency 
clause  to  terminate  the  most  drastic  law 
that  has  ever  been  enacted  to  limit  the 
freedom  of  the  American  people.  I  think 
it  is  necessary.  I  believe  that  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  under  present  circumstances,  and 
for  a  short  period  of  time — I  hope  not 
too  long.  But  certainly  we  all  recognize 
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that  it  is  an  emergency.  It  is  not  a 
part  of  the  American  system.  It  ought 
to  come  to  an  end,  and  Congress  ought 
to  reexamine  the  question  as  to  how  long 
the  United  States  Government  is  going 
to  conscript  the  freedom  of  American 
youth  and  the  freedom  of  American 
property. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  remainder  of  the  committee’s  time 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  is  recognized  for  5  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  rise  to  oppose  the  Taft  amend¬ 
ment,  because  it  would  devastate  our 
plans  for  long-term  security.  It  would 
convert  the  pending  bill  from  one  of  per¬ 
manent  preparedness  to  one  of  short¬ 
term  preparedness.  It  would  make  this 
bill  into  a  small,  timid,  and  halting  step 
in  the  direction  of  the  goal  which  we 
must  achieve  for  the  sake  of  our  secu¬ 
rity. 

The  Senator  from  Ohio  says  that  he 
has  never  seen  a  concurrent  resolution 
work.  The  legislative  counsel  has  just 
pointed  out  to  me  that  on  October  2, 
1945,  when  the  Senator  from  Ohio  was 
a  Member  of  this  body.  Congress  adopted 
a  concurrent  resolution  providing  for 
reinstitution  of  the  Federal-aid  highway 
program.  It  shows  that  a  concurrent 
resolution  can  be  placed  in  effect  any 
time  there  is  a  majority  of  votes  in  favor 
of  it. 

It  may  be  possible  that  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  knowing  that  only  20  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  body  feel  as  he  does  about 
.UMT,  realizes  that  he  can  never  get  a 
majority  vote  for  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion.  Hence,  the  effect  of  his  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  repeal  UMT  before  it  is  put 
into  effect.  One  may  call  that  a  flank 
attack,  a  frontal  attack,  or  any  kind  of 
attack  he  wishes.  I  do  understand  the 
consistency  of  the  position  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio.  The  Senator  from  Ohio 
is  against  training  these  men.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Ohio  is  against  UMT.  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  is  frank.  He  comes 
here  and  tells  the  Senate,  “I  am  not  in 
one  breath  going  to  vote  against  strik¬ 
ing  out  UMT,  and  in  the  next  breath 
vote  to  terminate  it.”  That  is  an  honest, 
frank,  forthright  policy. 

Twenty  Members  of  the  Senate  are 
against  UMT.  They  voted  against  it. 
They  talked  against  it.  They  fought 
against  it.  They  used  every  means  at 
their  command  to  destroy  UMT. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  have  only 
a  brief  time.  Let  me  finish. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  decline  to 
yield,  Mr.  President. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  on  my  time? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
has  one  more  minute. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Will  the  Senator  yield  on 
my  time? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  on 
the  Senator’s  time. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  only  wished  to  say  that 
I  am  not  against  UMT;  but  I  should  like 


to  have  a  hand  in  working  out  the  kind 
of  UMT  which  I  think  we  ought  to  have. 

I  voted  against  this  proposal  because 
it  delegates  completely  to  some  com¬ 
mission  to  be  established  4  years  from 
now  the  kind  of  UMT  which  we  are  to 
have  imposed  on  the  country. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Oh,  yes;  the 
Senator  would  have  it  worked  out  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  Taft  plan.  The  Comp¬ 
ton  plan  is  no  good.  The  American 
Legion  plan  is  no  good.  The  Senate 
committee  plan,  adopted  by  a  vote  of  13 
to  0,  is  no  good.  I  ask  the  Senator, 
has  not  the  time  come  when  we  can 
pass  a  bill  which  is  not  a  Taft  bill?  This 
committee  sat  for  seven  long  weeks 
evolving  a  program  of  universal  military 
training.  When  the  time  came  to  vote 
on  that  program,  endorsed  by  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Legion,  the  Reserve  officers,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars,  the  Labor  Department,  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  and  the  Defense 
Department,  it  was  adopted.  Obviously 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen] 
has  not  read  the  hearings,  because  each 
of  those  agencies  sent  representatives 
before  the  committee  to  testify  that  the 
program  had  been  coordinated  and  that 
they  favored  it.  Yet  that  does  not  satis¬ 
fy  the  Senator  from  Ohio.  The  Comp¬ 
ton  commission  plan,  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  program,  and  the  American 
Legion  program  are  no  good.  No;  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  wants  the  Taft 

firogram.  He  would  kill  UMT  complete- 
y,  and  19  of  his  colleagues  support  him. 
I  admire  them  and  I  compliment  them 
for  their  frankness  and  honesty.  But 
when  a  Senator  comes  along  at  2  o’clock 
and  says,  “No,  I  will  not  go  along  on 
the  Bricker-Johnson  amendment  be¬ 
cause  I  want  to  tell  my  people  I  am  for 
UMT,”  and  at  3:30  says,  “I  will  slip 
under  the  tent  and  take  my  knife  and 
I  will  terminate  it  before  it  goes  into 
effect,”  that  is  not  the  kind  of  policy 
that  ought  to  prevail  in  the  United 
States  Senate. 

No,  Mr.  President,  we  have  been  put¬ 
ting  off  UMT  too  long.  If  we  had  fol¬ 
lowed  the  wise  advice  of  the  first  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  country  and  put  universal 
military  service  into  effect  when  he 
recommended  it,  I  believe  we  might  have 
avoided  many  of  the  troubles  that  have 
plagued  this  Nation.  As  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  so  eloquently  said  before  the  com¬ 
mittee:  “The  fields  of  Europe  are  dotted 
with  little  white  crosses  because  Con¬ 
gress  has  not  faced  up  to  a  permanent 
program  of  training  our  men.”  Thou¬ 
sands  of  young  18-year-old  boys  were 
thrown  into  the  Battle  of  the  Bulge. 
Why?  Because  we  had  to  have  men, 
and  we  had  to  have  them  at  the  mo¬ 
ment.  We  had  to  have  them  whether 
they  had  been  trained  or  not. 

Mr.  President,  the  committee  has  tried 
to  act  prudently.  The  committee  sat 
for  7  weeks.  Every  Member  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  had  an  opportunity  to  come  before 
the  committee  and  bring  with  him  his 
individual  program.  We  would  have 
welcomed  the  Taft  plan  if  the  Senator 
had  not  been  so  busy  that  he  could  not 
come  and  honor  us  with  his  suggestions. 
We  heard  him  on  the  subject  of  troops 
to  Europe,  but  on  UMT  he  was  as  si-* 


lent  as  a  ghost.  Then  he  comes  out  on 
the  Senate  floor,  he  dashes  forth,  and 
says,  “I  am  for  UMT,  but  not  now;  not 
the  veterans’  plan,  not  the  Legion  plan, 
not  the  Senate  committee  plan,  not  the 
Compton  commission  plan,  but  I  am  for 
UMT  if  you  will  take  the  Taft  plan.” 

Mr.  President,  we  are  going  to  have  a 
chance  to  see  whether  Senators  are  for 
UMT  or  whether  they  are  not  for  UMT. 
I  hope  the  Taft  amendment  will  be  over¬ 
whelmingly  defeated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  time  of 
the  Senator  has  expired.  All  time  for 
debate  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft]. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  on  this 
question  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  suggest  the  absence 
of  a  quorum. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Anderson 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Bennett 

Hill 

Mundt 

Benton 

Hoey 

Murray 

Brewster 

Holland 

Neely 

Bricker 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Butler,  Md. 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Ives 

O'Mahoney 

Byrd 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Cain 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Capehart 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Carlson 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstali 

Case 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Chavez 

Kem 

Smathers 

Clements 

Kerr 

Smith,  Maine 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cordon 

Knowland 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Dirksen 

Langer 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Lehman 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Lodge 

Taft 

Ecton 

Long 

Thye 

Ellender 

McCarran 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

McClellan 

Watkins 

Frear 

McFarland 

Welker 

Fulbright 

McKeUar 

Wherry 

George 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Gillette 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Green 

Martin 

Young 

Hayden 

Maybank 

Hendrickson 

Mlllikin 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  is 
present.  The  question  is  on  agreeing  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  senior 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Taft], 

The  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Taft 
was  to  insert  the  following,  on  page  91, 
between  lines  7  and  8: 

“(c)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
except  the  provisions  of  the  second  sentence 
and  the  last  two  sentences  of  the  fourth 
paragraph  of  section  4  (a),  and  except  all  of 
sections  4  (b),  4  (d),  4  (e),  4  (f),  9,  10  (a) 
(4),  10  (b)  (10),  13  (c),  14,  and  17  (c)  shall 
become  inoperative  and  cease  to  apply  on  the 
fourth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  1951  amendments  to  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  or  on  such 
earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  joint 
resolution  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for 
that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  committed 
prior  to  such  date.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  yeas 
and  nays  have  been  ordered,  and  the 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland!  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan- 
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ders]  is  absent  because  of  illness,  and,  if 
present,  he  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  absent  on  official 
business,  and,  if  present,  they  would  each 
vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  He 
is  at  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Van- 
denberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Duff]  is  detained  on  official  business, 
and,  if  present,  he  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  30, 
nays  58,  as  follows: 

YEAS— 30  f 


Bennett 

Ecton 

Mundt 

Brewster 

Ferguson 

Schoeppel 

Bricker 

Gillette 

Smith,  Maine 

Butler,  Md. 

Hendrickson 

Taft 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hickenlooper 

Watkins 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Welker 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Wherry 

Case 

Kem 

Wiley 

Dirksen 

Langer 

Williams 

Dworshak 

Millikin 

Young 

NAYS— 58 

-  - 

Aiken 

Humphrey 

Monroney 

Anderson 

Hunt 

Morse 

Benton 

Ives 

Murray 

Byrd 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Neely 

Cain 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Nixon 

Chavez 

Kefauver 

O’Conor 

Clements 

Kerr 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Kilgore 

Pastore 

Cordon 

Knowland 

Robertson 

Douglas 

Lehman 

Russell  , 

Ellender 

Lodge 

Saltonstall 

Frear 

Long 

Smathers 

Fulbright 

McCarran 

Smith,  N.  J. 

George 

McClellan 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Green 

McFarland 

Sparkman 

Hayden 

McKellar 

Stennis 

Hennings 

McMahon 

Thye 

Hill 

Magnuson 

Tobey 

Hoey 

Martin 

Holland 

Maybank 

NOT  VOTING— 

-7 

Bridges 

Flanders 

Vandenberg 

Duff 

McCarthy 

Eastland 

Malone 

So  Mr.  Taft’s  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected.  1 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
call  up  for  consideration  my  amendment 
“C,”  as  modified,  dated  March  6. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  amend¬ 
ment  as  modified  will  be  stated. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  On  page  91, 
between  lines  13  and  14,  it  is  proposed 
to  insert  the  following  new  subsection: 

(aa)  Such  act  is  further  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  at  the  end  of  title  I  the  following  new 
section : 

‘‘Sec.  22.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  to  review  the 
provisions  of  this  title  not  later  than  the 
fourth  year  following  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  1951  amendments  to  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  and  each 
year  thereafter,  taking  into  consideration  the 
then  existing  international  situation  and 
giving  due  regard  to  United  States  commit¬ 
ments  to  the  United  Nations.  Upon  the 
completion  of  such  reviews,  the  committees 
shall  report  to  their  respective  Houses  and 
shall  make  such  recommendations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  modification  of  this  title  as  they 
may  deem  desirable.” 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President - 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Minnesota  is  recognized  for  15 
minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield?. 


Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  am  happy  to  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  should  like 
to  inquire  of  the  Senator  fi;om  Minnesota 
whether  the  amendment  just  read  by  the 
clerk  is  the  Senator’s  amendment  let¬ 
tered  “C.” 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Yes;  it  is  my 
amendment  lettered  “C,”  as  modified. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  have  conferred  with  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  full  committee,  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell].  We  have  read  the 
amendment  very  carefully  and  very 
thoroughly.  It  merely  provides  for 
study  and  periodic  survey  of  the  legisla¬ 
tion  now  under  consideration  by  the 
Armed  Services  Committees  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Of  course,  our  committee  is  charged  with 
that  duty  under  the  Reorganization  Act. 
Therefore,  it  is  my  opinion  that  the 
amendment  makes  a  real  contribution  to 
the  bill,  and  I  have  no  objection  to  hav¬ 
ing  it  included. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amendment 
of  the  Senator  from  Minnesota  [Mr. 
Humphrey],  as  modified. 

The  amendment,  as  modified,  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  there  be 
printed  in  the  Record  a  statement  in 
explanation  of  my  amendment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  by  Senator  Humphrey 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  make 
clear  to  the  people  of  the  world  that  this  is 
emergency  legislation  forced  upon  us  by  the 
continuing  threat  of  Communist  aggression 
against  free  peoples  and  the  stubborn  re¬ 
fusal  of  the  Kremlin  representatives  in  the 
United  Nations  to  discuss  seriously  any  work¬ 
able  plan  for  the  international  control  of 
atomic  energy,  international  disarmament, 
and  the  creation  of  a  United  Nations  police 
force.  The  Kremlin  is  attempting  the  sub¬ 
jugation  of  the  world  by  world  conflict,  by 
employment  of  military  force,  and  by  the 
threat  of  military  foTce  for  the  purposes  of 
aggression.  We  must  be  strong — be  pre¬ 
pared — to  do  less  would  be  to  betray  our 
Nation. 

Mr.  President,  I  believe  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  of  extreme  importance.  Its  adop¬ 
tion  will  make  plain  to  the  American  people 
and  the  people  of  the  entire  world  that  we 
are  seeking  an  end  to  military  expenditures 
and  aspiring  for  peace  and  disarmament. 
However,  the  continuing  threat  of  Commu¬ 
nist  aggression  makes  it  necessary  to  adopt  a 
plan  of  universal  military  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  and  to  maintain  $uch  a  program  until 
peace  is  restored  and  firm  and  unmistakable 
guaranties  of  universal  disarmament  are 
agreed  to  by  all  nations. 

By  this  amendment,  we  say  UMT  and  UMS 
are  not  permanent,  irrevocable  policy.  We 
have  not  turned  our  backs  upon  the  tradi¬ 
tions  of  our  people.  We  do  not  relish  the 
thought  that  8  years  of  the  life  of  every  male 
youth  is  going  to  be  earmarked  for  military 
service,  either  active  or  on  reserve. 

We  accept  reluctantly  and  for  no  longer 
than  necessary  the  heavy  burden  and  expense 
and  taxation  that  such  a  vast  military  estab¬ 
lishment  is  going  to  load  upon  the  backs  of 
the  American  people,  the  wage  earners,  farm¬ 
ers  businessmen,  investors,  those  of  fixed 
income — every  man  and  woman  in  the 
Nation. 


Our  military  budget  is  today  over  forty 
billion  dollars.  Let  us  keep  constantly  be¬ 
fore  our  eyes  and  the  eyes  of  the  people  of 
the  world,  the  day  when  that  budget  will  be 
cut  and  eventually  disappear  in  a  world  free 
from  international  tension. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  I  offer 
the  amendment  which  I  send  to  the 
desk  and  ask  to  have  stated. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Unless  the 
amendment  has  heretofore  been  offered, 
it  is  not  in  order,  and  must  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  JENNER.  It  is  an  amendment  to 
an  amendment. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  is  no 
pending  amendment  to  which  an  amend¬ 
ment  can  be  offered. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  won¬ 
der  whether  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Indiana  will  withhold  his  amend¬ 
ment  for  a  short  time. 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  will. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  withholds  his  amendment. 

The  bill  is  open  to  further  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  call 
up  my  two  amendments,  lettered  “B”  and 
“C,”  and  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
they  may  be  considered  together;  and 
I  ask  that  the  amendments  be  read. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  First,  the 
amendments  will  be  read. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  At  the  end 
of  the  bill  it  is  proposed  to  add  new 
sections,  as  follows: 

Sec.  — .  (a)  Subsection  (ay  of  section  102 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended, 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Imposition  of  tax:  There  shall  be 
levied,  collected,  and  paid  for  each  taxable 
year  (in  addition  to  other  taxes  imposed  by 
this  chapter)  upon  the  net  Income  of  every 
corporation  accumulating  earnings  or  profits 
Instead  of  dividing  or  distributing  such  earn¬ 
ings  or  profits,  a  surtax  of  100  percent  of  the 
amount  of  the  undistributed  section  102  net 
income.” 

(b)  Subsections  (b)  and  (c)  of  such  sec¬ 
tion  are  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  — .  (a)  Section  12  (b)  (1)  of  the  In- 
ternal  Revenue  Code,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  striking  out  the  last  13  lines  in  the 
table  contained  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

“Over  $22,000  but  not  over  $25,000 — $7,720 
plus  56%  of  excess  over  $22,000. 
‘‘Over  $25,000__100%  of  excess  over  $25,000." 

(b)  Section  12  (c)  (2)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code,  as  amended,  is  amended  by 
striking  out  the  last  sentence  therein. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Sena¬ 
tor  from  North  Dakota  asks  unanimous 
consent  that  both  amendments  may  be 
considered  together. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  let  me  say 
that  in  my  opinion  these  two  amend¬ 
ments  are  not  germane.  I  do  not  wish 
to  make  the  point  of  order  now,  if  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  wishes  to 
make  a  statement  about  the  amend¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Yes ;  I  do  wish  to  make 
a  statement  about  them. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  However,  at  the 
proper  time  I  shall  make  the  point  of 
order,  and  I  do  not  wish  to  lose  the  right 
to  make  the  point  of  order  later  by  fail¬ 
ing  to  make  it  now. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  point  ot 
order  may  be  made  at  any  time;  and  an 
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agreement  to  vote  on  two  amendments 
together  does  not  require  that  the  point 
of  order  be  made  before  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  is  entered. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  am 
compelled  to  make  the  point  of  order, 
because  this  measure  is  not  a  revenue 
bill. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not 
yield  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  GEORGE.  Very  well;  I  shall 
withhold  the  point  of  order,  so  that  the 
Senator  from  North  Dakota  may  make 
a  speech  on  the  amendments.  However, 
I  merely  wish  to  state  that  this  bill  is 
not  a  revenue  bill.  This  bill  originates 
in  the  Senate.  The  Senator’s  amend¬ 
ment  is  strictly  a  revenue  measure,  and, 
therefore,  is  subject  to  a  point  of  order. 
But  I  shall  withhold  the  point  of  order 
for  the  present. 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Very  briefly,  the  argument  in  favor  of 
these  amendments  is  that  if  the  United 
States  of  America  is  going  to  draft  the 
boys  covered  by  the  bill  and  is  going  to 
send  them  anywhere  the  Government 
wishes  to  send  them,  the  Government 
should  conscript  the  wealth  of  the  coun¬ 
try  also. 

The  late  President  Roosevelt,  during 
World  War  II,  sent  to  the  Congress  a 
message  calling  upon  the  Members  of 
Congress  to  permit  no  salaries  greater 
than  $25,000  net  to  be  made  during  the 
war  period. 

During  World  War  I,  72,000  new  mil¬ 
lionaires  were  created  by  war  profits; 
and,  as  the  late  President  Roosevelt  so 
well  said  in  his  message  during  World 
War  II: 

I  want  no  new  war  millionaires  to  be  cre¬ 
ated  in  World  War  II. 

So  the  late  President  Roosevelt  asked 
for  a  limitation  of  $25,000  net  on  salaries 
during  World  War  II.  At  that  time 
President  Roosevelt  cited  the  example 
of  two  brothers  who  were  earning  the 
same  incomes  in  a  business.  President 
Roosevelt  said:  “The  Government  is 
drafting  one  of  them  and  is  paying  him 
$50  a  month,  or  $800  a  year.  Is  it  not 
enough  to  let  the  other  make  $67,500  a 
year,  which  would  give  him  a  net  income 
of  $25,000?’’  Despite  that  plea  by  Presi¬ 
dent  Roosevelt,  the  amendment  was  de¬ 
feated  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  President,  some  of  us  believe  that 
it  is  proper  for  a  person  to  be  taxed  at 
the  rate  of  100  percent  on  all  income 
over  $25,000  net.  Some  of  us  believe 
that  a  net  income  of  $25,000  a  year  is 
enough  for  any  man,  when  we  can  draft 
his  brother  and  can  pay  him  the  small 
sum  which  those  who  serve  in  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  or  the  Air  Force  receive. 

So,  Mr.  President,  the  senior  Senator 
from  North  Dakota  is  offering  an 
amendment  wliich  is  identical  with  the 
one  which  was  embodied  in  the  sugges¬ 
tion  of  President  Roosevelt  during 
World  War  II.  This  amendment  is  word 
for  word  identical  with  that  suggestion 
by  President  Roosevelt,  even  though  at 
that  time  the  amendment  was  defeated. 
One  of  these  amendments  would  take 
all  the  income  of  every  person  above 
$25,000  a  year  net. 

The  second  amendment  provides  that 
all  war  profits  shall  be  taxed  at  the  rate 


of  100  percent.  I  will  vote  for  selective 
service,  but  this  measure  has  so  many 
jokers  in  it  that  I  cannot  support  it.  It 
is  not  a  straight,  honest  war  prepara¬ 
tion  bill.  It  is  not  even  an  honest  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  bill,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent.  I  agree  substantially  with  what 
was  said  a  few  days  ago  in  Chicago,  at  a 
meeting  of  what  is  known  as  the  John 
Ericcson  League.  I  can  repeat  substan¬ 
tially  what  was  said  at  that  time  and  I 
state  it  as  my  own  language.  It  is  inter¬ 
esting  to  take  a  look  at  what  has  hap¬ 
pened  to  nondefense  spending  in  the  last 
10  years.  The  Department  of  Commerce 
spent  $36,900,000  in  1940.  It  spent 
$863,000,000  in  1950. 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  spent 
$210,000,000  in  1940,  and  $568,000,000  in 
1950. 

The  Department  of  Labor  spent  $29,- 
000,000  in  1940,  and  $257,000,000  in  1950. 

The  Department  of  Justice  spent  $49,- 
000,000  in  1940,  and  $131,000,000  in  1950. 

These  costs  of  Government  should  be 
paid  as  we  go — not  left  to  be  paid  by  the 
GI’s  when  they  return,  if  they  do  re¬ 
turn,  from  the  horrors  of  war. 

Mr.  President,  listen  to  this:  The  De¬ 
partment  of  State  spent  $24,000,000  in 
1940,  and  $361,000,000  under  Secretary 
Acheson  in  1950. 

Finally,  the  independent  offices,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Executive  Office  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  Federal  Security  Agency,  the 
General  Services  Administration,  and 
the  Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency, 
spent  $3,800,000,000  in  1940,  and  $10,- 
700,000,000  in  1950. 

These  Government  departments  and 
agencies  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
armed  services.  They  are  just  symbolic 
of  the  sprawling,  spendthrift  bureauc¬ 
racy  which  brings  us  higher  taxes  and 
higher  prices,  and  appeals  from  the  Tru¬ 
man  administration  to  prepare  for 
greater  sacrifices  still  to  come,  as  he  is¬ 
sues  them  on  the  nice,  fine  beaches  of 
Florida. 

Mr.  President,  do  you  suppose  Ameri¬ 
can  businessmen  believe  they  received 
$863,000,000  worth  of  services  from  the 
Department  of  Commerce  last  year? 

Does  any  American  workingman  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Department  of  Labor  was 
worth  the  $257,000,000  it  cost  in  1950? 

Do  American  boys  fighting  in  Korea 
think  that  the  $361,000,000  spent  last 
year  by  the  Department  of  State  con¬ 
tributed  substantially  to  their  peace  and 
security? 

Mr.  President,  I  also  want  to  say  that 
I  agree  with  another  excerpt  from  a 
statement  made  by  a  very  distinguished 
American : 

The  tax  program  is  the  second,  example  of 
unequal  burdens. 

This  is  in  reality  a  tax  program,  Mr. 
President,  because  the  more  men  we 
draft  the  greater  is  the  expense.  I  say 
that  if  it  is  possible  to  draft  a  boy  and 
to  take  him  away,  whether  it  be  now  or 
hereafter  under  an  alleged  universal 
military  training  program,  we  ought  also 
to  be  able  to  draft  the  war  profits  of  the 
country.  No  person,  no  corporation 
should  be  permitted  to  become  rich  on 
the  blood,  sacrifices,  and  suffering  of  our 
soldiers — nor  on  the  tears  and  sweat  of 
their  fathers  and  mothers.  Our  fore¬ 


fathers  left  the  “old  country”  to  avoid 
this  kind  of  government  by  kings,  czars, 
and  emperors — by  the  vote  of  Senator 
William  Langer  it  will  not  be  established 
in  the  United  States. 

The  excerpt  says  that,  at  this  time,  the 
Congress  is  considering  tax  proposals 
that  will  favor  the  high  incomes  and 
bear  down  on  lower  incomes,  and  that, 
under  this  tax  program,  now  before  the 
Senate,  if  one  is  earning  $3,000  or 
<$4,000  a  year,  he  will  have  to  pay  the 
same  amount  of  income  tax  he  paid  at 
the  height  of  World  War  II.  But  if  his 
income  is  $500,000  a  year,  he  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  pay  $40,000  less  than  in  1944— 
and  will  have  additional  loopholes  to 
save  him  still  more  tax  money.  There  is 
no  equality  of  sacrifice  in  this  type  of 
tax  program. 

On  the  other  hand,  corporation  profits 
have  reached  an  astounding  all-time 
high.  Nothing  effective  is  being  done 
to  make  those  superprofits  bear  their 
fair  share  of  our  national  burden.  At 
the  same  time,  while  you  are  carrying 
the  extraordinary  burden,  a  new  unfair 
wage  and  salary  formula  has  been  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  the  Government.  The  net 
effect  of  this  Government  order  is  to 
keep  wages  and  salaries  down.  This 
combination  of  heavier  expenses  and  re¬ 
stricted  income  will  cause  real  hardship 
among  millions  of  moderate-income 
families. 

Our  complaint  against  the  stabiliza¬ 
tion  program  is  that  it  is  not  geared  to 
curb  inflation.  Rather,  in  the  name  of 
fighting  inflation,  the  program  will  lower 
living  standards  while  safeguarding 
swollen  profits. 

On  the  one  hand,  flabby  treatment  of 
the  wealthy  and  gingerly  treatment  of 
profiteers;  on  the  other,  severe  controls 
over  people  in  the  lower-  and  middle- 
income  levels. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  that  that  is  the 
very  reverse  of  fair  play.  Everyone 
realizes  that  war  is  a  national  catastro¬ 
phe,  which  men  are  forced  into  involun¬ 
tary  servitude,  without  respect  to  their 
personal  wishes.  It  is  unfair  and  un¬ 
democratic  to  require  a  part  of  our  citi¬ 
zens  to  be  forced  into  the  service  of  their 
country,  without  the  same  and  equal 
conditions  being  required  of  all  the  peo¬ 
ple — all  those  who  are  making  half  a 
million  dollars  a  year  in  salaries,  paying 
$40,000  a  year  less  in  taxes  than  they 
paid  in  World  War  II,  under  the  tax  pro¬ 
gram  which  has  been  adopted  in  this 
Congress. 

Many  men  and  women  are  required  to 
submit  to  virtual  dictatorship  in  the 
service,  while  those  remaining  at  home 
are  permitted  the  liberty  and  comforts 
of  civilian  life,  with  the  advantage  of 
amassing  wealth  due  to  the  conditions 
arising  from  the  situation  for  which 
others  are  giving  their  life’s  blood.  All 
patriotic  Americans  should  share  equally 
in  defending  the  Nation  and  participate 
equally  in  the  sacrifices  required. 

Mr.  President,  unless  these  amend¬ 
ments  are  adopted,  and  unless  we  draft 
wealth  at  the  same  time  that  we  draft 
blood  and  the  lives  of  our  young  men, 
we  shall  not  b.e  carrying  out  the  princi¬ 
ples  of  real,  true,  honest  democracy 
which  we  are  trying  to  sell  to  our  allies 
in  Europe  and  Asia. 
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Mr.  GEORGE.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
be  compelled  to  renew  my  point  of  order. 
The  bill  before  us  is  Senate  bill  1,  a  bill 
which  originated  in  the  Senate.  It  is  not 
a  revenue  measure.  Of  course,  had  it 
been  a  revenue  measure,  it  could  not 
have  originated  in  the  Senate.  I  submit 
that  the  amendments  are  not  germane, 
and  therefore  cannot  be  considered. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  the  point  of  order  is  not  well 
taken.  If  the  Senate  through  this  bill 
can  draft  the  lives  of  human  beings, 
then  I  submit  that  certainly  we  can  at 
at  the  same  time  draft  some  of  the 
swollen  profits  which  are  being  taken 
by  corporations  and  by  individuals  who 
are  receiving  salaries  even  as  high  as 
half  a  million  dollars. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement,  no 
amendment  may  be  offered,  either  to  the 
bill  or  to  the  amendment,  which  is  not 
germane  to  the  bill  or  to  the  amend¬ 
ment.  These  two  amendments  are  of¬ 
fered  to  the  text  of  the  bill,  which  is 
in  the  form  of  a  substitute.  They  are 
not  germane  to  the  text  of  the  bill,  and 
therefore,  under  the  unanimous-consent 
agreement,  they  are  not  in  order.  The 
Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
send  to  the  desk  an  amendment  lettered 
A  which  I  offer  for  myself  and  on  behalf 
of  my  colleague,  the  Senator  from  In¬ 
diana  [Mr.  JennerL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Has  the 
amendment  been  printed  heretofore? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Yes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  read  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
submit  it  is  unnecessary  to  read  the 
amendment,  which  has  been  on  the  table 
for  10  days. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record.  The  clerk  advises  the 
Chair  that  the  amendment  is  identical 
with  the  amendment  offered  by  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  [Mr.  Cordon],  which 
has  been  considered  and  voted  upon. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  do  not  think  that 
is  correct,  Mr.  President. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Chair 
himself  does  not  know.  The  amendment 
is  somewhat  different,  although  the  first 
part  of  it  is  identical. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Yes.  The  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  able  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  to  eliminate  all  deferments. 
This  amendment  does  not  in  any  way 
eliminate  deferments.  It  simply  sets  up 
a  different  method. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  amendment  will  be  printed 
in  the  Record.  Is  there  objection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  Mr.  Capehart  was  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 

On  page  83,  beginning  with  line  3,  strike 
out  all  through  line  19  on  page  84. 

On  page  84,  line  20,  strike  out  “(2)”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “(d)  (1).” 

On  page  86,  line  10,  strike  out  “(3)”  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  “(2).” 

On  page  86,  line  11,  strike  out  “(2)’’  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  “(1).” 

On  page  86,  line  18,  strike  out  "(4)”  and 
Insert  in  lieu  thereof  "(3).’’ 


On  page  87,  strike  out  lines  14  through  24, 
Inclusive,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily 
pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at 
a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution, 
shall  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the 
local  board,  be  deferred  until  he  ceases  satis¬ 
factorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion;  if — 

“(A)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  freshman; 

“(B)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  sophomore  and 
ranked  in  the  upper  half  of  his  freshman 

class; 

“(C)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  junior  and  ranked 
in  the  upper  two-thirds  of  his  sophomore 
class; 

“(D)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  senior  and  ranked 
in  the  upper  three-fourths  of  his  junior 
class;  or 

“(E)  he  is  pursuing,  or  has  been  accepted 
by  an  established  graduate  school  to  pursue, 
a  course  of  study  leading  to  a  graduate  de¬ 
gree  and  ranked  in  the  uper  half  of  his  senior 
class. 

For  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  the  term 
‘full-time  course  of  instruction’  shall  mean 
a  course  of  instruction  which  requires  the 
enrollment  of  a  student  for  a  period  equiva¬ 
lent  to  at  least  45  weeks  out  of  each  calen¬ 
dar  year.  The  President  is  authorized  to 
provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of  the 
costs  of  tuition,  books,  laboratory  fees,  sub¬ 
sistence,  travel,  and  other  necessary  expenses 
of  any  person  selected  to  engage  in  such 
study  and  research  as  the  President  finds 
that  such  person  is  unable  to  defray  without 
undue  hardship.  Nothing  in  this  para¬ 
graph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  Presi¬ 
dent  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section, 
for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service 
of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for 
such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appro¬ 
priate.” 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  Senator 
from  Indiana  is  recognized  for  15 
minutes.  . 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  this 
amendment  is  being  offered  by  myself 
and  my  colleague  [Mr.  Jenner],  in  be¬ 
half  of  all  the  universities  and  colleges 
in  the  State  of  Indiana,  namely: 

Anderson  College,  Ball  State  Teachers 
College,  Butler  University,  Cantebury 
College,  DePauw  University,  Earlham 
College,  Evansville  College,  Franklin 
College,  Goshen  College,  Hanover  Col¬ 
lege,  Huntington  College,  Indiana  Cen¬ 
tral  College,  Indiana  State  Teachers  Col¬ 
lege,  Indiana  Technical  College,  Indiana 
University,  Jordan  College  of  Music, 
Manchester  College,  Marian  College, 
Marion  College,  Oakland  City  College, 
Purdue  University,  Rose  Polytechnic  In¬ 
stitute,  St.  Joseph  College,  St.  Mary’s 
College,  St.  Mary-of-the-Woods  College, 
Taylor  University,  Tri-State  College, 
University  of  Notre  Dame,  Valparaiso 
University,  Vincennes  University,  and 
Wabash  College. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record,  a 
printed  statement  from  those  31  col¬ 
leges. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

The  Indiana  Plan  for  the  Maintenance 
of  National  Manpower 
STATEMENT  OF  PRINCIPLES 

1.  The  American  college  and  university 
recognizes  the  gravity  of  the  present  crisis  in 


world  affairs  and  is  sensitively  aware  of  the 
fact  that  the  national  welfare  must  take 
precedence  over  other  considerations. 

2.  Charged  with  the  responsibility  of  lead¬ 
ership  in  American  thought  and  life  we  must 
constantly  point  to  the  clear  and  present 
danger  of  the  short  view  which  would  seri¬ 
ously  impair  our  tradition  of  freedom  under 
God.  We  must  proceed  on  the  commonly 
accepted  assumption  that  our  present  situ¬ 
ation  must  be  viewed  as  a  long-term  phase 
of  our  national  preparation  for  any  even¬ 
tuality.  Though  victorious  in  our  conflict 
with  an  alien  and  vicious  ideology  we  could 
lose  so  many  cultural  and  spiritual  values 
that  our  victory  would  be  empty. 

In  the  light  of  these  considerations  we 
strongly  take  the  position  that  present  pro¬ 
posed  legislation  should  not  constitute  a 
permanent  national  commitment  to  any  pro¬ 
gram  of  universal  military  training  and"  serv¬ 
ice.  Proposed  legislation  should  be  enacted 
for  a  limited  period  of  time  and  made  sub¬ 
ject  to  review  by  each  succeeding  Congress. 

3.  It  is  our  profound  conviction  that  in 
any  plan  of  national  mobilization  we  must 
maintain  the  values  for  which  American 
colleges  and  universities  have  stood  through¬ 
out  their  history  as  an  expression  of  the 
heritage  of  our  people.  This  means  that 
definite  and  intelligent  provisions  must  be 
made,  even  in  a  time  of  national  emergency, 
for  the  uninterrupted  training  of  the  lead¬ 
ers  of  tomorrow.  The  American  college  and 
university  must  make  a  continuous  contri¬ 
bution  to  the  national  welfare  in  terms  of 
supplying  manpower  needs  in  every  field  of 
learning  during  this  crisis  and  beyond  it. 
Thus  it  is  in  the  national  interest  that 
every  man  pursue  his  formal  education  for 
as  long  a  period  as  he  is  willing  and  able 
and  so  long  as  he  can  be  spared  from  mili¬ 
tary  service. 

STATEMENT  OF  PLAN 

1.  Upon  the  basis  of  these  principles  we 
affirm  our  conviction  that  those  sections  of 
the  present  selective  service  law  which  pro¬ 
vide  for  registration  at  age  18  with  induc¬ 
tion  not  before  age  19  should  be  retained. 

2.  The  length  of  military  service  should 
be  extended  from  21  months  to  27  months. 

3.  Standards  of  induction  should  be  low¬ 
ered  until  approximately  78  percent  of  all 
young  men  are  taken  into  the  Armed  Forces. 

4.  All  freshmen  who  are  attending  college 
and  are  doing  passing  work  at  the  time  they 
receive  their  call  should  be  deferred  to  the 
end  of  the  academic  year.  All  students  who 
during  their  freshman  year  ranked  in 
the  upper  half  of  their  class  should  be  de¬ 
ferred  to  the  end  of  the  sophomore  year. 
All  students  who  ranked  in  the  upper  two- 
thirds  of  their  sophomore  class  should  be 
deferred  to  the  end  of  their  junior  year.  All 
students  who  ranked  in  the  upper  three- 
fourths  of  their  junior  class  should  be  de¬ 
ferred  to  the  end  of  their  senior  year.  Stu¬ 
dents  should  be  deferred  for  graduate  study 
if  they  have  graduated  in  the  upper  one-half 
of  their  senior  class,  have  been  accepted  by  an 
established  graduate  school,  and  continue 
to  maintain  satisfactory  progress  in  a  pro¬ 
gram  leading  toward  an  advance  degree. 

5.  All  students  who  are  deferred  to  con¬ 
tinue  in  college  shall  attend  college  on  a 
round-the-year  program  consistent  with 
high  academic  standards. 

6.  Because  continuance  in  college  on  a 
year-round  program  will  impose  a  significant 
additional  financial  burden  on  the  average 
American  family  and  because  participation 
in  this  plan  should  not  depend  upon  the 
financial  circumstance  of  the  student,  it  is 
recommended  that  the  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress  pass  enabling  legislation  which  will 
permit  any  student  who  is  deferred  under 
this  program  to  borrow  from  the  Government 
up  to  $100  per  month  during  the  period  he  is 
attending  college. 

It  is  further  recommended  that  Interest 
on  this  loan  shall  be  at  a  rate  one-half  of 
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1  percent  greater  than  the  going  rate  on 
long  term  Government  bonds  at  the  time  the 
loan  is  made,  and  repayment  of  the  loan 
shall  be  made  on  the  basis  of  annual  pay¬ 
ments  equal  to  25  percent  of  the  participant’s 
Federal  income  tax. 

STATEMENT  OF  MANPOWER  SITUATION 

The  testimony  of  Mrs.  Rosenberg  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey  before  the  House  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  established  the  fact  that  if 
the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  is  raised 
to  3,500,000  men  by  June  30,  1951,  and  if 
present  standards  of  induction  and  defer¬ 
ments  are  maintained,  the  national  pool  of 
acceptable  inductees  will  be  reduced  to 
411,000  by  that  date. 

It  was  also  established  by  the  same  testi¬ 
mony  that  this  pool  can  be  increased  to 
1,218,000  men  in  the  following  manner: 


Number  in  pool  by  present  stand¬ 
ard,  June  30,  1951... . — —  411,  COO 

Addition  of  college  students  by 

graduation  and  nondeferment —  200,  000 

Reclaimed  by  lowering  standards 

of  IV-F  deferments _ -  250,  000 

Reclaimed  from  deferments  by 
induction  of  men  with  one  de¬ 
pendent  _ _ _ -  220,  000 

Inducted  draftees  now  in  National 

Guard  and  Reservist  units -  137,  000 


Total— _ 1,218,000 


In  an  armed  force  of  3,500,000  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  there  will  be  approximately  1,500,000 
career  men,  and  men  who  serve  for  more  than 
27  months.  This  means  that  approximately 
2,000,000  men  will  need  to  be  replaced  every 
27  months  or  at  rate  of  about  900,000  each 
year. 

Approximately  1,050,000  men  reach  a  given 
age  annually.  Of  these  about  800,000  can 
be  used  in  the  Armed  Forces  if  approximately 
100,000  are  used  on  limited  service.  This 
leaves  a  deficit  of  100,000  per  year  which  will 
be  subtracted  from  the  pool  of  1,218,000.  Al¬ 
lowing  600,000  as  the  minimum  safety 
margin  to  be  kept  as  a  cushion  in  this  pool, 
it  is  clear  that  there  is  no  present  need  for 
lowering  the  induction  age  below  19  nor  to 
modifying  the  existing  regulations  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  deferment  of  college  students. 

MEMBERS  pF  INDIANA  CONFERENCE  ON  HIGHER 
EDUCATION 

Anderson  College,  Ball  St'ate  Teachers  Col¬ 
lege,  Butler  University,  Canterbury  College, 
DePauw  University,  Earlham  College,  Evans¬ 
ville  College,  Franklin  College,  Goshen  Col¬ 
lege,  Hanover  College,  Huntington  College, 
Indiana  Central  College,  Indiana  State 
'Teachers  College,  Indiana  Technical  College, 
Indiana  University,  Jordan  College  of  Music, 
Manchester  College,  Marian  College,  Marion 
College,  Oakland  City  College,  Purdue  Uni¬ 
versity,  Rose  Polytechnic  Institute,  St. 
Joseph  College,  St.  Mary’s  College,  St.  Mary- 
of-the-Woods  College,  Taylor  University,  Tri- 
State  College,  University  of  Notre  Dame, 
Valparaiso  University,  Vincennes  University, 
and  Wabash  College. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  to 
show  my  interest  in  training  the  young 
men  of  America  so  as  to  enable  them 
properly  to  defend  themselves,  about 
which  we  have  heard  so  much  today,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  a  bill  which 
I  prepared  as  far  back  as  the  Seventy- 
ninth  Congress. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows: 


A  bill  to  provide  for  the  defense  and  secu¬ 
rity  of  the  Nation,  and  to  assist  in  the 
preservation  of  world  peace,  by  establish¬ 
ing  a  voluntary  system  of  training  of 
personnel  and  the  furnishing  of  facilities 
essential  thereto,  and  for  other  purposes 
Be  it  enacted,  etc. — 

Section  1.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the 
"Voluntary  Training  Act.” 

Sec.  2.  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  pol¬ 
icy  of  Congress  to  provide  for  the  defense 
and  security  of  the  Nation  and  to  assist  in 
the  preservation  of  world  peace  by  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  system  of  training  sufficient 
to  supply  personnel  and  facilities  for  our 
armed  services  and  services  auxiliary  there¬ 
to.  This  system  shall  include  utilization 

(a)  of  existing  personnel  and  facilities;  (b) 
of  personnel  and  facilities  to  be  provided 
from  time  to  time;  and  (c)  of  existing  and 
future  educational  and  Institutional  facili¬ 
ties  and  personnel  and  students  thereof;  all 
of  which  are  hereby  vested  with  a  public  in¬ 
terest  in  the  accomplishment  of  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  act.  All  of  the  provisions  of 
this  act  shall  be  administered  and  enforced 
with  a  view  to  carrying  out  the  above  decla¬ 
ration  of  policy. 

Sec.  3.  Definitions  as  used  in  this  act: 

(a)  “School”  shall  mean  any  educational 
Institution,  whether  Federal,  State,  or  local. 

(b)  “Trainee’  shall  mean  any  citizen  of  the 
United  States  within  the  ages  herein  speci¬ 
fied  who  shall  enroll  and  qualify  as  a  student 
in  the  primary  training  prescribed  in  this  act. 

(c)  “Advanced  trainee”  shall  mean  any 
trainee  who  shall  enroll  and  qualify  for  the 
secondary  training  prescribed  in  this  act. 

(d)  “General  reservist”  shall  mean  all 
citizens  who  complete  the  primary  training 
herein  provided,  but  who  fail  to  qualify  as  an 
officer,  either  Reserve  or  Regular,  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  or  in  any 
branch  thereof  or  auxiliary  thereto  under  the 
provisions  hereof. 

(e)  Wherever  the  word  “military”  is  used 
it  shall  mean  and  include  all  of  the  armed 
activities  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  4.  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Pres¬ 
ident  may  prescribe,  each  citizen  of  the 
United  States  of  America  found  to  be  phys¬ 
ically  qualified  under  such  regulations,  upon 
obtaining  the  age  of  17  years,  or  within  4 
years  thereafter,  may  elect  to  attend  free  of 
expense  within  the  limitations  herein  pre¬ 
scribed  for  a  total  period  of  1  year,  the  school 
of  their  choice  from  among  those  schools 
designated  and  qualified:  Provided  each  per¬ 
son  so  electing  and  enrolling  shall  comply 
with  and  be  subject  to  all  the  further  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  act. 

Sec.  5.  Each  trainee  so  electing  and  enroll¬ 
ing  shall  be  required  to  maintain  such  scho¬ 
lastic,  training,  and  physical  standards  as 
may  be  prescribed  under  the  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Sec.  6.  Each  trainee  shall  be  required  to 
attend  for  a  total  period  of  12  months,  in¬ 
conclusive  of  time  occupied  in  enrollment 
and  release,  the  course  of  training  set  forth 
in  the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States.  This 
period  shall  include  the  customary  yearly 
curriculum  of  any  school  as  to  time  and,  so 
far  as  possible,  as  to  studies  and  such  addi¬ 
tional  period  as  may  be  prescribed  and  pro¬ 
vided  for  such  training  under  such  regula¬ 
tions. 

Sec.  7.  During  the  regular  school  period  at 
least  one-half  of  the  prescribed  work  and  in¬ 
struction  shall  be  of  such  educational,  tech¬ 
nical,  or  vocational  training  nature  as  will 
entitle  the  recipient  to  full  credit  therefor  in 
any  accredited  school;  and  there  shall  be 
formulated  regulations  whereby  reasonable 
credit  shall  be  afforded  for  the  remaining 
part  of  all  training  afforded  hereunder. 
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Sec.  8.  In  the  formulation  of  rules  and 
regulations  to  be  adopted  for  such  training, 
the  basic  or  primary  period  is  a  total  of  1 
year  of  training.  Under  these  rules  and 
regulations  the  entire  period  of  training  may 
be  included  in  1  year  such  as  the  first  year 
of  college,  or  it  may  be  divided  between  the 
last  year  of  high  school  and  the  first  year 
of  college,  or  between  the  last  year  of  high 
school  and  the  first  year  after  graduation 
from  high  school  if  the  graduate  does  not 
attend  any  college  or  vocational  school.  In 
any  event,  approximately  3  months  of  in¬ 
tensive  active  field  training  is  to  be  required 
as  a  part  of  the  year’s  training  and  at  the 
end  thereof. 

Sec.  9.  During  such  training,  each  trainee 
shall  be  clothed  in  such  uniform  as  may  be 
prescribed  and  provided,  supported  and 
maintained  in  a  like  manner  to  that  of  per¬ 
sonnel  in  the  regular  military  service,  and 
such  trainee  shall  receive  an  allowance  of 

$ - per  month,  payable  monthly,  and  also 

all  facilities,  supplies  and  materials  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  consummation  of  such  training. 
Properly  qualified  training  instructors  shall 
be  supplied  under  such  arrangements  as  may 
be  made  by  the  President,  or  his  representa¬ 
tives,  with  the  several  schools,  and  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  provisions  of  this 
act:  Provided,  That,  when  proper  living  quar¬ 
ters  are  not  available,  such  trainees  may 
room  and  board  in  places  of  their  own  choice 
selected  from  a  list  prepared  and  approved 
by  school  authorities:  And  provided  further, 
That  all  trainees  shall  have  the  privilege 
within  reasonable  rules  and  regulations,  to 
join  in  the  usual  fraternal,  social,  and  other 
activities  of  the  school  not  inconsistent  with 
the  rules  and  regulations  set  forth  by  gov¬ 
ernmental  authority:  And  provided  still 
further.  That  the  total  amount  expended  on 
behalf  of,  or  paid  to  any  trainee  for  room 
and  board,  and  expenses  incident  thereto 
shall  be  fixed  by  regulation  at  a  sum  appro¬ 
priate  to  meet  the  reasonable  requirements 
of  each  case,  but  not  to  exceed  a  total  of 
$600. 

Sec.  10.  The  training  herein  provided  shall 
be  integrated  with  the  regular  curriculum 
of  the  schools  designated,  and  shall  be  given 
under  a  combination  of  military  and  insti¬ 
tutional  direction,  with  military  officers  in 
charge  only  of  military  training,  but  with 
all  military  courses  and  classes  of  instruc¬ 
tion  selected  from  a  designated  or  required 
list  compiled  under  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  direction  of  the 
President. 

Sec.  11.  The  Federal  Government  shall  pro¬ 
vide  all  facilities,  equipment,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  personnel,  and  other  things  necessary 
to  such  training  either  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  by  compensating  the  school  for  pro¬ 
viding  the  same  on  such  basis  as  may  be 
provided  for  under  appropriate  rules  and 
regulations,  or  as  may  be  mutually  agreed 
upon  thereunder. 

Sec.  12.  Each  trainee,  upon  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  1-year  period  of  training  as 
aforesaid,  shall  be  enrolled  as  a  general  re¬ 
servist  in  the  military  forces  of  the  United 
States  for  a  period  of  5  years  thereafter, 
but  shall  not  be  subject  to  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  service  except  in  an  emergency  de¬ 
clared  by  Congress,  and  then  only  under 
such  conditions  as  the  Congress  may  pre¬ 
scribe:  Provided,  That  any  trainee  who 
thereafter  serves  satisfactorily  in  the  Navy, 
the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  Regular  Army  for 
a  total  period  of  at  least  1  year,  or  in  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Naval  Militia  for  a  total  period  of  at  least 
2  years,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  completed 
the  5-year  period  as  a  member  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Reserve,  but  nothing  in  this  section 
shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  such 
trainee,  while  in  the  National  Guard  of  the 


2266 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


March  9 


United  States  or  the  Naval  Militia,  from  be¬ 
ing  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  therein 
by  appropriate  act  of  Congress. 

Sec.  13.  Each  trainee  who  shall  enlist  In 
the  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  of  the 
United  States  for  a  regular  term  of  enlist¬ 
ment  therein,  shall  be  given  a  non-commis¬ 
sioned-officer  status  or  rating  commensu¬ 
rable  with  his  qualifications  and  his  effi¬ 
ciency  to  the  extent  of  completion  of  his 
training,  provided  such  enlistment  be  made 
within  6  months  after  the  completion  of 
1  year  of  such  training. 

Sec.  14.  Of  and  from  each  yearly  class  of 
trainees,  that  part  thereof  with  the  highest 
rank  scholastically  and  otherwise,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  and  regulations  for  such 
rank  promulgated  under  the  regulations  to  be 
adopted  hereunder  to  the  extent  therein  pro¬ 
vided,  shall  have  the  privilege  and  shall  be 
given  the  opportunity  of  inquiring  for  and 
attending  such  school  as  may  be  duly  selected 
with  approval  for  an  additional  period  of 
one  full  calendar  year  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  more  advanced  training.  Such  con¬ 
tinued  instruction  shall  be  under  like  condi¬ 
tions,  terms,  rules,  regulations  and  provi-  r- 
sions  in  this  act  set  forth  as  provided  for 
the  first  year’s  training:  Provided,  however, 
That  all  such  advanced  trainees,  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  such  2  years  of  training,  shall  be 
commissioned  as  Reserve  officers  in  the  Army 
or  Naval  Reserve  Corps  of  the  United  States, 
and  shall  retain  such  commissions,  and 
shall  accept  and  perform  such  further  train¬ 
ing,  and  shall  do  and  perform  such  other 
things,  as  may  now  or  hereafter  be  legally 
required  of  sucii  reserve  officers,  for  a  period 
of  at  least  7  years  thereafter,  unless  they 
attain  a  status  of  regular  or  permanent  mili¬ 
tary  or  naval  officers:  And,  provided  further. 
That  during  such  second  year  of  training, 
such  advanced  trainee  shall  have  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  pursuing  studies  and  training  leading 
either  to  military  or  naval  reserve  commis¬ 
sions. 

Sec.  15.  Such  class  of  advanced  trainees 
as  may  be  prescribed  by  regulation,  based 
upon  scholastic  ability,  efficiency  in  train¬ 
ing,  good  conduct  and  character,  and  phy¬ 
sical  condition,  upon  the  completion  of  such 
second-year  training,  shall  be  afforded  the 
opportunity,  competitively,  of  entrance  to 
the  schools  provided  for  the  training  of  offi¬ 
cers  of  our  Armed  Forces,  for  the  purpose  of 
qualifying  for  commissions  in  the  regular 
forces  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Marine  Corps  and 
Coast  Guard. 

Sec.  16.  After  the  period  of  reserve  enroll¬ 
ment  prescribed  herein  is  completed,  no  man 
shall  be  subject  to  compulsory  military  serv¬ 
ice  except  when  the  Congress  shall  have 
declared  a  national  emergency  requiring  such 
service,  and  then  only  under  such  conditions 
as  the  Congress  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  17.  Any  person  who  violates  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  act,  or  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  hereunder,  shall  be  subject  to  such 
reasonable  disciplinary  action  as  shall  be 
provided  for  in  rules  and  regulations  duly 
promulgated  with  the  approval  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent. 

Sec.  18.  All  laws  or  parts  of  laws  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  provisions  of  this  act  are  hereby 
repealed. 

Sec.  19.  This  act  shall  become  effective 
upon  the  approval  of  the  President  and  shall 
be  placed  in  operation  as  soon  thereafter  as 
may  be  practical  and  possible. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  the 
amendment  which  I  am  offering  in  be¬ 
half  of  all  the  colleges  and  universities 
of  the  State  of  Indiana  would  in  no  way 
cripple  UMT  nor  would  it  in  any  way 
cripple  the  pending  bill.  Under  the  bill 
as  now  written,  the  President  is  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  board,  which  will  prescribe  rules 
and  regulations  whereby  some  75,000 


college  students  are  exempted  or  de¬ 
ferred. 

Under  the  Indiana  plan — and  I  call  it 
the  Indiana  plan  because  it  has  been 
recommended  by  every  university  and 
college  in  the  State — the  record  of  the 
boy’s  scholastic  standing  would  be  con¬ 
sidered.  I  read  from  the  amendment: 

Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 
suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a 
college,  university,  or  similar  institution, 
shall  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the 
local  board,  be  deferred  until  he  ceases  sat¬ 
isfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion;  if — 

(A)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  freshman — 

Under  the  bill  he  would  remain  during 
his  school  year — 

(B)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  sophomore  and 
ranked  in  the  upper  half  of  his  freshman 
class; 

(C)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  junior  and  ranked 
in  the  upper  two-thirds  of  his  sophomore 
class; 

(D)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  senior  and  ranked 
in  the  upper  three-fourths  of  his  junior 
class;  or 

(E)  he  is  pursuing,  or  has  been  accepted 
by  an  accepted  graduate  school  to  pursue,  a 
course  of  study  leading  to  a  graduate  degree 
and  ranked  in  the  upper  half  of  his  senior 
class. 

Under  such  a  plan  approximately  the 
same  number  of  students  would  be  de¬ 
ferred  as  would  be  deferred  under  the 
pending  bill.  The  only  difference  would 
be  that  under  the  plan  proposed  by  my 
amendment  the  1,800  colleges  and  uni¬ 
versities,  with  some  100,000  instructors  or 
professors,  would  grade  the  boys  in  the 
same  manner  they  have  been  graded  all 
along.  The  same  system  of  grading 
would  be  continued.  Those  who  are  in 
the  upper  half  in  the  freshman  class,  in 
the  upper  two-thirds  in  the  sophomore 
class,  and  in  the  upper  three-fourths  of 
the  junior  class  would  be  automatically 
deferred.  The  advantage  would  be  that 
the  boys  deferred  would  not  go  into 
training.  Therefore  there  would  be 
that  much  less  expense  to  be  borne  by 
the  Government.  Secondly,  Congress 
would  spell  out  the  plan  that  would  be 
used,  instead  of  depending  upon  a  board, 
to  be  appointed  by  the  President.  It 
would  interfere  with  the  colleges  and 
universities  much  less  than  would  the 
plan  set  forth  in  the  bill.  In  my  amend¬ 
ment  I  have  added,  beginning  at  page  2, 
line  17,  the  wording  which  is  found  in 
the  pending  bill. 

It  seems  to  me  Congress  should  spell 
out  the  yardstick  or  the  standard  on 
which  the  boys  are  to  be  deferred.  It 
seems  to  me  it  would  be  much  more 
democratic  to  leave  the  question  to  the 
1,800  universities  and  colleges  and  the 
100,000  professors  than  it  would  be  to 
leave  it  to  a  board  appointed  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident.  We  do  not  know  what  standards 
a  board  would  adopt. 

Later  in  my  remarks  I  shall  place  in 
the  Record  a  letter  which  I  received  from 
General  Hershey.  While  he  states  he  is 
opposed  to  the  amendment,  he  admits 
that  mine  is  the  plan  which  they  intend 
to  use.  In  other  words,  they  intend  to 
use  the  scholastic  standing  of  the  boys. 
Nevertheless,  he  is  still  opposed  to  the 
amendment.  He  admits  that  is  the  way 


they  would  deal  with  the  problem. 
However,  he  does  not  want  Congress  to 
say  that  that  is  what  must  be  done. 

Mr.  President,  I  hold  in  my  hand  and 
ask  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  an  article  from  the  Washington 
Daily  News  of  Wednesday,  March  7,  en¬ 
titled  “Bright  Students  To  Be  Deferred.” 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

On  Basis  op  Marks  and  Exams,  Bright 
Students  To  Be  Deferred 

College  students,  now  facing  the  draft  at 
the  end  of  this  school  year,  will  be  deferred 
through  next  year  provided  they  are  in  the 
upper  brackets  of  their  classes,  it  was  learned 
today.  Plans  to  defer  those  students,  based 
both  on  standing  in  class  and  a  college  apti¬ 
tude  test,  will  shortly  be  announced  by  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Director  Lewis  B.  Hershey. 

General  Hershey  conferred  yesterday  after¬ 
noon  with  National  Production  Authority 
Manpower  Director  Arthur  B.  Flemming,  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  of  Defense  Anna  M.  Rosen¬ 
berg,  and  Secretary  of  Labor  Maurice  Tobin, 
on  the  plan  for  college  deferment. 

Dr.  Flemming  has  not  yet  accepted  ths 
plan,  although  General  Hershey,  Mrs.  Rosen¬ 
berg  and  Secretary  Tobin  are  said  to  be  in 
favor  of  it. 

The  plan  calls  for  testing  more  than  1,000,- 
000  college  students.  Students  may  stay  in 
college  next  year  if  they  receive  the  equiv¬ 
alent  of  more  than  120  en  the  old  armed 
forces  classification  test.  In  addition,  this 
year’s  freshmen  in  the  upper  half  of  their 
classes,  sophomores  in  the  upper  two-thirds, 
and  juniors  in  the  upper  three-quarters,  re¬ 
gardless  of  their  test  score,  will  be  deferred 
through  next  year. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hol¬ 
land  in  the  chair).  Does  the  Senator 
from  Indiana  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  merely  wish  to  ask 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Indiana 
why  it  should  be  necessary  to  defer  any¬ 
one?  I  voted  for  the  Cordon  amend¬ 
ment.  I  do  not  know  why  we  should 
place  75,000  boys  in  a  special  class. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator.  I  also  voted  for  the  Cordon 
amendment,  but  the  Senate  rejected  it. 

I  read  from  the  article  in  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Daily  News: 

The  plan  calls  for  testing  more  than  1,000,- 
000  college  students.  Students  may  stay 
in  college  next  year  if  they  receive  the  equiv¬ 
alent  of  more  than  120  on  the  old  Armed 
Forces  classification  test.  In  addition,  this 
year’s  freshmen  in  the  upper  half  of  their 
classes,  sophomores  in  the  upper  two-thirds, 
and  juniors  in  the  upper  three-quarters,  re¬ 
gardless  of  their  test  score,  will  be  deferred 
through  next  year. 

That  is  what  General  Hershey  told 
the  newspapers.  If  that  is  what  they 
intend  to  do,  that  is  all  right,  but  unfor¬ 
tunately  General  Hershey  will  not  be 
the  chairman  of  the  board. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  further? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Indiana  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  may  remind  my 
friend  from  Indiana  that  in  the  last  war 
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we  finally  had  to  adopt  an  amendment 
to  defer  farm  boys.  Are  we  deferring 
farm  boys  in  this  bill? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  cannot  answer 
the  question  of  the  Senator.  As  I  say, 
unfortunately  General  Hershey  would 
not  be  on  the  board.  It  is  intended  to 
follow  the  plan  I  have  suggested.  Evi¬ 
dently  General  Hershey  feels  that  is  the 
way  the  matter  should  be  handled.  Un¬ 
der  my  amendment  the  Congress  would 
say  that'  that  is  the  way  it  shall  be  done. 
I  think  it  would  be  much  safer  to  do 
so  than  to  leave  it  to  the  board. 

Mr.  KEM.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Senator  whether  there  are  any  safe¬ 
guards  in  the  bill  against  favoritism  in 
the  selection  of  the  young  men  who  are 
to  be  deferred? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  cannot  answer  the 
question.  Under  the  plan  set  forth  in 
the  bill  at  the  moment  the  board  might 
well  play  favoritism,  but  I 'cannot  con¬ 
ceive  how  favoritism  could  be  played 
with  1,800  universities  and  colleges  and 
100,000  professors. 

Mr.  KEM.  I  am  not  talking  about  the 
Senator’s  plan.  I  am  talking  about  sec¬ 
tion  (d)  (1)  appearing  at  page  83  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Yes;  there  would  be 
a  chance  for  the  exercise  of  some  favor¬ 
itism. 

Mr.  KEM.  Is  that  not  one  of  the 
advantages  of  the  Senator’s  plan? 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  think  it  is.  It 
would  be  very  difficult  for  1,800  universi¬ 
ties  and  colleges  and  100,000  professors 
to  indulge  in  favoritism.  The  boys  would 
be  graded  according  to  the  regular  pro¬ 
cedure  now  being  followed  by  the  uni¬ 
versities  and  colleges.  It  is  the  same 
procedure  which  they  have  been  follow¬ 
ing  for  many  years. 

Without  doubt  the  bill  which  we  are 
considering  today  is  one  of  the  most  seri¬ 
ous  pieces  of  legislation  we  shall  ever 
be  called  upon  to  consider.  I  have  heard 
the  arguments  pro  and  con.  I  do  not 
believe  we  should  pass  a  UMT  bill  along 
with  an  emergency  piece  of  legislation. 
I  have  heard  the  argument  made  that 
the  UMT  provision  contained  in  the  bill 
would  reduce  expenses.  I  say  it  would 
not.  I  make  the  prophecy  today  that 
after  it  has  been  in  effect  for  4,  5,  or  6 
years  we  will  be  spending  more  money 
on  the  armed  services  than  we  would 
have  spent  if  we  had  not  adopted  the 
provision. 

I  have  also  heard  the  argument  used 
that  in  World  War  I  and  in  World  War 
II — and  I  guess  we  are  now  in  world  war 
III,  or  the  Korean  phase  of  it — that 
boys  have  died  because  they  had  not 
been  properly  trained.  Mr.  President, 
I  am  surprised  that  anyone,  particularly 
anyone  on  the  other  side  of  the  aisle, 
should  use  that  kind  of  argument,  be¬ 
cause  in  all  these  three  wars  the  Demo¬ 
crats  have  been  in  control  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration.  I  am  surprised  that  any¬ 
one  would  admit  that  a  government  or 
a  general  would  send  a  man  into  battle 
who  was  not  properly  trained.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  any  longer  a  secret  that  we 


have  over  2,500,000  men  in  our  Army.  I 
believe  the  number  is  2,500,000.  Yet  we 
have  probably  only  12  or  14  combat  di¬ 
visions  available  out  of  the  2,600,000  men. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  time 
of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  have  printed  in  the  Record  at 
this  point  the  letter  from  General  Her¬ 
shey,  to  which  I  have  referred. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

National  Headquarters, 

Selective  Service  System, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  March  5,  1951, 
Hon.  Homer  E.  Capehart, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Capehart:  In  keeping  with 
request  made  in  your  letter  of  March  2,  1951, 
—  I  am  pleased  to  furnish  my  comments  rel¬ 
ative  to  the  amendments  which  you  state 
you  intend  to  propose  to  S.  1,  a  bill  “To  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  common  defense  by  establishing 
a  universal  training  program,  and  for  other 
purposes.” 

As  you  are  aware,  I  supported  the  provi¬ 
sion  in  S.  1,  which  would  authorize  the  tem¬ 
porary  removal  from  active  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  upon  completion  of  their  initial  period 
of  basic  training  in  the  Armed  Forces,  of  not 
to  exceed  75,000  persons  annually,  in  order  to 
permit  such  persons  to  engage  in  study  or 
research  in  the  various  professions  and  scien¬ 
tific  fields.  This  plan,  which  represents  the 
combined  thinking  of  the  majority  of  the 
leading  educators  in  this  country,  as  well  as 
the  Department  of  Defense,  the  United  States 
Office  of  Education  and  all  other  interested 
Government  agencies,  in  my  opinion  assures 
a  balanced  flow  of  students  during  the  imme¬ 
diate  3-year  period  ensuing  before  persons 
who  complete  their  training  and  service  un¬ 
der  this  bill  are  released  in  substantial  num¬ 
bers. 

I  cannot  agree  to  the  elimination  of  the 
provision  (p.  87,  lines  14  through  24)  to  pro¬ 
vide  postponement  of  induction  or  defer¬ 
ment  of  students  during  this  pursuance  of 
an  academic  year.  It  seems  to  me  that  these 
men  who  enter  a  college  year  before  liability 
for  service  accrues  should  be  permitted  to 
complete  that  year  as  a  matter  of  economics 
if  for  no  other  reason,  so  long  as  it  is  possible 
to  operate  in  that  manner  without  jeopard¬ 
izing  the  national  safety. 

Your  proposal  to  amend  section  6  (d)  (2) 
is  in  substance  the  presently  contemplated 
plan  of  handling  educational  deferments.  I 
feel,  however,  that  the  law  contains  ample 
provision  for  carrying  out  that  plan  and  I 
prefer  the  flexibility  possible  through  regu¬ 
lations  to  meet  changing  conditions  and 
needs.  This  provision  would  make  it  man¬ 
datory  to  defer  the  indicated  percentages  on 
scholastic  standing  alone.  It  is  our  contem¬ 
plated  plan  to  couple  scholastic  standing 
with  basic  intelligence,  thus  providing  an 
opportunity  for  the  more  intelligent  young 
man  who  has  the  ability  to  succeed  over  the 
whole  of  his  college  career  and  after,  but 
who,  because  of  lack  of  all  that  might  be 
desired  in  his  high  school  program,  would 
be  a  little  slow  in  attaining  the  top  of  his 
class  in  college. 

I  feel  very  strongly  that  the  addition  of 
your  proposed  new  section  22  is  a  definite 
step  in  the  direction  of  subsidized  educa¬ 
tion,  but  I  cannot  agree  to  its  provisions.  I 
also  think  that  this  provision  would  so  swell 
enrollment  that  the  colleges  and  universi¬ 
ties  would  be  unable-to  carry  the  freshman 
load.  Since  the  succeeding  years  would  at¬ 
tain  this  size  as  a  percentage  of  the  fresh¬ 
man  year,  it  is  difficult  indeed  to  anticipate 
the  numbers  of  young  men  who  thus  would 
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be  involved.  I  am  inclined  to  the  feeling 
that  this  provision  would  create  a  haven 
and  refuge  from  service.  It  would  also,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  definition  of  a  “full-time  course 
of  instruction,”  require  every  college  or  uni¬ 
versity  in  the  Nation  dependent  on  male 
students,  to  either  conduct  a  full  calendar 
year  of  school  or  go  out  of  business. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Lewis  B.  Hershey,  Director. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  must  rise  to  oppose  the  amend¬ 
ment.  It  involves  a  permanent  and  far- 
reaching  departure  from  the  scope  and 
purpose  of  the  pending  bill.  This 
amendment  is  completely  new  in  con¬ 
cept.  There  has  not  been  a  single  day  of 
hearings  on  its  feasibility.  We  have  re¬ 
ceived  no  evidence  as  to  its  costs;  no 
facts  on  which  to  base  our  conclusions. 
The  impact  of  this  amendment  on  our 
educational  system,  on  the  lives  of  the 
young  men  not  fortunate  enough  to  go 
to  college,  and  upon  our  entire  man¬ 
power  program  is  so  drastic  that  it  would 
be  dangerous  to  consider  it  in  this  hur¬ 
ried  manner  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

What  does  the  amendment  do?  First, 
it  provides  for  a  complicated,  inflexible, 
and  arbitrary  scheme  for  college  defer¬ 
ments.  It  sets  no  limit  on  the  numbers 
involved.  It  imposes  no  corresponding 
military  requirement  for  service  of  any 
kind.  It  deals  only  with  those  students 
in  college  where  the  course  of  instruction 
runs  for  a.  period  equivalent  to  10V2 
months  each  year.  It  would  establish  an 
inflexible  method  of  educational  defer¬ 
ments  which  is  far  too  cumbersome  to 
adjust  to  our  manpower  requirements. 
The  amendment  moves  a  long  step  in  the 
direction  of  subsidized  education  for 
students  who  attend  college,  but  only 
those  colleges  which  can  offer  an  ac¬ 
celerated  program. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  do  not 
yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  do  not  think  the 
Senator  wants  to  make  a  misstatement 
of  fact. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Texas  declines  to  yield. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  Senator  has 
made  a  misstatement. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  The  amend¬ 
ment  would  overpopulate  the  college 
campuses  and  involve  a  heavy  outlay  of 
additional  Federal  funds.  At  a  time 
when  we  desperately  need  manpower, 
when  we  desperately  need  all  of  our 
revenues  for  defense',  this  program,  with 
its  great  expense  in  the  form  of  subsidies, 
would  increase  college  enrollments  to 
unpredictable  heights,  and  would  take  a 
tremendous  toll  of  the  manpower  we  so 
desperately  need  for  defense.  This  pro¬ 
vision  would  change  our  colleges  from 
educational  institutions  into  havens 
from  military  service.  The  colleges 
themselves  would  be  forced  either  to  ad¬ 
just  their  academic  year  or  go  out  of  the 
business  of  education. 

It  is  the  type  of  indirect  Federal  con¬ 
trol  which  the  Senate  should  not  ap¬ 
prove.  With  our  manpower  dangerously 
low,  with  our  military  needs  at  a  danger¬ 
ous  high,  we  must  not  permit  our  re- 
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serves  of  manpower  to  be  depleted  by 
any  measure  concocted  on  the  floor  with¬ 
out  benefit  of  hearings. 

This  amendment  has  no  place  in  the 
bill.  If  it  is  a  worthy  amendment  it 
should  have  been  presented  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  when  the  committee  sat  for  7 
weeks  holding  hearings  on  the  bill.  If  it 
is  to  be  considered,  it  should  have  most 
careful  and  diligent  study  by  the  proper 
committees  of  the  Congress,  the  Nation’s 
educators,  the  executive  departments  of 
the  Federal  Government,  and  represent¬ 
atives  of  junior  colleges  and  vocational 
schools.  All  these  groups  should  be  con¬ 
sulted  before  such  far-reaching  action  is 
taken,  because  they  have  a  vital  in¬ 
terest  in  it. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  several 
amendments  on  the  Vice  President’s 
desk.  The  hour  is  late.  Senators  wish 
to  leave.  I  urge  that  this  amendment 
be  defeated. 

Mi’.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  yield  the 
floor.  s 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  be  allowed 
to  speak  for  1  minute  in  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Indiana  requests  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  be  heard  for  1  minute. 
Is  there  objection?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  Senator  from  Indiana  may 
proceed. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  The  able  Senator 
from  Texas  was  answering  another 
amendment  which  I  had  printed  a  week 
ago,  and  which  was  lying  on  the  table. 
He  was  not  answering  the  amendment 
which  I  offered,  because  the  amendment 
which  I  offered,  from  line  17  on  page  2 
forward,  is  the  exact  wording  in  the  bill 
which  we  are  considering;  and  if  we  pass 
it,  everything  the  Senator  had  to  say 
about  socializing  education  would  relate 
to  the  bill  itself. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  that  shows  the  danger  in  bringing 
forth  amendments  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  which  have  not  been  considered 
by  the  committee.  If  the  Senator 
wanted  his  amendment  considered  he 
should  have  proposed  it  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  We  would  have  given  it  atten¬ 
tion.  I  am  not  familiar  with  all  of  the 
Senator’s  amendment;  but  the  staff  has 
attempted  to  analyze  the  amendments 
filed  at  the  desk. 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  I  am  certain  that 
the  Senator  did  not  wish  intentionally  to 
mislead  the  Senate.  However,  he  did 
mislead  the  Senate. 

I  also  call  his  attention  to  the  fact 
that  those  representing  the  Indiana  col¬ 
leges  and  universities  did  testify.  The 
plan  was  printed,  and  had  wide  distribu¬ 
tion.  The  answer  which  the  Senator 
gave  was  not  an  answer  to  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
the  remainder  of  the  committee’s  time 
to  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  [Mr. 
Hunt]. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  ad¬ 
dressing  myself  to  the  amendment  now 


before  the  Senate.  This  amendment,  as 
has  been  previously  stated,  was  not  given 
any  consideration  by  the  committee.  I 
should  like  to  cite  to  the  Senate  the 
names  of  some  of  the  very  competent 
authorities  who  appeared  before  the 
committee  with  reference  to  this  par¬ 
ticular  part  of  the  bill. 

There  were  the  usual  officers  from  the 
military  establishments.  In  addition, 
the  following  witnesses  testified:  Dr. 
Charles  A.  Thomas,  chairman  of  the 
Scientific  Manpower  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  National  Securities  Resources 
Board,  who  favors  this  particular  pro¬ 
vision  of  our  bill;  Dr.  Karl  T.  Compton, 
chairman  of  the  corporation,  Massachu¬ 
setts  Institute  of  Technology,  who  favors 
the  bill  as  written  by  the  committee; 
Dr.  James  P.  Baxter,  HI,  president  of 
Williams  College;  Harold  W.  Dodds, 
president  of  Princeton  University;  Det- 
lev  W.  Bronk,  president  of  Johns  Hop¬ 
kins  University;  and  Ralph  W.  McDon¬ 
ald,  representing  the  National  Education 
Association  of  the  United  States. 

I  could  go  on  and  name  36  authorities 
who  appeared  before  the  committee  in 
favor  of  this  particular  provision  of  the 
bill.  There  were  13  witnesses  who  gave 
testimony  contrary  to  this  provision  of 
the  bill,  but  only  to  the  effect  that  the 
number  was  not  sufficient. 

Mr.  President,  under  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Indiana  we  would  have  in  the 
freshmen  class  exactly  the  same  number 
of  male  students  we  now  have,  namely, 
290,000 - 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  have  only  a  few  min¬ 
utes.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Would  not  this 
amendment,  in  effect,  defer  all  college 
students? 

Mr.  HUNT.  In  the  first  year;  yes. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  How  about  the 
second  year? 

Mr.  HUNT.  No;  I  shall  come  to  that 
in  a  moment. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  language  is: 

(B)  he  is  enrolled  as  a  sophomore  and 
ranked  in  the  upper  half  of  his  freshman 
class. 

Mr.  HUNT.  In  the  upper  half  of  his 
freshman  class. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  What  would  it  do 
to  the  whole  program? 

Mr.  HUNT.  It  would  cut  it  down  to 
75,000  in  4  years.  I  will  come  to  that  in 
a  moment. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  Do  I  correctly  un¬ 
derstand  the  Senator  to  say  that  this 
amendment  would  defer  college  stud¬ 
ents? 

Mr.  HUNT.  Yes.  It  would  defer  a 
great  number  of  them. 

Mr.  MAYBANK.  I  will  say  to  the 
Senator  that  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
of  them  should  be  deferred. 

Mr.  HUNT.  During  the  committee 
hearings  Commissioner  McGrath,  of  the 
Office  of  Education,  was  asked  the  ques¬ 
tion  if  he  participated  in  the  preparation 
of  this  particular  part  of  the  bill.  He 
stated  that  he  had;  that  he  had  been  in 


consultation  with  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  for  4  or  5  months  on  this  particu¬ 
lar  feature. 

Under  the  amendment  as  submitted, 
the  entire  student  body  of  male  students, 
290,000,  would  be  admitted  in  the  first  or 
freshman  year.  That  is  215,000  more 
than  the  number  provided  in  the  ad¬ 
ministration  bill.  The  committee  bill 
provides  for  deferring,  or  rather  excus¬ 
ing,  75,000.  So  in  the  very  first  year  we 
would  need  to  dip  215,000  deeper  into  the 
18-year-olds,  under  this  amendment. 

Mr.  President,  one  very  important  fea¬ 
ture  of  the  amendment  which  I  must 
mention  is  that  it  does  not  set  out  any 
category  whatsoever  with  respect  to  the 
students  who  are  deferred  in  the  fresh¬ 
man  year.  Under  this  amendment  a 
student  could  enter  school  and  take  such 
subjects  as  music  and  botany.  In  my 
own  State  we  have  an  extended  course  in 
wild-game  management.  So  there  is 
nothing  in  this  amendment  which  would 
prevent  any  male  student  who  did  not 
want  to  go  into  the  service  from  going 
to  school  and  taking  any  nonessential 
subjects  he  wished  to  take.  The  ulti¬ 
mate  number  who  would  be  in  school 
under  the  two  programs  would  not  differ 
a  great  deal,  for  while  originally  290,000 
students  started,  under  the  amendment 
in  the  senior  year  there  would  be  only 
75,000  of  them  left. 

There  is  another  very  important  fea¬ 
ture.  I  am  wondering  if  the  Senate  feels 
that  we  should  legislate  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  as  to  how  many  months  of 
school  the  colleges  throughout  the 
Nation  shall  operate  next  year.  This 
amendment  does  that.  It  says  to  every 
school  in  the  United  States,  “You  must 
have  45  weeks  of  school.”  When  we  take 
out  the  Christmas  vacation,  the  spring 
vacation,  the  other  holidays,  and  the 
summer  vacation,  it  is  clear  that  the 
students  will  be  in  school  approximately 
ll1^  months.  I  do  not  think  it  is  proper 
or  that  it  is  the  function  of  the  Senate 
to  say  to  the  schools,  “Starting  next  year 
you  shall  continue  around  the  clock.” 
During  the  hearing  we  specifically  asked 
of  Dr.  Kimball,  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Medical  Education,  and 
of  Dr.  Stone,  of  Johns  Hopkins,  if  they 
thought  it  was  proper  at  this  time  in 
partial  mobilization  to  go  around  the 
calendar  for  the  school  year,  and  they 
both  said  emphatically  they  did  not  think 
it  was  proper  to  do  so. 

Under  the  amendment,  too,  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  board  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President  and  approved  by  the  Senate 
will  be  educators,  who  will  spend  their 
entire  time  on  this  particular  work  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  instead  of  leaving  to 
them  the  selection  of  the  75,000  students, 
we  are  in  effect  saying  that  the  President 
shall  select  them.  If  the  President  se¬ 
lects  them  it  will  be,  of  course,  through 
the  military  and  through  selective  serv¬ 
ice.  I  am  inclined  to  think  I  would 
rather  have  a  5-man  board  of  educators 
select  these  students  than  to  leave  en¬ 
tirely  to  the  President  the  decision  on 
this  most  important  matter.  So  again 
let  me  say,  we  have  here  a  provision, 
a  far-reaching  and  important  provision, 
that  was  given  long  consideration.  I 
do  not  think  we  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  in  a  few  minutes,  should  overrido 
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the  lengthy,  detailed  studies  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  which  received  the  best  advice 
it  was  possible  to  obtain  in  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  I  may  be 
permitted  to  submit  a  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  request  at  this  time. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Arkansas  asks  unanimous 
consent  that  he  may  submit  a  unani¬ 
mous-consent  request.  Is  there  objec¬ 
tion?  The  Chair  hears  none,  and  the 
Senator  may  proceed. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  the 
senior  and  junior  Senators  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Byrd  and  Mr.  Robertson]  and  I 
have  an  important  engagement,  made 
some  time  ago,  in  Richmond,  Va.,  this 
evening,  and  in  order  to  keep  that  en¬ 
gagement,  which  we  feel  we  should  not 
cancel,  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  depart 
from  the  Senate  at  this  time. 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  we  may 
be  granted  leave  to  be  absent  from  the 
Senate  for  the  remainder  of  the  day. 

I  also  wish  to  announce,  Mr.  President, 
that  if  present,  we  would  oppose  any 
further  amendments  to  the  bill,  and 
would  also  vote  in  favor  of  its  passage. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  made  by  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas?  The  Chair 
hears  none  and  the  request  is  granted. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  senior  Senator  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Capehart],  the  amendment 
being  lettered  “A”  3-7-51. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  Senate  entered  into  the  unanimous- 
consent  agreement  day  before  yesterday, 
there  was  considerable  confusion  on  the 
floor.  The  distinguished  occupant  of 
the  chair  will  recall,  I  am  sure,  that  as 
usual  when  unanimous -consent  agree¬ 
ments  are  worked  out,  without  having 
the  details  in  writing.  Senators  asked 
questions  concerning  interpretation  of 
various  provisions.  During  the  proceed¬ 
ings  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner]  came  to  me  and 
stated  that  he  wanted  to  know  if,  in  case 
he  agreed  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest,  an  amendment  to  an  amendment 
would  be  in  order,  and  I  told  him  yes. 
Possibly  I  was  wrong.  Senators  can  in¬ 
terpret  the  agreement  in  any  way  they 
want  to.  I  do  not  want  to  get  into  a 
lengthy  discussion  of  whether  I  am  tech¬ 
nically  right  or  generally  right,  or 
whether  I  am  technically  wrong  or  gen¬ 
erally  wrong. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Let  me  finish  my 
statement.  At  that  moment  the  distin¬ 
guished  majority  leader  called  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  if  the  agreement 
was  to  be  entered  into  we  would  have  to 
have  a  definite  understanding  about  new 
amendments  which  had  not  been  print¬ 
ed.  Because  of  the  kindness  and  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  North  Dakota,  he  was  allowed  some 
few  minutes  in  connection  with  a  couple 
of  amendments  he  offered,  and  which  he 
discussed  today. 

I  believe  the  Record  shows  that  when 
the  cv:cstion  of  an  amendment  to  an 
amendment  was  raised,  I  asked  the  ma¬ 


jority  leader  about  it,  and,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly,  I  informed  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Indiana  that  if 
he  proposed  an  amendment  that  was  an 
amendment  to  an  amendment — as  I  con¬ 
sidered  the  committee  amendment  to 
be — it  would  be  in  order. 

There  is  now  some  question  as  to 
whether  my  interpretation  is  correct. 
Therefore,  because  of  the  interpretation 
of  the  situation  as  I  presented  it  to  the 
Senator  from  Indiana,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  at  this  time  that  the  distin¬ 
guished  junior  Senator  from  Indiana  be 
permitted  to  offer  his  amendment.  Ac¬ 
tion  upon  it  will  come  within  the  time 
limit  respecting  all  other  amendments,  a 
total  of  30  minutes,  or  15  minutes  on  a 
side. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  object  of  hav¬ 
ing  amendments  submitted  in  advance 
was  to  give  members  of  the  committee 
and  other  Senators  an  opportunity  to 
study  them,  since  the  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion  is  of  extreme  importance.  The  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  is  really  in  the  nature 
of  a  substitute.  However,  if  there  is  one 
thing  I  do  not  want  to  occur  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ments  it  is  a  misunderstanding.  I  would 
not  under  any  circumstances  want  to 
deprive  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Indiana  of  the  opportunity  of  offering 
his  amendment.  I  understand  it  is  ger¬ 
mane.  I  understand  it  is  not  objection¬ 
able  on  grounds  other  amendments 
might  have  been  subject  to  objection.  I, 
therefore,  join  the  distinguished  mi¬ 
nority  leader  in  the  unanimous-consent 
request  he  has  submitted. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object - 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  May  the 
present  occupant  of  the  chair  be  permit¬ 
ted  to  express  his  understanding  with 
respect  to  the  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment?  The  unanimous-consent  agree¬ 
ment,  as  adopted,  provides  that  for 
amendments  to  the  bill  to  be  considered, 
they  must  have  been  printed  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table  prior  to  the  adoption 
of  the  unanimous-consent  agreement; 
and  that  an  amendment  to  such  an 
amendment  could  be  considered  provided 
it  was  germane. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  the 
Presiding  Officer  has  a  perfect  right  to 
indulge  in  that  interpretation.  I  am 
not  going  to  debate  it  with  the  distin¬ 
guished  occupant  of  the  chair.  When 
I  asked  the  question,  May  a  Senator 
offer  an  amendment  to  an  amendment? 
I  was  answered  “Yes.”  Because  of  that 
fact,  and  because  there  may  have  been 
a  misunderstanding,  I  now  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  regardless  of  what 
may  be  technically  the  correct  interpre¬ 
tation,  the  distinguished  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Indiana  may  be  permitted  to 
submit  an  amendment  at  this  time  for 
consideration  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  may  I  inquire  how 
long  consideration  of  the  amendment 
will  delay  a  final  vote  on  the  bill? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Thirty  minutes. 

Mr.  NEELY.  I  should  not  like  to  agree 
to  that  much  time  being  given.  I  must 
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drive  236  miles  over  the  mountains  to¬ 
night  after  the  final  vote  on  the  bill  is 
had.  I  shall  not  object  to  the  Senator 
offering  his  amendment  if  it  will  not  take 
much  time  to  pass  upon  it.  However, 
if  it  should  occupy  45  minutes - 

Mr.  WHERRY.  No;  it  will  be  subject 
to  the  provision  in  the  agreement  that  15 
minutes  a  side  be  permitted  to  be  used. 

Mi'.  NEELY.  Could  we  not  agree  that 
there  be  10  minutes  to  a  side,  or  5  min¬ 
utes? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  is  a  way  out 
of  this.  I  do  not  wish  to  avail  myself 
of  it,  however. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Nebraska  that  unanimous  consent 
be  given  to  the  Senator  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Jenner]  to  submit  an  amendment 
to  the  bill,  notwithstanding  the  terms  of 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement? 

Is  it  understood  that  if  exception  be 
made  in  this  case,  the  amendment  to  be 
offered  will  be  subject  to  the  terms  of 
the  unanimous-consent  agreement  with 
reference  to  time  and  with  reference  to 
germaneness? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Yes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection? 

Mr.  NEELY.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  wish  to  ask  a  ques¬ 
tion.  Does  that  mean  that  if  half  a 
dozen  other  amendments  are  offered  un¬ 
der  similar  circumstances  the  debate 
can  be  continued? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  other  request  of  similar  nature  to 
make. 

Mr.  NEELY.  I  serve  notice  that  if 
other  amendments  are  offered,  I  shall 
object. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  unanimous-consent  re¬ 
quest  made  by  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska  [Mr.  Wherry]  ?  The  Chair  hears 
none,  and  the  request  is  granted. 

The  amendment  will  be  read  for  the 
information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  Mr.  Jenner,  for 
himself,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Colorado,  Mr. 
Wherry,  Mr.  Bricker,  Mr.  Dworshak, 
Mr.  Welker,  Mr.  Kem,  Mr.  Schoeppel, 
Mr.  Watkins,  and  Mr.  Capehart,  offers 
the  following  amendment: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  in¬ 
serted  by  the  committee  amendment  insert 
the  following: 

"That  (a)  the  first  sentence  of  section  4 
(a)  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62 
Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  word  “nineteen”  wherever  it 
appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  the  word  “eighteen.” 

“(b)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph  of  section  4  (a)  of  such  act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  ‘The  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 
whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select 
and  induct  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  training  and  service  in 
the  manner  provided  in  this  title  (including 
but  not  limited  to  selection  and  induction 
by  age  group  or  groups)  such  number  of  per¬ 
sons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  main¬ 
tain  adequate  armed  forces.’ 

“(c)  Section  5  of  such  act,  as  amended, 
Is  amended  by  inserting  ‘(1)’  after  ‘(a)’  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 
new  paragraph: 

'“(2)  (A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for 
induction  any  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age  of  19  unless  there  is  not  within  the 
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Jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a  sufficient 
number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction  and 
who  have  attained  the  age  of  19  to  enable 
such  local  board  to  meet  a  call  for  men  which 
it  has  been  ordered  to  furnish  for  induc¬ 
tion;  and 

“‘(B)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  in¬ 
duction  any  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age  of  19,  if  there  is  any  person  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  who  (i) 
is  as  much  as  90  days  older,  (ii)  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  19,  and  (iii)  is  deemed 
by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for  in¬ 
duction.’ 

"(d)  Section  (6)  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  act, 
as  amended,  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
the  words  ‘6  months’  a  comma  and  the 
following:  ‘prior  to  the  determination  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  adequate 
trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its 
authorized  strength,  and  prior  to  the  receipt 
of  orders  to  report  for  induction.’ 

“(e)  Sections  17  and  21  of  such  act,  as 
amended,  are  amended  by  striking  out  ‘July 
9,  1951’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘July 
1,  1953.’ 

“Sec.  2.  The  act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat. 
408),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  authorized  personnel  strength 
of  any  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  in¬ 
cluding  sections  102,  202,  213,  and  3C2  of  the 
Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act  of 
1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  3d9,  and  371),  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  the  act  of  April  18,  1946  (60  Stat. 
92),  section  2  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended,  and  sections  102  and  202 
of  the  act  of  July  10,  1950  (64  Stat.  322  and 
323),  are  hereby  suspended  until  July  31, 
1954. 

“  ‘Sec.  2.  The  active-duty  personnel 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces,  exclusive  of 
personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard,  personnel  of 
the  Reserve  components  on  active  duty  for 
training  purposes  only,  and  personnel  of  the 
Armed  Forces  employed  in  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System,  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of  4,000,- 
000  persons  at  any  time  during  the  period  of 
suspension  prescribed  in  the  first  section  of 
this  act.’ 

“Sec.  3.  Section  1  of  the  act  of  July  27, 
1950  (64  Stat.  379),  is  amended  by  striking 
out  ‘July  9,  1951’  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  ‘July  1,  1953.’ 

“Sec.  4.  Section  7  of  the  act  of  September 
9,  1950  (64  Stat.  828)  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  ‘July  9,  1951’  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  ‘July  1,  1953’.” 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Senator  from  Indiana  [Mi-.  Jenner]  is 
recognized  for  15  minutes  or  so  much 
thereof  as  he  wishes  to  take. 

Mr.  JENNER.  Mr.  President,  for 
weeks  we  have  been  debating  the  so- 
called  universal  military  training  and 
service  bill.  Every  Member  of  this  body 
is  deeply  concerned  about  providing 
whatever  is  necessary  for  a  strong  na¬ 
tional  defense. 

But  this  is  not  a  bill  to  provide  for 
our  national  defense.  It  is  not  a  bill 
to  provide  universal  military  training. 
It  does  not  set  up  any  national  reserve 
of  trained  citizens. 

Something  happened  to  this  measure 
between  the  general  'statement  of  its 
purpose  and  the  actual  legislative  draft¬ 
ing. 

What  we  have  here  is  two  bills  in  one. 
One  of  them  extends  the  present  draft 
act  to  meet  an  emergency.  The  other 
establishes  permanent  universal  service 
for  all  youth — men,  and  probably 


women — for  both  civilian  and  military 
purposes. 

This  bill  also  sets  up  among  our  young 
people  an  elite  corps  of  those  who  are 
to  be  permitted  to  study  science,  en¬ 
gineering,  medicine,  or  even  the  human¬ 
ities. 

It  will  give  the  President  of  the  United 
States  nearly  complete  control  of  the 
population  of  our  colleges  and  technical 
schools. 

It  will  subject  everyone  concerned  to 
the  obligation  to  give,  perhaps,  8  years 
of  his  life  completely  over  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Federal  Government. 

In  these  dangerous  times,  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  we  cannot  dwell  on  the  faults  of 
a  bill  for  the  Armed  Forces  without  in¬ 
dicating  the  remedy.  We  have  a  simple 
remedy. 

We  all  know  this  country  is  confronted 
with  an  emergency — the  danger  of  a  sud¬ 
den  or  early  attack  by  the  U.  S.  S.  R. 

My  colleagues  and  I  offer  a  simple 
solution : 

We  have  a  draft  act  on  the  statute 
books  at  present.  That  draft  act  is  ade¬ 
quate  to  meet  any  emergency.  It  met 
all  the  emergencies  of  World  War  II, 
when  we  set  up  an  armed  force  of  more 
than  12,000,000  men  who  fought  in  every 
quarter  of  the  globe. 

We  propose,  Mr.  President,  a  simple 
extension  of  the  present  draft  act  until 
1953. 

We  propose  to  include  the  following 
provisions  which  have  already  passed  the 
Senate— there  is  nothing  new  here,  Mr. 
President: 

A  force  of  not  to  exceed  4,000,000  men, 
to  be  inducted  for  24  months  of  service. 

A  draft  of  the  18-year-olds  after  the 
supply  of  other  eligibles  in  each  draft 
district  is  exhausted. 

We  propose  to  eliminate  the  provision 
of  the  bill  which  appears  to  set  up  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  but  really  sets 
up  a  permanent  military  and  civilian 
draft  of  all  young  people  for  any  project 
the  President  wishes. 

I  know  that  a  great  many  good  and 
responsible  people  believe  in  military 
training  and  believe  that  this  bill  pro¬ 
vides  it.  We  all  read,  or  heard  of,  the 
reports  of  the  President’s  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Universal  Training.  That  re¬ 
port  was  made  by  a  body  of  distinguished 
citizens  headed  by  President  Compton, 
of  MIT.  Their  report  was  concerned 
with  education  and  training. 

I  am  afraid,  Mr.  President,  we  have 
here  the  not  unfamiliar  situation  of  a 
very  fine  brochure  issued  by  the  public 
relations  department  of  a  project  which 
covers  a  very  different  reality. 

I  do  not  like  to  say  that  President 
Compton  and  the  other  members  of  that 
Board  were  picked  as  “front  men”  to  sell 
the  words  “universal  military  training,” 
while  the  experts  in  legal  draftsmanship, 
the  semicolon  boys  who  know  how  to 
give  the  administration  huge  slices  of 
power  with  a  word  or  a  phrase,  have  done 
the  real  work. 

Let  me  read  you  the  words  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill,  Mr.  President. 

The  bill  says,  in  the  declaration  of 
intent : 

Congress  further  declares  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  all  citizens — 
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Not  men  and  boys,  Mr.  President,  but 
all  citizens — 

to  engage  in  such  training  for— 

Note  this,  Mr.  President — 

civilian  and  military  service  as  will'  prepare 
them  for — 

Not  for  defending  their  country,  Mr. 
President,  but  for — 

the  assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as 
citizens  of  a  free  and  democratic  Nation. 

We  have  heard  again  and  again  that 
all  citizens,  men  and  girls,  should  be 
given  training,  in  a  service  corps  in  good 
citizenship  as  the  Government  interprets 
it.  That  is  what  we  have  here. 

What  a  far  cry  this  is,  Mr.  President, 
from  the  military  training  that  our  vet¬ 
erans’  organizations  have  urged. 

In  the  declaration  of  purpose,  the  bill 
says  further,  Mr.  President,  that  the  bill 
is — 

To  provide  a  continuing  flow — 

Not  of  soldiers  or  sailors  or  airmen, 
but — 

of  personnel  recently  trained  in  modern 
techniques — 

The  program  is  to  determine  our  sup¬ 
ply  of  engineers,  scientists,  and  other 
experts  for  civilian  life. 

To  continue  reading  from  the  bill,  Mr. 
President — 
and  assure  a  vital — 

What  does  that  mean,  Mr.  President? 
ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  military  and — 

Note  this  word,  Mr.  President — 
civilian  needs  of  the  Nation. 

The  youth  of  the  Nation,  boys  and 
probably  girls,  are  to  be  drafted,  not  only 
for  defense  against  an  enemy,  but  so  that 
the  administration  can  assign  them 
where  it  thinks  they  are  needed  for 
whatever  it  decides  are  “the  civilian 
needs  of  the  Nation.” 

The  first  step  in  that  direction  is  the 
new  elite  corps. 

Note  again,  Mr.  President,  please,  that 
in  the  committee  bill  the  President  is 
authorized,  “under  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  he  may  prescribe,”  to  free  from 
military  duty  a  group  of  persons  selected 
for  study  or  research  in  “medicine, 
dentistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  engi¬ 
neering,  the  humanities,  and  other  fields 
determined  by  him  to  be  in  the  national 
interest.” 

What  is  left  out?  Can  we  think  of 
anything  that  Mother  Hubbard  clause 
does  not  cover,  Mr.  President? 

Their  expenses  will,  of  course,  be  paid 
by  the  Government  if  they  cannot  pay 
without  “undue  hardship.” 

We  need  not  worry  about  whether  the 
numbers  are  to  be  75,000  or  150,000,  be¬ 
cause  ke  know  how  often  the  administra¬ 
tion  has  asked  authorization  for  a  little 
token  program,  only  to  come  back  year 
after  year  with  appropriations  that  in¬ 
crease  like  the  green  bay  tree. 

Who  is  going  to  pick  these  young  peo¬ 
ple  who  are  to  make  up  our  educated 
elite?  Of  course,  there  will  be  competi¬ 
tive  examinations,  but  we  know  whose 
sons  will  prove  most  eligible.  William 
Boyle  will  probably  decide  whose  sons  are 
best  qualified. 


1951  '  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


2271 


In  a  few  years  all  the  educated  young 
people  in  the  country  will  have  the  right 
political  ideas. 

Remember,  Mr.  President,  there  will 
not  be  many  students  left  outside  this 
charmed  circle. 

There  will  be  officers’  training  pro¬ 
grams  in  the  military  colleges  whose  cur¬ 
riculum  is  approved  by  the  defense  de¬ 
partment.  Young  men  in  the  ROTC  will 
be  deferred  for  further  study,  if  they 
accept  commissions. 

Students  will  be  inducted  and  then  as¬ 
signed  to  study  for  the  “civilian  needs 
of  the  Nation.’’  With  most  of  their  stu¬ 
dents  in  uniform,  with  most  of  their 
funds  coming  from  the  Government, 
what  will  happen  to  the  independence  of 
our  colleges? 

After  their  studies  are  completed  these 
young  doctors  and  engineers  and  Latin 
teachers  will  still  be  eligible  for  military 
service,  and  can  be  assigned  to  “civilian 
service  in  the  national  interest.” 

That  means  that  as  our  young  people 
finish  their  training,  they  can  be  directed 
by  the  Government  to  work  in  atomic 
energy  plants  or  in  any  Government  de¬ 
partment. 

The  report  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  tells  us  frankly  that  the  new  pro¬ 
gram  is  universal  service,  not  selective 
service  or  universal  training. 

Everyone  in  the  age  group  will  be  taken 
in,  “on  a  strict  universal,  impartial  basis 
of  age.” 

Soon  there  will  be  no  one  in  the  covered 
ages  in  civilian  life.  - 

Our  trade  unions  and  our  political  par¬ 
ties  will  not  be  able  to  recruit  any  mem¬ 
bers  until  after  they  have  been  condi¬ 
tioned  by  universal  service. 

After  a  few  years  in  such  a  strait- 
jacket,  how  much  will  be  left  of  Ameri¬ 
can  initiative  and  enterprise? 

Do  you  remember,  Mr.  President,  how 
we  used  to  associate  that  sort  of  thing 
with  Prussia?  ' 

We  used  to  think  it  could  never  touch 
us  here  at  home.  Even  in  Nazi  Ger¬ 
many  the  military  leaders  did  not  want 
a  universal  draft  and  a  mass  army. 
They  wanted  a  smaller,  thoroughly 
trained,  technical  army. 

But  Hitler  wanted  a  universal  draft. 
Why?  Because  it  is  the  best  way  to  keep 
all  the  active  young  men  under  political 
control. 

When  do  we  make  the  transition  from 
the  military-training  program  to  uni¬ 
versal  service,  civilian  and  military?  It 
is  not  very  clear,  Mr.  President. 

Subsection  (k)  of  section  4  provides 
that  the  President  may,  by  Executive 
order,  increase  the  training  period  to  6 
months,  change  the  type  of  training,  de¬ 
crease  the  period  of  active  service,  or 
eliminate  the  requirement  of  active  mili¬ 
tary  service. 

This  is  where  the  leopard  changes  his 
spots. 

Whenever  the  President  halts  induc¬ 
tion  into  active  military  service  all  18- 
year-olds  not  yet  in  the  Armed  Forces 
are  liable  for  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps. 

What  is  to  be  in  this  training  pro¬ 
gram?  Apparently  anything  the  Presi¬ 
dent  decides  is  important  for  the  mili¬ 
tary  or  civilian  needs  of  the  Nation. 


Here  is  the  camel’s  nose  of  universal 
peacetime  labor  service  for  all  youth 
the  favorite  program  of  all  collectivist 
societies. 

How  long  must  they  serve?  The  bill 
is  not  clear. 

Suppose  after  the  corps  is  set  up  the 
President  decides  to  resume  induction 
into  the  armed  services?  Then  each 
young  man  would  be  required  again  to 
serve  the  rest  of  his  24  months,  and 
remain  in  the  Reserves  for  the  rest  of 
8  years. 

Evidently  the  President  alone,  is  to 
decide.  The  report  of  the  committee  is 
curiously  silent  about  this  odd  provision. 

Girls  are  not  yet  specifically  required 
to  register.  But  the  statement  of  intent 
and  several  other  sections  refer  to  “all 
persons.” 

We  know  how  easy  it  would  be  for  this 
administration  to  build  up  a  popular 
“demand”  for  training  18-year-old  girls. 

They  could  be  assigned  to  help  in 
public  baby-care  stations,  while  the 
young  men  were  sent  to  Afghanistan  or 
Ethiopia  to  work  on  the  point  4  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  President,  I  say  to  my  colleagues 
that  they  had  better  open  their  eyes,  for 
they  are  walking  their  last  mile  here, 
today. 

It  seems  as  if  we  could  faintly  see  now, 
under  the  soft,  innocuous  words  of  the 
statement  of  intent  of  the  bill,  the  real 
shape  of  the  administration’s  manpower 
policy. 

What  we  have  here  is  the  beginning  of 
assignment-to-work. 

Instead  of  a  free  labor  market  in  which 
physicians  and  engineers,  carpenters  and 
waitresses  pick  the  kind  of  job  they 
want  within  their  capacities,  and  walk 
out  of  a  job  they  do  not  like,  we  have 
the  Government  regulating  the  work  of 
our  young  people  and  channeling  it  in 
whatever  direction  it  wishes. 

This  is  the  ultimate  stage  in  collec¬ 
tivism,  the  goal  of  all  the  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations  for  control  of  money,  of  trade,  of 
business,  of  schools.  For  the  young  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  country,  from  18  to  26,  are 
under  complete  Government  control 
when  they  can  be  sent  from  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  to  the  Armed 
Forces,  to  the  Reserves,  and  back  to  the 
Armed  Forces  whenever  they  disobey. 

I  ask  you,  Mr.  President,  how  many  of 
these  young  people  will  dare  to  disagree 
with  the  Government?  Which  of  them 
will  join  the  ranks  of  the  dissenters,  the 
opposition,  the  free? 

The  committee  bill  is  not  universal 
military  training.  It  permanently  sub¬ 
jects  every  young  man  in  this  country 
to  peacetime  service,  whose  duties  are 
not  defined,  whose  administration  is  not 
defined. 

The  committee  bill  provides  no  pool 
of  citizens  trained  to  carry  arms.  It  is 
something  quite  different.  Whatever 
else  it  is,  it  is  not  our  problem  today. 
Are  we  facing  an  emergency  or  are  we 
not?  If  we  face  a  crisis  in  the  world 
today,  then  our  problem  in  Congress  is 
to  met  that  emergency.  We  have  the 
means  to  meet  it — that  is,  through  the 
draft  act.  All  we  need  to  do  is  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  law  we  now  have  in  effect,  with 
the  changes  the  Senate  has  already  ap¬ 
proved — the  draft  of  18-year-olds,  the 


term  of  24  months,  the  ceiling  of  four 
million.  It  is  all  so  simple. 

We  must  meet  this  emergency  and 
prevent  the  recurring  emergencies.  We 
must  end  the  terrible  confusion  which 
hangs  over  our  young  men  and  their 
families. 

If  our  purpose  is  to  defend  our  coun¬ 
try  against  a  threatened  danger,  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  draft  will  do  everything 
we  need.  It  will  bring  out  all  the  man¬ 
power  we  need,  at  whatever  rate  we 
need  it,  for  whatever  branch  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  we  need  to  build  up. 

If  military  training  is  what  Senators 
want,  the  committee  bill  will  not  give  it 
to  them.  It  will  give  them  universal 
service,  which  is  neither  military  nor 
training. 

If  national  service,  a  labor  draft,  is 
what  we  want,  then  we  need  to  spell  it 
out,  so  the  country  may  look  at  it.  We 
need  a  new  bill  with  all  the  provisions 
clear. 

If  we  give  the  President  his  universal 
service  bill,  we  are  giving  him  a  bigger, 
more  grandiose  world  WPA,  to  be  paid 
for  by  the  sweat  and  blood  of  the  youth 
of  this  Nation.  He  can  start  a  thousand 
projects  in  a  thousand  directions.  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  public  will  never  be  able 
to  follow  what  is  done  with  their  money, 
what  international  crimes  are  committed 
in  their  name. 

If  we  extend  the  draft  as  proposed  in 
our  amendment,  we  give  the  President 
all  the  powers  he  can  possibly  want  or 
use  to  meet  any  threat.  We  channel  all 
our  efforts  in  that  direction.  Congress 
can  see  what  is  going  on. 

We  can  lay  down  a  military  policy,  a 
foreign  policy,  to  protect  our  country, 
and  insist  that  the  President  follow 
them. 

Mr.  President,  in  conclusion,  let  us 
remember  that  when  we  make  this  grant 
of  power,  greater  than  has  ever  before 
been  given  to  any  man  in  the  history  of 
our  great  Nation,  we  are  trusting  our 
future  to  those  who  have  betrayed  our 
past. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
time  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  has 
expired. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  shall 
not  use  all  the  time  available  to  me. 
The  Senator  from  Indiana  very  vehem¬ 
ently  expresses  his  distrust  and  disap¬ 
proval  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  his  opposition  to  the  grant 
of  any  further  powers  to  the  President. 
It  is  necessary  for  us  to  defend  this 
country,  without  regard  to  who  is  Pres¬ 
ident.  If  we  do  not  defend  it,  we  prob¬ 
ably  should  not  have  another  Presiden¬ 
tial  election,  and  none  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senators  on  the  other  side  would 
have  an  opportunity  to  correct  all  of 
the  mistakes  that  they  think  they  see 
at  the  present  time  in  the  Government 
of  the  United  States. 

This  bill  takes  every  crippling  amend¬ 
ment  which  the  Senate  has  heretofore 
rejected,  and  incorporates  all  of  them  in 
one  amendment.  It  would  make  a  bill 
under  which  we  could  not  possibly  reach 
the  objectives  which  have  been  allowed 
by  the  Senate  up  until  now  and  generally 
proved,  of  3,462,000  men  in  the  armed 
services. 
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It  takes  the  amendment  of  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Colorado,  striking 
out  all  of  the  UMT  provisions  of  the 
bill.  It  adopts  the  amendment  of  the 
Senator  from  Ohio,  after  poisoning  that 
amendment  considerably  by  reducing  the 
time  from  4  years  to  2.  It  likewise  cuts 
back  the  term  of  service  which  is  al¬ 
lowed  to  21  months,  thereby  making  it 
impossible  to  reach  the  objectives  of 
the  Armed  Forces  without  dipping  be¬ 
low  the  18  y2 -year  limit  when  it  comes 
to  the  drafting  of  men. 

It  will  cripple  the  entire  military  pro¬ 
gram,  and  we  must  hope  that  it  will  be 
rejected  overwhelmingly.  Making  it  im¬ 
possible  to  defend  the  United  States  is 
a  very  disastrous  way  to  strike  at  the 
President  of  the  United  States  or  to  ex¬ 
press  lack  of  confidence  in  him.  As  I 
have  stated,  it  merely  takes  all  the  crip¬ 
pling"  amendments  which  have  been 
offered  heretofore  and  incorporates 
them  in  one  poison  dose  which  would 
destroy  the  defense  of  this  Nation  and 
make  it  impossible  for  us  to  reach  even 
the  objectives  which  almost  every  Sen¬ 
ator  has  said  were  not  unreasonable, 
particularly  in  having  3,400,000  men  in 
the  Armed  Forces.  I  hope  it  will  be 

j 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
JennerL 

Mr.  JENNER.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  the 
demand  sufficiently  seconded? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and 
the  following  Senators  answered  to  their 
names: 


Aiken 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Anderson 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Bennett 

Hill 

Mundt 

Benton 

Hoey 

Murray 

Bricker 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Md. 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

Cain 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Capehart 

Jenner 

Pastore 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Russell 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Schoeppei 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smathers 

Clements 

Kem 

Smith,  Maine 

Connally 

Kerr 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cordon 

Kilgore 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Dirksen 

Knowland 

Sparkman 

Douglas 

Langer 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Taft 

Ecton 

Lodge 

Thye 

Ellender 

Long 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

Watkins 

Frear 

McFarland 

Welker 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Wherry 

George 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Gillette 

Magnuson 

Williams 

Green 

Martin 

Young 

Hayden 

Hendrickson 

Maybank 

Millikin 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum 
is  present. 

The  question  is  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Jenner]  . 

Mr.  LANGER.  I  ask  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr, 


Byrd  and  Mr.  Robertson]  ,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan] 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [MiyKe- 
fauver]  is  unavoidably  detained  on  of¬ 
ficial  business,  and  if  present  would  vote 
“nay.” 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting,  the  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd  and  Mr.  Robertson]  ,  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan] 
would  vote,  “nay.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]  is 
necessarily  absent. 

Tme  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders]  is  absent  because  of  illness,  and, 
if  present,  he  would  vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
vada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  absent  on  official 
business,  and,  if  present,  they  would  each 
vote  “nay.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  He 
is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Van- 
denberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall]  and  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Duff]  are  detained 
on  official  business,  and,  if  present,  they 
would  each  vote  “nay.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  18, 


nays  64,  as  follows : 

Bennett 

YEAS— 18 

Dworshak 

Schoeppei 

Bricker 

Jenner 

Taft 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Watkins 

Capehart 

Kem 

Welker 

Case 

Langer 

Wherry 

Dirksen 

Millikin 

Young 

Aiken 

NAYS— 64 
Hickenlooper 

Monroney 

Anderson 

Hill 

Morse 

Benton 

Hoey 

Mundt 

Butler,  Md. 

Holland 

Murray 

Cain 

Humphrey 

Neely 

Carlson 

Hunt 

Nixon 

Chavez 

Ives 

O’Conor 

Clements 

Johnson,  Tex. 

O’Mahoney 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Pastore 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Russell 

Douglas 

Ecton’ 

Kilgore 

Smathers 

Knowland 

Smith,  Maine 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Ferguson 

Lodge 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Frear 

Long 

Sparkman 

Fulbright 

McCarran 

Stennis 

George 

McFarland 

Thye 

Gillette 

McKellar 

Tobey 

Green 

McMahon 

Wiley 

Hayden 

Magnuson 

WiUiams 

Hendrickson 

Martin 

Hennings 

Maybank 

NOT  VOTING— 

13 

Brewster 

Flanders 

Robertson 

Bridges 

Kefauver 

Saltonstall 

Byrd 

McCarthy 

Vandenberg 

Duff 

McClellan 

Eastland 

Malone 

So  Mr.  Jenner’s  amendment  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  as  amended. 

The  amendment  as  amended  was 
to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 


The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill. 

Several  Senators  requested  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Under  the 
unanimous-consent  agreement  entered 
into,  debate  on  the  bill  is  limited  to  not 
exceeding  30  minutes,  and  the  time  is 
equally  divided  and  controlled,  respec¬ 
tively,  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Russell]  and  the  Senator  from  Nebras¬ 
ka  [Mr.  Wherry],  or  some  Member  of 
the  Senate  designated  by  him. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  when 
the  distinguished  majority  leader  wrote 
out  the  unanimous-consent  agreement 
he  assigned  to  me  the  task  of  controlling 
the  time  of  the  opponents  of  the  bill.  I 
said  that  I  would  not  oppose  the  bill,  and 
would  rather  not  control  the  time  of  the 
opponents.  On  the  other  hand,  I  said,  if 
no  one  else  should  be  willing  to  control 
the  time,  I  should  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Mr.  President,  early  in  the  debate  I 
stated  that  I  wanted  to  support  a  selec¬ 
tive  service  act.  The  present  act  will 
expire  in  a  few  days.  Certainly  we  are 
as  much  interested  in  the  bill  as  anyone 
who  has  spoken  in  favor  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act.  It  is  a  democratic  way  of 
bringing  the  boys  into  the  service.  I 
think  the  bill  contains  many  features 
which  should  not  have  been  included, 
Many  of  its  features  should  have  been 
the  subject  of  separate  legislation.  I  ob¬ 
jected  to  some  of  the  provisions,  and  I 
voted  against  them.  My  record  is  plain. 
I  shall  continue  to  fight  the  objection¬ 
able  features  of  the  bill.  However,  we 
find  ourselves  in  the  position  today  of 
deciding  whether  we  want  a  Selective 
Service  Act  or  do  not  want  a  Selective 
Service  Act.  This  is  the  only  opportu¬ 
nity  we  shall  have  to  act  on  it.  There¬ 
fore  I  shall  vote  for  the  bill,  because  I 
am  in  favor  of  extending  the  selective- 
service  features  of  it.  If  some  of  the  ob¬ 
jectionable  provisions  are  stricken  outs 
by  the  House,  that  will  be  agreeable  to 
me.  I  want  the  Senate  to  know  that  1 
shall  continue  to  try  to  have  the  objec¬ 
tionable  features  removed  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  legislation.  I  think  they  should 
stand  on  their  own  bottom.  I  do  not 
think  they  should  have  been  placed  in 
the  bill  in  the  first  place.  They  have  no 
relation  to  the  selective-service  features 
of  the  bill  which  most  of  us  want  to  have 
enacted. 

I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  Senator  from 
Utah. 

Mr.  WATKINS.  Mr.  President,  I  in¬ 
tend  to  vote  for  the  bill  although  I  do 
not  like  some  of  its  provisions.  This 
will  be  the  only  opportunity  of  getting 
a  selective-service-law  extension  which, 
is  a  must  in  view  of  our  present  danger¬ 
ous  international  situation.  For  that 
reason  I  have  balanced  the  necessity  of 
having  the  life  of  the  present  act  ex¬ 
tended  and  having  a  Selective  Service 
Act  upon  the  books,  as  against  the  dis¬ 
advantage  of  having  some  features  in  the 
bill  which  I  think  are  unwise.  There  is 
only  one  answer  to  the  needs  of  our 
present  situation.  We  must  have  a  Se¬ 
lective  Service  Act.  That  is  why  I  shall 
vote  for  the  bill. 

I  do  not  like  the  18-year-old  provi¬ 
sion.  I  voted  for  18  V2  years.  In  the 
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substitute  which  was  presented  by  the 
Senator  from  Indiana  in  my  behalf  as 
well  as  his  own  we  included  a  provision 
for  drafting  18-year-olds.  The  Senate 
had  already  expressed  its  views  on  that 
subject,  and  for  that  reason  I  was  willing 
to  go  along,  although  I  think  it  is  a  bad 
'  thing  to  draft  the  18-year-olds  of  this 
country  under  the  conditions  in  which 
they  will  likely  be  surrounded  in  training 
camps. 

In  my  opinion,  this  bill  grants  entirely 
too  much  power  over  our  youths  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and  the 
commission  which  is  to  be  appointed  to 
actually  take  the  place  of  Congress  in 
setting  up  a  military-training  program. 
If  it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  we  must 
have  a  draft  extension  to  meet  the  dan¬ 
gerous  condition  we  are  in  and  the  great 
threats  against  us,  I  would  vote  against 
the  entire  measure.  I  wish  to  make  it 
perfectly  clear  that  I  am  willing  to 
accept  the  universal  military  training 
provisions  because  of.  that  great  danger 
and  the  need  of  a  draft  act  of  some  kind. 
It  was  either  take  this  bill  or  nothing. 

I  am  voting  for  this  bill  in  the  hope 
that  at  some  time  in  the  future  we  may 
get  another  look  at  the  military  man¬ 
power  situation  and  may  be  able  to  write 
the  provisions  of  a  military-training  bill 
which  will  fit  the  defense  needs  of  the 
country,  and  at  the  same  time  preserve 
the  liberties  of  the  people. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  yield 
to  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson], 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  rise  at  this  time  to  urge  the  final 
passage  of  this  bill.  The  hearings  on  this 
bill  have  been  long  and  exhaustive.  The 
discussions  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  were  based  on  evidence.  Their 
decision  was  prudent. 

For  many  days  now  in  the  Senate  we 
have  debated  this  measure,  devoting  long 
hours  to  this  bill  which  may  well  prove 
to  be  the  salvation  of  our  country.  At 
times  our  debate  has  become  bitter,  our 
tempers  short.  But  through  it  all,  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Senators  assembled  here 
have  acted  with  the  best  interests  of  our 
country  and  our  way  of  life  at  heart. 

There  may  be  those  who  see  this  mat¬ 
ter  differently  from  the  way  I  see  it,  but 
I  am  sure  that  all  have  honest  beliefs 
based  on  what  they  think  is  best  for  the 
welfare  of  this  Nation.  I  know  that  in 
this  fateful  moment  when  we  must  cast 
our  vote,  we  will  forget  all  past  argu¬ 
ment  all  past  recriminations,  and  act 
for  God  and  country. 

Sometimes  in  the  heat  of  debate  and 
in  the  long,  tiring  hours  of  our  work,  we 
forget  the  world  around  us — the  black 
headlines  scorched  in  anguish  across  the 
front  pages  of  our  leading  newspapers. 

Mr.  President,  I  think  it  might  be  well 
at  this  time  to  recall  a  few  of  the  tragic 
events  that  have  brought  us  to  this  mo¬ 
ment  in  history — this  moment  when  we 
must  once  more  consider  legislation  such 
as  this.  Mr.  President,  for  well  over  5 
years  this  Nation  and  all  of  the  free 
world  have  been  the  victims  of  a  savage 
war,  cold  and  hot,  waged  by  the  cruel 
masters  of  "the  Kremlin.  This  so-called 
world  revolution  has  now  reached  a  dra¬ 


matic  climax  in  the  blizzard-swept 
mountains  of  Korea. 

I  think  it  may  well  be  in  vain  if  we 
indulge  any  fond  hopes  of  peace  and  re¬ 
conciliation  when  the  facts  are  against 
us.  That  is  how  we  have  arrived  at  this 
hour  of  decision.  We  will  gather  no 
strength  by  irresolution  and  inaction,  by 
lying  flat  on  our  backs,  believing  in  the 
cruel  phantom  of  hope.  The  graveyards 
of  the  centuries  are  filled  with  the  wreck¬ 
age  of  civilizations  which  failed  to  meet 
the  challenge  of  the  times,  which  failed 
to  meet  the  issue,  which  hoped  for  the 
best  when  the  worst  was  bound  to 
happen,  which  hoped  for  survival  in  spite 
of  weakness  and  indecision. 

In  the  170  years  of  our  history,  this 
Nation  has  had  repeated  instruction  in 
the  lessons  of  unpreparedness.  Too 
often  we  have  been  poor  pupils.  We 
have  not  applied  what  we  have  learned. 
We  have  acted  too  late,  too  often.  We 
have  had  to  do  hastily  in  time  of  war 
that  which  we  had  failed  to  do  reason¬ 
ably  in  time  of  peace.  We  have  had  to 
train  inadequately  the  men  we  have  re¬ 
fused  to  train  thoroughly.  ^ 

The  tragic  result  of  this  is  written  in 
blood  on  battlefields  all  over  the  world. 
It  is  sickening  to  think  of  the  thousands 
of  graves  filled  by  young  Americans  who 
simply  did  not  have  the  necessary  train¬ 
ing  to  prepare  them  for  the  worst. 

Within  the  last  year  we  have  seen 
thousands  of  veteran  reservists  of  the 
last  war  called  back  to  active  duty  be¬ 
cause  we  had  no  trained  Reserves  of 
young  men  wso  had  not  served  before. 
There  are  now  800,000  reservists  on  duty. 
I  believe  it  is  the  right  of  every  young 
American  to  receive  the  training  which 
may  mean  life  or  death  to  him  on  a  fu¬ 
ture  battlefield  of  freedom. 

In  our  past  history  we  have  bounced 
along  from  crisis  to  crisis,  always  hop¬ 
ing  that  each  crisis  would  be  the  last 
one.  Too  often  we  were  wrong.  Men 
with  foresight  should  always  prepare  for 
the  worst  rather  than  hope  for  the  best. 

At  this  time  in  our  history  we  must 
have  something  more  than  a  timid  tip¬ 
toe  toward  preparedness. 

I  know  of  no  change  in  the  interna¬ 
tional  situation  which  would  justify  in¬ 
action  here.  What  has  there  been  in 
the  conduct  of  the  Kremlin  since  last 
July  to  justify  any  hope  that  this  bill 
is  not  needed?  True,  we  have  an  occa¬ 
sional  peace  offensive,  as  is  now  being 
waged  on  the  battlefield  of  Paris,  but 
how  do  these  peace  offenses  balance 
against  the  warlike  preparations  which 
cover  Europe  and  Asia  and  darken  the 
world?  Are  fleets  and  armies  in  the 
hands  of  the  aggressor  the  instruments 
of  peace?  I  say  that  in  the  hands  of 
aggressors  they  are  the  implements  of 
war  and  slavery — the  last  arguments  to 
which  dictators  resort. 

Talk  and  argument  and  indignation 
do  not  balance  well  against  tanks  and 
artillery  and  the  trained  men  who  use 
them.  Let  us  not  make  brave  asser¬ 
tions  based  only  on  what  we  would  like 
to  be  the  facts.  We  must  not  handcuff, 
hamstring,  and  hamper  ourselves  at  this 
dangerous  time  in  our  history. 
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Mr.  President,  we  must  not  continue 
to  go  up  the  hill  of  optimism  and  down 
the  hill  of  pessimism  as  threats  to  our 
security  increase  and  decrease.  Just  be¬ 
cause  we  receive  a  pleasant  little  note 
from  Stalin  today  does  not  mean  that 
he  will  not  blackjack  us  tomorrow.  Just 
because  our  troops  are  advancing  in 
Korea  today  does  not  mean  that  we  can 
relax  our  efforts. 

Too  many  of  us  are  for  all-out  pre¬ 
paredness  when  we  are  retreating  and 
for  half-hearted  preparedness  when  we 
are  advancing.  That  makes  little  dif¬ 
ference  to  the  man  on  the  lonely  battle¬ 
field  who  is  cut  down  as  our  armies  ad¬ 
vance.  Men  and  machines  are  lost  both 
ways. 

We  must  tell  our  allies  today,  by  the 
passage  of  this  bill,  that  a  strong  and 
ready  America  will  rise  up  as  a  symbol 
of  peace  and  justice  in  this  world.  We 
must  give  them  that  inspiration.  We 
must  tell  our  young  men  who  are  today 
struggling  through  the  bleak  blizzards 
of  Korea  that  we  are  not  going  to  forget 
them — that  we  are  going  to  build  our 
strength  for  the  inevitable  victory — that 
we  are  going  to  have  the  strength  to  re¬ 
lieve  the  lonely,  heartsick  men  in  Ko¬ 
rea — that  we  are  going  to  help  them  in 
their  struggle. 

Thousands  of  white  crosses  from  two 
world  wars  and  one  Korea  war  are  the 
most  persuasive  arguments  I  know  for 
adopting  this  program — for  adopting 
this  program  which  will  tell  the  aggres¬ 
sors  that  we  are  ready. 

We  might  well  ponder  a  message  writ¬ 
ten  for  us  by  a  man  who  died  on  a  dis¬ 
tant  battlefield  of  freedom  in  the  First 
World  War.  This  message  from  the 
thousands  of  men  who  have  died  while 
holding  high  the  torch  of  freedom  in  the 
past — this  message  to  us,  the  living,  who 
must  protect  those  freedoms  today — 
should  be  remembered  by  us  all  in  this 
fateful  hour: 

To  you  from  failing  hands,  we  throw  the 
torch; 

Be  yours  to  lift  it  high. 

If  you  "break  faith  with  us  who  die, 

We  shall  not  sleep. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  with 
expressions  of  profound  regret  that  some, 
of  our  colleagues  find  some  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  bill  so  distasteful,  but  in 
the  belief  we  have  an  excellent  bill  the 
committee  yields  back  the  remainder  of 
its  time. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  bill 
having  been  read  the  third  time,  the 
question  is,  Shall  it  pass? 

Mr.  RUSSELL,  Mr.  WHERRY,  and 
other  Senators  asked  for  the  yeas  and 
nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and 
the  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd  and  Mr.  Robertson],  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan] 
are  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland]  is  absent  because  of  illness. 

I  announce  further  that  if  present  and 
voting  the  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Byrd  and  Mr.  Robertson],  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Eastland]  and  the 
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Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClel¬ 
lan]  would  vote  “yea.” 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  announce  that  the 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Brewster]  is 
necessarily  absent,  and,  if  present,  he 
would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Flan¬ 
ders]  is  absent  because  of  illness,  and, 
if  present,  he  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 
[Mr.  Bridges]  and  the  Senator  from 
Nevada  [Mr.  Malone]  are  absent  on  offi¬ 
cial  business,  and,  if  present,  they  would 
each  vote  “yea.” 

The  Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Carthy]  is  absent  because  of  illness.  He 
is  at  the  Bethesda  Naval  Hospital. 

The  Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Van- 
denberg]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr. 
Saltonstall]  is  detained  on  official  busi¬ 
ness,  and,  if  present,  he  would  vote  “yea.” 

The  result  was  announced — yeas  79, 
nays  5,  as  follows: 

yeas — 79 


Aiken 

Hendrickson 

Millikin 

Anderson 

Hennings 

Monroney 

Eennett 

Hickenlooper 

Morse 

Eenton 

Hill 

Mundt 

Bricker 

Hoey 

Murray 

Butler,  Md. 

Holland 

Neely 

Butler,  Nebr, 

Humphrey 

Nixon 

Cain 

Hunt 

O’Conor 

Capehart 

Ives 

O’Mahoney 

Carlson 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Pastore 

Case 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Chavez 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Smathers 

Clements 

Kefauver 

Smith,  Maine 

Connally 

Kem 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Cordon 

Kerr 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Douglas 

Kilgore 

Sparkman 

Duff 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Dworshak 

Lehman 

Taft 

Ecton 

Lodge 

Thye 

Ellender 

Long 

Tobey 

Ferguson 

McCarran 

Watkins 

Frear 

McFarland 

Wherry 

Fulbright 

McKellar 

Wiley 

George 

McMahon 

Williams 

Gillette 

Magnuson 

Young 

Green 

Martin 

Hayden 

Maybank 

NAYS— 5 

Dirksen 

Langer 

Welker 

Jenner 

Schoeppel 

NOT  VOTING— 

11 

Brewster 

Flanders 

Robertson 

Bridges 

McCarthy 

Saltonstall 

Byrd 

McClellan 

Vandenberg 

Eastland 

Malone 

So  the  bill  (S.  1)'  was  passed,  as 
follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc. — 

Title  I 

Section  1.  That  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  hereby 
further  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Section  1  of  such  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Section  1.  (a)  This  act  may  be  cited  as 
the  ‘Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act’. 

“(b)  The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  an 
adequate  armed  strength  must  be  achieved 
and  maintained  to  insure  the  security  of 
this  Nation. 

"(c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that 
in  a  free  society  the  obligations  and  privi¬ 
leges  of  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces,  includ¬ 
ing  the  Reserve  components  thereof,  should 
be  shared  generally,  in  accordance  with  a 
system  which  is  fair  and  just,  and  which  is 
consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  an 
effective  national  economy. 

“(d)  The  Congress  further  declares,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  our  traditional  military  policy 
as  expressed  in  the  National  Defense  Act  of 
1916,  as  amended,  that  it  is  essential  that 


the  strength  and  organization  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  both  ground  and  air,  as  an 
integral  part  of  the  first  line  defenses  of 
this  Nation,  be  at  all  times  maintained  and 
assured. 

"To  this  end,  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  that  whenever  Congress  shall  deter¬ 
mine  that  units  and  organizations  are 
needed  for  the  national  security  in  excess  of 
those  of  the  Regular  components  of  the 
Ground  Forces  and  the  Air  Forces,  and  those 
in  active  service  under  this  title,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  of  the  United  States,  both 
ground  and  air,  or  such  part  thereof  as  may 
be  necessary,  together  with  such  units  of  the 
Reserve  components  as  are  necessary  for 
a  balanced  force,  shall  be  ordered  to  active 
Federal  service  and  continued  therein  so  long 
as  such  necessity  exists. 

“(e)  The  Congress  further  declares  that 
adequate  provision  for  national  security  re¬ 
quires  maximum  effort  in  the  fields  of  scien¬ 
tific  research  and  development,  and  the  full¬ 
est  possible  development  and  utilization  of 
the  Nation’s  technological,  scientific,  and 
other  critical  manpower  resources. 

“(f)  To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  de¬ 
clares  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to 
engage  in  such  training  for  civilian  and 
military  service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the 
assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  citi¬ 
zens  of  a  free  and  democratic  Nation  and 
provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel  re¬ 
cently  trained  in  modern  techniques  and  as¬ 
sure  a  vital,  ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  mili¬ 
tary  and  civilian  needs  of  the  Nation. 

“(g)  The  Congress  declares  it  to  be  in  the 
national  interest  that  personnel  serving  in 
the  Armed  Forces  be  protected  and  encour¬ 
aged  in  the  realization  and  development  of 
those  moral,  spiritual,  and  religious  values, 
consistent  with  the  religious  beliefs  and  con¬ 
victions  of  the  individuals  concerned,  which 
are  fundamental  in  the  preservation  and 
strengthening  of  the  fiber  of  American  citi¬ 
zenship.  In  the  pursuit  of  this  end,  the 
Congress  further  declares  that  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  every  commanding  officer  in 
every  echelon  of  command  in  the  respective 
services  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  maintain  to 
the  highest  possible  degree  within  his  com¬ 
mand  those  conditions  and  influences  cal¬ 
culated  to  protect  the  health,  morals,  and 
spiritual  welfare  of  the  personnel  of  his  com¬ 
mand.” 

(b)  Section  2  of  such  act  is  repealed. 

(c)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a) 
of  section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  word  “nineteen”  wherever  it 
appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  word  “eighteen.” 

(d)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read:  “The  President  is 
authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether  or 
not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  in¬ 
duct  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  for  training  and  service  in  the  manner 
provided  in  this  title  (including  but  not 
limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age 
group  or  groups)  such  number  of  persons 
as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  maintain 
adequate  Armed  Forces.” 

(e)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  re¬ 
spects  (including  his  physical  and  mental 
fitness  for  such  training  and  service)  has 
been  satisfactorily  determined  under  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) .” 

(f)  The  fourth  paragraph  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  such  act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Every  trainee  shall  be  given  full  and  ade¬ 
quate  initial  basic  training  for  service  in  the 
Armed  Force  into  which  he  is  inducted  and 


no  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial  period 
of  basic  training,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a 
combat  area,  or  be  permanently  assigned  for 
duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land  out¬ 
side  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States:  and  no  other  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  who  is  enlisted, 
inducted,  or  ordered  to  active  duty  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act  shall  be  assigned  to  combat  duty 
in  a  combat  area  until  he  has  had  at  least 
4  months  of  basic  training.  This  section 
shall  not  prevent  residents  of  Territories 
and  possessions  of  the  United  States  from 
being  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession 
from  which  they  were  inducted.” 

(g)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  such  act 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  serve  on  active  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period  of  24  consecu¬ 
tive  months,  unless  sooner  released,  trans-, 
ferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with 
standards  and  procedures  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by 
subsection  (d)  of  section  4  or  by  subsection 
(d)  of  section  6  of  this  title.” 

(h)  (1)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (c) 
of  section  4  of  such  act  is  repealed. 

(i)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  act 
is  amended  (1)  by  inserting  after  the  word 
“hereafter,”  where  it  appears  in  paragraphs 
(1)  and  (2)  of  such  subsection,  the  words 
“and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951 
amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act,”  and  (2)  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  new  para¬ 
graph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the 
enactment  of  this  paragraph,  is  inducted, 
enlisted,  or  appointed  in  an  armed  force  of 
the  United  States  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth  shall 
be  obligated  to  serve  on  active  training  and 
service  and  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a 
total  period  of  8  years,  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and 
standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard).  Each  such  person,  on  release  from 
active  training  and  service,  shall,  if  physically 
and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a 
Reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and 
shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the 
period,  which  he  is  obligated  to  serve  under 
this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a 
member  of  such  Reserve  component  during 
such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlist¬ 
ment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or 
assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  Re¬ 
serve  component  or  an  officers’  training  pro¬ 
gram  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served 
is  available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  hard¬ 
ship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll, 
or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assign¬ 
ment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’ 
training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily 
therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard),  may  provide,  by  regulations 
which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practi¬ 
cable,  for  the  release  from  active  duty  prior 
to  serving  the  periods  required  by  subsection 
(b)  of  this  section  of  individuals  who  volun¬ 
teer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units 
of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National 
Guard  and  other  Reserve  components.  Noth¬ 
ing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to 
prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  Reserve  com- 


*951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


ponent  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being 
ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such 
armed  force.” 

(j)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (e) 
of  section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  "With  respect  to  the  persons  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title,  there  shall  be 
paid,  allowed,  and  extended,  for  training  and 
service,  the  same  pay,  allowances,  pensions, 
disability  and  death  compensation,  and  other 
benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  the  case 
of  other  members  of  the  uniformed  services 
of  like  grades  and  length  of  service  of  that 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  which 
they  are  assigned,  except  that  whenever  the 
period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of 
persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth 
has  been  eliminated  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (k)  of  this  section, 
each  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial  period 
of  basic  training,  be  compensated  at  the 
monthly  rate  of  $30  in  lieu  of  the  basic  pay 
that  would  otherwise  be  payable  to  him  un¬ 
der  this  section.  During  such  period  in 
which  the  pay  of  trainees  is  $30  a  month, 
each  such  person,  having  a  dependent  or  de¬ 
pendents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be 
entitled  to  receive  a  dependency  allowance 
equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allowance  for 
quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade 
E-l  by  section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Com¬ 
pensation  Act  of  1949  as  amended  by  section 
3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act  of  1950 
plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee  has  in  effect 
an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such 
dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the 
dependent  or  dependents  on  whose  account 
the  allowance  is  claimed.” 

(k) L  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4 
of  such  Act  are  repealed. 

(l)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  word  "twenty-one”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  word  "twenty-four.” 

(m)  Section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such 
action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international 
conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommenda¬ 
tion  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  author¬ 
ized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall  be  uni¬ 
form  in  its  application  to  all  persons  in¬ 
ducted  under  this  title  but  which  may  vary 
as  to  age  groups,  to  provide  for:  (A)  increas¬ 
ing  the  periods  of  initial  basic  training  to  not 
to  exceed  6  months,  (B)  changing  or  modi¬ 
fying  the  initial  basic  training  given  there¬ 
under,  (C)  decreasing  periods  of  active  serv¬ 
ice  under  this  title  but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser 
period  of  time  than  can  be  economically 
utilized,  or  (D)  eliminating  periods  of  active 
service  required  under  this  title.  Whenever 
the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  resolution 
declare — 

"(A)  that  the  period  of  initial  basic  train¬ 
ing  for  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  should  be  increased 
to  any  period  in  excess  of  4  months  but 
not  in  excess  of  6  months  which  may  be 
designated  In  such  resolution; 

"(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  should  be  de¬ 
creased  to  any  period  less  than  24  months 
which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolu¬ 
tion;  or 

“(C)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  per¬ 
sons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be 
eliminated, 

the  period  of  initial  basic  training  or  of 
active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be  so 
increased,  decreased,  or  eliminated  as  the 


case  may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniver¬ 
sary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section,  all  individuals  then 
Dr  thereafter  registered  under  section  3  of 
this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not  at¬ 
tained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the 
day  of  their  birth  and  have  not  been  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable, 
effective  on  such  date,  for  induction  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for 
initial  basic  military  training  for  a  period 
of  not  less  than  4  months. 

“(2)  Effective  at  such  time  as  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  deem  appropriate  in  advance  of  his 
issuance  of  an  Executive  order  eliminating 
periods  of  active  service  under  this  title  or 
•effective  whenever  the  Congress  shall  have 
adopted  a  concurrent  resolution  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  the  President  is  authorized  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  National  Security  Training  Commission 
to  be  pomposed  of  five  members,  three  of 
whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom 
shall  be  active  or  retired  members  of  the 
Regular  components  of  any  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,. by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate.  Effective  at  such  time  as  periods 
of  active  service  required  under  this  title  are 
eliminated  pursuant  to  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph  of  this  subsection,  there  shall  be  es¬ 
tablished  a  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
whose  membership  shall  be  composed  of  all 
persons  inducted  therein  for  initial  basic 
training.  The  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction  of 
the  President,  establish  such  policies  and 
standards  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
Initial  basic  training  (including  the  moral, 
religious,  recreational,  informational,  and 
educational  phases  of  such  training)  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  this  act,  and  shall,  subject  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  President,  designate  the  Federal 
departments  and  agencies  to  carry  out  such 
training.  All  departments  and  agencies  so 
designated  shall  carry  out  such  training  in 
accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards 
of  the  Commission.” 

(n)  Section  5  (a)  of  such  act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  5.  (a)  (1)  The  selection  of  persons 
for  training  and  service  under  section  4 
shall  be  made  in  an  impartial  manner,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President 
may  prescribe,  from  the  persons  who  are 
liable  for  such  training  and  service  and  who 
at  the  time  of  selection  are  registered  and 
classified,  but  not  deferred  or  exempted: 
Provided,  That  in  the  selection  of  persons 
for  training  and  service  under  this  title,  and 
in  the  interpretation  and  execution  of  the 
provisions  of  this  title,  there  shall  be  no  dis* 
crimination  against  any  person  on  account  of 
race  or  color:  Provided  further,  That  in  the 
classification  of  registrants  within  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  any  local  board,  the  registrants  of 
any  particular  registration  may  be  classified, 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  President,  before,  together  with,  or 
after  the  registrants  of  any  prior  registra¬ 
tion  or  registrations;  and  in  the  selection 
for  induction  of  persons  within  the  Juris¬ 
diction  of  any  local  board  and  within  any 
particular  classification,  persons  who  were 
registered  at  any  particular  registration  may 
be  selected,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  President,  before,  to¬ 
gether  with,  or  after  persons  who  were  reg¬ 
istered  at  any  prior  registration  or  registra¬ 
tions:  And  provided  further,  That  nothing 
herein  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the 
selection  or  induction  of  persons  by  age 
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groups  under  rules  and  regulations  pre- 
•  scribed  by  the  President. 

“(2)  Until  such  time  as  the  period  of 
service  required  under  this  title  of  persons 
who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  an¬ 
niversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  4  (k)  of  this  title — 

“(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induc¬ 
tion  any  person  who  has  not  attained  the 
age  of  19  unless  there  is  not  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a  sufficient 
number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction  and 
who  have  attained  the  age  of  19  to  enable 
such  local  board  to  meet  a  call  for  men 
which  it  has  been  ordered  to  furnish  for 
induction;  and 

“(B)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  in¬ 
duction  any  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age  of  19,  if  there  is  any  person  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  who 
(i)  is  as  much  as  90  days  older,  fii)  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  19,  and  (iii)  is  deemed 
by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for  in¬ 
duction.” 

(o)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  striking  out  "the  effective  date 
of  this  title,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“February  1,  1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  <A)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  "six 
months”  a  comma  and  the  following:  “prior 
to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are 
available  to  the  National  Guard  to  enable 
it  to  maintain  its  authorized  strength,  and 
prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to  report  for 
induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  "subsection  (b)” 
a  comma  and  the  following:  "paragraph  (1) 
of  this  subsection,”, 

(p)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  is  amended  by  inserting  the  words  "mid¬ 
shipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Reserve,  United 
States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in  an 
officer-procurement  program  at  military  col¬ 
leges  the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;”  immediately 
following  the  words  "cadets.  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Academy;”. 

(q)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows; 

"(d)  (1)  The  President  is  authorized,  un¬ 
der  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  (A)  until  June  30,  1954,  to  provide 
for  the  temporary  removal  from  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service  upon  completion  of  their  ini¬ 
tial  periods  of  basic  training  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  not  to  exceed  75,000  persons  an¬ 
nually  in  order  to  permit  such  persons  to 
engage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine, 
dentistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  engineer¬ 
ing,  the  humanities,  and  other  fields  deter¬ 
mined  by  him  to  be  in  the  national  interest 
and  while  so  engaged  such  persons  shall  not 
be  deemed  to  be  in  military  service  (active 
or  inactive)  for  any  purpose;  (B)  to  suspend 
for  such  persons  the  obligation  to  complete 
the  period  of  military  service  required  under 
subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  this  title  until 
the  completion  of  such  study  or  research,  or 
until  any  such  person  ceases  satisfactorily  to 
pursue  such  study  or  research,  whichever  is 
the  earlier;  and  (C)  upon  termination  of 
such  period  of  suspension,  or  at  any  time 
within  not  more  than  10  years  thereafter,  to 
reorder  of  induct  such  a  person  into  active 
service  in  the  same  or  another  armed  force 
for  the  unserved  part  of  the  period  of  service 
required  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4 
of  this  title,  unless  such  person  performs 
other  military  or  civilian  service  in  the  na¬ 
tional  interest  for  a  period  equivalent  to  such 
period  of  service  in  accordance  with  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  President.  The  per¬ 
sons  temporarily  removed  from  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service  to  engage  in  study  or  research 
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under  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall 
be  selected  by  a  civilian  commission  to  be 
composed  of  five  members  to  be  appointed 
by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  Not  more  than  three 
of  the  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
members  of  the  same  political  party.  The 
persons  selected  by  the  Commission  to  en¬ 
gage  in  study  or  research  shall  be  selected 
upon  a  competitive  basis  in  accordance  with 
standards  and  procedures  prescribed  by  the 
Commission.  The  President  is  authorized  to 
provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of  the 
costs  of  tuition,  books,  laboratory  fees,  sub¬ 
sistence,  travel,  and  other  necessary  expenses 
of  any  person  selected  to  engage  in  such 
study  and  research  as  the  Commission  finds 
that  such  person  is  unable  to  defray  without 
undue  hardship. 

"(2)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  any  per¬ 
son  who,  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be 
selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in  the 
senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps 
officer  candidate  training  program  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60 
Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  offi¬ 
cers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps, 
or  the  officer  procurement  programs  of  the 
Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
or  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  appointed 
an  ensign.  United  States  Naval  Reserve, 
and  is  undergoing  professional  training; 
(B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  commis¬ 
sion,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  de¬ 
partment  having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less 
than  2  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt 
of  a  commission;  and  (C)  agrees  to  remain 
a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the 
receipt  of  a  commission  in  accordance  with 
his  obligation  under  subsection  (d)  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from 
induction  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title  until  after  completion  or  termination 
of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as 
he  continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve  status 
upon  being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be 
exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  ex¬ 
cept  those  persons  who  have  previously  com¬ 
pleted  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  or 
an  equivalent  period  of  active  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service  shall  be  required  while  en¬ 
rolled  in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period 
of  training  equal  (as  determined  under  regu¬ 
lations  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
in  duration  and  type  of  training  to  an  in¬ 
itial  period  of  basic  training.  There  shall 
be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commis¬ 
sioned  service  of  any  person  who  has  agreed 
to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in  re¬ 
turn  for  financial  assistance  while  attending 
a  civilian  college  under  any  such  training 
program  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

“(3)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs 
enumerated  in  paragraph  (2)  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  may  approve,  the  Secretaries 
of  the  military  departments  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  estab¬ 
lish  officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the 
commissioning  of  persons  on  active  duty. 

“(4)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  pro¬ 
viding,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment 
from  training  and  service  of  any  category 
or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 


(r)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  is  amended  (1)  by  inserting  in  clause  (1) 
of  the  second  sentence  after  the  word  “per¬ 
sons”,  where  it  appears  the  second  time,  the 
following:  “(other  than  wives  alone)”,  and 
(2)  by  striking  out  in  the  fourth  sentence 
thereof  the  words  “wives  or”. 

(s)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  such  act 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfac¬ 
torily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution 
of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A) 
until  the  time  of  his  graduation  therefrom 
or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  nineteenth  an¬ 
niversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases 
satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  in¬ 
struction,  whichever  is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily 
pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at 
a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution, 
shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the 
local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of 
the  academic  year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  sat¬ 
isfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion,  whichever  is  the  earlier.  Nothing  in 
this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude 
the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations 
prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  stu¬ 
dents  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may 
deem  appropriate.” 

(t)  Subsection  (j)  of  section  6  of  such  act 
Is  amended  (1)  by  striking  out  in  the  third 
sentence  thereof  the  words  “be  deferred”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  “in 
lieu  of  such  induction,  be  assigned,  for  a 
period  equal  to  the  period  of  training  and 
service  prescribed  by  section  4  (b),  to  work 
of  national  importance  under  civilian  direc¬ 
tion,”  and  (2)  by  striking  out  in  the  seventh 
sentence  thereof  the  words  “he  shall  be  de¬ 
ferred”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  “he  shall  in  lieu  of  such  induction  be 
assigned,  for  a  period  equal  to  the  period  of 
training  and  service  prescribed  by  section  4 
(b),  to  work  of  national  importance  under 
civilian  direction.” 

(u)  Section  7  of  such  act  is  repealed. 

(v)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  Re¬ 
serve  component)  and  who  serves  for  not 
more  than  4  years  (plus  any  period  of  ad¬ 
ditional  service  imposed  pursuant  to  law) 
shall  be  entitled  upon  release  from  service 
under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the  re¬ 
employment  rights  and  other  benefits  pro¬ 
vided  for  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  in¬ 
ductees. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June 
24,  1948,  enters  up'on  active  duty  (other 
than  for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  phy¬ 
sical  fitness),  whether  or  not  voluntarily  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or 
the  Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an 
order  or  call  to  active  duty  shall  upon  his 
relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 
conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reem¬ 
ployment  rights  and  benefits  provided  by  this 
section  in  the  case  of  inductees,  if  he  is  re¬ 
lieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than  4 
years  after  the  date  of  entering  upon  active 
duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration  of  such 
4  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  reliev¬ 
ing  him  from  active  duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position 
described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted  a 
leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  de¬ 
termining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or 
performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  re¬ 
lease  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejec¬ 
tion,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes  prompt 


application  for  reinstatement,  be  reinstated 
in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his  sen¬ 
iority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such  re¬ 
duction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  sim¬ 
ilarly  situated.” 

(w)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  such 
act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  words  “or  persons  appointed  to  or  serving 
on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 
Board.” 

(x)  Section  16  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  subsection  at  the  end 
thereof : 

“(j)  the  terms  ‘active  training  and  service' 
shall  be  deemed  to  mean  any  military  service 
in  the  active  Armed  Forces;  ‘trainee’  shall  be 
deemed  to  mean  a  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  this  title  prior  to  attain¬ 
ing  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth 
who  is  undergoing  an  initial  period  of  basic 
training  in  the  active  Armed  Forces;  ‘initial 
period  of  basic  training’  or  ‘initial  basic 
training’  shall  mean  that  period  of  4  months 
( or  not  to  exceed  6  months  when  so  increased 
pursuant  to  section  4  (k)  of  this  title)  imme¬ 
diately  following  induction;  ‘inductee’  shall 
mean  any  person  inducted  into  the  active 
Armed  Forces  under  this  title  for  active 
training  and  service.” 

(y)  Section  17  of  such  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Sir.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this 
title  all  laws  and  parts  of  laws  in  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby 
repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated 
for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  shall  be 
appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission  and 
all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  training  carried  out  by  Departments  and 
agencies  designated  by  the  Commission  shall 
be  appropriated  directly  to  the  designated 
Departments  and  agencies.” 

(z)  Section  21  of  such  act  is  amended  (1) 
by  striking  out  "July  9,  1951,  and  subject  to 
the  limitations  imposed  by  section  2  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953,”, 
and  (2)  by  striking  out  “21”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “24.” 

(aa)  Such  act  is  further  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  at  the  end  of  title  I  the  following  new 
section: 

“Sec.  22.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  to  review  the 
provisions  of  this  title  not  later  than  the 
fourth  year  following  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  1951  amendments  to  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  and  each 
year  thereafter,  taking  into  consideration 
the  then  existing  international  situation  and 
giving  due  regard  to  United  States  commit, 
ments  to  the  United  Nations.  Upon  the 
completion  of  such  reviews,  the  committees 
shall  report  to  their  respective  Houses  and 
shall  make  such  recommendations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  modification  of  this  title  as  they 
may  deem  desirable.” 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  act  of  July 
27,  1950  (64  Stat.  379  )r  is  hereby  amended 
by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951,”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953,”  and  by  adding 
at  the  end  of  such  section  a  new  sentence 
as  follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment 
has  been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter 
for  12  months  pursuant  to  this  act  shall  have 
his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional 
period  of  time  under  this  act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  act  of  September  9, 
1950  (64  Stat.  828),  is  amended  by  striking 
out  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  “July  1,  1953.” 

Sec.  3.  The  act  of  August  3, ,1950  (64  Stat, 
408),  is  amended  to  read  as  follows; 
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"That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  authorized  personnel  strength 
of  any  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  in¬ 
cluding  sections  102,  202,  213,  and  302  of 
the  Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act 
of  1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and  371),  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  the  act  of  April  18,  1946  (60  Stat. 
92),  and  sections  102  and  202  of  the  act  of 
July  10,  1950  (64  Stat.  322  and  323),  are 
hereby  suspended  until  July  31,  1954. 

"Sec.  2.  The  active-duty  personnel  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  exclusive  of  personnel 
of  the  Coast  Guard,  personnel  of  the  Re¬ 
serve  components  on  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  purposes  only,  and  personnel  of  the 
Armed  Forces  employed  in  the  selective- 
service  system,  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of 
4,000,000  persons  at  any  time  during  the 
period  of  suspension  prescribed  in  the  first 
section  of  this  act.” 

Sec.  4.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  act 
the  period  of  active  service  for  any  category 
of  persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period 
of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons 
In  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in 
the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  amendatory  act. 

Sec,  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  the 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circum¬ 
stances  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the 
remainder  of  the  act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  "1951 
amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act.” 

Title  II  4 

Sec.  21.  (a)  The  first  section  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for  the  enlist¬ 
ment  of  aliens  in  the  Regular  Army,”  ap¬ 
proved  June  30, 1950  (Public  Law  597,  Eighty- 
first  Congress),  is  amended  by  striking  out 
the  words  “until  June  30,  1953,  to  accept 
original  enlistments  or  reenlistments  in  the 
Regular  Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than 
5  years  of  not  to  exceed  2,500”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “until  June  30,  1955,  to  ac¬ 
cept,  during  each  calendar  year,  original 
enlistments  or  reenlistments  in  the  Regular 
Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than  5  years  of 
not  to  exceed  25,000.” 

(b)  Section  3  of  such  act  is  amended  by 
striking  out  “June  30,  1953”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “June  30,  1955.” 

The  title  was  amended  so  as  to  read: 
“A  bill  to  provide  for  the  common  de- 
\  fense  and  security  of  the  United  States 
and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States  by  authorizing  universal  military 
training  and  service,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.” 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
bill  as  amended  and  passed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  be  printed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT,  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  CHAVEZ.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  Senator  from  Arizona  if 
it  would  not  be  proper  to  have  the  state¬ 
ment  made  now  for  the  Record  that  it 
would  have  been  most  gratifying  to  the 
late  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Chap¬ 
man],  who  belonged  to  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee,  could  he  have  been  here 
today  and  voted  on  the  measure  just 
passed.  He  was  a  member  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  it  would  have 
been  indeed  of  much  satisfaction  to  him 
could  he  have  been  present  and  seen  the 
final  passage  of  the  bill,  and  taken  part 
in  passing  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  know  it  would 
have  pleased  Senator  Chapman  very 
much  had  he  been  present  and  taken 


part  in  the  final  passage  of  the  bill.  He 
labored  very  hard  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Colorado.  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
have  printed  in  the  Record,  as  a  part  of 
the  current  debate  on  Senate  bill  1,  an 
article  entitled,  “Reversing  a  ‘Drift’ 
From  the  Constitution,”  written  by  Ar¬ 
thur  Krock,  and  published  in  the  New 
York  Times  of  Friday,  March  9,  1951. 
The  article  deals  specifically  with  the 
action  of  the  Senate  in  placing  a  limit 
on  the  size  of  the  military  establishment. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Reversing  a  Drift  From  the  Constitution 
(By  Arthur  Krock) 

Washington,  March  8. — The  Senate’s  ac¬ 
tion  in  placing  a  limit  on  the  size  of  the  Mil¬ 
itary  Establishment  was  taken  because  the 
advocates  made  a  constitutional  point  which 
was  unusual  in  that  it  could  be  fully  sup¬ 
ported.  This  was  that,  when  the  Congress 
exclusively  assigned  the  power  “to  raise  and 
support  armies,  provide  and  maintain  a 
Navy  and  make  rules  for  the  Government 
and  regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces,” 
the  purpose  was  to  reserve  to  Congress  the 
discretion  to  fix  and  alter  these  limits. 

In  this  debate  there  was  no  twilight  zone 
of  conflicting  powers,  as  there  was  in  the 
dispute  over  whether  and  how  Congress 
should  associate  itself  with  the  dispatch  of 
additional  troops  to  Europe,  now  being  re¬ 
solved  in  favor  of  the  view  that  Congress 
should  impose  conditions.  When  Senators 
Morse,  George,  Bricker,  and  others  had 
stated  the  constitutional  issue,  a  majority 
stood  ready  to  enforce  the  principle  despite 
the  impressive  protests  from  the  Pentagon. 
senator  morse’s  view 

Mr.  Morse,  who  wanted  to  fix  the  ceiling 
at  three  and  a  half  millions,  led  off.  He 
said: 

“I  do  not  believe  that  we  should  ignore  the 
importance  of  the  Congress  giving  orders  to 
the  Military  Establishment  as  to  what  its 
manpower  ceiling  should  be.  *  *  *  The 

check  for  which  some  Members  *  *  *  ar¬ 
gue  is  the  check  on  appropriations.  *  *  * 

I  do  not  believe  we  should  turn  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  into  a  legislative  policy 
committee.  *  *  *  I  believe  that  now  is 

the  time  to  determine  the  manpower  ceiling.” 

The  Senator  from  Oregon  then  rejected 
what  he  called  an  emotional  argument,  con¬ 
veyed  by  the  question  whether  Senators  did 
not  have  enough  confidence  in  the  generals 
and  admirals  to  let  them  impose  and  change 
the  limits.  “I  have  confidence  in  them  as 
military  men,  to  execute  legislative  policies 
determined  by  the  Congress,”  he  said.  “But 
I  do  not  have  sufficient  confidence  in  their 
judgment  on  legislative  questions  to  make 
them  an  extension  of  the  Congress  *  *  * 

and  delegate  to  them  legislative  power.” 
a  historical  parallel 

This  brought  to  his  feet  Senator  George, 
who  is  much  respected  as  an  analyst  of  the 
Constitution.  He  said  that  in  the  last  15 
years  there  had  been  a  “notable  drift  to¬ 
ward  the  delegation  of  authority  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  the  Executive  and  to  other  branches 
of  the  Government.”  And  touching  the 
proposal  to  leave  the  size  of  the  Armed 
Forces  to  the  military  command,  he  quoted 
Gibbon  as  relating  that  “the  Roman  Senate, 
with  absolute  complacency,  voted  the  power 
to  raise  additional  legions  without  any  limi¬ 
tations  or  restrictions  upon  it,”  leading  to 
the  bankruptcy  and  downfall  of  Rome. 

Mr.  Bricker,  reading  the  pertinent  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Constitution,  remarked  he  did 
not  “see  how  it  could  more  clearly  have  fixed 
responsibility  as  to  the  number,  as  to  the 
rules  and  regulations,  and  as  to  the  use  and 
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utilization  of  the  Armed  Forces  than  it  did 
In  section  8.  *  *  *  I  think  we  would  be 

recreant  to  our  trust  and  would  violate  our 
oath  if  we  refused  to  assume  our  responsi¬ 
bility  in  determining  the  size  and  kind  of 
Army  we  shall  have  in  this  country.” 

THE  TWO  ROLL  CALLS 

Furthermore,  Mr.  Morse  enforced  the 
position  by  the  statement  that  when  the 
military  authorities  could  show  they  needed 
more  men,  “You  will  get  a  prompt  hearing, 
and,  as  in  this  instance,  when  you  have 
proved  your  case  you  will  get  your  men.” 
The  Senate  then  provided  a  fair  majority 
to  limit,  but  larger  than  the  largest  figure 
from  the  Pentagon. 

The  two  roll  calls  which  were  taken  do 
not  indicate  precisely  which  Senators  were 
chiefly  concerned  with  assuring  a  high  limit 
and  which  with  the  constitutional  point. 
Both  showed  a  division  of  49  to  41,  but  there 
were  many  shifts.  On  the  first  roll  call  the 
question  was  whether  to  make  the  limit 
three  and  a  half  millions  or  four  millions; 
on  the  second  the  question  was  whether  to 
incorporate  the  four  millions  limit  in  the 
draft  bill. 

ONE  ISSUE  SETTLED 

Senators  Byrd,  Frear,  Johnson  of  Colo¬ 
rado,  Johnston  of  South  Carolina,  McClel¬ 
lan,  McMahon,  O’Conor,  O’Mahoney,  Rob¬ 
ertson,  and  Smith  of  North  Carolina  (Dem¬ 
ocrats),  and  Capehart,  Case,  Ives,  Smith  of 
New  Jersey,  Thye  and  Tobey  (Republicans) 
were  the  only  Members  who  voted  in  favor 
of  both  resolutions.  Democratic  Senator 
George,  who  apparently  thought  the  four 
millions  limit  too  high,  voted  against  the 
first  amendment  to  that  effect  and  in  favor 
of  the  second  as  the  best  limit  obtainable, 
and  many,  others  followed  the  same  pro¬ 
cedure.  Republican  Senators  Duff,  Lodge, 
and  Nixon,  supported  the  first  resolution 
and  opposed  the  second.  A  complicated  va¬ 
riety  of  reasons,  some  of  which  were  stated 
on  the  floor  and  some  not,  account  for  the 
curiosity  of  the  divisions. 

But  the  debate  settled  one  issue  clearly — 
that  Congress  is  becoming  increasingly 
aware  of  the  notable  drift  mentioned  by 
Mr  George  and  intends  to  reverse  it.  But 
the  way  back  will  be  hard  in  times  like 
these  when  it  is  obvious  that  the  Executive 
must  not  be  too  technically  hampered  in  the 
exercise  of  his  duties  as  Commander  in 
Chief. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President, 
now  that  the  bill  has  passed,  I  wish  to 
compliment  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  [Mr. 
Russell]  for  his  splendid  handling  of 
this  measure.  He  and  the  chairman  of 
the  subcommittee,  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  and,  in  fact,  all 
the  members  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  are  deserving  of  our  warm¬ 
est  commendation.  We  know  that  the 
committee  has  worked  diligently  for 
many  weeks  and  reported  a  fine  bill.  Its 
members  are  deserving  of  a  good  word 
for  their  hard  work. 

Mr.  RUSSELI^.  Mr.  President,  we 
thank  the  distinguished  majority  leader. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  It  is  also  my  de¬ 
sire  to  thank  Members  of  the  Senate  for 
their  friendly  cooperation  in  bringing 
the  bill  to  a  final  vote  today. 

Mr.  President,  Senators  have  inquired 
whether  we  are  to  have  a  session  tomor¬ 
row.  I  do  not  believe  that  that  would 
meet  with  the  approval  of  the  minority 
leader.  He  has  cooperated  with  me,  so 
I  will  yield  to  him  and  agree  that  the 
Senate  go  over  until  Monday. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
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ORDER  FOR  CALL  OF  THE  CALENDAR 

Mr.  McPARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  on  Monday 
the  Sei\ate  proceed  to  the  call  of  the 
calendar  for  the  consideration  of  bills 
and  other  measures  to  which  there  is 
no  objection.  I  may  "say  that  immedi¬ 
ately  following  completion  of  the  call  of 
the  calendar,  we  hope  to  consider  S.  728, 
the  McCarran  amendment  to  the  Sub¬ 
versives  Activities' Control  Act,  and  such 
other  noncontroversial  bills  as  possible. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  ,  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona? 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  where 
will  the  call  start? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  At  the  point 
where  the  previous  call  left  off. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  There  are 
only  two  bills  on  the  calendar  up  to  that 
point.  \ 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Very  well ;  we 
shall  include  those  two. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  have  no  objection 
to  a  complete  call  of  the  calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Is  there  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  Arizona?  The  Chair  hears  none, 
and  it  is  so  ordered. 

PRICE  CONTROL 

Mr.  CAPEHART.  Mr.  President,  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  speech  which  Mr. 
William  Green,  president  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Federation  of  Labor,  delivered  last 
evening  over  radio  networks.  I  shall 
quote  two  sentences  from  that  speech: 

Not  a  single  critical  statement  has  been 
voiced  by  such  inveterate  enemies  of  real 
price  control  as  Senators  Taft,  Capehart, 
Byrd,  and  Wherry.  Their  silence  is  an 
eloquent  testimonial  to  the  fact  that  the 
public  is  getting  price  control  in  name  only. 

Mr.  Green  went  on  in  his  speech,  of 
course,  severely  to  criticize  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  those  responsible  for  the 
lack  of  price  control,  as  he  puts  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  dispatching  to¬ 
night  a  letter  to  the  president  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor,  Mr.  Wil¬ 
liam  Green,  which  reads  as  follows: 

March  9,  1951. 

Mr.  William  Green, 

President,  American  Federation  of  Labor, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Green:  I  have  before  me  a  copy 
of  your  radio  address  of  March  8,  and  am 
of  the  opinion  that  you  choose  to  ignore  the 
record  or  that  you  sought  to  inject  political 
misrepresentations  in  your  purported  report 
to  the  American  people  on  the  domestic 
economy  problems  of  the  day.  / 

Had  you  been  inclined  to  stick  to  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  your  address,  you  would  have  had  no 
need  to  charge  me  with  being  a  party  to  the 
failure  of  the  administration  to  properly 
meet  the  inflationary  spiral. 

It  is  ironical  that  you  should  choose  to 
charge  me  with  not  raising  a  voice  of  pro¬ 
test  against  the  failure  of  the  Truman  ad¬ 
ministration  to  control  prices.  Let’s  look  at 
the  record: 

You  remember,  of  course,  that  Mr.  Tru¬ 
man  submitted  the  original  defense  produc¬ 
tion  bill  to  the  Congress  in  July  1950  and 
that  his  bill  carried  no  provision  for  price 
controls.  That  fact,  sir,  was  widely  publi¬ 
cized  and  available  to  any  person,  even  those 
who  would  not  take  the  time  to  read  the  bill. 

You  are  also  familiar  with  the  fact  that 
public  hearings  were  held  on  that  bill  on 
July  24,  25,  and  26,  1950,  and  wide  publicity 
was  given  to  the  testimony  of  many  wit¬ 


nesses  that  the  bill  did  not  provide  for  price 
controls. 

It  is  a  matter  of  record,  Mr.  Green,  that 
neither  you  nor  your  organization  sought  to 
testify  at  those  hearings,  and  the  file  of 
letters  and  telegrams  received  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  does  not  show  any  correspondence 
from  you  or  from  the  organization  you  repre¬ 
sent  voicing  a  protest  against  the  failure  of 
Mr.  Truman  to  ask  the  Congress  for  the 
power  to  control  prices. 

During  those  public  hearings  I  constantly 
questioned  witnesses  about  the  need  for  price 
control  legislation  and  mentioned  that  I 
thought  price  ceilings  should  be  frozen  as  of 
the  date  we  entered  the  Korean  War. 

Further,  Mr.  Green,  I  issued  a  press  release 
on  August  1,  1950,  during  the  executive 
sessions  of  the  Banking  and  Currency  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  defense  production  bill,  in 
which  I  stated  that  I  would  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  on  that  day  calling  for  the  freezing  of 
price  ceilings  as  of  June  30,  1950. 

I  am  enclosing  with  this  letter  a  copy  of 
that  press  release. 

The  amendment  was  not  accepted  by  the 
committee  because  of  the  contention  ‘  by 
administration  leaders  that  it  could  not  be 
enforced  although  the  same  enforcement 
agencies  now  assisting  in  the  enforcement  of 
price  regulations  existed  at  that  time. 

I  received  no  support  at  that  time  from, 
either  you  or  from  the  organization  fo p 
which,  you  spoke  to  the  Nation  by  radio  fin 
last  Thursday  night. 

Let’s  proceed  further  with  the  E^cord 
which  you  Ignored  when  you  mentioned  my 
name  in  that  broadcast: 

On  December  15,  1950,  I  sent  a  letter  to 
President  Truman  in  which  I  offered  a  rec¬ 
ommendation  for  the  control  of  meat  prices. 

I  received  a  reply  of  acknowledgment  of 
receipt  of  the  letter,  but  fio  further  con¬ 
sideration.  \  .  / 

That  letter  was  also  released  to  the  press, 
and  I  enclose  a  copy  it.  However,  I  re¬ 
ceived  no  support  frpm'you,  nor  from  the 
organization  which  ,you  represent. 

It  probably  will/also  interest  you  to  read 
the  enclosed  copy  of  a  release  on  an  address 
I  made  on  February  13,  of  this  year,  in 
Marion,  Ohio*  in  which  I  said  that  if  the 
Truman  administration  had  accepted  my 
recommendations  to  freeze  price  ceilings  as 
of  June  80,  1950,  the  American  consumers 
would  have  saved  nearly  $10,000,000,000  in 
living  costs  up  to  that  time. 

That  is  only  a  small  portion  of  my  record 
on  behalf  of  price  controls  in  connection 
With  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950. 
As  you  know,  I  am  also  a  member  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Defense  Production,  the 
so-called  ‘‘watchdog  committee,”  and  in  the 
sessions  of  that  committee,  the  record  will 
show,  I  have  constantly  urged  the  adminis¬ 
trators  of  the  act  to  give  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  the  protection  against  inflation  that  was 
intended  and  provided  by  the  act. 

I  also  wish  to  call  your  attention,  Mr. 
Green,  to  the  fact  that  my  record  for  price 
controls  to  block  inflation  did  not  begin 
with  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950. 

I  enclose  a  copy  of  an  address  I  made  on 
the  Senate  floor  on  December  15,  1947,  on 
the  matter  of  control  of  prices.  You  recall, 
Mr.  Green,  that  at  the  time  of  this  address 
the  Congress  was  in  special  session  at  the 
behest  of  Mr.  Truman  for  the  primary  pur¬ 
pose  of  meeting  a  critical  inflationary  trend. 
Much  more  could  be  said,  Mr.  Green,  in 
support  of  my  contention  that  you  either 
chose  to  ignore  the  record,  or  you  sought 
to  inject  political  intrigue  in  your  address 
on  last  Thursday  night,  but  I  believe  the 
material  hereby  submitted  is  sufficient  to 
establish  my  position  as  being  wrongfully 
represented  by  you. 

It  is  a  great  pleasure  that  I  have  this  op¬ 
portunity  to  furnish  you  with  this  material. 

Sincerely. 


Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  have  printed  in  the  body  of  the 
Record  as  a  part  of  my  remarks  the  re¬ 
lease  I  made  on  August  1,  1950,/the 
release  I  made  on  December  15,  1950;  the 
release  I  made  on  February  14,  19 fd,  and 
the  release  I  made  on  December^,  1947, 
as  well  as  a  copy  of  Mr.  Gree/vs  speech 
over  the  radio,  delivered  ofi  March  8, 
1951. 

There  being  no  objectipfi,  the  matters 
referred  to  were  orderetjhio  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows 

Senator  Homer  E.  Capehart  will  introduce 
in  the  executive  session  of  the  Senate  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency  Committee  this  afternoon 
an  amendment  In'  S.  3936,  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act  of  j,05O,  to  freeze  the  price  ceil¬ 
ings  of  all  commodities  and  materials  as  of 
June  30,  195Q. 

Under  Senator  Capehart’s  amendment  the 
frozen  ceilings  would  be  continued  until 
January,80,  1951,  or  until  that  portion  of  the 
act  is  .  terminated  by  Presidential  order  in 
the  event  that  order  precedes  the  termina- 
tiogrdate  of  the  amendment. 

le  amendment,  Senator  Capehart  ex- 
lamed,  would  not  prevent  the  sale  of  com- 
I'modities  or  materials  at  lower  prices  than 
existed  on  June  30. 

In  introducing  the  amendment,  Senator 
Capehart  said: 

‘‘This  amendment  is  designed  to  give  the 
people  immediate  relief  from  the  increasing 
upward  spiral  of  prices  while  the  long-range 
proposals  to  meet  the  situation  are  being 
prepared  for  actual  operation. 

‘‘Credit  restrictions  and  other  methods  of 
curtailing  inflation  will  take  time  before 
their  effect  is  felt  by  the  people.  The  same 
will  be  true  in  the  event  Congress  should 
enact  price-control  measures,  either  for  im¬ 
mediate  action  or  for  stand-by  use.  It  would 
take  the  President  several  months  to  get 
price-control  machinery  into  operation. 

“The  people  are  in  need  of  protection 
against  what  is  becoming  an  alarming  con¬ 
dition  of  inflation  while  the  Congress  and 
Government  have  an  opportunity  to  give  the 
over-all  problem  greater  study.” 

December  15,  1950. 

The  President  of  the  United  States, 

The  White  House, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  President:  In  the  event  it  is  your 
intention  to  enforce  the  powers  of  the  De¬ 
fense  Production  Act  of  1950,  which  was 
enacted  into  law  by  the  Congress  several 
months  ago,  to  control  the  prices  of  com¬ 
modities,  I  should  like  to  offer  a  suggestion 
which  I  believe  would  eliminate  many  in¬ 
equities  and  discriminations  and  hardships 
that  normally  follow  such  actions. 

As  you  know,  Mr.  President,  I  am  a  member 
of  the  Senate  Banking  and  Currency  Com¬ 
mittee  which  drafted  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950. 

My  efforts  to  attain  an  equitable  solution 
to  the  obvious  problem  of  prices  and  their 
control  did  not  terminate  with  the  passage 
of  the  act.  I  have  since  been  actively  en¬ 
gaged  in  a  grass-roots  study  of  the  over- all 
picture  as  it  applies  to  the  producer  and  the 
consumer.  \ 

I  believe  that  this  study  has  brought  about 
that  solution,  and  I  am  writing  you  only  in 
an  attitude  of  helpfulness  to  you,  to  the  pro¬ 
ducer,  to  the  consumer,  and  to  the  national 
defense  program. 

A  fair  and  unbiased  study  of  the  economic 
situation  we  face  today  reveals  rather  clearly 
that  the  critical  disturbance  to  our  economy 
did  not  occur  until  the  international  situa¬ 
tion  indicated  the  necessity  for  all-out  mo¬ 
bilization. 

That  being  an  accepted  fact,  and  I  am  con¬ 
fident  it  is  accepted  as  a  fact  by  every  econ¬ 
omist.  it  is  necessary  that  we  use  to  the  best 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  12, 1951 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 


AN  ACT 

To  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal 
military  training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tines  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Section  1.  That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948 

5  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as 

6  follows : 

7  (a)  Section  1  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

8  “Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  he  cited  as  the  ‘Uni- 

9  versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act’. 
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“(b)  The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  an  adequate 
armed  strength  must  be  achieved  and  maintained  to  insure 
the  security  of  this  Nation. 

“(c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  in  a  free 
society  the  obligations  and  privileges  of  serving  in  the  Armed 
Forces,  including  the  Reserve  components  thereof,  should 
be  shared  generally,  in  accordance  with  a  system  which  is 
fair  and  just,  and  which  is  consistent  with  the  maintenance 
of  an  effective  national  economy. 

“  (d)  The  Congress  further  declares,  in  accordance  with 
our  traditional  military  policy  as  expressed  in  the  National 
Defense  Act  of  1916,  as  amended,  that  it  is  essential  that 
the  strength  and  organization  of  the  National  Guard,  both 
ground  and  air,  as  an  integral  part  of  the  first  line  defenses 
of  this  Nation,  be  at  all  times  maintained  and  assured. 

“To  this  end,  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  that  when¬ 
ever  Congress  shall  determine  that  units  and  organizations  are 
needed  for  the  national  security  in  excess  of  those  of  the 
Regular  components  of  the  ground  forces  and  the  air  forces, 
and  those  in  active  service  under  this  title,  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  both  ground  and  air,  or  such 
part  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  together  with  such  units 
of  the  Reserve  components  as  are  necessary  for  a  balanced 
force,  shall  be  ordered  to  active  Federal  service  and  continued 
therein  so  long  as  such  necessity  exists. 
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“(e)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  national  security  requires  maximum  effort  in  the 
fields  of  scientific  research  and  development,  and  the  fullest 
possible  development  and  utilization  of  the  Nation’s  tech¬ 
nological,  scientific,  and  other  critical  manpower  resources. 

“  (f)  To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that 

it  is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to  engage  in  such  training  for 

civilian  and  military  service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the 

assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  citizens  of  a  free  and 

democratic  Nation  and  provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel 

recently  trained  in  modern  techniques  and  assure  a  vital, 
/ 

ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  military  and  civilian  needs  of  the 
Nation. 

“(g)  The  Congress  declares  it  to  be  in  the  national 
interest  that  personnel  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  be  pro¬ 
tected  and  encouraged  in  the  realization  and  development  of 
those  moral,  spiritual,  and  religious  values,  consistent  with 
the  religious  beliefs  and  convictions  of  the  individuals  con¬ 
cerned,  which  are  fundamental  in  the  preservation  and 
strengthening  of  the  fiber  of  American  citizenship.  In  the 
pursuit  of  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of  every  commanding  officer  in  every  echelon 
of  command  in  the  respective  services  of  the  Armed  Forces 
to  maintain  to  the  highest  possible  degree  within  his  com¬ 
mand  those  conditions  and  influences  calculated  to  protect 


4 


1  the  health,  morals,  and  spiritual  welfare  of  the  personnel  of 

2  his  command.” 

3  (b)  Section  2  of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

4  (c)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of 

5  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “nineteen” 

6  wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 

7  word  “eighteen”. 

8  (d)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  sub- 

9  section  (a)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read: 

10  “The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether 

11  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the 

12  Armed  Porces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service 

13  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  (including  but  not  limited 
11  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  groups)  such 
15  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  main- 
13  tain  adequate  Armed  Porces.” 

1'  (e)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 

13  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

19  “No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Porces  for 

20  training  and  service  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in 
all  respects  (including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for 

22  such  training  and  service)  has  been  satisfactorily  deter- 

90  . 

mined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De- 

94. 

fense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
2^  United  States  Coast  Guard) .” 
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(f)  The  fourth  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following:  “Every  trainee  shall  be  given  full  and  adequate 
initial  basic  training  for  service  in  the  Armed  Eorce  into 
which  he  is  inducted  and  no  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial 
period  of  basic  training,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a  combat 
area,  or  he  permanently  assigned  for  duty  at  any  installation 
located  on  land  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States;  and  no  other  member  of  the  Armed  Eorces  of  the 
United  States  who  is  enlisted,  inducted,  or  ordered  to  active 
duty  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments 
to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  shall  be 
assigned  to  combat  duty  in  a  combat  area  until  he  has  had 
at  least  four  months  of  basic  training.  This  section  shall  not 
prevent  residents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States  from  being  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession 
from  which  they  were  inducted.” 

(g)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Eorces  for  a  period  of  twenty-four 
consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  released,  transferred,  or 
discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and  procedures 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary 
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of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d)  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  or  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  this  title. 

(h)  (1)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (c)  of  section  4 
of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

(i)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
( 1 )  by  inserting  after  the  word  “hereafter”,  where  it  appears 
in  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  such  subsection,  the  words 
“and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments  to  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”,  and  (2)  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“  (3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  enactment  of 
this  paragraph,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  an 
armed  force  of  the  United  States  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth  shall  he  obligated  to 
serve  on  active  training  and  service  and  in  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years,  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard) .  Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  shall,  if  physically  and  mentally  qualified, 
be  transferred  to  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period 
which  he  is  obligated  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and 
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sliall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  Eeserve 
ponent  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlist¬ 
ment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an 
organized  unit  of  a  Eeserve  component  or  an  officers’  training 
program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is  available 
to,  and  can,  without  undue  hardship,  be  filled  by  any  such 
person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll, 
or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such 
organized  unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve 
satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  may  provide,  by  regulations 
which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  from  active  duty  prior  to  serving  the  periods  re¬ 
quired  by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of  individuals  who 
volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other 
Eeserve  components.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
construed  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  Eeserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called 
to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force,” 
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(j)  The  first  sentence  of  subsection  (e)  of  section  4 
of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “With  respect 
to  the  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title,  there  shall  he  paid,  allowed,  and 
extended,  for  training  and  service,  the  same  pay,  allow¬ 
ances,  pensions,  disability  and  death  compensation,  and 
other  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  the  case  of  other 
members  of  the  uniformed  services  of  like  grades  and  length 
of  service  of  that  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  which 
they  are  assigned,  except  that  whenever  the  period  of  service 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subsection 
(k)  of  this  section,  each  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial 
period  of  basic  training,  he  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate 
of  $30  in  lieu  of  the  basic  pay  that  would  otherwise  he  pay¬ 
able  to  him  under  this  section.  During  such  period  in  which 
the  pay  of  trainees  is  $30  a  month,  each  such  person,  having 
a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allow¬ 
ance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l  by 
section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949 
as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act 
of  1950  plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee  has  in  effect  an 
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allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such  dependency  allowance 
for  the  support  of  the  dependent  or  dependents  on  whose 
account  the  allowance  is  claimed.” 

(k)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  of  such  Act 
are  repealed. 

(l)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of 
such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “twenty- 
one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  “twenty-four”. 

(m)  Section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows : 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is 
justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of 
international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommendation 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive 
order,  which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups, 
to  provide  for:  (A)  increasing  the  periods  of  initial  basic 
training  to  not  to  exceed  six  months,  (B)  changing  or  modi¬ 
fying  the  initial  basic  training  given  thereunder,  ( 0 )  decreas¬ 
ing  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title  but  in  no  case 
to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically  utilized, 
or  (D)  eliminating  periods  of  active  service  required  under 
this  title.  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  declare — 
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“  ( A)  that  the  period  of  initial  basic  training  for  any 
age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this  title 
should  be  increased  to  any  period  in  excess  of  four 
months  but  not  in  excess  of  six  months  which  may  be 
designated  in  such  resolution; 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  decreased  to  any  period  less  than  twenty- 
four  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolu¬ 
tion;  or 

“(0)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  eliminated, 

the  period  of  initial  basic  training  or  of  active  service  of 
the  age  group  or  groups  designated  in  any  such  resolution 
shall  be  so  increased,  decreased,  or  eliminated  as  the  case 
may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  service  required  under 
this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth 
anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section, 
all  individuals  then  or  thereafter  registered  under  section  3 
of  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have  not 
been  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effec¬ 
tive  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the  National  Security 
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Training  Corps  for  initial  basic  military  training  for  a  period 
of  not  less  than  four  months. 

“  (2)  Effective  at  such  time  as  the  President  may  deem 
appropriate  in  advance  of  his  issuance  of  an  Executive  order 
eliminating  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title  or  effec¬ 
tive  whenever  the  Congress  shall  have  adopted  a  concurrent 
resolution  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (1)  of 
this  subsection,  the  President  is  authorized  to  establish  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  to  be  composed  of  five 
members,  three  of  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom 
shall  be  active  or  retired  members  of  the  Regular  components 
of  any  of  the  Armed  Eorces,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate. 
Effective  at  such  time  as  periods  of  active  service  required 
under  this  title  are  eliminated  pursuant  to  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph  of  this  subsection,  there  shall  be  established  a  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  whose  membership  shall  be  com¬ 
posed  of  all  persons  inducted  therein  for  initial  basic  training. 
The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall,  subject 
to  the  direction  of  the  President,  establish  such  policies  and 
standards  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  basic  training 
(including  the  moral,  religious,  recreational,  informational, 
and  educational  phases  of  such  training)  of  members  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  and  shall,  subject  to  the  direo 
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tion  of  the  President,  designate  the  Pederal  departments 
and  agencies  to  carry  out  such  training.  All  departments 
and  agencies  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such  training  in 
accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.” 

(n)  Section  5  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Sec.  5.  (a)  (1)  The  selection  of  persons  for  training 
and  service  under  section  4  shall  he  made  in  an  impartial 
manner,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President 
may  prescribe,  from  the  persons  who  are  liable  for  such  train¬ 
ing  and  service  and  who  at  the  time  of  selection  are  regis¬ 
tered  and  classified,  but  not  deferred  or  exempted :  Provided, 
That  in  the  selection  of  persons  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title,  and  in  the  interpretation  and  execution  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title,  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  against 
any  person  on  account  of  race  or  color:  Provided  further, 
That  in  the  classification  of  registrants  within  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  any  local  board,  the  registrants  of  any  particular 
registration  may  be  classified,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  President,  before,  together  with,  or  after  the  registrants 
of  any  prior  registration  or  registrations;  and  in  the  selec¬ 
tion  for  induction  of  persons  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any 
local  board  and  within  any  particular  classification,  persons 
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who  were  registered  at  any  particular  registration  may  be 
selected,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  before, 
together  with,  or  after  persons  who  were  registered  at  any 
prior  registration  or  registrations:  And  provided  further, 
That  nothing  herein  shall  he  construed  to  prohibit  the  selec¬ 
tion  or  induction  of  persons  by  age  groups  under  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President. 

“(2)  Until  such  time  as  the  period  of  service  required 
under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4  (k) 
of  this  title — 

“(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any 
person  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  unless 
there  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a 
sufficient  number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction  and  who  have 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  such  local  board 
to  meet  a  call  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered  to 
furnish  for  induction;  and 

“(B)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any 
person  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  if  there 
is  any  person  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board 
S.  1 - 3 
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who  (i)  is  as  much  as  ninety  days  older,  (ii)  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  and  (iii)  is  deemed  by  the 
local  hoard  to  he  available  for  induction.” 

(o)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended 

by  striking  out  “the  effective  date  of  this  title,”  and  insert¬ 

ing  in  lieu  thereof  “February  1,  1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended 

by  inserting  after  the  words  “six  months”  a  comma  and 
the  following:  “prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to 
the  National  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  authorized 
strength,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to  report  for 
induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended 

by  inserting  after  “subsection  (b)”  a  comma  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,”. 

(p)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  De¬ 
serve,  United  States  Naval  Beserve;  students  enrolled  in  an 
officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  the  cur¬ 
riculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;” 
immediately  following  the  words  “cadets,  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Academy;”. 

(q)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  hereby 


amended  to  read  as  follows : 
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“(d)  (1)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such 

rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  (A)  until  June 
30,  1954,  to  provide  for  the  temporary  removal  from  active 
training  and  service  upon  completion  of  their  initial  periods 
of  basic  training  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  not  to  exceed 
seventy-five  thousand  persons  annually  in  order  to  permit 
such  persons  to  engage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine, 
dentistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  engineering,  the  human¬ 
ities,  and  other  fields  determined  by  him  to  be  in  the 
national  interest  and  while  so  engaged  such  persons  shall  not 
he  deemed  to  he  in  military  service  (active  or  inactive) 
for  any  purpose;  (B)  to  suspend  for  such  persons  the 
obligation  to  complete  the  period  of  military  service  re¬ 
quired  under  subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  this  title  until 
the  completion  of  such  study  or  research,  or  until  any  such 
person  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  study  or  research, 
whichever  is  the  earlier;  and  (0)  upon  termination  of  such 
period  of  suspension,  or  at  any  time  within  not  more  than  ten 
years  thereafter,  to  reorder  or  induct  such  a  person  into  active 
service  in  the  same  or  another  armed  force  for  the  unserved 
part  of  the  period  of  service  required  under  subsection  (b) 
of  section  4  of  this  title,  unless  such  person  performs  other 
military  or  civilian  service  in  the  national  interest  for  a 
period  equivalent  to  such  period  of  service  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President.  The  persons 
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temporarily  removed  from  active  training  and  service  to 
engage  in  study  or  research  under  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  shall  he  selected  by  a  civilian  commission  to  be 
composed  of  five  members  to  he  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Not  more 
than  three  of  the  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  same  political  party.  The  persons  selected  by  the 
Commission  to  engage  in  study  or  research  shall  be  selected 
upon  a  competitive  basis  in  accordance  with  standards  and 
procedures  prescribed  by  the  Commission.  The  President  is 
authorized  to  provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of  the 
costs  of  tuition,  books,  laboratory  fees,  subsistence,  travel, 
and  other  necessary  expenses  of  any  person  selected  to 
engage  in  such  study  and  research  as  the  Commission  finds 
that  such  person  is  unable  to  defray  without  undue  hardship. 

“  (2)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  any  person  who,  (A)  has  been  or  may 
hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in  the 
senior  division,  Keserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Air 
Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Offi¬ 
cers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer 
candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Act  of  August 
13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057) ,  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  offi¬ 
cers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  platoon  lead¬ 
ers’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer  procurement 
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programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
or  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  appointed  an  ensign, 
United  States  Naval  Reserve,  and  is  undergoing  profes¬ 
sional  training;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  military  department  having  jurisdiction 
over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  not  less  than  two 
years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission;  and  (C) 
agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  com¬ 
mission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsection 
(d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induc¬ 
tion  for  training  and  service  under  this  title  until  after  com¬ 
pletion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long 
as  he  continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve  status  upon  being 
commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration. 
Such  persons  except  those  persons  who  have  previously  com¬ 
pleted  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  or  an  equivalent 
period  of  active  military  training  and  service  shall  he  re¬ 
quired  while  enrolled  in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period 
of  training  equal  (as  determined  under  regulations  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration 
and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  basic  training. 
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There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned 
service  of  any  person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  oblig¬ 
atory  service  in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attend¬ 
ing  a  civilian  college  imder  any  such  training  program  a 
period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

“(3)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  active  duty. 

“(4)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to 
preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories 
of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate.” 

(r)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
( 1 )  by  inserting  in  clause  ( 1 )  of  the  second  sentence  after 
the  word  “persons”,  where  it  appears  the  second  time,  the 
following:  “  (other  than  wives  alone)  ”,  and  (2)  by  striking 
out  in  the  fourth  sentence  thereof  the  words  “wives  or”. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


19 


(s)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 

suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (0)  until  he  ceases  satis¬ 
factorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is 
the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a 
full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  sim¬ 
ilar  institution,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the 
local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  the  academic 
year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier.  Nothing  in 
this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President 
from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection 
(h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(t)  Subsection  (j)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
(1)  by  striking  out  in  the  third  sentence  thereof  the  words 
“be  deferred”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
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“in  lieu  of  such  induction,  be  assigned,  for  a  period  equal  to 
the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed  by  section  4  (b) , 
to  work  of  national  importance  under  civilian  direction”, 
and  (2)  by  striking  out  in  the  seventh  sentence  thereof  the 
words  “be  shall  be  deferred”  and  inserting  in  beu  thereof  the 
words  “be  shall  in  lieu  of  such  induction  be  assigned,  for  a 
period  equal  to  the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed 
by  section  4  (b),  to  work  of  national  importance  under 
civilian  direction”. 

(u)  Section  7  of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

(v)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24, 
1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
(other  than  in  a  Reserve  component)  and  who  serves  for 
not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon 
release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the 
reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this 
section  in  the  case  of  inductees. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948, 
enters  upon  active  duty  (other  than  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  bis  physical  fitness) ,  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Public  Health 
Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty  shall 
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upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  conditions, 
be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and  benefits 
provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees,  if  he  is 
relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after  the 
date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 
him  from  active  duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 
paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his 
physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in, 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release 
from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee 
shall,  if  he  makes  prompt  application  for  reinstatement,  be 
reinstated  in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority, 
status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all 
employees  similarly  situated.” 

(w)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  such  Act  is 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  “or  persons 
appointed  to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service 
Appeal  Board”. 

(x)  Section  16  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  subsection  at  the  end  thereof: 

“(j)  the  terms  ‘active  training  and  service’  shall  be 
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deemed  to  mean  any  military  service  in  the  active  Armed 
Forces;  ‘trainee’  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a  person  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  under  this  title  prior  to  attaining 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth  who  is  undergoing 
an  initial  period  of  basic  training  in  the  active  Armed 
Forces ;  ‘initial  period  of  basic  training’  or  ‘initial  basic  train¬ 
ing’  shall  mean  that  period  of  four  months  ( or  not  to  exceed 
six  months  when  so  increased  pursuant  to  section  4  (k)  of 
this  title)  immediately  following  induction;  ‘inductee’  shall 
mean  ^ny  person  inducted  into  the  active  Armed  Forces 
under  this  title  for  active  training  and  service.” 

(y)  Section  17  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
and  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title 
are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission 
and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training 
carried  out  by  Departments  and  agencies  designated  by  the 
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1  Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  designated 

2  Departments  and  agencies.” 

3  (z)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking 

4  out  “July  9,  1951,  and  subject  to  the  limitations  imposed 

5  by  section  2  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as 

6  amended,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953,”, 

7  and  (2)  by  striking  out  “twenty-one”  and  inserting  in  lieu 

8  thereof  “twenty-four”. 

9  (aa)  Such  Act  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 

10  of  title  I  the  following  new  section : 

11  “Sec.  22.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Armed  Services 

12  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of  the  House  of  Representa- 

13  tives  to  review  the  provisions  of  this  title  not  later  than  the 

14  fourth  year  following  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951 

15  amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 

16  Act  and  each  year  thereafter,  taking  into  consideration  the 

17  then  existing  international  situation  and  giving  due  regard 

18  to  United  States  commitments  to  the  United  Nations.  Upon 

19  the  completion  of  such  reviews,  the  committees  shall  report 

20  to  their  respective  Houses  and  shall  make  such  recommenda- 

21  tions  with  respect  to  modification  of  this  title  as  they  may 

22  deem  desirable.” 

23  Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950  (64 
21  Stat.  379),  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  “July  9, 
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1  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953”  and  by 

2  adding  at  the  end  of  such  section  a  new  sentence  as  follows : 

3  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended  heretofore 

4  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this  Act  shall 

5  have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  period  of 

6  time  under  this  Act.” 

7  (b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  (64 

8  Stat.  828)  ;  is  amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and 

9  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953”. 

10  Sec.  3.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat.  408),  is 

11  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

12  “That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restrictions  on  the  au- 

13  thorized  personnel  strength  of  any  component  of  the  Armed 
H  Forces,  including  sections  102,  202,  213,  and  302  of  the 
15  Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat. 
1®  357,  363,  369,  and  371) ,  section  2  of  the  Act  of  April  18, 
1^  1946  (60  Stat.  92),  and  sections  102  and  202  of  the  Act 
1®  of  July  10,  1950  (64  Stat.  322  and  323),  are  hereby  sus- 
19  pended  until  July  31,  1954. 

39  “Sec.  2.  The  active-duty  personnel  strength  of  the 
31  Armed  Forces,  exclusive  of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard, 
33  personnel  of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  for  train- 

no 

mg  purposes  only,  and  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces  em- 
31  ployed  in  the  Selective  Service  System,  shall  not  exceed 
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a  total  of  four  million  persons  at  any  time  during  the  period 
of  suspension  prescribed  in  the  first  section  of  this  Act.” 

Sec.  4.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 
of  active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased, 
such  increased  period  of  service  shall  he  applicable  to  all 
persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act. 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 
not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”. 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  21.  (a)  The  first  section  of  the  Act  entitled  “An 
Act  to  provide  for  the  enlistment  of  aliens  in  the  Regular 
Army”,  approved  June  30,  1950  (Public  Law  597,  Eighty- 
first  Congress) ,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “until 
June  30,  1953,  to  accept  original  enlistments  or  reenlist¬ 
ments  in  the  Regular  Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than  five 
years  of  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  “until  June  30,  1955,  to  accept,  during 
each  calendar  year,  original  enlistments  or  reenlistments  in 
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1  the  Regular  Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than  five  years  of 

2  not  to  exceed  twenty-five  thousand”. 

3  (b)  Section  3  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out 

4  “June  30,  1953”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “June  30, 

5  1955”. 

Passed  the  Senate  March  9,  1951. 

Attest:  LESLIE  L.  BIEELE, 

Secretary. 
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naent,  and  to  refute  Communist  propaganda 
tovthe  effect  that  America  is  scheming  to 
attack  the  Soviet  Union. 

A  'splendid  beginning  along  these  lines 
has  been  made  by  the  Voice  of  America 
Russian-language  broadcast  programs.  The 
best  tribute  to  their  effectiveness  its  the  all- 
out  scale  orythe  Soviet  Jamming  effort.  Be¬ 
fore  the  jamming,  we  had  many  direct  indi¬ 
cations  that  the  programs  commanded  a 
wide  and  eager  audience. 

Even  today,  what  filters  through  the  wall 
of  interference  is  a  far  more  powerful  weapon 
than  the  atom  bomb^a  weapon  for  peace, 
that  reaches  men’s  minds  and  creates  in¬ 
stead  of  destroying.  \ 
special 

Malcolm  Johnson,  INS  writer,  from  a 
special  series  of  articles  published  in  De¬ 
cember  1950: 

The  American  programs,  giving  the  facts 
about  American  life  and  American  policy, 
are  penetrating  the  iron  curtain  countries 
and  even  Winning  some  converts  from  Com¬ 
munism. 

The  Russians  evidently  are  greatly  worried 
over  the  increasing  effectiveness  of  Voice 
of  American  broadcasts  to  overseas’  listeners, 
including  millions  in  the  Iron  Curtain 
countries. 

Ray  Zeman,  Los  Angeles  Times,  tells 
of  interviewing  Joseph  Vladimir  Polodna, 
who  for  16  years  was  a  Czech  diplomat 
in  Amsterdam,  Singapore,  Lima  and 
Washington: 

“The  Voice  of  America  at  the  present 
time,”  Polodna  says,  “is  the  biggest  and  most 
effective  weapon  combating  the  very  effec¬ 
tive  and  very  skillful  Kremlin  propaganda  in 
every  satellite  country,  especially  Czecho¬ 
slovakia.” 

Amerika  Magyarsag — The  American 
Hungarian— Bridgeport  weekly  publica¬ 
tion,  August  25,  1950: 

We  have  mentioned  it  on  two  previous 
occasions  that  our  editor,  an  interview  with 
whom  has  been  broadcast  over  the  Voice 
of  America  radio  a  few  weeks  ago,  has  been 
receiving  letters  not  only  from  Hungary,  but 
from  all  over  the  world,  from  Hungarians 
who  have  heard  the  interview.  These  let¬ 
ters  are  evidence  of  the  significance  of  the 
Voice  of  America,  and  of  its  world-wide 
success. 

(Mr.  STEED  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  additional  matter.) 

LEAVE  OP  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted  as  follows: 

To  Mr.  Hardie  Scott  (at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Graham)  indefinitely,  on  account 
of  illness.  / 

To  Mr.  Mitlter  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Clemente)  for  today,  on  account  of  ill¬ 
ness. 

EXTENSION  OP  REMARKS 

Mr.  HOWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  a  letter.  / 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  a  speech  delivered  at 
the  time  of  presentation  of  the  First 
Silver  Quill  award  of  National  Business 
Publications. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in 
three  instances  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 


Mr.  BREEN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  a  newspaper  article  of  February 
27. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY  asked  and  was  given 
permisison  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  YORTY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  extraneous  mat¬ 
ter. 

Mr.  RHODES  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  COX  asked  and  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two  in¬ 
stances  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BAILEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  an  article  appearing  in  tfte  New 
York  Post. 

Mr.  HARDY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  the  remarks 
he  made  earlier  today. 

Mr.  RILEY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  editorial  appearing  in  the  South 
Carolina  Farmer. 

Mr.  BRYSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  extraneous  mat¬ 
ter. 

Mr.  DORN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  editorial. 

Mr.  FURCOLO  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  extraneous  mat¬ 
ter.  / 

Mr.  PHILBIN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  extraneous  mat¬ 
ter. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  an  article. 

Mr.  CLEVENGER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  WITHROW  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  editorial. 

Mr.  BURDICK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
in  three  instances  and  include  extrane¬ 
ous  matter. 

Mr.  POTTER  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  a  newspaper  article. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  an  editorial  from  Marine 
Progress  for  February. 

Mr.  BLEATING  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  editorial. 

Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  extraneous  material. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.,  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  a  resolution. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  and  include  a  letter  from  the 


head  of  the  New  York  State  Civil  De¬ 
fense  Commission. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  in  three  instances,  in  each  to  in¬ 
clude  extraneous  matter. 

Mi’.  PATTERSON  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Sadlak)  was  given  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  own  remarks  in  two  instances. 

Mr.  BROWNSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  a  statement  adopted  by  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  Indiana  Farm  Bureau, 
Inc. 

Mr.  HILLINGS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  MEADER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in 
three  instances  and  include  editorials. 

Mr.  HOPE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  copy  of  a  memorial  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Mr.  SHAFER  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  three 
instances  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  SIMPSON  of  Illinois  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  on  the  subject  India’s  Emergency 
Assistance  Act  of  1951. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks. 

Mr.  JENISON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  a  memorial  of  the  Senate  of  the 
State  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  HESELTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  three 
instances,  in  each  to  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  RAINS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  a  statement  by  the  mayor  of  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala. 

Mr.  RABAUT  asked  and  was  given* 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  a  letter  from  Local  No.  295  of 
the  National  Federation  of  Post  Office 
Clerks  and  also  a  clipping  from  the  De¬ 
troit  Free  Press. 

Mr.  RANKIN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in 
three  instances  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  W,ERDEL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
the  remarks  he  made  earlier  today. 

Mr.  PATTEN  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
McCarthy)  was  given  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  and  include  an  edi¬ 
torial. 

Mr.  PRESTON  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest)  was  given  permission  to  extend 
his  remarks  and  include  a  newspaper- 
article. 

Mr.  HARRISON  of  Virginia  (at  the 
request  of  Mr.  Priest)  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  extend  his  remarks  and  include 
a  magazine  article. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Priest)  was  given  permission  to  extend 
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his  remarks  and  include  extraneous 

matter. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
and  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  ANGELL  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  an  article. 

SENATE  BILL  REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
title  was  taken  from  the  Speaker’s  table 
and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  1.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  common  de¬ 
fense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and 
to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
manpower  resources  of  the  United  States  by 
authorizing  universal  military  training  and 
service,  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  REGAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  1  o’clock  and  59  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned  until  tomorrow,  Tues¬ 
day,  March  13,  1951,  at  12  o’clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXTV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  follows: 

275.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  National 
Labor  Relations  Board,  transmitting  the 
Fifteenth  Annual  Report  of  the  National 
Labor  Relations  Board  for  the  year  ended 
June  30.  1950,  pursuant  to  section  3  (c)  of 
the  Labor  Management  Relations  Act,  1947; 
to  the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

276.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  National 
Labor  Relations  Board,  transmitting  lists 
containing  the  names,  salaries,  and  duties  of 
all  employees  and  officers  in  the  employ  or 
under  the  supervision  of  the  National  Labor 
Relations  Board  for  the  year  ended  June  30, 
1950,  also  a  list  of  all  cases  heard  by  the 
Board  during  the  period  July  1,  1949,  to  June 
30,  1950,  and  a  list  of  cases  in  which  the 
Board  rendered  decisions  for  the  same  period, 
pursuant  to  section  3  (c)  of  the  Labor  Man¬ 
agement  Relations  Act,  1947;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

277.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 

transmitting  a  letter  relative  to  the  case  of 
Vasil  Bliznakoff  or  Bill  Valos,  file  No. 
A-5554927  CR  28972,  requesting  that  it  be 
withdrawn  from  those  before  the  Congress 
and  returned  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  * 

278.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Director, 
Administrative  Office  of  the  United  States 
Courts,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  entitled  “A  bill  to  amend  subdivision  a 
of  section  55  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  as 
amended”;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

279.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Director, 
Administrative  Office  of  the  United  States 
Courts,  transmitting  a' draft  of  a  proposed 
bill  entitled  ‘‘A  bill  to  amend  subdivision  a 
of  section  34  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  as 
amended”;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

_ 

> 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  McGRATH:  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions.  House  Joint  Resolution  195.  Joint 


resolution  making  additional  appropriations 
for  the  legislative  branch  for  the  fiscal  year 
1951,  and  for  other  purposes;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  218).  Referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BAKER: 

H.  R.  3164.  A  bill  to  provide  an  equitable 
method  for  fixing  rents  charged  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  for  housing  ac¬ 
commodations  at  Oak  Ridge,  Tenn.;  to  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Atomic  Energy. 

By  Mr.  BARTLETT: 

H.  R.  3165.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  (re¬ 
lating  to  the  endowment  and  support  of  col¬ 
leges  of  agriculture  and  the  mechanic  arts) 
of  the  act  of  June  29,  1935,  so  as  to  extend 
the  benefits  of  such  section  to  certain  col¬ 
leges  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture. 

By  Mr.  BENTSEN: 

H.  R.  3166.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  ap¬ 
proved  June  14,  1926  (44  Stat.  741;  43  U.  S. 
C.,  sec.  869),  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize 
acquisition  or  use  of  public  lands  by  States, 
counties,  or  municipalities  for  recreational 
purposes,”  to  include  other  public  purposes 
and  to  permit  nonprofit  organizations  to 
lease  public  lands  for  certain  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mrs.  BOLTON: 

H.  R.  3167.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930  to  add  to  the  free  list  articles  tempo¬ 
rarily  imported  for  display  at  shows,  fairs, 
expositions,  and  similar  events;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CAMP: 

H.  R.  3168.  A  bill  to  amend  section  113 
(b)  (1)  (B)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
with  respect  to  the  adjustment  of  the  basis 
of  property  for  depreciation,  obsolescence, 
amortization,  and  depletion;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  3169.  A  bill  to  amend  section  22  (a) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  KING: 

H.  R.  3170.  A  bill  to  provide  free  postage 
for  certain  mail  matter  of  the  fourth  class 
sent  to  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  in  Korea  and  other  specified 
areas;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  3171.  A  bill  to  permit  Chinese  stu¬ 
dents  to  remain  in  the  United  States  for  a 
period  of  3  years;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  REES  of  Kansas: 

H.  R.  3172.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  powers  and  succession  to  the 
Reconstruction  Finance  Corporation;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts 
(by  request) : 

H.  R.  3173.  A  bill  to  extend  pension  bene¬ 
fits  payable  under  the  veterans’  regulations 
to  persons  who  served  with  the  United  States 
military  occupation  forces  in  Germany  dur¬ 
ing  World  War  I;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet¬ 
erans’  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi : 

H.  R.  3174.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  issu¬ 
ance,  without  cost,  of  patents  for  certain 
public  land  which  have  been  held  under 
claim  or  color  of  title,  and  on  which  taxes 
have  been  paid,  for  more  than  20  years;  to 
the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  SPENCE  (by  request)  : 

H.  R.  3175.  A  bill  to  amend  section  5219 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States, 


as  amended,  relating'  to  State  taxation  of 
national  banks;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  SPENCE: 

H.  R.  3176.  A  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  authorize  the  coinage  of  50-cent 
pieces  to  commemorate  the  life  and  perpet¬ 
uate  the  ideals  and  teachings  of  Booker  T. 
Washington,”  approved  August  7,  1946;  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  3177.  A  bill  to  amend  title  IV  of  the 
National  Housing  Act,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  R.  3178.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Home  Own¬ 
ers’  Loan  Act  of  1933,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency.  * 

By  Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL: 

H.  R.  3179.  A  bill  to  extend  the  Federal 
franking  privilege  to  nonpolitical  activities 
of  the  New  York  Civil  Defense  Commission; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

By  Mr.  POTTER: 

H.  R.  3180.  A  bill  to  establish  an  independ¬ 
ent  Federal  Education  Agency  in  the  Federal 
Goverpment  and  to  define  its  organization, 
power,  and  duties;  and  for  other  purposes;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  WALTER: 

H.  R.  3181.  A  bill  to  continue  until  the 
close  of  June  30,  1952,  the  suspension  of  du¬ 
ties  and  import  taxes  on  metal  scrap,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

By  Mr.  McGRATH: 

H.  J.  Res.  195.  Joint  resolution  making 
additional  appropriations  for  the  legislative 
branch  for  the  fiscal  year  1951,  and  for  other 
purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropria¬ 
tions. 

By  Mr.  SPENCE: 

H.  J.  Res.  196  Joint  resolution  to  continue 
for  a  temporary  period  the  provisions  of  the 
Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

H.  J.  Res.  197.  Joint  resolution  to  provide 
for  continuation  of  authority  for  regulation 
of  exports;  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency. 

By  Mr.  GOSSETT: 

H.  J.  Res.  198.  Joint  resolution,  proposing 
an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  making  of  trea¬ 
ties;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  KING: 

H.  Res.  161.  Resolution  providing  for  an 
increase  in  the  salary  of  an  employee  of  the 
House  of  Representatives;  to  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration. 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT: 

H.  Res.  162.  Resolution  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Elsie  Clancy,  widow  of  John  F.  Clancy, 
late  an  employee  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives;  to  the  Committee  on  House  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

By  Mr.  COOLEY: 

H.  Res.  163.  Resolution  to  provide  funds 
for  the  expenses  of  the  studies  and  inves¬ 
tigations  authorized  by  House  Resolution  99; 
to  the  Committee  on  House  Administration. 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memo¬ 
rials  were  presented  and  referred  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial,  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  the  State  of  Indiana,  relating  to 
Senate  enrolled  concurrent  resolution  No.  6, 
concerning  the  confidential  nature  of  public 
records  of  recipients  of  public  assistance; 
to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial,  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  protesting  the  pres¬ 
ent  political  division  of  Ireland  and  the 
presence  of  British  troops  therein;  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial,  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Nevada,  relating  to  Assembly  joint 
resolution  No.  6,  relative  to  ratifying  a  pro- 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  comittee  reported  military-training  "bill.  Sens.  McClellan, 
Aiken,  ct  o.l  introduced  bills  to  carry  out  Hoover  Co-mission  roconncndat ions  for- 
USDA  and  other  agencies.  House  approved  non, sure  providing  $50 » 000  for  Agriculture 


Comittee  investigations . 
expenditures. 


Sen*  Dirk  son  spoke  in  favor  of  economy  in  Government 


■t 


SENATE 
L 

HEALTH.  Debated  S.  445,  to  amend  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  to  author i^"*^ 
issistance  to  States  and  their  subdivisions .  in  the  development  and  maintenance 
oiSLpc.al  public  health  units.  Sen.  Dirksen  criticized  the  bill  and  s^oke  in 
favors*/  economy  in  Government  expenditures. ,  Sen.  Danger  smoke  o£^the  heed  for 


health 


O  * 


s  in  rural  aree,s  and  said  more  attention  is.-oa.id  to  >*nina.l  diseases 


bv  the  Go^hftncnt  than  to  .human  health,  (pp*  2547~5o»  2564v^v 

2.  PEANUTS.  0n  behaH^of  S cn.  Hooy,  Majority  Leader  McFarJimd  asked  for  immediate 
consideration. of  HMSL  2615,  t-o  modify  the.  acreage-ajf^tnent s  and  marketing- 
quota  provisions  rcgar?6ij3g  peanuts.  After  a  brioP^aiscus sion,  Sen.  Dirksen 
objected,  (p.  25^5  0 


3.  PRICE  CONTROL.  Received  a  Ga.  rfesi  slaturj 
cotton-price  order ' (p.  2516). 

"holts] 


^solution  criticizing  the  recent 


4.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  The  Armed  Services  Committee  reported  with  amendment  S.  1, 
the  universal  military  training  and  selective  service  bill  (H.  Rept .  271)  (p* 
2597).  ..As  reported  the  bill  contains  the  language  of  H.  R.  2811,  which  was 
inserted  as  .-a/subst itute  amendment.  The  bill  would  lower  the  present  draft  age 
from  19  to  lS-b  years  and  extend  the  length  of  service  from  21  to  2b  months. 


WKWWWW' 


5.  AGRICULTURAL/ INVESTIGATIONS.  Agreed  .without  amendment  -to  H.  ResXl63-  to  provide 
$50,00(>/fbr  investigations  of  .agricultural  mobilization  and  other  F^rm  natters 
by  tire  Agriculture  Committee  (p.  2571) .  The  measure  was  reported  by 'the  Adum¬ 
bration  Comnfittee  (H.  Rcpt.  267)  (p •  2597)* 

^APPROPRIATIONS.  The  Appropriations  Committee  was  given  unanimous  consent  to 
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until  midnight,  Fri.,  Mar.  1 6,  to,;£ile  a  report  on  the  Treasury-Post  Of  fie; 
Aopropria  ti'on  bill  (p.  257d) . 


7.  TR^TSPORTATIOIT.  Ren.  Andre  sen,  that  wronpt  action  he  takejr  to 

make  boxcars  available  to  .novo  midwest  grain  before  it  spoils  (p.  2572 

NRep .  Mansfield,  Mont.,  urged ‘tliat  boxcars  be  na.de  available  to  ajfip  grain 
from  Vont.  elevators,  and  inserted  letters  fron  Mont,  mills  and  elevators  on 
the  subject  (n.  2572). 


g.  REFT  CONTROL.  The  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  reported  without  amendment 
H.  J.  Res.\L9oi  to  continue  rent .  controls  until  June  70,  1957/'^*  ^ept*  26g) 
(p.  2597) . 


9.  POOD  PRICES.  Reps.  Bolton,  Ohio,  Harden,  Ind. ,  Church,  XlMJrl ,  Thompson,  Mich*, 
and  St.  'George,  1^.  Y.,  discussed  food  price  increases  o^fcr  the  past  3 0  years 
and  urged  steps  tW  coptrol  infla.tion  (pp.  2577“S). 

R.en.  McKinnon,  \5alif • ,  claimed  that  price  increases  on  foods  have  resulted 

10.  in  part  from  failur\to  authorize  control  of  comnodiyy  speculation,  and  dis¬ 
cussed  the  matter  wit\  Ren.  McCormack,  and  Rep.  KeMing  (pp.  2591“3)  • 


10.  REORGAFIZATIOH.  Rem.  3us\cy,  Ill.,  criticized  thp  proposed  '’amalgamation  of  ( 
the  State  Department  and  The  Foreign  Service  without  first  submitting  the  plan 
to  Congress"  (pp.  257^~5)  • 


11.  FOOT  A1TD  MOUTH  DISEASE.  Received  a  S.  Dak.  ^Legislature  memorial  urging  con 
tinua.tion  of  the  f o o t-and-nou tiXdi s cas c  campaign  in  Mexico  (p.  259S)  • 


12.  WATER  UTILlZATIOH.  Received  a  S.  Bfok.  Legislature  memorial  fa.voring  the  seal- 
ing  of  artesian  wells  in  areas  to  flooded  by  Missouri  River  dams  in  S.  Dak. 
(p.  259S). 


13.  ST.  LAURHTCE  SEAWAY.  Received 
for  this  project  (p.  2593) • 


UcL 


begins 


.aturc  memorial  opposing  appropriations 


l4.  ADJOURNED  until  Mon.,  Mar,  19  £p.  2597)*  Majority  Leader  McCormack  announced 
the  program  for  next  week  as/follows:  Mon.  .^Consent.  Calendar  a.nd  rent  control 
extension;  Tues.,  Private  Qalonfrr  and  Trea.surb-Post  Office  Appropriation  bil( 
and  Wed.  and  Thurs.  undetermined  (pp.  257^-7)  • 
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’ILLS  INTRODUCED 


REORGANIZATION.  S.  1^49,  by  Sen.  Aiken  (for  himself  %o.  Sena.  O’ Conor,  McCarthy, 
Taft,  Ferguson,  SmLth  (1T.J.),  Lodge,  Dougla.s,  3cr.ton,  ^rff,  Dirksen,  Salton- 
stall,  and  Ives) , /to  provide  for  the  reorganization  of  ttc  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Commission  on  Organiza¬ 
tion  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to  ExocndiViros  in  Executive 
Departments  Committee  (pp.  2513,  2545).  Remarks  of  Son.  Aiffen  (pp.  2544—  5). 

Sen.  McClrlla.n  introduced  (for  himself  and  various  other  \cna.tors) ,  Sac 
following  Mils  to  carry  out  recommendations  of  the  Hoover  Commission:  S. 

1134,  relating  to  principles  and  policies  on  management;  S.  Il3^vrela.ting  to 
a  rocmitjncnt  procedure  for  the  competitive  civil  service  (to  Post\Officc  and 
Civil  Service  Committee);  S.  113o,  to  give  GSA  responsibility  for  certain  mis¬ 
cellaneous  activities  in  D.  C.;  S.  1137 »  relating  to  separation  of  sVfbsidy 
fromAir-no.il  pay  (to  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee);  S.  \l3S, 
to  >creatc  a  Veterans’  Insurance  Corporation  (to  Finance  Commit  to) ;  S.  1439  > 
relating  to  regulatory  agencies;  and  S.  ll4o,  to  establish  and  consolidate 
^Government  health  and  nodical  facilities.  Bills  were  referred  to  Exocnd.iV.ircs 
in  Executive  Departments  Committee  unless  otherwise  indicated*  (pp.  2543—" 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 


1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY 
TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 


March  15,  1951. —  Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Vinson,  from  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  S.  1] 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower 
resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal  military 
training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  considered  the 
same,  report  favorably  thereon  with  an  amendment  and  recommend 
that  the  bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

The  amendment  is  as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause  and  insert  the  following: 

That  the  Selective  .Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  hereby  fur¬ 
ther  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  1  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Universal  Military  Training  and 

Service  Act’.” 

(b)  The  first  two  sentences  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  are  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between 
the  ages  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  twenty-six  years,  at  the  time  fixed 
for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  after 
having  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  other¬ 
wise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps:  Provided,  That  any  such  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age-of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  shall,  as  soon  as  practicable  following  his 
registration,  be  classified  and  examined  physically  and  mentally  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  his  availability  for  induction  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  upon  his  attaining  the  age  of 
eighteen  years  and  six  months.  Any  citizen  of  a  foreign  country,  who  has  not  de¬ 
clared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  who  is  not  defer¬ 
rable  or  exempt  from  training  and  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  (other 
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than  this  subsection),  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces,  he  has  made  application 
to  be  relieved  from  such  liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance 
with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President;  but  any  person  who  makes 
such  application  shall  thereafter  be  debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States.” 

(c)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of 
said  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read:  “The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to 
time,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service  in  the  manner  provided  in 
this  title  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  hereafter 
provided  (including  but  not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  age 
groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  maintain  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  to  further  the  purposes  of  this  Act.” 

(d)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  under  this 
title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects,  including  his  physical  and  mental 
fitness,  has  been  satisfactorily  determined  under  standards  prescribed  by  .the 
Secretary  of  Defense:  Provided,  That  the  minimum  standards  for  physical  and 
mental  acceptability  established  pursuant  to  this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher 
than  those  applied  to  persons  inducted  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty- 
six  in  January  1945.” 

(e)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  P’orces 
under  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  following  his  induction  be  given  full  and 
adequate  military  training  for  service  in  the  armed  force  into  which  he  is  inducted 
for  a  period  of  not  less  than  four  months,  and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  shall,  during  this  four  months’  period,  be  assigned  for  duty  at  any  installa¬ 
tion  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories,  and  possessions  (in¬ 
cluding  the  Canal  Zone);  and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title  shall,  during  the  six-month  period  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  his  induction,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a  combat  area  on  land  located  outside 
the  United  States,  its  Territories  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone).” 

(f)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “(b) 
Each  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  of  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training  and  service  for  a  period  of  twenty- 
six  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  released,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  procedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise 
prescribed  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(g)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(1)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  may, 
during  the  effective  period  of  this  Act,  apply  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that 
prescribed  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  application  shall  be  accepted: 
Provided ,  That  his  services  can  be  effectively  utilized  and  that  his  physical  and 
mental  fitness  for  such  service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  of  the 
department  concerned:  Provided  further,  That  active  service  performed  pursuant 
to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his  status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve 
component:  And  provided  further,  That  any  person  who  was  a  member  of  a 
reserve  component  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter  continued  to  serve 
satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component,  shall,  if  his  application  for  active  duty 
made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  is  denied,  be  deferred  from  induction  under  this 
title  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty  or  ceases  to  serve  saoisfactorily 
in  such  reserve  component.  , 

“(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  (b)  for  the 
subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  any  person,  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and 
twenty-six,  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who  so  volunteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training 
and  service  so  long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

“(3)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  is 
authorized  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  title,  any  person,  after  attaining 
the  age  of  eighteen,  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  the  training  prescribed  in  sub¬ 
section  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title. 

“(4)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen  shall  with  the  written 
consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for 
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induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and  service 
prescribed  in  subsection  (b). 

“(5)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  title  any  person  after  attaining 
the  age  of  seventeen  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  for  the  training  prescribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this 
title.” 

(h)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  25,  1950,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or 
appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior 
to  attaining  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  required  to  serve 
on  active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of  six 
years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in  accordance 
with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard).  Each 
such  person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if  physically  and  men¬ 
tally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and 
shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required  to  serve 
under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve  compo¬ 
nent  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlistment,  enrollment, 
or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  or 
an  officers’  training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is  available  to,, 
and  can,  without  undue  personal  hardship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall 
be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept 
assignment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve 
satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  may  provide,  by  regulations  which 
shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  release  from  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  serving  .the  periods  required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this 
section  of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  of 
the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other  reserve  components. 
Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active 
duty  in  such  armed  force.” 

(i)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  are  repealed. 

(j)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  word  “twenty-one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  “twenty-six.” 

(k)  Section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sub¬ 
section  as  follows: 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of 
the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international  conditions,  the  President,  upon 
recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive  order, 
which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed  Forces,  and  uniform  in  its 
application  to  all  persons  inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age 
groups,  to  provide  for  (A)  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this  title  but  in  no 
case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or  (B)  eliminating 
periods  of  service  required  under  this  title. 

“(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  resolution  declare — • 

“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of  any  age  group  or  groups 
of  persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  decreased  to  any  period  less 
than  twenty-six  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolution;  or 
“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of  any  age  group  or  groups 
of  persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  eliminated, 
the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups  designated  in  any  such 
resolution  shall  be  so  decreased  or  eliminated,  as  the  case  may  be.  Whenever 
the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated  by  the 
President  or  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the 
foregoing  provisions  of  this  section,  all  individuals  then  or  thereafter  liable  for 
induction  under  section  4  of  this  'title  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the 
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nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have  not  been  inducted  into 
the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effective  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  as  hereinafter  established  for  initial  military 
training  for  a  period  of  six  months:  Provided,  That  persons  deferred  under  the 
provisions  of  section  6  of  this  title  shall  not  be  relieved  from  liability  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  solely  by  reason  of  having  exceeded 
the  a<m  of  nineteen  years  during  the  period  of  such  deferment. 

“(3)  There  is  hereby  established  a  National  Security  Training  Commission 
(herein  called  the  Commission),  which  shall  be  composed  of  five  members,  three 
of  whom  shall  be  civilians;  of  the  remaining  two  members  one  shall  be  an  active 
or  retired  member  of  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  other  shall 
be  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  a  person  entitled  to 
retired  or  retirement  pay  because  of  his  service  as  a  member  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent.  Members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from  among  persons  of  outstanding 
national  reputation.  The  President  shall  select  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission 
from  among  its  civilian  members.  No  person  who  has  been  on  active  duty  as  a 
commissioned  officer  in  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  eligible 
for  appointment  as  a  civilian  member  of  the  Commission.  The  Commission  shall 
have  a  seal  which  shall  be  judicially  noted.  At  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall 
toe  appointed,  in  accordance  with  this  paragraph,  there  shall  be  established  a 

(National  Security  Training  Corps.  .  .  ,  ,  , 

“(4)  The  term  of  office  of  two  of  the  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  two 
vears.  The  term  of  office  of  the  remaining  three  members  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  for  three,  four,  and  five  years,  respectively.  Any  individual  appointed 
to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  by  the  death,  resignation,  or  removal  of  a  member,  shall 
be  appointed  only  for  the  unexpired  term  of  such  member  Members  of  the 
Commission,  while  actually  serving  with  the  Commission,  shall  receive  a,  per  diem 
of  not  to  exceed  $50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the  business  of  the  Commission  and 
shall  be  allowed  transportation  and  a  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  $9  while 
awav  from  their  homes  or  places  of  business  pursuant  to  such  business. 

“(51  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President,  direct  and 
control  the  training  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  which  training  shall 
be  basic  military  training.  It  shall  establish  such  policies  and  standards  with 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  military  training  of  members  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act.  I  he 
Commission  shall  make  adequate  provisions  for  the  moral  and  spiritual  welfare  of 
members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  Subject  to  the  direction  of 
the  President,  and  after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  designate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out  such  training.  Fach 
military  department  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such  military  training  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policies,  standards,  and  directives  of  the  Commission. 

“(6)  The  Commission  is  authorized,  subject  to  the  civil  service  laws  and  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949,  to  employ  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  officers 
and  employees  as  it  deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform  its  functions. 

“(7)  The  Commission  shall  prepare  and  submit  to  the  Congress  a  plan  or  plans 

“(i)  a  program  of  initial  military  training  deemed  by  the  Commission  to 
be  appropriate  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  which  program  shall 
include  the  types  of  basic  military  training  to  be  given  members  of  the 

National  Security  Training  Corps;  ,  - 

“(ii)  measures  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare,  and  morals  of 
members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps;  . 

“(iii)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for  violation  thereof; 
“(iiii)  such  other  policies  and  standards  as  may  be  established  under  the 

provisions  of  paragraph  (5)  of  this  subsection,  and  ,  fi+ 

“(iiiii)  recommendations  with  respect  to  disability  and  death  benei  ts 
and  other  benefits,  and  the  obligations,  duties,  liabilities,  and  responsibilities, 
to  be  granted  or  imposed  upon  members  of  the  National  Security  tram  g 

“(8)°No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 

until.  Sifter —  « 

“(1)  the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  sixty  calendar  days  of  continuous 

sessions  of  the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which  the  plan  provided  for  in 
paragraph  (7)  of  this  subsection  is  transmitted  to  the  Congress  and  referred 
to  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services,  during  which  sixty-day  period  there 
has  not  been  passed  by  either  of  the  two  Houses  of  the  Congress,  bj  t  e 
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affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  either  House,  a  resolution  stating  in  sub¬ 
stance  that  that  House  does  not  favor  such  plan:  Provided,  That  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  of  both  Houses  to  which  the  plan  is  referred  shall, 
not  later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  forty-five  calendar  days  of 
continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which  the  plan 
provided  for  in  paragraph  (7)  of  this  subsection  is  transmitted  to  the  Congress, 
report  a  resolution  to  their  respective  Houses  approving  or  disapproving  the 
plan  submitted  by  the  Commission,  and  its  recommendations  thereon,  and 
such  resolution  shall  be  privileged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any  Member  of 
either  House;  and 

“(2)  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  by  the  President  or  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection. 

“(9)  Following  the  adoption  of  a  plan  submitted  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (8),  the  Commission  may,  if  changes  to  the  plan  are  deemed  de¬ 
sirable  by  the  Commission,  submit  such  changes  to  the  Congress  in  accordance 
with  the  procedure  prescribed  in  paragraph  (8),  and  such  changes  shall  be  acted 
upon  as  prescribed  in  paragraph  (8). 

“(10)  Six  months  following  the  commencement  of  induction  of  persons  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  semiannually  thereafter,  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehensive  report  describing  in  detail 
the  operation  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  including  the  number  of 
persons  inducted  therein,  a  list  of  camps  and  stations  at  which  training  is  being 
conducted,  a  report  on  the  number  of  deaths  and  injuries  occurring  during  such 
training  and  the  causes  thereof,  an  estimate  of  the  performance  of  the  persons 
inducted  therein,  including  an  analysis  of  the  disciplinary  problems  encountered 
during  the  preceding  six  months,  the  number  of  civilian  employees  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  the  administrative  costs  of  the  Commission.  Simultaneously,  there 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  report  setting 
forth  an  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  training  conducted  during  the  preceding  six 
months,  the  cost  of  the  training  program  chargeable  to  the  appropriations  made 
to  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  the  number  of  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces 
directly  engaged  in  the  conduct  of  such  training. 

“(11)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  shall 
be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30:  Provided,  however,  That  each  such 
person,  having  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  dependency 
allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allowance  for  quarters  provided  for 
persons  in  pay  grade  E-l  by  section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of 
1949  as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act  of  1950  as  may 
be  extended  or  amended  plus  $40  so  long  as  such  person  has  in  effect  an  allot¬ 
ment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such  dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the 
dependent  or  dependents  on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed. 

“(12)  No  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be 
assigned  for  training  at  an  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  continental 
United  States,  except  that  residents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States  may  be  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession  from  which  they  were 
inducted.” 

(1)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  before  the 
period  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  words:  “:  And  provided  further,  That 
nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of  persons 
by  age  group  or  groups  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President.” 

(m)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  “the  effective 
date  of  this  title,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “February  1,  1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  after  the  words 
“six  months”  a  comma  and  the  words  “prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  National 
Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by  current  appropriations, 
and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to  report  for  induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  after  “subsection 
(b)”  a  comma  and  the  following:  “paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,”. 

(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  the  w'ords 
“midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Reserve,  United  States  Naval  Reserve:  students 
enrolled  in  an  officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  the  curriculum  of 
which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;”  immediately  following  the  words 
“cadets,  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy;”. 
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(o)  Subsection  (cl)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

■“(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  majr  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  any  person  who  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enroll¬ 
ment  or  continuance  in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or 
the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve 
-officers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  platoon  leaders’  class  of  the 
Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer  procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the 
Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve, 
"while  undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military 
department  having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less  than  two  years  on  active  duty 
after  receipt  of  a  commission;  and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular 
or  reserve  component  until  the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission 
in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title, 
shall  be  deferred  from  induction  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or 
reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registra¬ 
tion.  Such  persons  except  those  persons  who  have  previously  completed  an 
initial  period  of  military  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service  shall  be  required  while  enrolled  in  such  programs  to  complete  a 
period  of  training  equal  (as  determined  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  military 
training.  There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of 
any  person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in  return  for  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  while  attending  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  training  program 
a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

“(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated  in  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  may  approve, 
the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are 
authorized  to  establish  officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning 
of  persons  on  active  duty. 

“(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from 
providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for 
such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

[.  (p)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

,  V‘(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of  any  or  all 
categories  of  persons  whose  employment  in  industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occu¬ 
pations  or  emplovment,  or  whose  continued  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an 
office  described  in  subsection  (f) )  under  the  United  States  or  any  State,  Territory, 
or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or 
medical,  dental,  optometric,  osteopathic,  chiropractic,  scientific,  or  other  endeav¬ 
ors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safetv,  or 
interest:  Provided,  That  no  person  within  any  such  category  shall  be  deferred 
except  upon  the  basis  of  his  individual  status:  Provided  further,  That  persons 
who  are  or  may  be  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  remain 
liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  under  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this  Act  until 
the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their  birth.  This  proviso  shall  not  be 
construed  to  prevent  the  continued  deferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise  defer¬ 
rable  under  any  other  provisions  of  this  Act.  The  President  is  also  authorized, 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment 
from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  (1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a  status  with 
respect  to  persons  (other  than  wives  alone  except  in  cases  of  extreme  hardship) 
dependent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders  their  deferment  advisable,  and 
(2)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found  to  be  physically,  mentally,  or 
morally  deficient  or  defective.  For 'the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not 
the  deferment  of  any  person  is  advisable,  because  of  his  status  with  respect  to 
persons  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  any  payments  of  allowances  which  are 
payable  by  the  United  States  to  the  dependents  of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  but  the  fact  that 
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such  payments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed  conclusively  to 
remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon  financial 
considerations  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  remove  the  ground  for  deferment  when 
the  dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  financial  considerations  and  cannot  be 
eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the  dependents.  The  President  is  also 
authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for 
the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have 
children,  or  wives  and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family 
relationship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from  such  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  made 
in  the  case  of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status  of  such  individual. 
There  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at  the  office  of  each  local  board  a 
list  setting  forth  the  names  and  classifications  of  those  persons  who  have  been 
classified  by  such  local  board.” 

(q)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of 

instruction  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts 
being  presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time  of  his  gradua¬ 
tion  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  twentieth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or 
(C)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution  is  ordered  to  report  for  induction 
under  this  title  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred 
(A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic  year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to 
pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier:  Provided,  That  any 
person  who  has  heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed  under  the  provisions  of 
section  6  (i)  (2)  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948;  or  any  person  who  has  here¬ 
tofore  been  deferred  as  a  student  under  section  6  (h)  of  said  Act;  or  any  person 
who  hereafter  is  deferred  under  the  provision  of  this  subsection,  shall  not  be 
further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit  of  a  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  uni¬ 
versity,  or  similar  institution  except  as  may  be  provided  by  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (h)  of  this  section. 
Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  pro¬ 
viding,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for 
such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(r)  Section  7  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

(s)  (1)  Section  9  (b)  (A)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “If  still  qualified 
to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and 
is  not  held  bv  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of  like 
seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(2)  Section  9  (b)  (B)  ~(i)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “If  still  qualified  to 
perform  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is 
not  held  by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of  like  senior¬ 
ity,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(3)  Section  9  (b)  (C)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “If  still  qualified  to 
perform  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is 
not  held  by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of  like  senior¬ 
ity,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(t)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  reserve  component)  and  who  serves 
for  not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional  service  imposed 
pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon  release  from  service  under  honorable  con¬ 
ditions  to  all  the  reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this 
section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty 
(other  than  for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  physical  fitness),  whether  or  not 
voluntarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Public  Health 
Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty  shall,  upon  his  relief  from 
active  duty  under  honorable  conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment 
rights  and  benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four 
years  after  the  date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration 
of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving  him  from  active  duty. 
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“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer 
for  the  purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his  physical  fitness 
to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in;  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States. 
Upon  his  release  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee  shall, 
if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement  within  thirty  days  following  his  release, 
be  reinstated  in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay 
except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated.” 

(u)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  words  “or  persons  appointed  to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective 
Service  Appeal  Board”. 

(v)  Section  10  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  (1)  amending  the  sixth  sentence  of  the 
proviso  appearing  in  section  10  (b)  (3)  to  read  as  follows:  “There  shall  be  not  less 
than  one  appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of  each  Federal  Judicial  District 
in  the  United  States,  and  such  additional  separate  panels  thereof  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  President.”,  and  (2)  by  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a  new 
subsection  as  follows: 

“(g)  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall  submit  to  the  Congress,  on  or 
before  the  3d  day  of  January  of  each  year,  a  written  report  covering  the  operation 
of  the  Selective  Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include,  by  States,  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  number  of  persons  registered  under  this  Act;  the  number  of  persons 
inducted  into  the  military  service  under  this  Act;  and  the  number  of  deferments 
granted  under  this  Act  and  the  basis  for  such  deferments.” 

(w)  Section  17  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws  or  any  parts  of  laws  in 
conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such 
conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  administrative 
expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall  be  appropriated 
directly  to  the  Commission  and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of 
training  carried  out  by  the  military  departments  designated  by  the  Commission 
shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Department  of  Defense. 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title,  the  Congress  may,  by 
concurrent  resolution,  terminate  or  suspend  for  a  stated  period  of  time,  all  induc¬ 
tions  into  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  Any  person 
inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  the  adoption  of  said 
concurrent  resolution  shall,  not  more  than  six  months  following  the  adoption 
thereof,  be  released  from  training  in  such  corps,  but  shall  not  be  relieved  from 
his  obligation  to  serve  in  a  reserve  component  as  provided  in  section  4  (d)  (3)  of 
this  title. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title,  no  person  shall  be 
inducted  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  after  July  1,  1954.” 

(x)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951,” 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953,”  and  (2)  by  adding  the  following  at  the 
end  thereof:  “Any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who  served  on 
active  duty  for  a  period  of  ninety  days  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces 
between  the  period  December  7,  1941,  and  September  2,  1945,  inclusive,  or  for 
a  period  of  twelve  months  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  between 
the  period  September  16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948,  inclusive,  who  is  now  or  may 
hereafter  be  ordered  to  active  duty  pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  upon  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  twelve  or  more  months  of  active  duty  since  June  25,  1950,  if  he  makes 
application  therefor  to  the  Secretary  of  the  branch  of  service  in  which  he  is 
serving,  be  released  from  active  duty.” 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950  (ch.  501  of  the  laws  of  the 
Eighty-first  Congress,  second  session)  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the 
words  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “July  1,  1952”  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a  new  sentence  as  follows:  “No  person  whose 
enlistment  has  been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant 
to  this  Act  shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  period  of  time 
under  this  Act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  (64  Stat.  828),  is  amended  by 
striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953”. 

Sec.  3.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period  of  active  service  for  any 
category  of  persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period  of  service  shall  be  applicable 
to  all  persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  on  the 
date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  except  members  of  the  reserve 
components. 
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Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every 
male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the 
United  States,  who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent 
registration,  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  to  present  himself 
for  and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or  times  and  place  or  places,  and  in 
such  manner,  as  shall  be  determined  by  proclamation  of  the  President  and  by 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  hereunder:  Provided,  That  persons  required  to 
register  pursuant  to  this  section  shall,  at  the  time  of  such  registration,  be  accorded 
the  right  to  express  a  written  preference  to  discharge  their  obligation  for  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  or  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  in  units  which  are  segregated  as  to  race,  which  preference  shall  govern  any 
future  assignment  of  such  persons,  for  training  or  training  and  service,  insofar  as 
military  necessity  may  permit.” 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person 
or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of 
the  application  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall  not 
be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act.” 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  legislation  is  to  accomplish  two  highly 
important  objectives: 

1.  It  will  enable  the  armed  services  to  immediately  raise  and 
maintain  an  armed  force  of  sufficient  size,  as  determined  by  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  to  meet  our  minimum  security  requirements;  and 

2.  It  will  establish  a  universal  military  training  program. 

Reducing  the  Present  Draft  Age  From  19  Years  to  18  Years 

and  6  Months 

The  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  requires  the  registra¬ 
tion  of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States  and,  with  certain 
exceptions,  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States 
between  the  ages  of  18  through  25.  It  also  authorizes  the  induction 
of  registrants  who  are  between  the  ages  of  19  through  25. 

As  of  October  31,  1950,  there  were  7,957,157  registrants  between  the 
ages  19  through  25.  The  following  chart  shows  the  breakdown  of 
persons  registered  under  the  present  law: 

Total  number  of  registrants,  ages  19  to  26 _  7,  957,  157 

Members  of  the  Armed  Forces,  Coast  Guard,  Coast  and 
Geodetic  Survey,  Public  Health  Service,  and  registrants 
inducted  under  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  who 
were  subsequently  discharged  or  transferred  to  a  Reserve 

component _  460,  502 

Veterans  liable  for  registration  but  exempted  from  service 

by  law _  2,  862,  969 

Registrants  already  examined  and  found  physi¬ 
cally,  mentally,  or  morally  unfit  for  service: 

Men  found  unfit  for  obvious  physical  defects.  388,  195 
Men  found  unfit  by  Armed  Forces  at  pre¬ 


induction  exam  for  following  reasons: 

Administrative  reasons _  10,  156 

Failing  mental  test  only _  167,  783 

Neuropsychiatric _  23,  157 

Physical  only _  158,  033 

Mental  test  and  physical _  47,  126 

Men  found  unfit  by  Armed  Forces  at  final 
induction  exam _  5,  063 


Total  number  of  men  found  physically,  ment  ally,  or 

morally  unfit  by  Armed  Forces _  799,  513 


H.  Kept.  271,  82-1- 
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Conscientious  objectors  opposed  to  both  combatant  and 


noncombatant  service _  13,  583 

Ministers  and  divinity  students  exempted  by  law _  48,  918 

Aliens  exempt  from  service  but  required  to  register  under 

the  Selective  Service  Act _  8,  541 

Government  officials  deferred  by  law _ _  20 

Men  with  dependents,  deferred  by  regulation: 

Nonfathers _  533,  202 

Fathers _ ! _  651,  691 


Total  number  dependency  deferments _  1,  184,  893 

Registrants  deferred  because  of  agricultural  occupation _  129,  341 

Registrants  deferred  because  occupation  is  found 
to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  health,  safety,  or  interest: 


Industrial  deferments _  63,  713 

Students  of  the  healing  arts _  16,  000 

Other  students,  in  upper  half  of  their  class 

(including  ROTC) _  554,  000 


Total  number  occupational  deferments _  633,  713 

Members  of  reserve  components  or  students 
taking  military  training: 

Members  of  National  Guard  and  active 

Reserve  units _ I _ 137,186 

Students  in  senior  division  ROTC _  45,  729 


Total  reservists  and  ROTC  students  deferred  upon 
whom  services  have  issued  NME  44  (get  them  in 
sophomore  year) _  182,  915 

Total  number  deferred  from  service  by  law  and/or  regulations..  6,  324,  908 


Number  of  men  not  yet  examined _  1,  632,  249 

Number  of  men  who  will  probably  be  found  physically,  mentally,  or 
morally  unfit  for  service  under  present  standards  (37  percent),  and 
who  will  be  reclassified  and  deferred  (13  percent) _  816,  124 


Total  expected  number  out  of  manpower  pool  who  may  be 
inducted  into  Armed  Forces,  including  conscientious  objec¬ 
tors  not  opposed  to  noncombatant  service _  816,  124 

The  most  startling  revelation  from  this  analysis  is  the  fact  that 
under  existing  practices  nearly  800,000  young  men  between  the  ages 
of  19  and  26  are  now  classified  as  IV-F,  and  are  thus  unavailable  for 
induction.  In  addition  to  this  however,  is  the  equally  shocking  dis¬ 
closure  that  of  the  1,632,000  men  now  classified  as  I-A  pending  physi¬ 
cal  examination,  at  least  37  percent  are  expected  to  be  rejected  as  being 
mentally,  morally,  or  physically  unfit  for  induction.  Thus,  almost 
1,400,000  young  men  in  this  Nation  cannot  be  inducted  under  the 
present  physical  and  mental  standards  of  acceptability. 

The  proposed  bill  goes  far  toward  remedying  this  situation  by  re¬ 
ducing  the  mental  and  physical  standards  to  those  prevailing  in 
January  of  1945.  By  requiring  those  standards,  it  is  anticipated  that 
326,000  men  now  classified  IV-F  will,  on  reexamination,  be  made  liable 
for  induction.  In  addition,  it  is  anticipated  that  an  additional  164,000 
men  in  the  I-A  unexamined  group  will  be  qualified  for  service  under 
the  proposed  standards.  These  men  would  otherwise  have  been 
classified  as  IV-F  after  examination,  under  current  standards. 

The  next  large  heretofore  untapped  source  of  manpower  is  found  in 
the  group  of  nonfathers,  who  at  present  are,  generally  speaking,  in  a 
deferred  class.  The  proposed  bill  removes  the  authority  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent-  to  defer  men  whose  only  dependent  is  a  wife  (except  in  cases  of 
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extreme  hardship).  Unless  such  persons  are  otherwise  deferrable 
for  other  reasons,  registered  nonfathers  will  hereafter  be  subject  to 
induction.  It  is  anticipated  that  this  will  increase  the  manpower 
pool  by  approximately  283,000  men. 

In  addition,  approximately  55,000  men  who  have  or  will  attain  the 
age  of  19  during  this  fiscal  year  will  be  liable  for  induction  under  the 
proposed  lowered  mental  and  physical  standards. 

Thus,  the  proposed  bill,  by  reducing  mental  and  physical  standards 
and  by  eliminating  the  deferment  of  nonveterans  who  have  a  wife 
only  as  a  dependent,  increases  the  immediate  manpower  pool  by 
approximately  828,000  men. 

The  testimony  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  indicated  that 
under  present  physical  and  mental  standards,  and  without  drafting 
nonfathers,  there  will  be  available,  on  June  30,  1951,  a  manpower  pool 
of  only  411,000  men.  This  number,  according  to  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service,  is  not  sufficient  to  maintain  an  adequate  safety 
margin,  since  it  does  not  permit  any  possible  rapid  expansion  in  our 
Armed  Forces,  nor  does  it  provide  sufficient  leeway  for  the  myriad 
of  reasons  for  temporary  deferments  and  postponements  that  in¬ 
evitably  result  when  heavy  draft  calls  are  passed  on  to  the  local 
boards.  It  must  be  remembered  that  we  are  dealing  with  people, 
not  just  statistics.  Potential  inductees  become  ill,  need  time  to 
dispose  of  businesses,  need,  time  to  harvest  crops,  need  time  to  adjust 
hardship  conditions  at  home,  and  need  time  to  rearrange  previously 
made  plans  and  careers  of  all  conceivable  types  and  descriptions. 
The  circumstances  to  be  encountered  by  each  of  the  more  than  3,700 
draft  boards  throughout  the  country  can  never  be  accurately  pre¬ 
determined.  There  must,  therefore,  be  an  adequate  manpower 
cushion  to  assimilate  unanticipated  temporary  shortages  here  and 
there  throughout  the  Nation. 

Under  the  present  law  and  under  the  present  standards  of  physical 
and  mental  acceptability,  therefore,  we  can  anticipate  a  net  pool  of 
only  411,000  available  men  on  June  30,  1951.  Under  the  provisions 
of  the  proposed  bill  heretofore  described  this  pool  will  be  augmented 
by  828,000  men,  raising  the  net  pool  of  available  men  to  1,239,000  men. 

What,  then,  is  the  necessity  for  reducing  the  draft  age  from  19  years 
to  18  years  and  6  months?  To  properly  present  the  facts  substantiat¬ 
ing  such  a  reduction  requires  an  examination  of  the  present  and  pro¬ 
posed  strength  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

By  July  1,  1951,  or  shortly  thereafter,  the  armed  services  are 
expected  to  reach  a  planned  strength  of  3,402,000  men. 

As  of  October  1,  1950,  there  were  2,100,000  men  on  active  duty  in 
our  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps,  including  487,000 
men  from  the  National  Guard  and  Reserves.  Between  October  1, 
1950,  and  July  1,  1951,  the  armed  services  must  obtain  approximately 
1,400,000  men.  Of  this  amount,  an  additional  380,000  men  will  be 
furnished  by  the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserve  components;  862,000 
will  come  from  inductions  and  enlistments  of  men  between  the  ages 
of  19  through  25;  120,000  will  come  from  enlistments  of  17-  and 
18-year-olds;  40,000  veterans  will  enlist;  and  it  is  anticipated  that 
127,000  men  will  reenlist. 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  the  rapid  expansion  during  the  present 
fiscal  year  will  take  862,000  men  out  of  the  19-26  age  groups.  Under 
present  law,  and  under  the  prevailing  standards  of  acceptability,  there 
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will  only  remain  a  net  pool  available  on  30  June  1951  of  411 ,000  men. 
The  proposed  bill,  as  previously  indicated,  raises  the  net  pool  to 
1,239,000  men,  without  reducing  the  present  draft  age.  Of  this  num¬ 
ber,  however,  at  least  608,000  will  be  men  who  would  otherwise  be 
classified  as  IV-F  except  for  the  proposed  lowered  standards  of 
acceptability. 

Obviously,  the  increased  number  liable  for  induction,  because  of  the 
reduced  physical  and  mental  standards,  cannot  be  absorbed  by  the 
services  in  any  large  number  during  a  short  period  of  time,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  during  a  phase  of  rapid  expansion.  Such  men  must,  of 
necessity,  be  inducted  over  an  extended  period,  since  we  cannot 
expect  to  maintain  the  efficiency  of  our  Armed  Forces,  and  particularly 
the  Army  which  is  the  recipient  of  the  greatest  number  of  inductees, 
with  men  who,  for  all  intents  and  purposes,  may  be  considered  as 
substandard. 

Let  there  be  no  misunderstanding  with  regard  to  the  proposed 
lowered  standards.  The  January  1945  level  of  acceptability  can 
properly  be  called  the  barrel-scraping  period.  The  armed  services 
cannot  be  expected  to  assume  a  disproportionate  number  of  sub¬ 
standard  men,  and  still  be  held  responsible  for  the  security  of  the 
Nation. 

Thus  what  appears  to  be  an  excess  pool  of  men  19  through  25 
potentially  available  on  July  1,  1951,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
proposed  legislation,  must  necessarily  be  analyzed  in  terms  of  net 
availability  over  a  protracted  period  of  time.  The  pool  of  19-to-26 
men  who  meet  present  standards  is  only  411,000.  The  net  increase 
to  the  pool  by  inducting  men  who  are  nonveterans  and  have  wives 
only  to  support  is  220,000,  under  present  standards  of  acceptability. 
From  this  group  greater  delays  in  reporting  for  induction  can  be 
anticipated  because  of  hardship.  Thus  the  anticipated  net  pool  of 
available  men  who  can  meet  present  standards  of  acceptability,  as  of 
July  1,  1951,  will  be  only  631,000,  just  slightly  in  excess  of  the  number 
the  Director  of  Selective  Service  considers  must  always  be  in  the 
manpower  pool  to  provide  the  necessary  safety  margin. 

To  maintain  an  armed  strength  of  3,500,000  men,  from  July  1,  1951 
to  July  1,  1952,  will  require,  under  the  present  Selective  Service  Act, 
an  input  of  641,000  men.  However,  by  extending  the  period  of 
service  from  21  to  26  months,  and  by  authorizing  the  involuntary 
extension  of  present  voluntary  enlistments  for  1  year,  as  provided  in 
the  House  amendment,  this  required  input  will  be  reduced,  in  fiscal 
1952,  to  428,000  men.  However,  this  figure  is  based  on  the  assump¬ 
tion  that  135,000  men  now  in  service  will  reenlist,  and  that  240,000 
men  will  voluntarily  enlist  from  outside  the  present  group  liable  for 
induction. 

Thus  by— 

1.  Lowering  physical  and  mental  standards, 

2.  Extending  the  period  of  service  to  26  months, 

3.  Inducting  married  nonveterans  who  are  nonfathers,  and 

4.  By  involuntarily  extending  enlistments  for  1  year, 

there  will  be  a  sufficient  pool  of  available  men,  without  regard  to 
physical  and  mental  quality,  between  the  ages  of  19  through  25  to 
support  an  armed  force  of  3,500,000  men  probably  until  the  end  of 
fiscal  1953. 
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However,  as  has  already  been  pointed  out,  the  induction  of  men 
i  under  the  proposed  barrel-scraping  standards  must  be  extended  over 
a  protracted  period  of  time. 

But,  of  even  greater  significance  is  the  fact  that  the  contemplated 
input  of  men  in  fiscal  1952  (641,000  under  the  present  law;  428,000 
under  the  House  bill)  does  not  take  into  consideration  the  release  of 
the  more  than  800,000  National  Guardmen  and  reservists  who  will 
be  on  active  duty  by  July  1,  1951,  most  of  whom  are  veterans  of 
World  War  II. 

If  these  veterans  of  World  War  II  are  to  be  released,  and  the  com¬ 
mittee  believes  they  are  entitled  to  the  earliest  consideration  consistent 
i  with  national  security,  then  the  available  pool  of  men  who  meet 
'present  standards  must  be  increased. 

By  lowering  the  induction  age  to  18  years  and  6  months,  and  taking 
into  consideration  all  deferments  authorized  under  the  proposed  bill,, 
the  net  pool  will  be  increased  by  224,000  men  who  would  qualify  under 
present  standards,  and  an  additional  30,000  men  who  would  qualify 
under  the  proposed  lowered  standards. 

Such  an  addition  to  the  pool  of  available  men  will: 

1.  Permit  a  rapid  expansion  to  4,000,000  men,  if  necessary. 

2.  Permit  the  maintenance  of  an  efficient  armed  force  of  3,500,000 
men,  and 

3.  Permit  the  earlier  release  of  many  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
veteran  National  Guard  men  and  reservists  now  on  active  duty 
than  would  otherwise  be  possible. 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services  is  convinced,  therefore,  that  the 
proper  defense  of  the  Nation  requires  the  reduction  of  the  present  draft 
age  from  19  years  to  18  years  and  6  months. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  present  international  situation  speaks  for  itself.  The  Nation 
now,  and  for  the  foreseeable  future,  faces  the  necessity  of  maintaining  a 
large  standing  force.  And,  paradoxically,  this  undoubtedly  is  exactly 
what  the  enemies  of  our  Nation  hope  we  will  do.  Every  man  in  uniform 
on  active  duty  represents  a  cost  to  the  taxpayers  of  $10,000  per  year. 
We  can  continue,  therefore,  to  drain  the  economy  of  the  Nation  for  an 
indefinite  period,  or  we  can  face  the  situation  squarely  and  honestly 
and  adopt  the  alternative  proposed  by  the  House  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  The  only  practical,  plausible  alternative  to  a  large 
standing  force  is  the  creation  of  a  strong,  well-trained,  adequately 
equipped,  always  available  Reserve,  composed  of  National  Guard  and 
Reserve  units.  The  proposed  legislation  will  establish  the  manpower 
pool  which  will  provide  the  men  for  this  strong  Reserve.  The  com¬ 
mittee  will,  in  the  near  future,  present  to  the  Congress  its  proposals 
for  implementing  such  a  Reserve  program. 

This,  then,  requires  the  initiation  of  a  universal  military  training 
program,  since  a  Reserve  system  is  only  as  strong  as  the  men  who  com¬ 
pose  it.  Unless  provision  is  made  for  constantly  feeding  into  the 
Reserve  recently  trained  men,  the  Reserve  program  would  otherwise 
wither  and  die.  Without  universal  military  training  the  Reserve 
would,  in  the  nature  of  things,  become  smaller  and  weaker  as  the  age  of 
its  members  increase. 
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The  position  of  the  committee  is  that  we  must  enact  noiv,  the 
machinery  by  which  we  can  create  and  maintain  our  Reserve  program. 

Under  the  proposed  bill,  every  person  under  the  age  of  26  inducted, 
appointed,  or  enlisted  in  the  Armed  Forces  since  June  25,  1950 — and 
every  person  under  26  hereafter  inducted,  appointed,  or  enlisted  in 
the  Armed  Forces  or  the  proposed  National  Security  Training  Corps 
will  be  required  to  serve  a  total  of  6  years,  including  time  spent  in  the 
Reserve.  This  proposal  does  not  mean  6  years  of  active  duty.  It 
does  mean  that  men  under  26  inducted  for  training  and  service,  or 
men  inducted  only  for  training,  will  continue  to  owe  an  obligation 
to  their  country  following  their  return  to  civilian  life. 

There  is  no  claim  to  originality  in  this  proposal.  Section  3  (c)  of 
the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1940  contained  the  following 
language: 

Each  such  man,  after  the  completion  of  his  period  of  training  and  service 
under  subsection  (b),  shall  be  transferred  to  a  Reserve  component  of  the  land 
or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  and  until  he  attains  the  age  of  45,  or  until 
the  expiration  of  a  period  of  10  years  after  such  transfer,  or  until  he  is  discharged 
from  such  Reserve  component,  whichever  occurs  first,  he  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
a  member  of  such  Reserve  component  and  shall  be  subject  to  such  additional 
training  and  service  as  may  now  or  hereafter  be  prescribed  by  law.  [Italic 
supplied.] 

But  for  a  tortuous,  highly  legalistic  opinion  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  of  the  Army,  which  was  used  as  a  basis  for  setting  aside  the 
quoted  provision,  we  might  well  have,  today,  a  large  number  of 
reservists,  at  least  on  paper.  But  even  with  such  a  force  it  would 
have  been  necessary  to  continually  add  younger  men,  adequately 
trained  and  ready  to  relieve  those  who  had  fulfilled  their  Reserve 
obligation.  No  matter  how  large  the  Reserves  may  be  in  any  given 
period  of  time,  only  a  system  by  which  men  are  given  initial  military 
training  and  then  are  required  to  join  Reserve  components  can  provide 
a  continuing,  permanent,  always  available  Reserve  read}^  to  meet 
any  emergency  that  may  arise. 

Only  a  universal  military  training  system  will  permit  us  to  reduce, 
with  safety,  the  standing  strength  of  our  Armed  Forces.  Only  a 
universal  military  training  program  will  protect  the  Nation  against 
the  tremendously  expensive  and  wasteful  system  of  sudden  expansion 
to  meet  emergency  situations,  followed  by  equally  wasteful  demobili¬ 
zations  when  the  crisis  has  temporarily  passed. 

There  seems  to  be  general  agreement  among  all  national  figures 
that  the  present  state  of  international  unrest  may  continue  for  an 
indefinite  period.  Undoubtedly  the  present  crisis  will  alternately 
grow  hot  and  cold.  If  we  do  not  establish  an  over-all  manpower 
preparedness  program,  these  fluctuations,  with  their  resultant  ups  and 
downs  in  our  state  of  readiness,  will  cost  the  Nation  dearly,  as  it 
has  in  the  past. 

Therefore,  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  strongly  urges  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed  legislation,  for,  as  soon  as  we  have  created 
a  strong  Reserve,  we  can  reduce  the  size  of  our  standing  forces.  The 
committee  does  not  wish  to  be  unduly  optimistic,  nor  does  it  wish  to 
indulge  in  wishful  thinking,  but  nevertheless,  the  fact  remains  that  in 
the  near  future,  as  rapidly  as  men  are  released  to  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents,  consideration  can  be  given  to  reducing  the  size  of  our  active 
duty  forces.  But  we  cannot  reduce  our  Armed  Forces  unless  we  have 
established  an  enduring  sytem  for  maintaining  our  Reserve  forces. 
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We  cannot  indulge  in  the  luxury  of  meeting  each  new  emergency  with 
temporary  measures.  We  must  either  face  the  problem  with  a 
permanent  solution,  distasteful  as  it  may  be  to  our  way  of  life,  or  face 
the  malignant  growth  of  economic  instability.  The  present  cost  of 
living  and  the  expansion  of  our  Armed  Forces  is  not  purely  coinci¬ 
dental.  For  each  man  in  the  Armed  Forces,  our  national  economy 
must  produce  $10,000  in  taxes. 

Each  man  on  active  duty  in  our  Armed  Forces  means  one  less  man 
engaged  in  useful  production. 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services  strongly  urges  the  adoption  of 
the  proposed  universal  military  training  system.  Its  adoption  may 
well  be  the  greatest  contribution  the  Nation  can  now  make  toward 
the  achievement  and  maintenance  of  lasting  peace. 

Establishment  of  a  National  Security  Training  Commission 
and  a  National  Security  Training  Corps 

The  proposed  legislation  provides  for  the  establishment  of  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  and  a  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps. 

The  Commission  shall  be  composed  of  five  members  consisting  of 
three  civilians,  one  active  or  retired  member  of  the  Regular  forces,  and 
one  member  of  a  Reserve  component  or  a  person  drawing  retired  or 
retirement  pay  because  of  Reserve  service.  The  Chairman  must  be  a 
civilian. 

The  members  of  the  Commission  are  to  be  appointed,  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  for  varying  terms  of  years,  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  and  are  to  be  paid  on  a  per  diem  basis.  The  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  thoroughly  discussed  the  merits  of  compensating  the 
members  of  the  Commission  on  a  per  diem  basis  as  contrasted  with  a 
flat  yearly  salary.  It  was  the  view  of  the  committee  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  be  composed  of  outstanding  citizens  who  will  devote 
a  portion  of  their  time  to  the  affairs  of  the  Commission,  as  a  public 
service  gesture  of  extreme  importance,  rather  than  consisting  of  per¬ 
sons  who  might  be  swayed  more  by  the  term-employment  aspects,  if 
a  permanent  yearly  salary  was  attached  to  the  office. 

When  the  National  Security  Training  Commission  has  been  estab¬ 
lished,  a  National  Security  Training  Corps  is  created. 

The  Commission,  subject  only  to  the  President,  shall  direct  and 
control  the  training  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  but  the 
training  must  be  basic  military  training.  The  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  wishes  to  emphasize  the  requirement  that  the  training  must 
be  basic  military  training.  It  should  teach  the  youth  of  our  Nation 
how  to  survive  in  war,  how  to  make  use  of  basic  weapons,  and 
acclimate  them  to  the  adjustments  necessitated  by  the  close  associa¬ 
tions  with  other  men  which  is  an  inevitable  part  of  military  life. 

In  order  to  assure  the  establishment  of  a  truly  military  training 
program  for  the  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
the  Commission  must  submit  its  plan  for  such  a  program  to  the 
Congress,  to  be  referred  to  the  Armed  Services  Committees  of  both 
Houses.  The  proposed  legislation  requires  that  the  plan  submitted 
provide  for  the  types  of  basic  military  training  to  be  given  members, 
measures  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare,  and  morals  of  the 
members,  a  code  of  conduct  for  the  members,  including  penalties 
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for  violations,  such  other  policies  and  standards  as  the  Commission 
may  incorporate  in  the  plan,  and  recommendations  with  regard  to 
the  disability,  death,  and  other  benefits  to  be  granted  members  of  the 
Corps,  along  with  the  duties,  liabilities,  obligations,  and  responsi¬ 
bilities  to  be  imposed  upon  such  members. 

After  the  plan  has  been  submitted  to  the  Congress,  no  person  can  be 
inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  if,  during  the 
first  period  of  60  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress 
follow  ing  the  date  on  which  the  plan  is  submitted,  either  House  passes, 
by  the  affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  either  House,  a  resolution 
stating  in  substance  that  that  House  does  not  favor  such  a  plan. 

To  assure  the  Congress  an  opportunity  to  consider  the  merits  or 
objections  to  the  plan,  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  both 
Houses  must,  not  later  than  the  first  period  of  45  calendar  days  of 
continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress  following  the  date  on  which  the 
plan  vras  submitted  to  the  Congress,  report  a  resolution  to  their 
respective  Houses  approving  or  disapproving  the  plan.  This  resolu¬ 
tion  shall  be  privileged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any  Member  of  either 
House. 

The  proposed  legislation,  therefore,  removes  any  doubt  that  the 
Congress  will  have  full  opportunity  to  carefully  analyze  the  training 
program  to  be  operated  by  the  Commission. 

If  changes  to  the  plan  are  required  after  its  adoption,  they  must  be 
presented  and  acted  upon  in  the  same  manner  prescribed  for  the  plan 
originally  adopted. 

But  even  then  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
will  not  be  authorized  until,  following  the  adoption  of  the  plan,  either 
the  President  or  the  Congress  by  concurrent  resolution,  eliminates  the 
period  of  service  (as  contrasted  with  training)  required  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  their  birth. 

Initiation  of  Universal  Military  Training 

Either  the  President  or  the  Congress  by  concurrent  resolution  may 
initiate  universal  military  training. 

Whenever  the  President  or  the  Congress  by  concurrent  resolution 
eliminates  the  period  of  service  for  all  persons  who  have  not  attained 
their  nineteenth  birthday  then  thereafter  all  persons  who  have  not 
attained  their  nineteenth  birthday  will  be  liable  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  for  a  period  of  6  months. 

In  effect  this  means  that  whenever  it  is  deemed  advisable  to  stop 
inducting  men  under  19  into  the  Armed  Forces,  and,  for  all  intents 
and  purposes,  whenever  all  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  is  termi¬ 
nated,  men  under  19,  except  those  deferred,  will  be  liable  for  universal 
military  training  only.  Provision  is  made  for  inducting  men  beyond 
the  age  of  19  who  have  been  deferred,  in  order  to  preserve  the  univer¬ 
sality  of  application.  Otherwise  men  in  high  school  or  college,  or  tem¬ 
porarily  deferred  for  a  variety  of  reasons,  could  escape  the  required 
training  and  the  required  Reserve  obligation  by  simply  remaining  in 
a  deferred  status  until  passing  their  nineteenth  birthday. 

Men  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  will  not 
be  members  of  the  armed  services  until  the  completion  of  their  training 
and  their  assignment  to  a  Reserve  component. 

As  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  they  will  be 
paid  $30  a  month  while  in  training,  except  that  those  with  dependents 
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will  be  entitled  to  the  allowances  now  paid  to  the  dependents  of 
members  of  the  Aimed  Forces. 

Such  persons  may  not  be  assigned  for  training  outside  the  United 
States,  except  that  residents  of  the  Territories  and  possessions  may  be 
trained  in  their  respective  areas. 

After  the  program  gets  underway,  comprehensive  reports  as  to  its 
operation  will  be  required,  semiannually,  from  the  Commission  and  the 
Secretary  of  Defense. 

It  is  the  desire  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  be  kept  fully  informed  on  the  entire  program. 

Registration 

Under  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  all  male  citizens  between 
the  age  of  18  through  25  and  all  other  male  persons  between  those 
ages  in  the  United  States  are  required  to  register,  except  persons  on 
active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces,  members  of  the  Coast  Guard  and 
the  Public  Health  Service,  cadets  of  the  United  States  Military  and 
Coast  Guard  Academies,  midshipmen  of  the  United  States  Naval 
Academy,  foreign  diplomats,  technical  attaches  of  foreign  embassies 
and  legations,  consuls  general,  consuls,  vice  consuls,  other  consular 
agents  of  foreign  countries  and  members  of  their  families,  “and  per¬ 
sons  in  other  categories  to  be  specified  by  the  President.”  Except 
for  those  exempt  by  law,  aliens  residing  in  the  United  States  are 
required  to  register  and  are  subject  to  induction  at  the  age  of  19. 
However,  resident  aliens  may  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training 
and  service  if  prior  to  their  induction  they  apply  for  such  relief.  If 
they  make  such  application,  however,  they  are  thereafter  debarred 
from  becoming  citizens  of  the  United  States.  The  proposed  bill, 
however,  adds  a  new  provision  to  existing  law  which  prevents  any 
person  who  has  declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  from  applying  for  noninduction.  In  effect,  the  new  provision 
makes  every  alien  between  the  ages  of  18%  through  25  who  has  declared 
his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  subject  to  induction.  This  should 
prevent  many  persons  from  escaping  military  service.  Thus  the  pro¬ 
posed  change  in  existing  law,  by  adding  the  language  “who  has  not 
declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States”  pre¬ 
cludes  aliens  who  have  declared  their  intention  of  becoming  citizens 
of  the  United  States  by  what  is  commonly  referred  to  as  “taking  out 
their  first  papers”  from  being  relieved  from  liability  for  service. 

The  proposed  Universal  Military  Service  and  Training  Act  would 
not  reduce  the  age  of  registration  but  it  would  require  the  classification 
of  men  prior  to  their  attaining  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months. 
This  will  be  advantageous  to  the  Government  in  that  it  will  permit 
induction,  without  delay,  at  18  years  and  6  months,  and  it  will  be 
advantageous  to  the  individual  who,  prior  to  attaining  the  age  of 
18  years  and  6  months  will  have  been  examined  physically  and 
mentally  to  determine  his  fitness  for  service.  It  will  thus  permit 
individuals  under  the  age  of  induction,  but  past  the  registration  age, 
to  make  their  plans  in  accordance  with  their  preinduction  classification. 

The  proposed  bill,  therefore,  contemplates  continuing  the  present 
registration  at  age  18,  but  proposes  classification  prior  to  attaining 
the  age  of  liability  for  induction. 
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Induction 

The  proposed  bill  contemplates  reducing  the  draft  age  from  19 
years  to  18  years  and  6  months.  This  will  make  available  for  induc¬ 
tion,  after  deducting  all  estimated  deferments,  approximately  254,000 
additional  men. 

Reserve  Service  Required  Following  Active  Duty  or  Training 

Duty 

Under  the  provisions  of  the  proposed  act,  all  men  under  the  age  of 
26  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  pro¬ 
posed  National  Security  Training  Corps,  subsequent  to  June  25, 
1950,  will  be  required  to  serve  on  active  duty  or  training  duty,  and 
in  a  Reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of  6  years,  unless  sooner 
released  for  personal  hardship  reasons  under  regulations  issued  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense.  Under  present  law,  men  inducted,  enlisted, 
or  appointed  who  serve  for  less  than  3  years,  are  required,  upon 
release  from  active  duty,  to  serve  in  a  Reserve  component  for  5  years, 
although  this  requirement  can  be  modified  by  additional  active  duty 
or  Reserve  service  in  organized  units. 

Increasing  the  Period  of  Service  From  21  to  26  Months 

The  proposed  bill  would  increase  the  period  of  service  from  21 
months  to  26  months.  The  net  effect  of  such  a  proposal,  is  to  reduce 
the  number  of  inductees  necessary  in  fiscal  1952  by  149,000  men. 
Stated  conversely,  if  the  present  period  of  service  remains  at  21 
months,  the  armed  services  will  require  an  additional  149,000  men 
in  fiscal  1952  to  maintain  their  planned  strength. 

In  addition  to  the  savings  in  manpower  and  money,  however,  is  the 
extremely  important  fact  that  fewer  inductees  means  fewer  experienced 
personnel  detailed  to  train  inductees. 

Considering  the  fact  that  each  inductee  must  be  given  4  months’ 
basic  training,  followed  by  2  months’  additional  training,  and  will 
average  2  months  spent  in  travel,  plus  an  average  of  1  month’s  leave, 
it  can  be  seen  that  even  by  extending  the  period  of  service  to  26 
months  the  armed  services  obtain  only  17  months  of  effective  service 
from  each  inductee.  Under  21  months  of  required  service,  only  12 
months  of  effective  service  would  be  obtained.  The  addition  of  5 
months  adds  very  significantly  to  the  efficiency  of  the  armed  services. 

Each  Inductee  Guaranteed  4  Months’  Training  and  Noncombat 
Assignment  on  Land  for  6  Months 

Under  the  House  bill,  each  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
must  be  given  military  training  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  4  months. 
It  should  be  noted  that  this  applies  not  only  to  men  under  19,  but  to 
all  persons  inducted.  The  proposed  section  requires  4  months  of 
military  training;  and  this  does  not  include  time  spent  in  travel  to  a 
training  camp  or  station. 

During  this  4  months’  period,  no  inductee  may  be  assigned  for  duty 
(and  this  includes  training  duty)  at  any  installation  located  on  land 
outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories  and  possessions  (including 
the  Canal  Zone). 
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Thus,  no  inductee,  during  his  4  months’  training  period  can  be 
assigned  to  duty  in  Asia,  Europe,  Africa,  or  South  America. 

Because  of  the  necessity  for  ships  and  airplanes  to  cover  large  areas, 
even  during  training  periods,  and  because  they  must,  of  necessity,  go 
beyond  the  territorial  limits  of  the  United  States  and  its  Territories 
and  possessions,  the  limitation  prohibits  only  assignments  to  duty  at 
installations  located  on  land. 

Of  equal  importance  is  the  remainder  of  the  proposed  provisions 
which  prevents  any  person  inducted  from  being  assigned  for  duty  in 
any  combat  area  during  the  6  months’  period  immediately  following 
his  induction. 

This  provision  thus  guarantees  that  all  persons  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  will,  during  their  first  6  months  of  service,  be  kept  out 
of  land  combat  areas. 

Under  this  provision,  no  person  inducted  under  the  ape  oj  19  can  be 
sent  into  a  combat  area  on  land  located  outside  the  United  States,  its  Terri¬ 
tories  and  possessions. 

ROTC  and  Equivalent  Programs 

Under  the  bill,  a  person  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in 
a  college  ROTC  or  similar  program,  and  who  agrees  in  writing  to 
accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  to  serve  not  less  than  2  years  on 
active  duty,  and  to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  component 
until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  receipt  of  a  commission  (less  the  period 
of  his  active  service),  may  be  deferred  from  induction  for  training  and 
service  until  after  completion  of  the  course  of  instruction,  providing 
that  he  has  completed  a  period  of  training  equivalent  to  that  given  in 
basic  training,  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve 
status  upon  being  commissioned.  If  the  person  has  received  financial 
assistance  while  attending  a  civilian  college  under  any  training  pro¬ 
gram,  he  is  obligated  to  serve  one  additional  year  on  active  duty. 

The  following  is  a  brief  explanation  of  the  officer  procurement 
programs  mentioned  in  the  bill: 

1.  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps,  Air  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps , 

and  Naval  Reserve  Officers  Training  Corps 

These  students  are  enrolled  in  the  training  course  and  first  complete 
a  basic  course  after  which  they  attend  the  advanced  course,  which  are 
the  junior  and  senior  years  of  college.  The  students  receive  subsist¬ 
ence  during  the  last  2  years  of  college  and  upon  successful  completion 
of  the  advanced  course  are  eligible  to  be  commissioned  in  the  lowest 
officer  grade  of  their  service. 

2.  Naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  estab¬ 

lished  by  the  act  oj  August  13,  1946  (60  Slat.  1057) 

These  students  are  classified  as  midshipmen  throughout  their  full 
4-year  college  course.  They  receive  tuition,  uniforms,  and  pay,  and 
are  subject  to  naval  jurisdiction  and  discipline.  Upon  successful 
completion  of  the  4-year  college  course,  they  are  eligible  to  be  com¬ 
missioned  ensigns,  United  States  Navy. 

3.  Reserve  officer  candidate  pogram  oj  the  Navy 

This  program  has  for  its  purpose  the  selection  of  college  students 
who  are  enlisted  members  of  the  Navy’s  Organized  and  Volunteer 
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Reserve.  The  students  must  complete  the  4-year  college  course  of 
instruction  and  actively  participate  with  their  Reserve  unit  during 
the  4-year  period.  In  addition,  they  must  complete  two  summertime 
periods  of  active  duty  training  of  6  weeks’  duration  each.  Upon 
graduation  from  college,  they  are  entitled  to  be  appointed  ensigns, 
United  States  Naval  Reserve. 

4.  Platoon  leaders  class  o  f  the  Marine  Corps 

This  program  has  for  its  purpose  the  selection  of  undergraduate 
students  enrolled  in  accredited  colleges.  Persons  must  complete 
their  college  studies  and  obtain  a  baccalaureate  degree,  participate  in 
two  summer  training  periods  of  6  weeks’  duration  each,  and  upon 
graduation  are  eligible  to  be  appointed  a  second  lieutenant  in  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps  or  the  United  States  Marine  Corps 
Reserve. 

5.  Officer  procurement  program  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  Coast  Guard 

Reserve 

These  programs  include  the  selection  of  students  in  the  United 
States  Merchant  Marine  Academy  and  State  maritime  schools  who, 
upon  the  successful  completion  of  their  studies  and  upon  graduation, 
are  eligible  to  be  commissioned  in  the  Coast  Guard.  In  addition,  a 
limited  number  of  students  who  successfully  complete  a  4-year  college 
course  are  commissioned  in  the  United  States  Coast  Guard.  Some 
port  security  experts  are  also  being  trained  in  the  Coast  Guard  Organ¬ 
ized  Reserve  for  commissions  in  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve. 

6.  Ensign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional 

training 

These  students  are  selected  from  those  enrolled  in  approved  colleges 
and  universities  for  training  in  medicine,  dentistry,  or  theology.  They 
are  appointed  ensigns,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  while  completing 
their  professional  training  and  are  appointed  to  lieutenant  junior 
grade,  upon  completion  of  the  professional  training  and  while  serving 
in  internships  or  on  active  duty. 

Educational  Deferments 

The  proposed  legislation  provides  for  two  types  of  educational 
deferments:  (1)  Deferment  for  instruction  at  a  high  school  or  similar 
institution  of  learning,  under  subsection  (q)  of  the  bill;  and  (2)  defer¬ 
ment  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at 
a  college,  university,  or  similar  institutions,  under  subsection  (q)  of  the 
bill. 

1 .  High  school  deferments 

Existing  law  provides  for  the  postponement  from  induction  of 
students  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  study  in  a  high 
school  or  equivalent  institution,  until  such  student  has  attained  his 
twentieth  birthday.  The  proposed  legislation  provides  that  students  in 
this  category  shall  have  a  statutory  deferment,  rather  than  a  post¬ 
ponement  from  induction,  until  they  have  attained  their  twentieth 
birthday. 

The  primary  goal  of  our  educational  system  is  to  insure  that  the 
maximum  number  of  persons  will  attain  a  high  school  education 
or  its  equivalent  and  the  present  provisions  of  the  proposed  legislation 
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are  calculated  to  accomplish  this  goal  to  the  maximum  possible  degree 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  the  Nation  during  a  period  of 
national  emergency. 

There  are  some  who  propose  that  the  deferment  for  high-school 
education  be  terminated  at  age  19.  However,  the  committee  has 
received  sufficient  factual  information  to  convince  it  that  the  cut-off 
age  should  be  20  rather  than  any  lesser  age. 

It  has  been  determined  that,  in  1949,  122,000  high-scliool  boys 
became  19  years  old  while  in  high  school  and  before  graduation,  which 
is  more  than  one-fifth  of  the  male  seniors  of  that  school  year.  It  is 
readily  apparent  that,  if  the  cut-off  age  for  deferment  were  set  at  any 
age  less  than  20,  many  thousands  of  male  high-school  seniors  would  be 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  complete  their  liigh-school  education. 
By  establishing  a  statutory  deferment  for  high-school  students  up  to 
the  age  of  20,  the  committee  has  insured  the  graduation  of  approxi¬ 
mately  95  percent  of  all  male  seniors  from  high  school.  While  a  small 
percentage  yet  remains,  the  committee  feels  that  it  cannot  justify  the 
establishment  of  a  cut-off  age  in  excess  of  the  twentieth  birthday. 

The  action  which  the  committee  has  taken  in  this  respect  has  been 
widely  endorsed  by  numerous  responsible  educators  and  representa¬ 
tives  of  educational  groups  and  in  no  instance  has  the  committee  been 
criticized  for  having  established  provisions  which  were  either  unfair 
or  too  restrictive  in  the  deferment  of  high-school  students. 

2.  University  and  college  deferments 

Under  existing  law  the  President  is  granted  a  broad,  general  author¬ 
ity  to  defer  from  induction  those  students  who  are  satisfactorily  pur¬ 
suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  simi¬ 
lar  institution.  When  H.  R.  1752,  which  embodied  the  views  of  the 
Department  of  Defense  on  this  subject,  was  presented  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  in  January  1951,  it  contained,  in  addition  to  the  general  deferment 
authority  granted  to  the  President,  a  special  provision  authorizing  the 
annual  deferment  of  75,000  male  students  for  initial  entrance  into  col¬ 
lege.  This  group  of  students  was  to  be  selected  by  certain  mental 
tests  and  other  procedures  to  be  prescribed  before  being  authorized  to 
enter  colleges  of  their  choice  for  the  pursuit  of  certain  specified  tech¬ 
nical  and  professional  courses  of  study  and  after  the  completion  of  4 
months  of  basic  training.  While  the  committee  is  fully  cognizant  of 
the  need  to  provide  a  minimum  flow  of  certain  types  of  students 
through  our  higher  educational  institutions,  it  has  serious  doubt  as 
to  the  feasibility  of  a  plan  which  might  well  place  the  military  in  a 
position  of  participating  in  the  selection  of  those  who  would  be  de¬ 
ferred  for  college  training  under  these  special  provisions  for  75,000 
deferred  students.  It  is  the  overwhelming  opinion  of  the  committee 
that  the  deferment  of  students  for  educational  purposes  must  be  com¬ 
pletely  divorced  from  any  military  participation  in  the  process  of 
selection  and,  of  necessity,  determined  by  a  civilian  agency.  For  the 
foregoing  reason  the  committee  has  deleted  the  special  provision  for 
the  deferment  of  75,000  students,  leaving  all  educational  deferments 
for  college  to  be  determined  under  the  general  deferment  authority  of 
the  President. 

Under  existing  law,  the  Director  of  Selective  Service,  under  authority 
delegated  by  the  President,  has  deferred  approximately  570,000 
students  who  are  satisfactorily  pursuing  their  courses  of  study  in 
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colleges,  universities,  and  similar  institutions.  In  arriving  at  this 
number  of  educational  deferments,  the  Director  of  Selective  Service 
has  had  the  benefit  of  the  views  of  six  committees  on  scientific,  pro¬ 
fessional,  and  specialized  personnel  which  he  appointed  late  in  1948. 

Since  the  committee  has  received  no  complaints  against  the  present 
system  of  educational  deferments,  it  assumes  that  the  system  is 
equitable,  both  to  the  students  and  to  the  educational  institutions. 

The  Director  of  Selective  Service  has  advised  the  committee  that  he 
proposes  to  continue  the  present  plan  for  educational  deferments, 
with  certain  modifications.  There  are  some  who  urge  that  the  details 
of  educational  deferment  should  be  included  in  statutory  provisions 
in  the  proposed  legislation.  The  committee  fully  appreciates  the 
uncertainty  which  prevails  in  the  minds  of  male  college  students  of 
draft  age  as  to  their  future  status  and  also  the  anxiety  of  educational 
institutions  as  to  their  future  status.  However,  the  committee  deems 
it  unwise  to  legislate  the  details  of  this  deferment  program.  We  recog¬ 
nize  that  no  foolproof  program  for  educational  deferments  has  yet 
been  devised.  Leading  educators  and  the  Director  of  Selective  Service 
are  equally  aware  of  this  fact.  On  the  other  hand  we  feel  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary,  insofar  as  practicable,  to  resolve  the  doubts 
which  exist  in  the  minds  of  the  students  and  the  uncertainty  which 
surrounds  the  educational  institutions.  With  that  in  mind,  the  com¬ 
mittee  requested  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  to  set  forth  the 
details  of  the  plan  for  educational  deferments  which  he  proposes  to 
follow.  Those  details  are  contained  in  his  letter  which  is  set  forth  in 
full  as  follows: 


National  Headquarters,  Selective  Service  System, 

Office  of  the  Director, 

Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Hon.  Carl  Vinson, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Vinson:  At  the  request  of  a  member  of  this  staff,  I  am  enclosing 
herewith  a  copy  of  a  statement  prepared  on  Monday,  March  12,  and  submitted  to 
Mr.  Charles  E.  Wilson,  Director  of  the  Office  of  Defense  Mobilization,  to  the 
attention  of  Dr.  Arthur  Fleming. 

This  statement,  as  you  will  note,  has  in  its  first  section  the  intent  of  Congress 
in  the  existing  act  and  as  contemplated  in  the  pending  bills  before  both  Houses. 
The  second  section  has  to  do  with  the  problem  dealing  with  students  and  the 
time  element  required  to  initiate  and  carry  out  any  plan  that  will  evaluate  these 
students  in  accordance  with  the  expressed  wishes  and  legislative  intention  of  the 
Members  of  Congress  on  your  committee.  The  third  section  of  this  statement 
concerns  the  plan  itself  which,  if  approved  by  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  President,  will  be  translated  into  regulations  by  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service.  The  fourth  section  of  this  statement  indicates  the  urgency  of 
such  a  plan,  which  is  now  being  given  consideration  by  those  concerned  and  a 
decision  will  be  rendered  within  a  week. 

If  is  felt  that  this  statement  is  concise,  clear,  and  understandable  and  would 
be  proper  for  inclusion  in  the  report  relative  to  this  plan  that  is  contemplated  by 
your  committee. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Lewis  B.  Hershey,  Director. 


1.  INTENT  OF  CONGRESS 

The  Congress  in  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  and  by  con¬ 
sideration  of  provisions  in  pending  legislation  has  clearly  indicated  its  intent  that 
there  should  be  deferred  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces,  college 
students  in  such  categories  and  in  such  numbers  as  are  found  to  be  necessary  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest.  In  the  1948  act  the 
Congress  declared  that  adequate  provision  for  national  security  requires  maximum 
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effort  in  the  fields  of  scientific  research  and  development  and  the  fullest  possible 
utilization  of  the  Nation’s  technological  and  scientific  resources  [sec.  1  (e) ] ;  it 
authorized  the  President  to  provide  for  the  deferment  of  any  or  all  categories  of 
persons  whose  activity  in  study  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest  [sec.  6  (h)];  it  provided  that  the  President 
should  not  be  precluded  from  providing  for  the  deferment  of  any  category  or 
categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate 
[sec.  6  (i)  (2)];  and  it  stated  that  it  is  the  “sense  of  the  Congress”  that  the  President 
should  provide  for  the  deferment  of  certain  numbers  of  students  in  medical, 
dental,  and  allied  specialist  categories  [sec.  4  (i)  (3)]. 

II.  THE  PROBLEM 

All  students,  presently  liable  for  induction  and  acceptable  to  the  Armed  Forces 
who  are  now  in  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution  of  learning,  are  under  a 
postponement  of  induction  until  the  end  of  the  academic  year,  which  ends  gen¬ 
erally  in  June  1951.  At  that  time  all  postponements  for  such  students  will  termi¬ 
nate,  unless  provision  is  made  for  deferment.  These,  therefore,  will  be  the  first  to 
be  called  for  induction  during  the  last  days  of  June  and  the  ensuing  months  of  the 
summer  and  early  fall. 

In  addition  to  meeting  the  problem  for  those  now  in  college,  any  provisions 
which  may  be  enacted  by  Congress  for  future  action  in  this  regard  will  require 
interim  solution  until  such  newly  enacted  law  would  become  fully  operative.' 

Evidence  regarding  individual  scholastic  aptitude,  as  determined  by  aptitude 
testing,  or  scholastic  achievement,  as  determined  by  class  standing,  must  be  in 
the  hands  of  selective  service  local  boards  in  sufficient  time  for  consideration,  prior 
to  the  date  of  induction.  The  acquisition  and  presenting  of  such  evidence  will 
require  time.  Work  necessary  to  the  administration  of  the  first  aptitude  test  will 
require  a  period  of  at  least  60  days  from  the  date  the  program  is  initiated.  An¬ 
other  30  days  must  elapse  before  tests  can  be  given  and  graded,  and  scores  of  those 
tested  delivered  to  local  boards  for  consideration.  From  this  it  is  evident  that 
the  plan  must  be  put  into  operation  by  March  15,  1951,  if  any  of  these  postponed 
other  30  days  must  elapse  before  tests  can  be  given  and  graded,  and  scores  of  those 
tested  delivered  to  local  boards  for  consideration.  From  this  it  is  evident  that 
the  plan  must  be  put  into  operation  by  March  15,  1951,  if  any  of  these  postponed 
students  are  to  be  considered  in  time  for  further  deferment.  The  colleges,  also, 
face  a  tight  schedule  in  determining  the  order  in  which  male  students  stand  in 
their  college  classes.  Time  is  rapidly  running  out.  This  plan,  to  be  effective, 
must  be  instituted  without  delay. 


III.  THE  PLAN 

To  develop  a  plan  which  relies  simply  upon  the  postponement  of  all  college 
students  per  se  is  unrealistic  and  nonselective  and  will  deprive  the  Armed  Forces 
of  needed  manpower.  The  following  plan  provides  for  the  deferment  of  only 
those  students  who  have  demonstrated  required  aptitude,  or  scholastic  perform¬ 
ance.  The  deferment  is  based  either  upon  their  capacity  to  learn  as  demonstrated 
by  the  results  of  a  Nation-wide  test  or  upon  their  performance  in  their  study  as 
evidenced  by  their  standing  in  their  class.  While  the  plan  provides  for  certain 
scores  and  class  standing,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  are  variables 
which  may  be  raised  or  lowered  to  either  increase  or  diminish  the  number  of 
students  in  training,  as  the  national  interest  shall  require. 

For  the  ensuing  year  the  plan  would  be  implemented  in  detail  so  as  to  provide 
for  the  deferment  in  the  national  interest  of  male  students  who  are  in  any  of  the 
following  categories: 

(а)  A  student  in  a  professional  school  of  medicine,  dentistry,  veterinary  medi¬ 
cine,  osteopathy,  or  optometry  for  whom  the  school  in  which  he  is  enrolled  has 
certified  that  he  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  leading 
to  his  graduation. 

(б)  A  full-time  graduate  student  seeking  a  graduate  degree  for  whom  the  grad¬ 
uate  school  at  which  he  is  in  attendance  has  certified  that  he  currently  is  meeting 
degree  requirements  and  is  expected  to  attain  his  degree. 

(c)  A  student  who  has  been  accepted  for  admission  to  a  graduate  school  for  the 
class  next  commencing  as  a  candidate  for  a  graduate  degree  and  who,  in  his  last 
full-time  undergraduate  academic  year  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institu¬ 
tion  of  learning,  had  a  scholastic  standing  which  placed  him  in  the  upper  one-half 
of  the  male  members  of  that  class  or  has  attained  a  score  of  75  or  more  on  the 
prescribed  qualification  test. 
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(■ d )  A  student  who  has  been  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  which  requires 
the  completion  of  either  5  or  6  years  of  full-time  undergraduate  study  to  qualify 
him  for  the  first  academic  degree  and  has  successfully  completed  his  fourth  year, 
or  his  fifth  year,  as  the  case  may  be,  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution 
of  learning  and  had  a  scholastic  standing  in  his  last  completed  undergraduate  year 
which  placed  him  in  the  upper  three-fourths  of  the  male  members  of  that  class  or 
has  attained  a  score  of  70  or  more  on  the  prescribed  qualification  test,  and  has 
been  accepted  for  admission  by  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution  of 
learning  to  the  fifth-  or  sixth-year  class  next  commencing  for  a  full-time  course  of 
instruction  or  has  entered  upon  and  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  such  course. 

(e)  A  student  who  has  successfully  completed  his  third  year  at  a  college,  uni¬ 
versity,  or  similar  institution  of  learning,  and  had  a  scholastic  standing  in  his  third- 
year  class  which  placed  him  in  the  upper  three-fourths  of  the  male  members  of 
that  class  or  has  attained  a  score  of  70  or  more  on  the  prescribed  qualification  test, 
and  has  been  accepted  for  admission  by  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution 
of  learning,  to  the  fourth-year  class  next  commencing  for  a  full-time  course  of 
instruction  or  has  entered  upon  and  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  such  course. 

(/)  A  student  who  has  successfully  completed  his  second  year  at  a  college,  uni¬ 
versity,  or  similar  institution  of  learning,  and  had  a  scholastic  standing  in  his 
second-year  class  which  placed  him  in  the  upper  two-thirds  of  the  male  members 
of  that  class  or  has  attained  a  score  of  70  or  more  on  the  prescribed  qualification 
test,  ^and  has  been  accepted  for  admission  by  a  college,  university,  or  similar 
institution  of  learning,  to  the  third-year  class  next  commencing  for  a  full-time 
course  of  instruction  or  has  entered  upon  and  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  such  course. 

( g )  A  student  who  has  successfully  completed  his  first  year  in  a  college,  uni¬ 
versity,  or  similar  institution  of  learning,  and  had  a  scholastic  standing  in  his 
first-year  class  which  placed  him  in  the.  upper  one-half  of  the  male  members  of 
that  class  or  has  attained  a  score  of  70  or  more  on  the  prescribed  qualification  test, 
and  has  been  accepted  for  admission  by  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution 
of  learning  to  the  second-year  class  next  commencing  for  a  full-time  course  of 
instruction  or  has  entered  upon  and  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  such  course. 

( h )  A  student  who  is  a  high  school  graduate  or  is  otherwise  qualified  for  admis¬ 
sion  to  the  first-year  class  in  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution  of  learning, 
has  attained  a  score  of  70  or  more  on  the  prescribed  qualification  test,  and  has 
been  accepted  for  admission  by  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution  of 
learning,  to  the  first-year  class  next  commencing  for  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  or  has  entered  upon  and  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  such  course. 

IV.  CONCLUSION 

After  consultation  with  educators  and  experts  in  the  testing  field,  it  is  estimated 
that  this  plan,  when  put  into  operation,  will  fulfill  the  intent  of  the  Congress  that 
there  should  be  deferred  from  military  service  college  students  in  such  categories, 
and  in  such  numbers,  as  are  found  to  be  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest.  It  is,  therefore,  essential  that  this  plan  for 
college  student  deferment  be  implemented  at  this  time,  since  it  will  provide  for  a 
procedure  sufficiently  flexible  to  fulfill  the  intent  of  Congress  not  only  for  the 
academic  year  commencing  in  1951,  but  for  the  years  ahead,  regardless  of  the 
international  situation. 

The  committee  does  not  say  that  this  is  an  infallible  plan  for 
educational  deferments.  However,  we  do  say  that  it  is  the  most 
equitable  plan  which  has  been  brought  to  the  committee’s  attention 
and  that  we  endorse  its  implementation  until  a  better  plan  is  devised. 

Decreasing  Periods  of  Service 

The  proposed  bill  permits  the  President,  upon  recommendation  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to  decrease  the  period  of  required  service 
to  any  lesser  period  he  deems  advisable,  so  long  as  the  required  period 
of  service  can  be  economically  utilized.  Likewise,  the  President  can 
eliminate  service  entirely.  The  President  is  also  authorized,  under 
the  proposed  bill,  to  reduce  or  eliminate  periods  of  service  differently 
for  different  age  groups  if  he  so  desires. 
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Likewise,  the  proposed  bill  empowers  the  Congress,  by  concurrent 
resolution,  to  reduce  or  eliminate  periods  of  service,  and  such  reduc¬ 
tion  or  elimination  may  vary  as  to  age  groups. 

Right  to  Volunteer  for  Induction 

Recognizing  that  many  young  men  between  the  ages  of  17  through 
18  years  and  6  months  may  wish  to  fulfill  their  obligation  to  serve 
either  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
prior  to  the  statutory  age  of  liability  for  induction,  the  committee  has 
provided  that  men  may,  with  the  consent  of  their  parents  or  guardian, 
volunteer  for  induction  after  attaining  the  age  of  17.  At  the  age  of 
18  they  may  volunteer  for  induction  without  the  consent  of  their 
parents  or  guardian,  as  provided  under  the  present  law. 

Thus,  the  proposed  bill  will  permit  young  men  who  complete  high 
school  at  an  age  earlier  than  the  median  existing  in  the  United  States 
(18  years)  to  begin  their  required  active  service  or  training  in  advance 
of  the  statutory  age  for  induction. 

Report  Required  From  Director  of  Selective  Service 

In  order  to  assure  constant  review  of  the  operation  of  the  proposed 
act,  the  bill  requires  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  to  report  annually 
to  the  Congress  on  the  operation  of  the  Selective  Service  System  for 
the  preceding  year.  This  report  must  include,  among  other  things,  an 
analysis,  by  States,  of  the  number  of  persons  registered,  inducted,  and 
deferred.  The  basis  for  each  type  of  deferment  must  be  stated. 

Reservists  Ordered  to  Active  Duty  Not  Affected  by 
Extension  of  Period  of  Service  From  21  to  26  Months 

In  view  of  the  strong  conviction  of  the  committee  that  veteran 
reservists,  including  National  Guard  men,  should  be  released  to 
inactive  duty  as  soon  as  practicable,  the  committee  has  taken  the 
position  that  reservists  ordered  to  active  duty  should  not  be  required 
to  serve  on  active  duty  for  a  period  in  excess  of  21  months. 

Releasing  Reservists  From  Active  Duty 

Section  21  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  author¬ 
izes  the  President  to  order  to  active  duty  all  members  of  Reserve 
components  for  a  period  of  21  months.  This  authority  expires  on 
July  9,  1951. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  extend  this  authority  to  July  1, 
1953.  In  this  respect,  it  should  be  noted,  however,  that  such  re¬ 
servists  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty  only  for  a  period  of  21  months. 

The  proposed  legislation  further  provides,  however,  that  any  in¬ 
active  or  volunteer  reservist  now  serving  on  active  duty  or  hereafter 
ordered  to  active  duty,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
who  served  on  active  duty  in  any  branch  of  the  service  for  more  than 
90  days  between  the  period  December  7,  1941,  and  September  2,  1945, 
or  for  12  months  or  more  between  September  16,  1940,  and  June  24, 
1948,  and  as  much  as  12  months  on  active  duty  after  June  25,  1950, 
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shall,  upon  application  to  the  Secretary  of  the  branch  of  service  in 
which  he  is  then  serving,  be  released  from  active  duty. 

The  criteria  used  for  eligibility  for  release  to  inactive  duty  is  identi¬ 
cal  to  that  which  determines  whether  a  person  now  registered  for 
induction  may  be  deferred  as  a  veteran  except  for  the  requirement 
that  reservists  eligible  under  this  section  must  serve  12  months  after 
June  25,  1950.  The  proposed  legislation  will  result  in  many  thousands 
of  reservists  being  released  to  inactive  duty  during  the  coming  summer 
and  fall  months,  and  will  thereafter  permit  the  release  of  many  other 
thousands  of  reservists,  to  be  replaced  by  the  inductees  authorized 
under  the  provision  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

Section  by  Section  Analysis 
section  l 

(a)  Changing  the  title  of  the  present  Selective  Service  Act 

This  subsection  changes  the  name  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948  to  “Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”  to  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  of  the  bill. 

(b)  Lowering  induction  age  from  19  years  to  18  years  and  6  months 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  imposes  an  obligation  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  on  “every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States  and 
every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States”  who  is  between 
the  ages  of  19  and  26.  The  proposed  legislation  would  lower  the 
induction  age  from  19  years  to  18  years  and  6  months,  thus  making 
the  age  group  18  years  and  6  months  through  and  including  25  liable 
for  induction  into  the  military  service  or  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  proposed  legislation  does  not 
change  the  existing  law  which  requires  registration  at  age  18. 

The  reference  to  section  6  (h)  in  the  proposed  section  permits  the 
induction  of  men  who  have  passed  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of 
their  birth  and  who  are  now  or  hereafter  may  be  deferred  from  induc¬ 
tion  because  of  their  activity  as  students,  dependency  status,  or 
occupation.  Such  persons  will  hereafter,  under  the  proposed  section, 
remain  liable  for  induction  until  they  attain  the  thirty-fifth  anni¬ 
versary  of  their  birth,  unless  deferred  for  other  reasons. 

CLASSIFICATION  AFTER  REGISTRATION 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  requires  registration  at  age  18. 
The  proposed  bill  does  not  lower  this  age.  However,  the  proviso  which 
is  added  to  the  present  law  would  permit  the  classification  of  men 
following  registration.  At  present  registrants  are  not  classified  until 
after  they  have  attained  the  induction  age.  It  requires,  on  the  average, 
approximately  90  days  to  classify  and  induct  a  man  under  present  law. 
If  the  proposed  change  is  adopted,  local  boards  will  be  able  to  classify 
and  authorize  preinduction  physical  and  mental  examinations  for  men 
who  have  registered  at  age  18,  during  the  6-month  period  that  elapses 
between  registration  and  age  of  liability  for  induction. 

In  addition  to  the  time  saved,  the  proposed  change  will  have  the 
advantage  of  enabling  registrants  to  learn  their  classification  shortly 
after  registration  which  will  assist  them  in  making  their  plans  based 
upon  the  classification  given  to  them. 
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(c)  Change  of  wording  necessitated  by  tem  porary  suspension  of  personnel 

strengths  and  selection  by  age  group 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  authorizes  the  President  to  induct 
such  numbers  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  maintain 
the  personnel  strengths  authorized  by  section  2  of  the  act.  Since  the 
personnel  strengths  have  been  temporarily  suspended  by  the  act  of 
August  3,  1950,  the  change  of  wording  herein  recommended  becomes 
necessary. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  also  specifically  authorize  selection 
and  induction  by  age  groups,  which  is  essential  for  establishing  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  and  service. 

(d)  Standards  of  physical  and  mental  acceptability 

Under  the  existing  law  no  person  shall  be  inducted  unless  and  until 
he  is  acceptable  to  the  Armed  Forces  and  his  physical  and  mental  fit¬ 
ness  for  such  training  has  been  satisfactorily  determined  under 
standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  The  proposed 
revised  section  is  designed  to  clarify  the  present  language  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  in  order  to  assure  uniformity  in  the  Armed  Forces. 

Of  even  greater  significance,  however,  is  the  proviso  contained  in  the 
proposed  section  which  requires  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  put  into 
effect  for  induction  purposes  the  physical  and  mental  standards  in 
existence  in  January  of  1945.  This  proviso  is  inserted  in  order  to 
assure  the  induction  of  at  least  the  same  percentage  of  persons  between 
the  ages  of  18  and  6  months  through  25  under  the  proposed  law,  as 
were  inducted  in  January  of  1945.  The  present  rejection  rate  of  this 
age  group  is  approximately  34  percent  and  the  purpose  of  the  proposed 
section  is  to  reduce  the  rejection  rate  to  22  percent.  The  following  is 
a  brief  analysis  of  the  January  1945  mental  testing  program: 

1.  High  school  graduates  were  accepted  without  being  required  to 
take  any  type  mental  test. 

2.  All  other  selectees  were  given  a  qualification  test  which  simply 
tested  ability  to  read  and  write. 

3.  Those  failing  the  qualification  test  were  given  the  Group  Target 
Test.  This  test  consisted  of  28  squares,  each  with  9  black  dots. 
The  examiner  traced  a  pattern  on  an  enlargement  of  one  of  these 
squares.  He  then  instructed  the  inductee  to  draw  that  pathway  on 
his  sheet.  No  formal  education  nor  ability  to  read  and  write  was 
necessary  to  pass  this  test  as  it  was  purely  a  performance  test  demon¬ 
strating  ability  to  follow  simple  directions. 

Men  failing  the  Group  Target  Test  were  administered  either  the 
Individual  Test  or  the  Non-Language  Individual  Test. 

1.  The  Individual  Test  was  given  if  the  men  understood  English. 

2.  The  Non-Language  Individual  Test  was  given  if  inductees  did 
not  understand  English. 

(e)  Requiring  J  months’  training ;  preventing  assignment  to  combat  zone 

for  6  months 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  requires  that  individuals  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  assigned  to  stations  and  units  of  such 
forces.  The  proposed  addition  to  the  present  law  requires  that  every 
person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  be  given  full  and  adequate 
military  training  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  4  months.  In  addition, 
the  proposed  section  prevents  any  person  inducted  into  the  Armed 
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Forces  from  being  sent  into  a  combat  area  located  on  land  for  the 
first  6  months  following  his  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces.  During 
the  J  months'  training  period  persons  inducted  may  not  be  assigned  j or 
duty  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories  and  possessions 
( including  the  Canal  Zone). 

(f)  Increasing  the  induction  period 

Under  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  induction  is  authorized  for 
21  consecutive  months.  The  proposed  legislation  would  increase  the 
induction  period  from  21  months  to  26  months.  The  reference  to 
“active  training  and  service”  insures  that  the  26  months  will  include 
the  required  4  months’  training  within  the  United  States,  its  Territories, 
and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone).  Thus,  the  26  months’ 
service  includes  a  minimum  of  4  months’  training  and  service  of 
approximately  22  months.  The  reference  to  subsection  (d)  of  section 
4  conforms  with  the  authority  granted  to  the  respective  Secretaries  of 
the  Military  Departments  and  the  Treasury  Department  to  release 
men  from  service  prior  to  completion  of  the  26  months  of  training  and 
service  for  transfer  to  the  National  Guard  or  other  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents. 

It  should  be  noted  that  section  (k)  of  the  proposed  bill  also  provides 
for  reducing  or  eliminating  the  total  period  of  service  required,  varying 
by  age  groups  if  so  desired,  upon  a  finding  by  the  President  or  upon 
the  passage  of  a  concurrent  resolution  by  the  Congress. 

(g)  Repeal  of  short-term  Army  enlistment  and  General  Classification 

Test,  establishing  age  for  voluntary  induction 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  permits  persons  between  the  ages 
of  19  and  26  to  enlist  in  the  Regular  Army  for  a  period  of  21  months. 
The  proposed  section  is  written  in  such  a  way  so  as  to  eliminate  this 
provision.  This  is  a  safeguard  for  the  person  who  wishes  to  enlist 
merely  for  the  period  of  required  service.  If  persons  were  permitted 
to  enlist  for  21  months  or  26  months  believing  they  were  fulfilling 
their  total  obligated  service,  another  provision  of  the  proposed  bill 
which  extends  voluntary  enlistments  for  1  year  might  adversely 
affect  such  person’s  enlistment  by  extending  his  enlistment  from  a 
contemplated  21  or  26  months  to  33  or  39  months  of  total  service.  To 
avoid  this,  the  short-term  enlistment  in  the  Regular  Army  is  abolished, 
although  persons  may  still  volunteer  for  induction. 

The  proposed  section  also  abolishes  the  present  law  which  establishes 
a  passing  requirement  for  the  General  Classification  Test  of  70  points. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  General  Classification  Test  is  no  longer 
used  in  the  armed  services  and  in  view  of  the  requirement  that  the 
mental  and  physical  acceptability  standards  be  those  of  January  1945, 
this  provision  must  be  eliminated  in  order  to  prevent  inconsistent 
requirements. 

The  present  law  permits  persons  between  the  ages  of  18  and  26  to 
volunteer  for  induction.  This  provision  is  contained  in  the  proposed 
new  section.  In  addition,  a  proviso  has  been  added  to  protect  persons 
who  were  members  of  Reserve  components  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who 
thereafter  continued  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  Reserve  compo¬ 
nents.  In  the  event  such  a  person  applies  for  active  duty  and  his 
application  is  denied  he  is  deferred  from  induction  until  such  tune  as 
he  is  ordered  to  active  duty  or  ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily  as  a 
member  of  a  Reserve  component.  Three  new  paragraphs  have  been 
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added  to  the  present  law  which  will  permit  (1)  persons  to  volunteer 
for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  after  at¬ 
taining  the  age  of  18  at  such  time  as  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  is  authorized,  (2)  permit  persons  with  the  consent  of  their 
parents  or  guardian  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces 
at  the  age  of  17,  and  (3)  to  permit  persons  to  volunteer  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  at  such  time  as  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  is  authorized  at  the  age  of  17  with 
the  consent  of  their  parents  or  guardian.  These  last  three  paragraphs 
recognize  the  possibility  that  many  men  complete  their  high  school 
education  at  the  age  of  17  or  shortly  thereafter  and  may  desire  to 
complete  their  military  obligation  prior  to  entering  college.  While 
men  can  enlist  in  the  Regular  services  today  at  the  age  of  17  with  the 
consent  of  their  parents  or  guardian,  persons  heretofore  have  not  been 
permitted  to  volunteer  for  induction  at  the  age  of  17.  Likewise,  when 
universal  military  training  is  put  into  effect  it  is  desirable  to  permit 
young  men  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  after  attaining  the  age  of  18  at  their  own  volition  and 
not  be  required  to  wait  until  they  reach  the  age  of  18%  or  permit  men 
below  the  age  of  18  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  with  the  consent  of  their  parents  or  guardian. 

(h)  Period  of  Reserve  service 

Linder  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  an  individual  who  has 
served  for  less  than  3  years  is  required  to  join  a  Reserve  component  and 
serve  there  for  a  prescribed  period  of  time. 

The  period  of  Reserve  service  required  by  the  present  law  is:  3  years 
of  service  if  in  an  organized  unit;  5  years  of  service  if  not  a  member  of 
an  organized  unit. 

The  proposed  legislation  prescribes  new  post-service  Reserve  obliga¬ 
tion  for  all  persons  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  subsequent  to 
June  25,  1950,  and  prior  to  attaining  26  years  of  age.  They  are 
required  to  serve  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a  period  not  to  exceed 
6  years  less  periods  of  active  military  service. 

The  Secretary  of  a  military  department  (and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury),  may  require  transfer  to  an  organized  unit  of  a  Reserve 
component  or  an  officers’  training  program. 

Persons  transferred  to  a  Reserve  component  or  enlisted,  appointed, 
or  inducted  prior  to  June  25,  1950,  are  not  covered  by  the  new  require¬ 
ment  but  retain  the  obligation  under  which  they  were  transferred, 
enlisted,  appointed,  or  inducted  in  effect  under  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948,  as  of  June  25,  1950. 

Persons  entering  the  service  at  age  26  or  older  are  not  subject  to  any 
post-service  Reserve  requirement.  This  subsection  also  provides 
authority  for  the  release  of  persons  on  active  duty  who  volunteer  to 
join  certain  organized  Reserve  units  prior  to  the  terminal  date  of  their 
period  of  active  service. 

Persons  may  be  discharged  from  their  total  obligated  service  of  6 
years  for  reasons  of  personal  hardships. 

(i)  Repealing  the  1-year  enlistment  program  for  18-year-olds 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  contains  a  provision  for  the  enlist¬ 
ment  of  persons  between  ages  18  and  19  for  a  period  of  1  year.  This 
1-year  period  of  service  is  followed  by  4  to  6  years  of  service  in  the 
Reserve  components. 

The  number  of  1-year  trainees  is  fixed  at  161,000. 


30  1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  ACT 

Tlie  actual  operation  of  the  program  was  of  very  brief  duration. 
The  proposed  legislation  would  repeal  those  provisions  of  the  1948 
act  authorizing  it. 

(j)  Extending  the  period  of  service  for  physicians,  dentists,  etc. 

This  subsection  extends  the  period  of  service  for  physicians,  dentists, 
and  allied  specialists  from  21  months  to  26  months  in  consonance  with 
the  period  prescribed  for  other  inductees. 

(k)  Establishment  of  National  Security  Training  Corps  and  National 

Security  Training  Commission;  authority  to  reduce  periods  of 

service 

(1)  Under  this  proposed  section,  which  may  justly  be  called  the 
heart  of  the  proposed  legislation,  the  President,  and  the  Congress  by 
concurrent  resolution,  are  authorized  to  reduce  the  periods  of  active 
service  required  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  act. 
Likewise,  the  President  and  the  Congress  by  concurrent  resolution 
may  eliminate  all  periods  of  active  service.  The  authority  to  decrease 
or  eliminate  periods  of  service  may  vary  as  to  age  group  or  groups.  In 
the  event  that  the  President,  by  Executive  order,  decreases  the  service 
for  any  age  group  or  groups,  or  for  all  age  groups,  such  period  may  be 
reduced  only  to  a  period  of  time  that  can  be  economically  utilized  by 
the  services. 

(2)  Whenever  the  President,  or  the  Congress  by  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion,  eliminates  the  period  of  service  required  for  persons  who  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  their  birth,  then  all  persons 
under  19  years  of  age  shall  thereafter  be  inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  subject  to  the  adoption  of  a  plan  for  such 
training.  Such  persons  will  be  required  to  take  an  initial  military 
training  period  of  6  months’  duration  and  thereafter  will  be  required 
to  go  into  a  Reserve  component  of  the  armed  services  for  a  period  of 
5 )'i  years.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  some  persons  will  at  that  time  be 
in  college  or  high  school  or  may  be  temporarily  deferred  and  may  pass 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  their  birth  before  being  inducted,  a 
proviso  is  necessary  which  will  permit  the  induction  of  such  persons 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  even  though  they  have 
passed  their  nineteenth  birthday.  However,  the  authority  to  defer 
persons  for  the  various  reasons  contained  in  section  6  of  the  act  will 
continue  to  be  applicable  to  the  persons  liable  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps. 

(3)  Paragraph  3  of  the  proposed  section  establishes  a  National 
Security  Training  Commission  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  Commission 
shall  consist  of  five  members,  three  of  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  one 
of  whom  shall  be  an  active  or  retired  member  of  a  Regular  component 
of  the  Armed  Forces.  The  fifth  member  shall  be  a  member  of  a  Re¬ 
serve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  a  person  entitled  to  retired 
or  retirement  pay  because  of  his  service  as  a  member  of  a  Reserve 
component.  The  Chairman  of  the  Commission  shall  be  selected  by 
the  President  from  among  the  civilian  members  of  the  Commission. 
No  person  may  be  appointed  a  civilian  member  of  the  Commission 
if  he  ever  has  been  on  active  duty  as  a  commissioned  officer  of  a 
Regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces.  The  Commission  shall 
have  a  seal  which  shall  be  judicially  noted. 
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Upon  the  appointment  of  the  Commission  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  is  established. 

(4)  Paragraph  4  of  the  proposed  section  prescribes  the  term  of 
office  and  compensation  of  the  members  of  the  Commission.  The 
term  of  office  of  two  of  the  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  2 
years.  The  term  of  office  of  the  three  remaining  members  of  the 
Commission  shall  be  3,  4,  and  5  years,  respectively.  While  actually 
serving  with  the  Commission  members  will  receive  a  per  diem  of  not 
to  exceed  $50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the  business  of  the  Commission, 
together  with  transportation  and  a  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of 
$9  while  away  from  their  homes  in  connection  with  the  business  of 
the  Commission.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  military  members  of 
the  Commission  are  subject  to  the  statutes  governing  dual  compen¬ 
sation. 

(5)  The  Commission  is  given  authority,  subject  to  the  direction  of 
the  President,  to  direct  and  control  the  training  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  which  training  must  be  basic  military  train¬ 
ing.  In  the  discharge  of  this  responsibility,  the  Commission  is  di¬ 
rected  to  establish  policies  and  standards  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  act.  It  also  is  required  to  make  provisions  for  the 
moral  and  spiritual  welfare  of  the  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps.  After  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President,  the  Commission  shall 
designate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out  the  prescribed  training. 

(6)  The  Commission  is  authorized  to  employ,  subject  to  the  civil 
service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  such  persons  as  may 
be  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform  its  functions. 

(7)  In  the  exercise  of  the  authority  granted  to  the  Commission  in 
paragraph  5,  the  Commission  is  required  to  prepare  and  submit  to 
the  Congress  a  plan  or  plans  describing  the  program  of  initial  military 
training  to  be  given  to  members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  the  measures  to  be  taken  by  the  Commission  to  safeguard  the 
health,  welfare,  morals,  and  personal  safety  of  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps,  and  such  other  policies  and  standards 
as  the  Commission  may  establish  to  include  a  code  of  conduct,  together 
with  penalties  for  the  violation  thereof,  to  which  members  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  subject.  The  Commission 
will  also  be  required  to  submit  recommendations  with  regard  to  the 
benefits  to  be  granted  and  the  duties  and  liabilities  to  be  imposed 
upon  members  of  the  Corps. 

(8)  Upon  the  submission  of  the  foregoing  plan  or  plans  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  such  plan  or  plans  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  of  both  Houses  of  the  Congress.  These  committees 
shall  have  a  period  of  45  calendar  days  of  continuous  session  of  the 
Congress  following  the  date  on  which  the  plan  or  plans  is  received  in 
which  to  report  a  resolution  to  their  respective  House  of  Congress 
approving  or  disapproving  the  plan  or  plans  submitted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  together  with  the  committee’s  recommendation  as  to  such 
plan  or  plans.  Thereafter,  and  prior  to  the  expiration  of  60  calendar 
days  of  continuous  session  of  the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which 
the  plan  or  plans  was  received  by  the  Congress,  such  resolution, 
which  shall  be  privileged,  may  be  called  up  by  any  Member  of  either 
House.  If  at  the  end  of  such  period  of  60  calendar  days  of  continuous 
session  of  the  Congress  there  has  not  been  passed  by  either  of  the  two 
Houses  of  the  Congress,  by  the  affirmative  vote  of  the  majority 
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of  either  House,  a  resolution  stating  in  substance  that  that  House 
does  not  favor  such  plan,  and  the  President  or  the  Congress,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  pai’agrapli  2  of  this  subsection,  has  eliminated 
the  period  of  service  required  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth,  persons  thereafter 
shall  be  liable  for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

(9)  This  paragraph  permits  the  Commission  to  submit  changes  and 
modifications  in  its  plans  to  the  Congress  from  time  to  time.  Such 
changes  shall  be  acted  upon  by  the  Congress  as  prescribed  in  the  pre¬ 
ceding  paragraph. 

(10)  Six  months  after  the  commencement  of  induction  of  persons 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  the  Commission  is  required 
to  submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehensive  report  describing  the 
operations  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  This  report 
shall  include  statistics  with  respect  to  the  number  of  persons  under¬ 
going  training,  a  list  of  the  stations  and  camps  at  which  such  training 
is  being  conducted,  an  analysis  of  the  disciplinary  problems  encoun¬ 
tered  and  statistics  with  respect  to  injuries,  deaths,  number  of  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Commission,  and  the  administrative  cost  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  At  the  same  time  the  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  submit  a 
report  giving  his  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  training  and  the  cost  of 
the  training  program  chargeable  to  appropriations  of  the  Department 
of  Defense.  Following  the  initial  report,  similar  reports  must  be 
submitted  semiannually. 

(11)  Paragraph  11  provides  that  persons  inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  paid  $30  per  month.  However,  if 
such  persons  have  dependents,  the  dependents  will  receive  the  amounts 
provided  for  the  dependents  of  members  of  the  armed  services. 

(12)  Paragraph  12  of  the  proposed  section  prevents  the  assignment 
of  any  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  to 
any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  except  that 
residents  of  the  Territories  and  possessions  may  be  trained  in  the  Ter¬ 
ritory  or  possession  from  which  they  were  inducted. 

(l)  Selection  by  age 

The  proposed  legislation  would  amend  the  technical  provisions 
relating  to  selection  and  induction  to  authorize  selection  and  induction 
by  age  groups. 

The  Selective  Service  System  has  been  inducting  from  the  older 
groups  downward  since  1948,  and  this  section  removes  any  doubt  as 
to  the  legality  of  such  a  procedure. 

(m)  Clarifying  the  status  of  certain  deferments  for  deserve  service;  enlist 

ments  in  the  National  Guard  of  persons  below  18]i  years  of  age 

(1)  Status  of  persons  who  enlist  in  organized  units  of  the  deserve 
components  subsequent  to  date  of  enactment  of  194-8  act. — Individuals 
who  became  members  of  the  Reserve  components  through  voluntary 
enlistment  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948,  are  not  eligible  for  deferment 
under  the  authority  of  the  present  statute,  inasmuch  as  they  acquired 
their  Reserve  status  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  act. 
The  Director  of  Selective  Service  is  suspending  administratively  the 
processing  of  these  individuals  on  the  grounds  that  it  would  be  illogical 
to  induct  them  into  another  service.  The  amendment  would  clarify 
their  position  by  placing  them  on  a  deferred  status,  the  same  as  those 
who  enlisted  prior  to  the  1948  act,  so  long  as  they  were  members  of 
such  units  on  February  1,  1951. 
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(2)  National  Guard  enlistments.— The  present  Selective  Service  Act 
authorizes  a  person  who  enlists  in  an  organized  unit  of  the  National 
Guard  prior  to  attaining  age  18K  to  he  deferred  from  induction  so 
long  as  he  serves  satisfactorily  in  such  unit.  The  purpose  of  this 
provision  of  the  1948  act  was  to  provide  the  National  Guard  with  a 
source  of  personnel. 

The  proposed  legislation  establishes  a  method  whereby  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  may  terminate  this  enlistment  program  when  he 
finds  that  trained  men  from  other  sources  are  available. 

(3)  Technical  amendment. — This  is  a  technical  amendment  made 
necessary  by  the  two  preceding  paragraphs. 

(n)  Merchant  marine ,  midshipmen,  and  military  college  students 

The  proposed  legislation  provides  that  Naval  Reserve  midshipmen 

attending  merchant  marine  schools  and  students  enrolled  in  military 
colleges  which  have  ROTC  programs  and  which  are  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  shall  be  exempt  from  registration  and  induction. 
These  categories  of  students  receive  military  training  and  upon  grad¬ 
uation  are  commissioned  in  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces. 

(o)  ROTC',  college,  and  other  programs 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  authorizes  the  deferment  within 
the  authority  (as  established  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense)  of  members 
of  the  ROTC.  This  deferment  is  subject  to  the  individual  agreeing 
in  writing  to  accept  a  commission  and  serve  for  not  less  than  2  years 
after  his  graduation.  Under  the  present  quotas,  a  total  of  approxi¬ 
mately  200,000  persons  are  serving  in  the  ROTC  on  a  deferred  basis. 

The  proposed  section  therefore  is  substantially  a  reenactment  of 
present  law  which  authorizes  the  deferment  of  students  in  the  senior 
division  of  the  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  its  equivalent  in 
other  branches  of  the  service. 

Persons  selected  for  enlistment  or  continuance  in  such  programs 
must  agree  to  accept  a  commission  and  serve  6  years  after  their 
appointment  as  commissioned  officers  (including  2  years  on  active 
duty  or  3  years  on  active  duty  if  financial  assistance  is  received). 
Such  persons,  however,  will  be  required  to  complete  or  have  com¬ 
pleted  an  initial  period  of  military  training  while  enrolled  in  such 
programs. 

(2)  The  Secretary  of  each  military  department  (and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury)  is  authorized  to  establish  officer  candidate  programs. 
This  paragraph  is  designed  to  give  personnel  who  are  not  selected  for 
one  of  the  other  programs  under  this  section,  an  opportunity  for 
attending  commissioned  status  while  on  active  duty. 

(3)  This  paragraph  states  that  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall 
prejudice  the  President’s  deferment  powers  under  section  6  (h)  of  the 
act. 

(p)  Deferments;  liability  for  induction  of  married  nonveterans  who  have 

no  dependents  other  than  a  wife 

This  provision  substantially  reenacts  subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of 
the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  with  several  important  changes. 
The  present  law  permits  the  deferment  of  persons — 

whose  employment  in  industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment 
*  *  *  or  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  scientific,  or  other  en- 
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deavors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  national  health,  safety, 
or  interest  *  *  *. 

This  language  is  reenacted  in  the  proposed  subsection.  The  present 
law  also  permits  the  President  to  defer  persons  who  have  dependents, 
but  it  should  be  carefully  noted  that  section  6  (h),  as  written,  removes 
the  authority  of  the  President  to  defer  married  men  who  have  no 
dependents  other  than  a  wife  solely  on  the  basis  of  such  marriage, 
unless  there  is  extreme  hardship  involved.  Likewise,  it  should  be 
observed  that  the  new  section  permits  the  induction  of  persons  now 
or  hereafter  deferred  until  the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  their  birth 
should  their  basis  for  deferment  terminate  after  passing  their  twenty- 
sixth  birthday.  This  will  prevent  persons  now  deferred  from  escap¬ 
ing  induction  by  continuing  their  education  past  the  twenty-sixth 
anniversary  of  their  birth,  or  by  continuing  to  remain  engaged  in  an 
essential  industry  or  occupat'on  until  they  pass  their  twenty-sixth 
birthday. 

This  subsection  also  adds  the  words  “dental,  optometric,  osteo¬ 
pathic,  and  chiropractic”  to  the  list  of  endeavor  that  may  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  President  for  deferment  purposes,  as  necessary  for  the 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest. 

(q)  Deferment  for  high-school  and  college  students 

(1)  The  present  Selective  Service  Act  authorizes  the  postponement 
of  induction  of  a  high-school  student  until  he  graduates  or  until  he 
attains  the  age  of  20.  The  proposed  legislation  would  authorize  such 
students  to  be  deferred,  but  does  not  affect  the  age.  By  permitting  a 
deferment  in  lieu  of  the  present  postponement  students  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  enlist  in  a  branch  of  service  of  their  choice  during 
such  deferment  period. 

(2)  The  present  Selective  Service  Act  authorizes  the  postponement 
of  induction  of  any  person  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction 
in  college  until  the  end  of  the  academic  year.  The  proposed  sub¬ 
section  removes  the  postponement  feature  and  permits  such  students 
to  be  deferred  until  the  completion  of  the  academic  year.  However, 
the  proposed  provision  will  not  permit  college  students  who  have 
once  been  deferred  to  complete  an  academic  year,  or  whose  induction 
has  been  once  postponed  to  complete  an  academic  year,  to  be  further 
deferred  to  complete  another  academic  year,  under  the  authority  of 
this  subsection.  This,  however,  will  not  preclude  the  additional 
deferment  of  such  students  under  regulations  issued  by  the  President. 

(r)  Period  of  active  duty  for  certain  reservists 

Under  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  a  member  of  a  Reserve 
component  who  has  had  less  than  90  days  of  active  duty  may  be 
ordered  into  active  service  for  the  normal  induction  period  of  21 
months.  This  provision  was,  in  1948,  intended  to  apply  to  recent 
graduates  of  the  ROTC. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  repeal  this  provision  which  has 
been  superseded  by  later  amendments  to  the  act. 

(s)  Clarification  of  certain  provisions  relating  to  reemployment  rights 

Section  9  of  the  1948  act  prescribes  in  considerable  detail  the  reem¬ 
ployment  rights  which  accrue  to  an  individual  who  is  enlisted  or 
inducted  into  the  military  service.  This  section  of  the  existing  statute 
has  worked  very  satisfactorily  excepting  with  respect  to  cases  which 
are  discussed  in  this  section  of  the  proposed  legislation. 
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Under  existing  law  employees  who  leave  Federal,  State,  or  private 
employment  are  entitled,  if  they  make  application  for  reemployment 
within  90  days  and  if  they  are  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of 
such  position,  to  “be  restored  to  such  position  or  to  a  position  of  like 
seniority,  status,  and  pay.”  Because  of  the  alternative  choice  which 
appears  to  be  given  to  the  employer,  veterans  have  in  the  past  been 
restored  to  jobs  of  “like  seniority,  status,  and  pay”  which  may  be  less 
desirable  than  the  job  held  before  entering  the  service.  For  example, 
a  salesman  with  a  certain  territory  might,  upon  release  from  active 
duty,  be  given  a  job  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay,  but  be  given  an 
entirely  different  sales  area.  The  proposed  change  to  existing  law 
would  require  that  such  person  would  be  restored  to  the  same  position 
if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by  a  person  with  greater  seniority.  If  the 
position  no  longer  exists  or  a  person  of  greater  seniority  occupies  the 
position,  then,  and  only  then,  can  the  veteran  be  given  a  position  of 
“like  seniority,  status,  and  pay.” 

The  foregoing  comment  applies  to  all  three  of  the  paragraphs  of 
this  subsection. 

(t)  (1)  Extending  reemployment  rights  to  persons  who  serve  not  more 
than  If.  years. — Under  existing  law  reemployment  rights  are  extended 
to  persons  who  enlist  for  not  more  than  3  years.  The  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  would  extend  these  rights  to  persons  who  serve  for  not  more 
than  4  years.  Thus  it  will  be  seen  that  the  test  is  the  length  of  time 
an  individual  serves  and  not  the  length  of  time  for  which  he  originally 
enlisted. 

Under  the  proposed  legislation  an  individual  who  enlists  for  5  or  6 
years  but  is  released  from  service  in  4  years  or  less  would  be  entitled 
to  reemployment  rights;  under  the  existing  laAV  he  would  not.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  under  existing  law  an  individual  is  entitled  to  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  only  upon  the  expiration  of  his  first  enlistment  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948.  Under  the 
proposed  legislation  it  is  immaterial  how  many  times  an  individual 
may  have  enlisted  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  that  act  so  long  as 
his  total  service  does  not  exceed  4  years. 

(2)  This  paragraph  extends  to  persons  entering  upon  active  duty 
subsequent  to  June  24,  1948,  other  than  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
physical  fitness,  whether  or  not  voluntarily  the  same  reemployment 
rights  and  benefits  upon  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  con¬ 
ditions  as  are  provided  for  persons  inducted  or  enlisted  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

(3)  Reinstatement  rights  jor  persons  rejected  for  military  service. — This 
proposal  gives  for  the  first  time  reinstatement  rights  to  those  persons 
who  leave  private  or  Federal  employment  to  enter  the  Armed  Forces, 
but  who  are  rejected  by  such  forces.  As  written,  the  proposed  legis¬ 
lation  provides  these  reinstatement  rights  shall  also  be  applicable  to 
persons  who  leave  private  or  Federal  employment  for  the  purpose  of 
induction  into,  entering,  determining  their  physical  fitness  to  enter, 
or  performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces.  The  proposed 
legislation  provides  for  the  reinstatement  of  such  persons  provided 
they  make  application  within  30  days  following  release. 

(u)  Nonapplicability  of  certain  laws 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  exempts  uncompensated  officials 
of  the  Selective  Service  System  and  individuals  appointed  to  conduct 
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hearings  on  certain  appeals  from  certain  laws  applying  to  Government 
officials. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  include  members  of  the  National 
Selective  Service  Appeal  Board  within  such  exemption. 

(v)  Section  10  of  the  Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1948, 
among  other  things,  provides  for  the  creation  of  civilian  appeal  boards 
and  other  appeal  agencies  and  provides  that  there  shall  be  at  least  one 
appeal  board  for  each  State  (sec.  10  (b)  (3)).  The  first  amendment  to 
this  section  proposed  by  the  bill  requires  the  establishment  of  at  least 
one  appeal  board  within  each  Federal  judicial  district  and  further 
provides  for  such  additional  panels  of  such  appeal  boards  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  President. 

There  also  is  added  a  new  subsection  to  section  10  of  the  present 
law  which  requires  the  Director  of  Selective  Service  to  report  to  the 
Congress  annually  on  the  operation  of  the  Selective  Service  System. 
The  report  must  include,  by  States,  information  concerning  the  num¬ 
ber  of  registrants,  the  number  of  registrants  inducted,  the  number  of 
registrants  deferred,  and  the  basis  for  such  deferments. 

(w)  Termination  provisions 

(а)  Provisions  in  case  of  conflict  with  existing  law. — Section  17  (a) 
of  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  suspends  all  laws  which  are  in 
conflict  with  the  provisions  of  such  act,  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict, 
for  the  period  in  which  the  act  shall  be  in  force.  The  proposed  bill  will 
remove  the  italicized  portion  from  the  present  language. 

As  section  17  (b)  of  the  present  Selective  Service  Act  now  stands  it 
enumerates  the  portions  of  the  act  which  shall  remain  in  force  after 
the  act  itself  shall  have  become  inoperative  and-  prescribes  the  termina¬ 
tion  date.  Originally  the  termination  date  was  to  be  the  second 
anniversary  of  the  date  of  enactment,  which  would  have  been  June  24, 
1950.  This  termination  date  was  extended  to  July  9,  1951,  by  the 
Selective  Service  Extension  Act  of  1950.  Provision  regarding  termi¬ 
nation  of  the  act  both  as  respects  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  is  covered  in  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section. 

(б)  Authority  for  appropriations. — The  authority  for  appropriation 
language  contained  in  section  17  (c)  of  the  present  Selective  Service 
Act  is  not  changed  by  the  proposed  legislation  except  that  a  sentence 
has  been  added- which  provides  that  funds  appropriated  for  the  admin¬ 
istrative  expenses  for  the  National  Security  Training  Commission 
shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission,  and  funds  appro¬ 
priated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
program,  to  be  carried  out  by  the  military  departments  designated 
by  the  Commission,  shall  be  appropriated  to  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

(c)  This  paragraph  provides  for  termination,  or  for  suspension  for 
any  stated  period  of  time,  of  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  or  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the 
Congress.  Upon  the  passage  of  such  concurrent  resolution  persons 
theretofore  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  must 
be  released  from  such  corps  not  later  than  6  months  following  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution.  This  does  not,  however,  relieve  such 
persons  from  their  obligation  to  serve  in  a  Reserve  component  as 
provided  in  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  this  act. 
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( d )  This  paragraph  prohibits  the  induction  of  persons  for  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  after  July  1,  1954.  In  effect,  this 
limits  the  operation  of  selective  service  to  that  date  in  the  absence  of 
further  legislation  by  the  Congress,  insofar  as  induction  of  persons 
for  the  Armed  Forces  is  concerned. 

(x)  Extending  present  authority  to  order  Reserve  components  to  active 
Federal  service 

The  present  Selective  Service  Act  originally  contained  no  authority 
whereby  Reserve  components  could  be  ordered  to  active  Federal  service 
excepting  the  rather  limited  authority  contained  in  section  7  of  the 
original  act  referring  to  those  reservists  who  had  previously  had  less 
than  90  days  of  active  service. 

The  Selective  Service  Extension  Act  of  1950  added  to  the  original 
•statute  an  additional  section  which  authorized  the  ordering  to  21 
months  active  Federal  service  of  the  Reserve  components  effective 
until  July  9,  1951. 

The  proposed  legislation  would  extend  the  effective  date  of  this 
authority  from  July  9,  1951,  to  July  1,  1953. 

This  subsection  also  requires  that  any  member  of  the  inactive  or 
volunteer  reserve  who  served  on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  more  than 
90  days  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  between  December  7,  1941, 
and  September  2,  1945,  or  for  a  period  of  more  than  12  months  be¬ 
tween  September  16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948,  who  is  now  on  or  who 
may  hereafter  be  ordered  to  active  duty  shall  be  released  upon  his  ap¬ 
plication  therefor  after  completing  12  or  more  months  of  active  duty 
subsequent  to  June  25,  1950. 

SECTION  2.  EXTENSION  OF  VOLUNTEER  ENLISTMENTS 

The  act  of  July  27,  1950,  authorizes  the  President  to  extend  all  en¬ 
listments  for  a  period  of  12  months;  this  authority  expires  on  July  9, 
1951.  As  a  consequence,  an  enlistment  expiring  at  any  time  prior  to 
July  9,  1951,  could  be  extended  for  a  period  of  12  months.  Enlist¬ 
ments  expiring  after  that  date  could  not  be  extended. 

Section  2  (a)  of  the  proposed  legislation  would  move  the  expiration 
date  of  this  extension  authority  from  July  9,  1951,  to  July  1,  1952.  It 
would  also  provide  that  no  enlistment  which  had  been  extended  under 
the  previous  authority  could  again  be  extended  for  any  additional 
period. 

Section  2  (b)  would  extend  Public  Law  779  of  the  Eighty-first  Con¬ 
gress  which  authorizes  the  induction  of  physicians,  dentists,  and  spec¬ 
ialists  until  July  1,  1953. 

SECTION  3.  EFFECT  ON  PERSONS  NOW  SERVING  ON  ACTIVE  DUTY 

This  section  provides  that  whenever  the  period  of  active  service  or 
any  category  of  persons  is  increased  such  increased  period  of  service 
shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active 
duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  act,  with 
the  exception  of  members  of  the  Reserve  components. 

SECTION  4 

This  section  amends  section  3,  the  present  registration  section  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  by  providing  that  persons  required  to 
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register  shall  at  the  time  of  such  registration  be  accorded  the  right  to 
express  a  preference  in  writing  to  discharge  their  obligation  for  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  or  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  in  units  which  are  segregated  as  to  race  and  that  such 
preference  will  govern  any  future  assignment  of  such  persons  for  train¬ 
ing  or  training  and  service,  insofar  as  military  necessity  will  permit. 

section  5.  separability 

This  section  is  a  routine  separability  clause. 

SECTION  6.  SHORT  TITLE 

This  section  provides  that  the  bill,  when  enacted,  shall  be  cited  as  the 
“1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act”. 

The  Department  of  Defense  is  strongly  in  favor  of  the  principles 
of  the  proposed  legislation  as  indicated  by  the  following  letter: 

The  Secretary  of  Defense, 

Washington,  January  17,  1951. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Chairman:  There  is  forwarded  herewith  a  dx'aft  of  legislation  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to  permit 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United  States  by 
authoiizing  universal  military  service  and  training,  and  for  other  purposes. 

This  bill  would  establish  a  program  of  universal  military  service  and  training; 
it  would  lower  the  minimum  age  for  induction  into  the  armed  services  from  19 
years  to  18;  it  would  extend  the  period  of  service  for  those  inducted  from  21 
months  to  27,  and  it  would  add  1  year  to  the  enlistment  peiiod  of  all  men  whose 
original  enlistments  were  scheduled  to  expire  duiing  fiscal  years  1952  or  1953. 

This  is  the  principal  proposal  in  the  Department  of  Defense  legislative  program 
for  1951.  The  principles  embodied  in  this  legislation  have  ,he  approval  of  the 
President,  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget,  the  Director  of  Selective  Service,  and  all 
the  civilian  agencies  concerned  with  manpower  problems.  Its  prompt  enact¬ 
ment  by  the  Congress  is  urged  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  civilian  and 
military  heads  of  all  the  Armed  Forces. 

Purpose  of  the  legislation : 

In  the  judgment  of  the  Department  of  Defense,  this  bill  represents  the  best 
way  to  meet  our  immediate  need  for  expanded  fighting  forces  and,  at  the  same 
time,  provide  an  enduring  base  for  our  military  strength.  Any  program  that 
fails  to  accomplish  both  these  objectives,  at  a  cost  we  can  support,  will  be  inade¬ 
quate  to  guarantee  our  own  security  or  to  contribute  to  the  establishment  of 
lasting  peace. 

We  are  confronted  with  a  world  situation  of  such  gravity  and  such  unpredicta¬ 
bility  that  we  must  be  prepared  for  effective  action,  whether  the  challenge  comes 
with  the  speed  of  sound  or  is  delayed  for  a  lifetime.  To  continue  to  put  our 
reliance  on  our  forces  in  being  without  making  provision  for  a  dependable  civilian 
reserve  of  trained  military  manpower  would  put  a  crushing  burden  on  the  produc¬ 
tive  economy  that  is  the  basis  of  our  national  strength. 

What  we  need,  and  what  this  bill  would  piovide,  is  the  assurance  that  we  would 
be  able  to  build  up  our  combat  forces  with  all  possible  speed  and  that  we  would 
be  able  to  maintain  whatever  strength  might  be  needed  for  as  long  as  might  be 
necessary  to  insure  world  peace.  Through  the  authorization  of  a  permanent  sys¬ 
tem  of  universal  military  service  and  training,  we  could  achieve  these  ends  with 
minimum  cost  in  men  and  money  and  with  the  least  necessary  dislocation  of 
industry,  agriculture,  education,  and  family  life. 

The  bill  would  make  it  the  national  obligation  of  all  physically  fit  young  men 
reaching  the  age  of  18  to  undergo  military  service  and  training  and  to  follow  that 
service  with  a  specified  term  of  duty  in  a  Reserve  component.  The  obligation  to 
serve  would  be  universal,  but  care  would  be  taken  in  the  first  years  of  the  program 
not  to  bring  in  18-vear-olds  so  rapidly  that  they  could  not  make  a  useful  contri¬ 
bution  to  our  immediate  military  strength.  As  part  of  this  orderly  introduction 
of  universal  military  service  and  training,  effort  would  be  made  to  confine  initial 
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calls  to  those  closest  to  their  nineteenth  birthday.  This  would  insure  the  greatest 
fairness  in  the  way  we  put  the  plan  into  operation. 

Under  the  bill,  moreover,  no  youth  under  the  age  of  19  could  be  sent  over¬ 
seas  with  less  than  4  months  of  training.  This  would  virtually  rule  out,  except 
in  a  dire  emergency,  the  probability  that  any  young  man  brought  into  service 
in  the  early  years  of  this  program  would  go  into  a  combat  area  before  he  was 
19.  However,  it  is  our  strong  fear  that  writing  into  the  law  a  specific  prohibition 
against  sending  men  out  of  the  United  States  before  their  nineteenth  birthday 
would  cripple  the  services  in  meeting  a  sudden,  ruthless,  and  violent  action  by 
our  possible  enemy. 

Experience  in  both  world  wars  has  shown  that  men  of  18  are  among  our  bravest 
and  best  fighters;  they  have  a  strength  and  spirit  that  is  both  a  support  and  an 
inspiration  to  their  comrades-in-arms.  But  if  they  are  to  make  their  full  con¬ 
tribution  to  our  defense  efforts,  we  must  make  certain  that  they  receive  adequate 
training  and  that  they  then  be  allowed  to  take  their  rightful  place  as  a  mainstay 
of  our  fighting  forces,  to  the  extent  that,  the  national  interest  requires. 

In  the  present  period  of  urgent  need  for  enlarging  our  combat  potential,  those 
who  were  brought  into  the  universal  military  service  and  training  program 
would  serve  for  a  total  period  of  27  months,  of  which  at  least  4  would  be  devoted 
to  training.  As  soon  as  the  need  abated,  the  President  would  have  the  right  to 
cut  down  the  service  requirement  and  eventually  to  eliminate  everything,  except 
training.  There  would  remain  at  all  times  an  obligation  that  these  young  men 
reaching  18  devote  from  4  to  6  months  to  training  so  they  could  be  fitted  into 
Reserve  units  and  thus  give  us  a  durable  layer  of  military  protection  that  would 
survive  the  alternate  moods  of  public  alarm  or  complacency. 

The  suggestion  that  the  term  of  service  and  training  be  longer  than  the  present 
selective  service  period  of  21  months  is  based  on  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps  that  27  months  is  the  shortest  period 
of  service  that  is  consistent  with  national  security  in  this  period  when  so  much 
of  our  effort  and  our  personnel  must  be  devoted  to  the  training  of  men  entering 
military  duty  for  the  first  time. 

It  takes  so  long  and  requires  such  an  outlay  in  both  funds  and  training  personnel 
to  impart  the  basic  military  skills  required  in  our  highly-mechanized  military 
forces  that  the  release  of  men  in  less  than  27  months  at  this  crucial  stage  of  world 
history  represents  a  major  element  of  military  weakness.  The  proposal  that  the 
total  term  of  service  be  27  months  would  apply  not  only  to  those  coming  in  under 
universal  military  service  and  training,  but  also  to  those  under  selective  service. 
Under  the  present  21-month  term,  men  return  to  civilian  life  just  at  the  point 
when  their  military  usefulness  becomes  greatest.  The  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  General  Bradley,  has  estimated  that  we  would  gain  nearly  50  per¬ 
cent  in  practical  utility  by  the  extra  6  months  of  service  we  recommend. 

We  recognize  that  6  months  is  a  long  time  in  the  lives  of  our  young  men.  We 
make  this  recommendation  for  longer  service  only  because  we  believe  it  is  impera¬ 
tive  to  the  attainment  of  the  combat  readiness  we  need  in  the  tense  months  and 
years  that  lie  ahead. 

It  is  the  recognition  that  our  plans  must  be  as  dependable  over  the  long  haul 
as  they  are  in  the  next  year  or  two  that  makes  the  Department  of  Defense  so 
emphatic  in  its  belief  that  universal  military  service  and  training  should  be  en¬ 
acted  without  delay.  We  do  not  contend  that  there  is  no  other  way  to  meet  the 
immediate  manpower  goals  of  the  armed  services,  but  we  do  insist  that  there  is 
no  other  method  that  answers  our  immediate  and  our  long-term  needs  with  the 
same  degree  of  certainty,  the  same  economy,  and  the  same  regard  for  the  total 
needs  of  our  country,  both  civilian  and  military. 

Since  Washington  first  tried  to  win  congressional  approval  for  a  program  of 
universal  training  150  years  ago,  our  military  effectiveness  has  been  hampered 
and  our  survival  as  a  Nation  imperiled  by  the  lack  of  trained  reserves.  Our 
desire  for  peace  has  caused  us  to  throw  aside  our  military  strength  before  peace 
was  secure,  and  the  result  has  been  to  encourage  aggression  and  war  on  the  part 
of  our  potential  enemies. 

Universal  military  service  and  training  represents  the  most  effective,  eco¬ 
nomical,  and  democratic  answer  to  this  problem.  It  avoids  the  necessity  for  main¬ 
taining  over  the  years  a  large  standing  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force  and  thus  con¬ 
tributes  not  only  to  a  Military  Establishment  that  is  within  our  capacity  to  sustain 
but  also  keeps  intact  our  American  tradition  of  holding  the  professional  military 
forces  to  the  lowest  level  compatible  with  our  security. 

This  is  the  time  to  give  convincing  proof  both  to  those  who  hate  us  and  those 
who  look  to  us  as  a  citadel  of  liberty  that  we  have  adopted  a  military  posture 
that  we  can  and  will  maintain  for  as  long  as  it  may  be  needed,  on  a  basis  that 
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guarantees  equality  of  sacrifice  and  that  will  not  impose  a  ruinous  financial  drain 
on  our  productive  energies. 

We  feel  that  the  year  between  a  young  man’s  eighteenth  and  nineteenth  birth¬ 
days  is  the  proper  year  in  which  to  begin  fulfilling  the  obligation  for  service  this  bill 
would  establish.  This  is  the  age  that  would  entail  the  least  upset  in  the  life 
of  a  young  man  and  the  smallest  dislocation  of  education,  industry,  and  family 
life. 

At  18  most  young  men  are  finishing  high  school  and  not  yet  embarked  on 
college  or  a  life  work.  Few  have  married,  and  even  fewer  have  children.  They 
are  at  a  transitional  stage  in  their  careers.  We  do  not  minimize  the  hardship 
it  causes  them  or  their  families  to  have  these  young  men  enter  military  service, 
but  this  hardship  is  substantially  less  than  that  involved  in  calling  in  men  after 
they  have  their  roots  more  deeply  fixed  in  jobs,  higher  education,  and  family  or 
community  affairs. 

We  would  be  operating  too  closely  to  the  danger  line  if  we  had  to  satisfy  our 
present  military  manpower  ceiling  of  3.5  million  men  with  no  changes  in  the 
present  selective-service  law,  other  than  a  27-month  period  of  service  and  a  1-year 
extension  of  enlistments.  Any  rise  in  casualties  or  any  worsening  of  the  military 
situation  that  forced  an  upward  revision  of  our  strength  requirement  would  wipe 
out  the  safety  margin  and  jeopardize  attainment  of  the  needed  force. 

It  would,  of  course,  be  possible  to  call  up  husbands  and  fathers  among  the 
nonveteran  group  between  the  ages  of  19  and  26,  but  the  social  damage  of  such 
a  call  would  be  incalculably  greater  than  that  involved  in  calling  18-year-olds, 
very  few  of  whom  have  dependents.  It  would  also  be  possible  to  ask  congressional 
authorization  to  recall  veterans,  but  no  one  could  seriously  argue  that  it  was  fair 
and  democratic  to  recall  those  who  have  already  given  so  much  to  the  service  of 
their  country  while  these  younger  men  remained  immune  from  duty. 

We  fee!  that  broadening  the  liability  for  service  to  take  in  18-year-olds  is  not 
only  necessary  and  just  but,  also,  it  wiil  make  it  easier  for  us  to  build  our  military 
strength  to  the  required  levels  with  minimum  disruption  of  the  industrial,  agri¬ 
cultural,  scientific,  and  educational  resources  that  play  so  substantial  a  part  in 
our  greatness  as  a  Nation  and  a  force  for  world  betterment. 

We  recognize  that  there  can  be  no  long-range  security  for  America  in  a  pro¬ 
gram  that  denudes  our  industries  and  farms  of  skilled  technicians  or  that  inter¬ 
feres  with  our  preeminence  in  science  and  general  education.  The  proposed 
legislation  contains  specific  safeguards  intended  to  keep  our  colleges,  laboratories, 
and  industries  healthy.  Moreover,  the  calling  up  of  18-year-olds  will  considerably 
increase  our  abilitp  to  recommend  deferments  in  the  19-to-26  group  for  men  who 
possess  skills  that  are  essential  to  the  promotion  of  high  industrial  and  agricultural 
production  or  who  are  pursuing  courses  of  study  in  fields  of  vital  importance  to 
both  our  civilian  and  military  economy. 

In  recognition  of  the  democratic  principle  that  all  military  undertakings  should 
have  civilian  understanding,  interest,  and  support,  provision  is  made  for  the 
appointment  of  a  committee  of  distinguished  citizens  to  advise  the  President  on 
administration  of  the  universal  military  service  and  training  program  and  the 
welfare  of  men  inducted  under  it.  Similarly,  all  procedures  for  selecting  students 
to  be  deferred  and  for  supervising  any  program  of  national  scholarships  that 
might  be  set  up  to  insure  fullest  equality  of  educational  opportunity  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  civilian  experts,  rather  than  the  military  authorities. 

We  are  mindful  that  the  principle  of  equal  obligation  requires  that  every  young 
man  who  can  be  effectively  used  in  the  Military  Establishment  participate  in 
the  program.  Accordingly,  we  ask  the  Congress  to  consider  the  establishment  in 
a  civilian  agency  of  a  plan  to  assist  in  the  rehabilitation  of  those  who  suffer  from 
minor  physical  handicaps  and  who  are  desirous  of  making  their  contribution  to 
the  national  welfare  through  induction  into  this  program. 

It  is  our  conviction  that  this  bill  will  give  our  country  the  maximum  return 
in  security  for  every  dollar  we  invest  in  a  military  program  that  may  have  to  be 
maintained  at  a  high  level  for  years  to  come. 

We  feel  that  it  represents  the  practical  way  to  put  into  effect  an  enduring 
program  for  the  protection  of  our  country  and  the  defeat  of  aggression — a  plan 
that  is  geared  both  to  our  immediate  and  long-term  problems  and  that  can  be 
sustained  with  minimum  strain  on  our  human  and  industrial  resources.  Its 
adoption  will  be  a  major  contribution  to  the  strengthening  of  the  country  and 
the  attainment  of  stability  and  peace  in  the  world. 

Respectfully  submitted. 


(Signed)  George  C.  Marshall. 


Hon.  Carl  Vinson, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
House  of  Representatives. 
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The  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  after  almost  2  months  of  intense 
study,  exhaustive  hearings,  and  many  executive  sessions,  has  favorably 
reported  the  proposed  legislation  by  an  overwhelming  vote.  It 
strongly  urges  the  adoption  of  the  proposed  measure. 

Comparison  of  S.  1  as  Passed  by  the  Senate  March  9,  1951, 
With  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  Amended 

Changes  in  existing  law  made  by  the  bill  are  shown  as  follows: 
Existing  law  proposed  to  be  omitted  is  enclosed  in  black  brackets, 
new  matter  is  printed  in  italics,  existing  law  in  which  no  change  is 
proposed  is  shown  in  roman. 

AN  ACT  To  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to  permit  the  more 
effective  utilization  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal  military  training 
and  service,  and  for  other  purposes 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled, 

TITLE  I 

Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  [“Selective  Service  Act  of  1948”.] 
“Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”. 

(b)  The  Congress  hereby  declares  that  an  adequate  armed  strength  must  be 
achieved  and  maintained  to  insure  the  security  of  this  Nation. 

(c)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  in  a  free  society  the  obligations  and 
privileges  of  serving  in  the  [armed  forces  and  the  reserve]  Armed  Forces,  including 
the  Reserve  components  thereof,  should  be  shared  generally,  in  accordance  with  a 
system  [of  selection]  which  is  fair  and  just,  and  which  is  consistent  with  the 
maintenance  of  an  effective  national  economy. 

(d)  The  Congress  further  declares,  in  accordance  with  our  traditional  military 
policy  as  expressed  in  the  National  Defense  Act  of  1916,  as  amended,  that  it  is 
essential  that  the  strength  and  organization  of  the  National  Guard,  both  [Ground 
and  Air]  ground  and  air,  as  an  integral  part  of  the  first  line  defenses  of  this  Nation, 
be  at  all  times  maintained  and  assured. 

To  this  end,  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  that  whenever  Congress  shall  de¬ 
termine  that  units  and  organizations  are  needed  for  the  national  security  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  those  of  the  Regular  components  of  the  [Ground  Forces]  ground  forces 
and  the  [Air  Forces]  air  forces,  and  those  in  active  service  under  this  title,  the 
National  Guard  of  the  United  States,  both  [Ground  and  Air]  ground  and  air,  or 
such  part  thereof  as  may  be  necessary,  together  with  such  units  of  the  Reserve 
components  as  are  necessary  for  a  balanced  force,  shall  be  ordered  to  active 
Federal  service  and  continued  therein  so  long  as  such  necessity  exists. 

(e)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  adequate  provision  for  national  security 
requires  maximum  effort  in  the  fields  of  scientific  research  and  development,  and 
the  fullest  possible  development  and  utilization  of  the  Nation’s  technological, 
scientific,  and  other  critical  manpower  resources. 

(/)  To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to 
engage  in  such  training  for  civilian  and  military  service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the 
assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  citizens  of  a  free  and  democratic  Nation  and 
provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel  recently  trained  in  modern  techniques  and 
assure  a  vital,  ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  military  and  civilian  needs  of  the  Nation. 

( g )  The  Congress  declares  it  to  be  in  the  national  interest  that  personnel  serving  in 
the  Armed  Forces  be  protected  and  encouraged  in  the  realization  and  development  of 
those  moral,  spiritual,  and  religious  values,  consistent  with  the  religious  beliefs  and 
convictions  of  the  individuals  concerned,  which  are  fundamental  in  the  preservation 
and  strengthening  of  the  fiber  of  American  citizenship.  In  the  pursuit  of  this  end,  the 
Congress  further  declares  that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  commanding  officer  in  every 
echelon  of  command  in  the  respective  services  of  the  Armed  Forces  to  maintain  to  the 
highest  possible  degree  within  his  command  those  conditions  and  influences  calculated 
to  protect  the  health,  morals,  and  spiritual  welfare  of  the  personnel  of  his  command. 
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[authorized  personnel  strengths] 

[Sec.  2.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  the  authorized  active 
duty  personnel  strength  of  the  armed  forces,  exclusive  of  personnel  of  the  reserve 
components  on  active  duty  for  training  purposes  only,  officer  candidates,  person¬ 
nel  of  the  armed  forces  employed  in  the  Selective  Service  System,  and  persons 
paid  under  the  appropriations  for  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the  Marine  Corps 
Reserve,  is  hereby  established  as  follows:  (1)  Of  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
eight  hundred  thirty-seven  thousand  plus  one  hundred  ten  thousand  one-year 
enlistees;  (2)  of  the  Navy,  including  the  Marine  Corps,  the  present  authorized 
statutory  strength  of  six  hundred  sixty-six  thousand,  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two, 
plus  thirty-six  thousand  one-year  enlistees;  and  (3)  of  the  Air  Force  of  the  United 
States,  five  hundred  two  thousand  plus  fifteen  thousand  one-vear  enlistees.  The 
strength  herein  established  for  each  of  the  armed  forces  shall  mean  the  daily 
average  number  of  persons  on  active  duty  therein  during  the  fiscal  year.] 

registration 

Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every 
male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the 
United  States,  who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent  regis¬ 
tration,  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  to  present  himself  for  and 
submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or  times  and  place  or  places,  and  in  such 
manner,  as  shall  be  determined  by  proclamation  of  the  President  and  by  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  hereunder. 

TRAINING  AND  SERVICE 

Sec.  4.  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every  male  citizen  of 
the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who  is  between  the  ages  of  [nineteen]  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  at  the  time  fixed 
for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  [nineteen]  eighteen  after  having 
been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States.  Any  citizen  of  a  foreign 
country,  who  is  not  deferrable  or  exempt  from  training  and  service  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  (other  than  this  subsection),  shall  be  relieved  from  liability 
for  training  and  service  under  this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  armed 
forces,  he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such  liability  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President;  but  any  person  who  makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be  debarred 
from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  The  President  is  authorized,  from 
time  to  time,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the 
[armed  forces]  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service  in  the 
manner  provided  in  this  title  ( including  but  not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by 
age  group  or  groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and 
maintain  [the  personnel  strengths  (other  than  one-year  enlistee  personnel 
strengths)  of  the  respective  armed  forces  authorized  by  section  2  of  this  title  and 
such  number  of  persons  as  in  his  judgment  may  be  required  for  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard]  adequate  Armed  Forces. 

No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title  [unless  and]  until  [he  is  acceptable  to  the  armed  forces  for  such  training 
and  service  and]  his  acceptability  in  all  respects  (including  his  physical  and  mental 
fitness  for  such  training  and  service)  has  been  satisfactorily  determined  under 
standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard). 

No  persons  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  until  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  shall  have  been  made  for  such  shelter,  sanitary  facilities,  water  supplies, 
heating  and  lighting  arrangements,  medical  care,  and  hospital  accommodations, 
for  such  persons,  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  to  be  essential  to  public  and  personal  health. 

The  persons  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title  shall  be  assigned  to  stations  or  units  of  such  forces.  Persons  inducted  into 
the  land  forces  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
members  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States;  persons  inducted  into  the  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members 
of  the  United  States  Navy  or  the  United  States  Marine  Corps  or  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  as  appropriate;  and  persons  inducted  into  the  air  forces  of 
the  United  States  pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members  of  the 
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Air  Force  of  the  United  States.  Every  trainee  shall  he  given  full  and  adequate 
initial  basic  training  for  service  in  the  Armed  Force  into  which  he  is  inducted  and 
no  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial  period  of  basic  training,  be  assigned  for  duty  in 
■a  combat  area,  or  be  permanently  assigned  for  duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States;  and  no  other  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  who  is  enlisted,  inducted,  or  ordered  to  active  duty  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1 95 1  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training 
and  Service  Act  shall  be  assigned  to  combat  duty  in  a  combat  area  until  he  has  had 
at  least  four  months  of  basic  training.  This  section  shall  not  prevent  residents  of 
Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United  Stales  from  being  trained  in  the  Territory 
or  possession  from  which  they  were  inducted. 

No  person,  without  his  consent,  shall  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title,  except  as  otherwise  provided  herein,  after  he  has  attained  the  twenty- 
sixth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  his  birth. 

(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section 
shall  serve  [in  the  armed  forces  for  a  period  of  twenty-one  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and  procedures  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.]  on  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period  of  twenty-four  consecutive  months,  unless 
sooner  released,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and  proce¬ 
dures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard.)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  ( d ) 
of  section  4  or  by  subsection  ( d )  of  section  6  of  this  title. 

(c)  [(1)  Under  the  provisions  of  applicable  laws  and  regulations  any  person 
between  the  ages  of  nineteen  and  twenty-six  shall  be  offered  an  opportunity  to 
■enlist  in  the  Regular  Army  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section.] 

(2)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  may, 
during  the  effective  period  of  this  Act,  apply  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that 
prescribed  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  application  shall  be  accepted: 
Provided,  That  his  services  can  be  effectively  utilized  and  that  his  physical  and 
mental  fitness  for  such  service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  of 
department  concerned:  And  provided  further,  That  active  service  performed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his  status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve 
•component. 

(3)  The  passing  requirement  for  the  General  Classification  Test  shall  be  fixed 
at  seventy  points. 

(4)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  (b)  for  the  sub¬ 
division  in  which  he  resides,  any  person,  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty- 
six,  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed  in  subsection 
(b),  but  no  person  who  so  volunteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and 
service  so  long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

(d)  (1)  Each  person  who  hereafter  and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or 
appointed  (except  a  person  enlisted  under  subsection  (g)  of  this  section)  and  serves 
for  a  period  of  less  than  three  years  in  one  of  the  armed  forces  and  meets  the 
qualifications  for  enlistment  or  appointment  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  armed 
force  in  which  he  serves,  shall  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  such  armed 
force,  and  until  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  five  years  after  such  transfer,  or  until 
he  is  discharged  from  such  reserve  component,  whichever  occurs  first,  shall  be 
■deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve  component  and  shall  be  subject  to  such 
additional  training  and  service  as  may  now  or  hereafter  and  prior  to  the  enactment 
of  the  1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  be 
prescribed  by  law  for  such  reserve  component:  Provided,  That  any  such  person 
who  completes  at  least  twenty-one  months  of  service  in  the  armed  forces  and  who 
thereafter  serves  satisfactorily  (1)  on  active  duty  in  the  armed  forces  under  a 
voluntary  extension  for  a  period  of  at  least  one  year,  which  extension  is  hereby 
authorized,  or  (2)  in  an  organized  unit  of  any  reserve  component  of  any  of  the 
armed  forces  for  a  period  of  at  least  thirty-six  consecutive  months,  shall,  except  in 
time  of  war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress,  be  relieved  from  any 
further  liability  under  this  subsection  to  serve  in  any  reserve  component  of  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed 
to  prevent  any  such  person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  such  forces,  from 
being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  forces. 

(2)  Each  person  who  hereafter  and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  is  enlisted  under  the  pro- 


44  1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  ACT 


visions  of  subsection  (g)  of  this  section  and  who  meets  the  qualifications  for  enlist¬ 
ment  or  appointment  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  armed  forces  shall,  upon  dis¬ 
charge  from  such  enlistment  under  honorable  conditions,  be  transferred  to  a  re¬ 
serve  component  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  and  shall  serve  therein 
for  a  period  of  six  years  or  until  sooner  discharged.  Each  such  person  shall,  so 
long  as  he  is  a  member  of  such  reserve  component,  be  liable  to  be  ordered  to  active 
duty,  but  except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress 
no  such  person  shall  be  ordered  to  active  duty,  without  his  consent  and  except  as 
hereinafter  provided,  for  more  than  one  month  in  any  year.  In  case  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  deter¬ 
mines  that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  or¬ 
ganized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  or  an  officers’  training  program  of  the  armed 
force  in  which  he  served  is  available  to,  and  can  without  undue  hardship  be  filled 
by,  any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept 
appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’  training 
program  and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein  for  a  period  of  four  years.  Any  such 
person  who  fails  or  refuses  to  perform  such  duty  may  be  ordered  to  active  duty, 
without  his  consent,  for  an  additional  period  of  not  more  than  twelve  consecutive 
months.  Any  such  person  who  enlists  or  accepts  appointment  in  any  such  organ¬ 
ized  unit  and  serves  satisfactorily  therein  for  a  period  of  four  years  shall,  except  in 
time  of  war  or  national  emergency  declared  by  the  Congress,  be  relieved  from  any 
further  liability  under  this  subsection  to  serve  in  any  reserve  component  of  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  prevent  any  such  person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  such  forces, 
from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  forces.  The  Secretary  of 
Defense  is  authorized  to  prescribe  regulations  governing  the  transfer  of  such  per¬ 
sons  within  and  between  reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces  and  determining,, 
for  the  purpose  of  the  requirements  of  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  paragraph, 
the  credit  to  be  allowed  any  person  so  transferring  for  his  previous  service  in  one 
or  more  reserve  components. 

(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  enactment  of  this  paragraph,  is  inducted, 
enlisted,  or  appointed  in  an  armed  force  of  the  United  States  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth  shall  be  obligated  to  serve  on  active  training  and 
service  and  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years,  unless  sooner 
discharged  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard).  Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service,  shall,  if 
physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  obligated 
to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  Reserve 
component  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or 
appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  Reserve  component  or  an 
officers’  training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is  available  to,  and  can, 
without  undue  hardship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person 
'to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized 
unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and,  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ivith  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard), 
may  provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  from  active  duty  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this 
section  of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other  Reserve  components. 
Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  Reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such 
armed  force. 

(e)  With  respect  to  the  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title,  there  shall  be  paid,  allowed,  and  extended,  for  training  and 
service,  the  same  pay,  allowances,  pensions,  disability  and  death  compensation, 
and  other  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  the  case  of  other  [enlisted  men] 
members  of  the  uniformed  services  of  like  grades  and  length  of  service  of  that 
component  of  the  [armed  forces]  Armed  Forces  to  which  they  aTe  assigned, 
except  that  whenever  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subsection  (k)  of  this  section,  each  trainee 
shall,  during  his  initial  period  of  basic  training,  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate 
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of  $30  in  lieu  of  the  basic  pay  that  would  otherwise  be  payable  to  him  under  this 
section.  During  such  period  in  which  the  pay  of  trainees  is  $30  a  month,  each  such 
person,  having  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  dependency  allowance  equal 
to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l 
by  section  302  (/)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  as  amended  by  section  3 
of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act  of  1950  plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee  has  in  effect 
■an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such  dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of 
the  dependent  or  dependents  on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed.  Section  3 
of  the  Act  of  July  25,  1947  (Public  Law  239,  Eightieth  Congress),  is  hereby 
amended  by  deleting  therefrom  the  following:  “Act  of  March  7,  1942  (56  Stat. 
143-148,  cti.  166),  as  amended”.  The  Act  of  March  7,  1942  (56  Stat.  143-148), 
as  amended,  is  hereby  made  applicable  to  persons  inducted  into  the  armed  forces 
pursuant  to  this  title. 

(f)  Nothing  contained  in  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  construed  as  forbidding 
the  payment  of  compensation  by  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to  persons 
inducted  into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title,  or  to  members  of  reserve  components  of  such  forces  now  or  hereafter 
on  any  type  of  active  duty,  who,  prior  to  their  induction  or  order  to  active  duty, 
were  receiving  compensation  from  such  person,  firm,  or  corporation. 

[(g)  Subject  to  the  authorized  one-year  enlistee  active  duty  personnel  strengths 
established  by  section  2  of  this  title  for  the  respective  armed  forces,  the  Secretaries 
of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force  are  authorized  and  directed  to  accept 
enlistments  for  periods  of  one  year  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  the  United 
States  Navy  or  the  United  States  Marine  Corps,  and  the  Air  Force  of  the  United 
States,  respectively,  from  among  qualified  male  persons  between  the  ages  of 
eighteen  and  nineteen. 

(h)  No  person  who  is  enlisted  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subsection  (,g)  shall  be  permanently  assigned  to  duty  at  any  place 
outside  of  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States;  and  no  person  who  is 
enlisted  under  the  provisions  of  such  subsection  in  the  United  States  Navy,  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps,  or  the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
assigned  to  duty  at  any  naval  or  air  force  installation  which  is  located  on  land 
outside  of  the  continental  limits  of  the  United  States.] 

(i)  (1)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  title,  except  subsections 
6  (j)  and  6  (o),  the  President  is  authorized  to  require  special  registration  of  and,  on 
the  basis  of  requisitions  submitted  by  the  Department  of  Defense  and  approved 
by  him,  to  make  special  calls  for  male  persons  qualified  in  needed — 

(A)  medical  and  allied  specialist  categories  who  have  not  yet  reached  the 
age  of  fifty  at  the  time  of  registration,  and 

(B)  dental  and  allied  specialist  categories  who  have  not  yet  reached  the 
age  of  fifty  at  the  time  of  registration. 

Persons  called  hereunder  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  not  to  exceed  [twenty- 
one]  twenty-four  months  of  service  in  the  Armed  Forces.  No  such  person  who 
is  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall,  so  long  as  he  remains 
a  member  thereof,  be  liable  for  registration  or  induction  under  this  subsection, 
but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to  affect  the  authority  of  the 
President  under  any  other  provision  of  law  to  call  to  active  duty  members  and 
units  of  the  reserve  components.  No  person  in  the  medical,  dental,  and  allied 
specialist  categories  shall  be  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  after 
he  has  attained  the  fifty-first  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth. 

(2)  In  registering  and  inducting  persons  pursuant  to  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  the  President  shall,  to  the  extent  that  he  considers  practicable  and 
desirable,  register  and  induct  in  the  following  order  of  priority: 

First.  Those  persons  who  participated  as  students  in  the  Army  specialized 
training  program  or  similar  programs  administered  by  the  Navy,  and  those 
persons  who  were  deferred  from  service  during  World  War  II  for  the  purpose 
of  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  leading  to  education  in  one  of  the  cate¬ 
gories  referred  to  in  clauses  (A)  and  (B)  of  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection, 
who  have  had  less  than  ninety  days  of  active  duty  in  the  Army,  the  Air 
Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  or  the  Public  Health 
Service  subsequent  to  the  completion  of  or  release  from  the  program  or  course 
of  instruction  (exclusive  of  the  time  spent  in  postgraduate  training). 

Second.  Those  persons  who  participated  as  students  in  the  Army  special¬ 
ized  training  program  or  similar  programs  administered  by  the  Navy,  and 
those  persons  who  were  deferred  from  service  during  World  War  II  for  the 
purpose  of  pursuing  a  course  of  instruction  leading  to  education  in  one  of 
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the  above  categories,  who  have  had  ninety  days  or  more  but  less  than  twenty- 
one  months  of  active  duty  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine 
Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  or  the  Public  Health  Service  subsequent  to  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  or  release  from  the  program  or  course  of  instruction  (exclusive  of 
the  time  spent  in  postgraduate  training). 

Third.  Those  who  did  not  have  active  service  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force, 
the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  or  the  Public  Health  Service 
subsequent  to  September  16,  1940. 

Fourth.  Those  not  included  in  the  first  and  second  priority  who  have  had 
active  service  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the 
Coast  Guard,  or  the  Public  Health  Service  subsequent  to  September  16, 
1940.  Inductions  of  persons  in  this  priority  shall  be  made  in  accordance 
with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President  which  may  provide  for  the 
classification  of  such  persons  into  groups  according  to  the  number  of  full 
months  of  such  service  which  they  have  had  and  for  the  induction  of  the 
members  of  any  such  group  after  the  induction  of  the  members  of  any  other 
such  group  having  a  lesser  number  of  full  months  of  such  service. 

In  the  selection  of  individuals  from  among  the  categories  established  by  subsection 

(i)  for  induction,  the  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  of  any  individual  whose  deferment 
is  found  to  be  equitable  and  in  the  national  interest,  taking  into  consideration  the 
length  of  his  previous  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  (including  the  Coast  Guard 
and  the  Public  Health  Service)  of  the  United  States,  the  extent  of  his  participation 
in  the  Army  specialized  training  program  or  similar  program  administered  by  the 
Navy,  reasons  of  hardship  or  dependency,  and  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest. 

(3)  It  is  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  the  President  shall  provide  for  the  annual 
deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  of  numbers  of  optometry 
students  and  premedicai,  preosteopathic,  preveterinarv,  preoptometry  and  pre¬ 
dental  students  at  least  equal  to  the  numbers  of  male  optometry,  premedical, 
preosteopathic,  preveterinary,  preopto  netry  and  predental  students  in  attendance 
at  colleges  and  universities  in  the  United  States  at  the  present  levels,  as  determined 
by  the  Director. 

(j)  The  President  shall  establish  a  National  Advisory  Committee  which  shall 
advise  the  Selective  Service  System  and  shall  coordinate  the  work  of  such  State 
and  local  volunteer  advisory  committees  as  may  be  established  to  cooperate  with 
the  National  Advisory  Committee,  with  respect  to  the  selection  of  needed  medical 
and  dental  and  allied  specialist  categories  of  persons  as  referred  to  in  subsection  (i). 
The  members  of  the  National  Advisory  Committee  shall  be  selected  from  among 
individuals  who  are  outstanding  in  medicine,  dentistry,  and  the  sciences  allied 
thereto,  but  except  for  the  professions  of  medicine  and  dentistry,  it  shall  not  be 
mandatory  that  all  such  fields  of  endeavor  be  represented  on  the  committee. 

In  the  performance  of  their  functions,  the  National  Advisory  Committee  and 
the  State  and  local  volunteer  advisory  committees  shall  give  appropriate  consid¬ 
eration  to  the  respective  needs  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  of  the  civilian  population 
for  the  services  of  medical,  dental,  and  allied  specialist  personnel;  and,  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  medical,  dental,  and  allied  specialist  personnel  available  to  serve  the 
needs  of  anv  community,  such  committees  shall  give  appropriate  consideration 
to  the  availability  in  such  community  of  medical,  dental,  and  allied  specialist 
personnel  who  have  attained  the  fifty-first  anniversary  of  their  birth. 

( k )  ( 1 )  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recom¬ 
mendation  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall 
be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may 
vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide  for:  (A)  increasing  the  periods  of  initial  basic 
training  to  not  to  exceed  six  months,  ( B )  changing  or  modifying  the  initial  basic 
training  given  thereunder,  ( C )  decreasing  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title 
but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or  ( D ) 
eliminating  periods  of  active  service  required  under  this  title.  Whenever  the  Congress 
shall  by  concurrent  resolution  declare — • 

( A )  that  the  period  of  initial  basic  training  for  any  age  group  or  groups  of 
persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  increased  to  any  period  in  excess  of 
four  months  but  not  in  excess  of  six  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such 
resolution; 

(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of 
persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  decreased  to  any  pertod  less  than 
twenty-four  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolution;  or 
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(O)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of 
persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  eliminated , 
the  period  of  initial  basic  training  or  of  active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be  so  increased,  decreased,  or  eliminated  as 
the  case  may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  oj  persons 
who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section,  all  individuals 
then  or  thereafter  registered  under  section  3  of  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have  not  been  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effective  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  for  initial  basic  military  training  for  a  period 
oj  not  less  than  four  months. 

(2)  Effective  at  such  time  as  the  President  may  deem  appropriate  in  advance  of  his 
issuance  of  an  Executive  order  eliminating  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title  or 
effective  whenever  the  Congress  shall  have  adopted  a  concurrent  resolution  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  ( 1 )  of  this  subsection,  the  President  is  authorised  to 
establish  a  National  Security  Training  Commission  to  be  composed  of  jive  members, 
three  of  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom  shall  be  active  or  retired  members  of 
the  Regular  components  of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces,  to  be  appointed  by  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Effective  at  such  time  as  periods  of 
active  service  required  under  this  title  are  eliminated  pursuant  to  the  preceding  para¬ 
graph  of  this  subsection,  there  shall  be  established  a  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
whose  membership  shall  be  composed  of  all  persons  inducted  therein  for  initial  basic 
training.  The  National  Security  Training  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction 
of  the  President,  establish  such  policies  and  standards  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
initial  basic  training  ( including  the  moral,  religious,  recreational,  informational,  and 
educational  phases  of  such  training)  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  and  shall,  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  President,  designate  the  Federal  departments  and  agencies  to  carry  out 
such  training.  All  departments  and  agencies  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such 
training  in  accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the  Commission. 

SELECTION 

Sec.  5.  (a)  {1)  The  selection  of  persons  for  training  and  service  under  section  4 
shall  be  made  in  an  impartial  manner,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the 
President  may  prescribe,  from  the  persons  who  are  liable  for  such  training  and 
service  and  who  at  the  time  of  selection  are  registered  and  classified,  but  not 
deferred  or  exempted:  Provided,  That  in  the  selection  of  persons  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title,  and  in  the  interpretation  and  execution  of  the  provisions 
of  this  title,  there  shall  be  no  discrimination  against  any  person  on  account  of 
race  or  color:  Provided  further,  That  in  the  classification  of  registrants  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  any  local  board,  the  registrants  of  any  particular  registration  may 
be  classified,  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  President,  before,  together  with,  or  after  the  registrants 
of  any  prior  registration  or  registrations;  and  in  the  selection  for  induction  of  per¬ 
sons  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  local  board  and  within  any  particular  classi¬ 
fication,  persons  who  were  registered  at  any  particular  registration  may  be  selected, 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President,  before,  together  with,  or  after  persons  who  were  registered 
at  any  prior  registration  or  registrations :  And  provided  f  urther,  That  nothing  herein  shall 
be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of  persons  by  age  groups  under  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President. 

[2)  Until  such  time  as  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  j  (k)  of  this  title — 

(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age  of  nineteen  unless  there  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a 
sufficient  number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such  local  board  to  be  available 
for  induction  and  who  have  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  such  local  board 
to  m.eet  a  call  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered  to  furnish  for  induction;  and 

( B )  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age  of  nineteen,  if  there  is  any  person  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local 
board  who  ( i )  is  as  much  as  ninety  days  older,  (ii)  has  not  attained  the  age  of 
nineteen,  and  (Hi)  is  deemed  by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for  induction. 

(b)  Quotas  of  men  to  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  under  this  title  shall 
be  determined  for  each  State,  Territory,  possession,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
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and  for  subdivisions  thereof,  on  the  basis  of  the  actual  number  of  men  in  the 
several  States,  Territories,  possessions,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the 
subdivisions  thereof,  who  are  liable  for  such  training  and  service  but  who  are  not 
deferred  after  classification,  except  that  credits  shall  be  given  in  fixing  such  quotas 
for  residents  of  such  subdivisions  who  are  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States 
on  the  date  fixed  for  determining  such  quotas.  After  such  quotas  are  fixed, 
credits  shall  be  given  in  filling  such  quotas  for.  residents  of  such  subdivisions  who 
subsequently  become  members  of  such  forces.  Until  the  actual  numbers  neces¬ 
sary  for  determining  the  quotas  are  known,  the  quotas  may  be  based  on  estimates, 
and  subsequent  adjustments  therein  shall  be  made  when  such  actual  numbers 
are  known.  All  computations  under  this  subsection  shall  be  made  in  accordance 
with  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe. 

DEFERMENT  AND  EXEMPTIONS 

Sec.  6.  (a)  Commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers,  pay  clerks,  enlisted  men, 
and  aviation  cadets  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  the  Marine 
Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the  Public  Health 
Service;  cadets,  United  States  Military  Academy;  midshipmen,  United  States 
Navy;  cadets,  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy;  midshipmen,  Merchant 
Marine  Reserve,  United  States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in  an  officer  pro¬ 
curement  program  at  military  colleges  the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved  hy  the 
Secretary  of  Defense;  members  of  the  reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces,  the 
Coast  Guard,  and  the  Public  Health  Service,  while  on  active  duty;  and  foreign 
diplomatic  representatives,  technical  attaches  of  foreign  embassies  and  legations, 
consuls  general,  consuls,  vice  consuls,  and  other  consular  agents  of  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  who  are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  members  of  their  families,  and 
persons  in  other  categories  to  be  specified  by  the  President,  residing  in  the  United 
States,  and  who  have  not  declared  their  intention  to  become  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  shall  not  be  required  to  be  registered  under  section  3  and  shall  be  relieved 
from  liability  for  training  and  service  under  section  4  (b). 

(b)  (1)  No  person  who  served  honorably  on  active  duty  between  September  16, 
1940,  and  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title  for  a  period  of  twelve  months  or  more, 
or  between  December  7,  1941,  and  September  2,  1945,  for  a  period  in  excess  of 
ninety  days,  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast 
Guard,  the  Public  Health  Service,  or  the  armed  forces  of  any  country  allied  with 
the  United  States  in  World  War  II  prior  to  September  2,  1945,  shall  be  liable  for 
induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  title,  except  after  a  declaration  of 
war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  title. 

(2)  No  person  who  served  honorably  on  active  duty  between  September  16, 
1940,  and  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title  for  a  period  of  ninety  days  or  more 
but  less  than  twelve  months  in  the  Army,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine 
Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Public  Health  Service,  or  the  armed  forces  of  any 
country  allied  with  the  United  States  in  World  War  II  prior  to  September  2,  1945, 
shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service  under  this  title,  except  after  a 
declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the  Congress  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  title,  if — 

(A)  the  local  board  determines  that  he  is  regularly  enlisted  or  commis¬ 
sioned  in  any  organized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  of  the  armed  force  in 
which  he  served,  provided  such  unit  is  reasonably  accessible  to  such  person 
without  unduly  interrupting  his  normal  pursuits  and  activities  (including 
attendance  at  a  college  or  university  in  which  he  is  regularly  enrolled),  or  in  a 
reserve  component  (other  than  in  an  organized  unit)  of  such  armed  force  in 
any  case  in  which  enlistment  or  commission  in  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve 
component  of  such  armed  force  is  not  available  to  him;  or 

(B)  the  local  board  determines  that  enlistment  or  commission  in  a  reserve 
component  of  such  armed  force  is  not  available  to  him  or  that  he  has  volun¬ 
tarily  enlisted  or  accepted  appointment  in  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  an  armed  force  other  than  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served. 

Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  be  applicable  to  any  person  to  whom 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection  is  applicable. 

(3)  No  person  who  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title  is  honorablv  dis¬ 
charged  upon  the  completion  of  a  period  of  three  vears  or  more  of  active  dutv  in 
the  Armv,  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  or  the 
Public  Health  Service,  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national  emergency  made  by  the 
Congress  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title. 
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(4)  No  person  who  is  honorably  discharged  upon  the  completion  of  an  enlist¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  section  4  (c)  or  section  4  (g)  shall  be  liable  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  title,  except  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  made  by  the  Congress  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title. 

(5)  For  the  purposes  of  computation  of  the  periods  of  active  duty  referred  to  in 
paragraphs  (1),  (2),  or  (3)  of  this  subsection,  no  credit  shall  be  allowed  for — 

(A)  periods  of  active  duty  training  performed  as  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component  pursuant  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty  solely  for  training 
■purposes ; 

(B)  periods  of  active  duty  in  which  the  service  consisted  solely  of  training 
under  the  Army  specialized  training  program,  the  Army  Air  Force  college 
training  program,  or  any  similar  program  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  or  Coast  Guard; 

(C)  periods  of  active  duty  as  a  cadet  at  the  United  States  Military  Acad¬ 
emy  or  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy,  or  as  a  midshipman  at  the 
United  States  Naval  Academy,  or  in  a  preparatory  school  after  nomination  as 
a  principal,  alternate,  or  candidate  for  admission  to  any  of  such  academies;  or 

(D)  periods  of  active  duty  in  any  of  the  armed  forces  while  being  processed 
for  entry  into  or  separation  from  any  educational  program  or  institution 
referred  to  in  paragraphs  (B)  or  (C). 

(c)  (1)  Persons  who,  on  [the  effective  date  of  this  title,]  February  1,  1951, 
were  members  of  organized  units  of  the  federally  recognized  National  Guard,  the 
federally  recognized  Air  National  Guard,  the  Officers’  Reserve  Corps,  the  Regular 
Army  Reserve,  the  Air  Force  Reserve,  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps,  the  Naval 
Reserve,  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  the  Public 
Health  Service  Reserve,  shall,  so  long  as  they  continue  to  be  such  members  and 
satisfactorily  participate  in  scheduled  drills  and  training  periods  as  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  be  exempt  from  training  and  service  by  induction  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration  unless  on 
active  duty. 

(2)  (A)  In  any  case  in  which  the  Governor  of  any  State  determines  and  issues  a 
proclamation  to  the  effect  that  the  authorized  strength  of  any  organized  unit  of 
the  National  Guard  of  his  State  cannot  be  maintained  by  the  enlistment  or  ap¬ 
pointment  of  persons  referred  to  in  subsection  6  (b)  (2)  or  persons  who  are  not 
liable  for  training  and  service  under  this  title,  any  person  who  prior  to  attaining 
the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months,  prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  National  Guard  to 
enable  it  to  maintain  its  authorized  strength,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to  report 
for  induction,  enlists  or  accepts  appointment  in  any  such  organized  unit  shall  be 
deferred  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  so  long  as  he  continues  to  serve 
satisfactorily  as  a  member  of  such  organized  unit. 

(B)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (b),  paragraph  ( 1 )  of  this  subsection,  or 
clause  (A)  of  this  paragraph,  no  person  who  shall  become  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component  after  the  effective  date  of  this  title  shall  thereby  be  exempt  from 
registration  or  training  and  service  by  induction  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

[(d)  (1)  Any  person  who,  on  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  is  enrolled  in  the 
advanced  course,  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps  or  the  Air  Re¬ 
serve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  is  a  member  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps  and  has  entered  upon  the  junior  or  senior  year,  or  is  a  midship¬ 
man,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title  until  the  completion  or  termination  of  the  course  of 
instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being 
commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration. 

(2)  Within  such  number  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  any 
person  who,  (A)  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  is  selected  for  enrollment 
or  continuance  in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the 
Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  who,  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  is  appointed  a  midshipman, 
United  States  Naval  Reserve,  and  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission 
if  tendered  and  to  serve,  subject  to  call  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Air  Force,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  respectively,  not  less  than  two 
years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction 
for  training  and  service  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termination  of  the 
course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon 
being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.] 

(d)  ( 1 )  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  (A)  until  June  SO,  1954,  to  provide  for  the  temporary  removal  from  active 
training  and  service  upon  completion  of  their  initial  periods  of  basic  training  in  the 
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Armed  Forces  of  not  to  exceed  seventy-five  thousand  persons  annually  in  order  to  permit 
such  persons  to  engage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine,  dentistry,  osteopathy,  the 
sciences,  engineering,  the  humanities,  and  other  fields  determined  by  him  to  be  in  the 
national  interest  and  while  so  engaged  such  persons  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  military 
service  ( active  or  inactive)  for  any  purpose;  (B)  to  suspend  for  such  persons  the  obli¬ 
gation  to  complete  the  period  of  military  service  required  under  subsection  ( b )  of 
section  4  of  this  title  until  the  completion  of  such  study  or  research,  or  until  any  such 
person  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  study  or  research,  whichever  is  the  earlier; 
and  ( C )  upon  termination  of  such  period  of  suspension,  or  at  any  time  within  not 
more  than  ten  years  thereafter,  to  reorder  or  induct  such  a  person  into  active  service  in 
the  same  or  another  armed  force  for  the  unserved  part  of  the  period  of  service  required 
under  subsection  ( b )  of  section  4  of  this  title,  unless  such  person  performs  other 
military  or  civilian  service  in  the  national  interest  for  a  period  equivalent  to  such  period 
of  service  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President.  The  persons 
temporarily  removed  from  active  training  and  service  to  engage  in  study  or  research 
under  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  be  selected  by  a  civilian  commission  to 
be  composed  of  five  members  to  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Not  more  than  three  of  the  members  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  members  of  the  same  political  party.  The  persons  selected  by  the  Commission 
to  engage  in  study  or  research  shall  be  selected  upon  a  competitive  basis  in  accordance 
with  standards  and  procedures  prescribed  in  the  Commission.  The  President  is 
authorized  to  provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of  the  costs  of  tuition,  books, 
laboratory  fees,  subsistence,  travel,  and  other  necessary  expenses  of  any  person  selected 
to  engage  in  such  study  and  research  as  the  Commission  finds  that  such  person  is 
unable  to  defray  without  undue  hardship. 

(2)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  any 
person  who,  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and 
Marine  Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Act  of  August  IS, 
1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  officers’  candidate  program  of  the 
Navy,  or  the  platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer  procurement 
programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  has  been  or  may  here¬ 
after  be  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  and  is  undergoing  pro¬ 
fessional  training;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing ,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and 
to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department  having  jurisdiction 
over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard),  not  less  than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission;  and  (C) 
agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  component  until  the  eighth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  sub¬ 
section  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction 
and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned, 
but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  except  those  persons  who 
have  previously  completed  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  or  an  equivalent  period 
of  active  military  training  and  service  shall  be  required  while  enrolled  in  such  programs 
to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as  determined  under  regulations  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  basic 
training.  There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in  return  for  financial 
assistance  while  attending  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  training  program  a 
period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

(3)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated  in  paragraph  (2)  of  this 
subsection,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  may  approve,  the 
Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized 
to  establish  officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of  persons  on 
active  duty. 

(4)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from 
providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate. 

(e)  Fully  qualified  and  accepted  aviation  cadet  applicants  of  the  Army,  Navy, 
or  Air  Force  who  have  signed  an  agreement  of  service  shall,  in  such  numbers  as 
may  be  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  be  deferred,  during  the  period 
covered  by  the  agreement  but  not  to  exceed  four  months,  from  induction  for 
training  and  service  under  this  title  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration. 
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(f)  The  Vice  President  of  the  United  States;  the  governors  of  the  several 
States,  Territories,  and  possessions,  and  all  other  officials  chosen  by  the  voters  of 
the  entire  State,  Territory,  or  possession;  members  of  the  legislative  bodies  of 
the  United  States  and  of  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  possessions;  judges 
of  the  courts  of  record  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  several  States,  Territories, 
possessions,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  shall,  while  holding  such  offices,  be 
deferred  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  in  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States. 

(g)  Regular  or  duly  ordained  ministers  of  religion,  as  defined  in  this  title,  and 
students  preparing  for  the  ministry  under  the  direction  of  recognized  churches 
or  religious  organizations,  who  are  satisfactorily  pursuing  full-time  courses  of 
instruction  in  recognized  theological  or  divinity  schools,  or  who  are  satisfactorily 
pursuing  full-time  courses  of  instruction  leading  to  their  entrance  into  recognized 
theological  or  divinity  schools  in  which  they  have  been  preenrolled,  shall  be 
exempt  from  training  and  service  (but  not  from  registration)  under  this  title. 

(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  in 
the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose 
employment  in  industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or 
whose  continued  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an  office  described  in  subsection 
(f)  )  under  the  United  States  or  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  scientific,  or  other 
endeavors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health, 
safety,  or  interest:  Provided,  That  no  person  within  any  such  category  shall  be 
deferred  except  upon  the  basis  of  his  individual  status.  The  President  is  also 
authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for 
the  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  in  the  armed  forces  of  the 
United  States  (1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a  status  with  respect  to 
persons  ( other  than  wives  alone )  dependent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders 
their  deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found 
to  be  physically,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defective.  For  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  person  is  advisable,  because  of 
his  status  with  respect  to  persons  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  any  payments 
of  allowances  which  are  payable  by  the  United  States  to  the  dependents  of  persons 
serving  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  shall  be  taken  into  consideration, 
but  the  fact  that  such  payments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed 
conclusively  to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based 
upon  financial  considerations  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  remove  the  ground  for 
deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  financial  considerations 
and  cannot  be  eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the  dependents.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to 
provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  in  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have  [wives  or] 
children,  or  wives  and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family 
relationship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from  such  training  and  service  shall 
be  made  in  the  case  of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status  of  such 
individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at  the  office  of  each  local 
board  a  list  setting  forth  the  names  and  classifications  of  those  persons  who  have 
been  classified  by  such  local  board. 

(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution  of  learning,  [is  ordered  to  report  for 
induction  under  this  title  prior  to  his  graduation  from  such  school  or  institution,] 
shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local  board  [,  have  his  induction  under 
this  title  postponed]  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time  of  his  graduation  therefrom} 
or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  [twentieth]  nineteenth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C) 
until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the 
earliest.  [The  induction  of  any  such  person  shall  not  be  postponed  under  this 
paragraph  beyond  the  date  so  determined.] 

(2)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  .course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution,  [of  learning,  is  ordered  to  report 
for  induction  under  this  title,]  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local 
board,  [have  his  induction  under  this  title  postponed]  be  deferred  (A)  until  the 
end  of  [such]  the  academic  year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue 
such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph 
shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  of  any  category  or  catagories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he 
may  deem  appropriate. 
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r  (j)  Nothing  contained  in  this  title  shall  be  construed  to  require  any  person 
to  be  subject  to  combatant  training  and  service  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States  who,  by  reason  of  religious  training  and  belief,  is  conscientiously  opposed  to 
participation  in  war  in  any  form.  Religious  training  and  belief  in  this  connection 
means  an  individual’s  belief  in  a  relation  to  a  Supreme  Being  involving  duties 
superior  to  those  arising  from  any  human  relation,  but  does  not  include  essentially 
political,  sociological,  or  philosophical  views  or  a  merely  personal  moral  code. 
Any  person  claiming  exemption  from  combatant  training  and  service  because 
of  such  conscientious  objections  whose  claim  is  sustained  by  the  local  board  shall, 
if  he  is  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  under  this  title,  be  assigned  to  noncombatant 
service  as  defined  by  the  President,  or  shall,  if  he  is  found  to  be  conscientiously 
opposed  to  participation  in  such  noncombatant  service,  [be  deferred]  in  lieu  of 
such  induction,  be  assigned,  for  a  period  equal  to  the  period  of  training  and  service 
prescribed  by  section  4  ( b ),  to  work  of  national  importance  under  civilian  direction. 
Any  person  claiming  exemption  from  combatant  training  and  service  because  of 
such  conscientious  objections  shall,  if  such  claim  is  not  sustained  by  the  local 
board,  be  entitled  to  an  appeal  to  the  appropriate  appeal  board.  Upon  the  filing 
of  such  appeal,  the  appeal  board  shall  refer  any  such  claim  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  for  inquiry  and  hearing.  The  Department  of  Justice,  after  appropriate 
inquiry,  shall  hold  a  hearing  with  respect  to  the  character  and  good  faith  of  the 
objections  of  the  person  concerned,  and  such  person  shall  be  notified  of  the  time 
and  place  of  such  hearing.  The  Department  of  Justice  shall,  after  such  hearing, 
if  the  objections  are  found  to  be  sustained,  recommend  to  the  appeal  board  that 

(1)  if  the  objector  is  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  under  this  title,  he  shall  be 
assigned  to  noncombatant  service  as  defined  by  the  President,  or  (2)  if  the  objector 
is  found  to  be  conscientiously  opposed  to  participation  in  such  noncombatant 
service,  [he  shall  be  deferred]  he  shall  in  lieu  of  such  induction  be  assigned,  for  a 
period  equal  to  the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed  by  section  4  (b),  to  work 
of  national  importance  under  civilian  direction.  If  after  such  hearing  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Justice  finds  that  his  objections  are  not  sustained,  it  shall  recommend  to 
the  appeal  board  that  such  objections  be  not  sustained.  The  appeal  board  shall, 
in  making  its  decision,  give  consideration  to,  but  shall  not  be  bound  to  follow, 
the  recommendation  of  the  Department  of  Justice  together  with  the  record  on 
appeal  from  the  local  board.  Each  person  whose  claim  for  exemption  from  com¬ 
batant  training  and  service  because  of  conscientious  objections  is  sustained  shall 
be  listed  by  the  local  board  on  a  register  of  conscientious  objectors. 

(k)  No  exception  from  registration,  or  exemption  or  deferment  from  training 
and  service,  under  this  title,  shall  continue  after  the  cause  therefor  ceases  to  exist. 

(l)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  law,  no  person  between  the  ages 
of  eighteen  and  twenty-one  shall  be  discharged  from  service  in  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States  while  this  title  is  in  effect  because  such  person  entered  such 
service  without  the  consent  of  his  parent  or  guardian. 

(m)  No  person  shall  be  relieved  from  training  and  service  under  this  title  by 
reason  of  conviction  of  a  criminal  offense,  except  where  the  offense  of  which  he 
has  been  convicted  may  be  punished  by  death,  or  by  imprisonment  for  a  term 
exceeding  one  year. 

(n)  In  the  case  of  any  registrant  whose  principal  place  of  employment  is  located 
outside  the  appeal  board  area  in  which  the  local  board  having  jurisdiction  over 
the  registrant  is  located,  any  occupational  deferment  made  under  subsection  (h) 
of  this  section  may,  within  five  days  after  such  deferment  is  made,  be  submitted 
for  review  and  decision  to  the  appeal  board  having  jurisdiction  over  the  area  in 
which  is  located  the  principal  place  of  employment  of  the  registrant.  Such 
decision  of  the  appeal  board  shall  be  final  unless  modified  or  changed  by  the 
President,  and  such  decision  shall  be  made  public. 

(o)  Where  one  or  more  sons  or  daughters  of  a  family  were  killed  in  action  or 
died  in  line  of  duty  while  serving  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  or 
subsequently  died  as  a  result  of  injuries  received  or  disease  incurred  during  such 
service,  the  sole  surviving  son  of  such  family  shall  not  be  inducted  for  service 
under  the  terms  of  this  title. 

[active  duty  for  certain  members  of  reserve  components] 

[Sec.  7.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law  or  of  this  title,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  is  hereby  authorized  to  order  into  the  active  service  of  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States,  without  their  consent  and  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  twenty-one 
consecutive  months  each,  members  (other  than  those  exempted  or  deferred  from 
training  and  service  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  (c))  of  any  or  all  reserve 
components  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  who  shall  have  had  less  than 
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ninety  days’  continuous  active  service  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States, 
exclusive  of  periods  of  active  training  duty.  No  member  of  the  National  Guard 
of  any  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  be  ordered  into  the  active 
service  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States  under  this  section  unless  the 
governor  of  such  State  or  Territory,  or  the  Commanding  General  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  National  Guard  in  the  case  of  a  member  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
National  Guard,  has  consented  to  the  ordering  into  active  service  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States  of  members  of  the  National  Guard  of  his  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  or  District,  as  the  case  may  be,  in  accordance  with  such  program  or  programs 
as  may  have  been  mutually  agreed  upon.  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  repeal  or  abridge  any  existing  law  which  authorizes  the  ordering  of 
members  of  reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces  into  active  service.] 

bounties;  substitutes;  purchases  of  release 

Sec.  8.  No  bounty  shall  be  paid  to  induce  any  person  to  enlist  in  or  be  inducted 
into  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States:  Provided ,  That  the  clothing  or  enlist¬ 
ment  allowances  authorized  by  law  shall  not  be  regarded  as  bounties  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section.  No  person  liable  for  training  and  service  in  such  forces 
shall  be  permitted  or  allowed  to  furnish  a  substitute  for  such  training  and  service; 
no  substitute  as  such  shall  be  received,  enlisted,  enrolled,  or  inducted  into  the 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States;  and  no  person  liable  for  training  and  service  in 
such  forces  under  section  4  shall  be  permitted  to  escape  such  training  and  service 
or  be  discharged  therefrom  prior  to  the  expiration  of  his  period  of  such  training 
and  service  by  the  payment  of  money  or  any  other  valuable  thing  whatsoever  as 
consideration  for  his  release  from  such  training  and  service  or  liability  therefor. 

SEPARATION  FROM  SERVICE;  REEMPLOYMENT  RIGHTS 

Sec.  9.  (a)  Any  person  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  under  this  title  for 
training  and  service,  who,  in  the  judgment  of  those  in  authority  over  him,  satis¬ 
factorily  completes  his  period  of  training  and  service  under  section  4  (b)  shall 
be  entitled  to  a  certificate  to  that  effect  upon  the  completion  of  such  period  of 
training  and  service,  which  shall  include  a  record  of  any  special  proficiency  or 
merit  attained.  In  addition,  each  such  person  who  is  inducted  into  the  armed 
forces  under  this  title  for  training  and  service  shall  be  given  a  physical  examination 
at  the  beginning  of  such  training  and  service,  and  upon  the  completion  of  his 
period  of  training  and  service  under  this  title,  each  such  person  shall  be  given 
another  physical  examination  and,  upon  his  written  request,  shall  be  given  a 
statement  of  physical  condition  by  the  Secretary  concerned:  Provided,  That  such 
statement  shall  not  contain  any  reference  to  mental  or  other  conditions  which 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  concerned  would  prove  injurious  to  the  physical 
or  mental  health  of  the  person  to  whom  it  pertains. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  such  person  who,  in  order  to  perform  such  training  and 
service,  has  left  or  leaves  a  position  (other  than  a  temporary  position)  in  the 
employ  of  any  employer  and  who  (1)  receives  such  certificate,  and  (2)  makes 
application  for  reemployment  within  ninety  days  after  he  is  relieved  from  such 
training  and  service  or  from  hospitalization  continuing  after  discharge  for  a 
period  of  not  more  than  one  year — 

(A)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  the  United  States  Government, 
its  Territories,  or  possessions,  or  political  subdivisions  thereof,  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  such  person  shall — 

(i)  if  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored 
to  such  position  or  to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or 

(ii)  if  not  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  by  reason 
of  disability  sustained  during  such  service  but  qualified  to  perform  the 
duties  of  any  other  position  in  employ  of  the  employer,  be  restored  to 
such  other  position  the  duties  of  which  he  is  qualified  to  perform  as  will 
provide  him  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay,  or  the  nearest  approximation 
thereof  consistent  with  the  circumstances  in  his  case; 

(B)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  a  private  employer,  such  person 
shall — 

(i)  if  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position,  be  restored 
by  such  employer  or  his  successor  in  interest  to  such  position  or  to  a 
position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or 

(ii)  if  not  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  by  reason 
of  disability  sustained  during  such  service  but  qualified  to  perform  the 
duties  of  any  other  position  in  the  employ  of  such  employer  or  his 
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successor  in  interest,  be  restored  by  such  employer  or  his  successor  in 
interest  to  such  other  position  the  duties  of  which  he  is  qualified  to 
perform  as  will  provide  him  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay,  or  the  near¬ 
est  approximation  thereof  consistent  with  the  circumstances  in  his  case, 
unless  the  employer’s  circumstances  have  so  changed  as  to  make  it  impossible 
or  unreasonable  to  do  so; 

(C)  if  such  position  was  in  the  employ  of  any  State  or  political  subdivision 
thereof,  it  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  such  person 
should — 

(i)  if  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position,  be  restored 
to  such  position  or  to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or 

(ii)  if  not  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position  by  reason 
of  disability  sustained  during  such  service  but  qualified  to  perform  the 
duties  of  any  other  position  in  the  employ  of  the  employer,  be  restored 
to  such  other  position  the  duties  of  which  he  is  qualified  to  perform  as 
will  provide  him  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay,  or  the  nearest  approxi- 

*  mat-ion  thereof  consistent  with  the  circumstances  in  his  case. 

(c)  (1)  Any  person  who  is  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  shall  be  considered  as  having 
been  on  furlough  or  leave  of  absence  during  this  period  of  training  and  service  in 
the  armed  forces,  shall  be  so  restored  without  loss  of  seniority,  shall  be  entitled 
to  participate  in  insurance  or  other  benefits  offered  by  the  employer  pursuant  to 
established  rules  and  practices  relating  to  employees  on  furlough  or  leave  of 
absence  in  effect  with  the  employer  at  the  time  such  person  was  inducted  into 
such  forces,  and  shall  not  be  discharged  from  such  position  without  cause  within 
one  year  after  such  restoration. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  sense  of  the  Congress  that  any  person  who 
is  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  or 
(B)  of  subsection  (b)  should  be  so  restored  in  such  manner  as  to  give  him  such 
status  in  his  employment  as  he  would  have  enjoyed  if  he  had  continued  in  such 
employment  continuously  from  the  time  of  his  entering  the  armed  forces  until 
the  time  of  his  restoration  to  such  employment. 

(d)  In  case  any  private  employer  fails  or  refuses  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  subsection  (b)  or  subsection  (c)  (1),  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  district  in  which  such  private  employer  maintains  a  place  of  business  shall 
have  power,  upon  the  filing  of  a  motion,  petition,  or  other  appropriate  pleading 
bv  the  person  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  such  provisions,  specifically  to  require 
such  employer  to  comply  with  such  provisions  and  to  compensate  such  person 
for  any  loss  of  wages  or  benefits  suffered  by  reason  of  such  employer’s  unlawful 
action':  Provided ,  That  any  such  compensation  shall  be  in  addition  to  and  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  diminish  any  of  the  benefits  of  such  provisions.  The  court 
shall  order  speedy  hearing  in  any  such  case  and  shall  advance  it  on  the  calendar. 
Upon  application  to  the  United  States  district  attorney  or  comparable  official  for 
the  district  in  which  such  private  employer  maintains  a  place  of  business,  by  any 
person  claiming  to  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  such  provisions,  such  United 
States  district  attorney  or  official,  if  reasonably  satisfied  that  the  person  so  apply¬ 
ing  is  entitled  to  such  benefits,  shall  appear  and  act  as  attorney  for  such  person 
in  the  amicable  adjustment  of  the  claim  or  in  the  filing  of  any  motion,  petition, 
or  other  appropriate  pleading  and  the  prosecution  thereof  specifically  to  require 
such  employer  to  comply  with  such  provisions:  Provided,  That  no  fees  or  court 
costs  shall  be  taxed  against  any  person  who  may  apply  for  such  benefits:  Provided 
further,  That  only  the  employer  shall  be  deemed  a  necessary  party  respondent  to 
anv  such  action. 

(e)  (1)  Any  person  who  is  entitled  to  be  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  of  subsection  (b)  and  who  was  employed, 
immediately  before  entering  the  armed  forces,  by  any  agency  in  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government  or  by  any  Territory  or  possession,  or  political  sub¬ 
division  thereof,  or  by  the  District  of  Columbia,  shall  be  so  restored  by  such 
agency  or  the  successor  to  its  functions,  or  by  such  Territory,  possession,  political 
subdivision,  or  the  District  of  Columbia.  In  any  case  in  which,  upon  appeal  of 
any  person  who  was  employed  immediately  before  entering  the  armed  forces  by 
any  agency  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  or  by  the  District  of  j 
Columbia,  the  United  States  Civil  Service  Commission  finds  that — 

(A)  such  agency  is  no  longer  in  existence  and  its  functions  have  not  been  i 
transferred  to  any  other  agency;  or 

(B)  for  any  reason  it  is  not  feasible  for  such  person  to  be  restored  to  employ-  . 
ment  by  such  agency  or  by  the  District  of  Columbia, 
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the  Commission  shall  determine  whether  or  not  there  is  a  position  in  any  other 
agency  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  or  in  the  government  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  for  which  such  person  is  qualified  and  which  is  either  vacant 
or  held  by  a  person  having  a  temporary  appointment  thereto.  In  any  case  in 
which  the  Commission  determines  that  there  is  such  a  position,  such  person  shall 
be  restored  to  such  position  by  the  agency  in  which  such  position  exists  or  by  the 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  the  case  may  be.  The  Commission 
is  authorized  and  directed  to  issue  regulations  giving  full  force  and  effect  to  the 
provisions  of  this  section  insofar  as  they  relate  to  persons  entitled  to  be  restored 
to  positions  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  or  in  the  government  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  including  persons  entitled  to  be  restored  under  the  last 
sentence  of  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection.  The  agencies  in  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government  and  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  comply 
with  such  rules  and  regulations  and  orders  issued  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
this  subsection.  The  Commission  is  authorized  and  directed  whenever  it  finds, 
upon  appeal  of  the  person  concerned,  that  any  agency  in  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government  or  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  has  failed  or 
refuses  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  section,  to  issue  an  order  specifically 
requiring  such  agency  or  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  comply 
with  such  provisions  and  to  compensate  such  person  for  any  loss  of  salary  or 
wages  suffered  by  reason  of  failure  to  comply  with  such  provisions,  less  any 
amounts  received  by  him  through  other  employment,  unemployment  compen¬ 
sation,  or  readjustment  allowances:  Provided,  That  any  such  compensation  ordered 
to  be  paid  by  the  Commission  shall  be  in  addition  to  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
diminish  any  of  the  benefits  of  such  provisions,  and  shall  be  paid  by  the  head  of 
the  agency  concerned  or  by  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  out  of 
appropriations  currently  available  for  salary  and  expenses  of  such  agency  or 
government,  and  such  appropriations  shall  be  available  for  such  purpose.  As 
used  in  this  paragraph,  the  term  “agency  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment”  means  any  department,  independent  establishment,  agency,  or  corporation 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  United  States  Government. 

(2)  Any  person  who  is  entitled  to  be  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  of  subsection  (b)  and  who  was  employed,  imme¬ 
diately  before  entering  the  armed  forces,  in  the  legislative  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  shall  be  so  restored  by  the  officer  who  appointed  him  to  the  position  which 
he  held  immediately  before  entering  the  armed  forces.  In  any  case  in  which  it 
is  not  possible  for  any  such  person  to  be  restored  to  a  position  in  the  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government  and  he  is  otherwise  eligible  to  acquire  a  status  for 
transfer  to  a  position  in  the  classified  (competitive)  civil  service  in  accordance 
with  section  2  (b)  of  the  Act  of  November  26,  1940  (54  Stat.  1212),  the  United 
States  Civil  Service  Commission  shall,  upon  appeal  of  such  person,  determine 
whether  or  not  there  is  a  position  in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Government  for 
which  he  is  qualified  and  which  is  either  vacant  or  held  by  a  person  having  a 
temporary  appointment  thereto.  In  any  case  in  which  the  Commission  deter¬ 
mines  that  there  is  such  a  position  such  person  shall  be  restored  to  such  position 
by  the  agency  in  which  such  position  exists. 

(3)  Any  person  who  is  entitled  to  be  restored  to  a  position  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (A)  of  subsection  (b)  and  who  was  employed,  immedi¬ 
ately  before  entering  the  armed  forces,  in  the  judicial  branch  of  the  Government, 
shall  be  so  restored  by  the  officer  who  appointed  him  to  the  position  which  he  held 
immediately  before  entering  the  armed  forces. 

(f)  In  any  case  in  which  two  or  more  persons  who  are  entitled  to  be  restored  to 
a  position  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  or  of  any  other  law  relating  to 
similar  reemployment  benefits  left  the  same  position  in  order  to  enter  the  armed 
forces,  the  person  who  left  such  position  first  shall  have  the  prior  right  to  be 
restored  thereto,  without  prejudice  to  the  reemployment  rights  of  the  other 
person  or  persons  to  be  restored. 

(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  [the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title  and 
while  it  is  in  effect,]  June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  [armed  forces]  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  [reserve]  Reserve  component)  and  who  serves 
for  not  more  than  [three]  four  years  ( plus  any  period  of  additional  service  imposed 
pursuant  to  law)  shall  [,  if  such  enlistment  is  his  first  enlistment  in  the  armed 
forces  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title,]  be  entitled  upon  [the 
expiration  of  his  enlistment  (including  any  extension  thereof  by  law  but  not  in¬ 
cluding  any  voluntary  extension  thereof)  or  upon  his  discharge]  release  from  service 
under  honorable  conditions  [prior  to  the  expiration  thereof,]  to  all  the  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees. 
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(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  [the  effective  date  of  this  title  and  while 
it  is  in  effect,]  June  24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty  ( other  than  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  his  physical  fitness) ,  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in  the  [armed  forces] 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Public  Health  Service  in  response  to 
an  order  or  call  to  active  duty  shall  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 
conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided  by 
this  section  in  the  case  of  inductees,  if  he  is  relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than 
[three]  four  years  after  the  date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the 
expiration  of  such  [three]  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving  him 
from  active  duty. 

(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in  paragraph  (.4)  or  ( B )  of 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for 
the  purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter, 
or  performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his 
release  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes 
prompt  application  for  reinstatement,  be  reinstated  in  his  position  without  reduction 
in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees 
similarly  situated. 

(h)  The  Secretary  of  Labor,  through  the  Bureau  of  Veterans’  Reemployment 
Rights,  shall  render  aid  in  the  replacement  in  their  former  positions  of  persons 
who  have  satisfactorily  completed  any  period  of  active  duty  in  the  armed  forces 
of  the  United  States  or  the  Public  Health  Service.  In  rendering  such  aid,  the 
Secretary  shall  use  the  then  existing  Federal  and  State  agencies  engaged  in  similar 
or  related  activities  and  shall  utilize  the  assistance  of  volunteers. 

(i)  Any  person  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  for  training  and  service  under 
this  title  shall,  during  the  period  of  such  service,  be  permitted  to  vote  in  person 
or  by  absentee  ballot  in  any  general,  special,  or  primary  election  occurring  in  the 
State  of  which  he  is  a  resident,  whether  he  is  within  or  outside  such  State  at  the 
time  of  such  election,  if  under  the  laws  of  such  State  he  is  otherwise  entitled  so  to 
vote  in  such  election;  but  nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to  require 
granting  to  any  such  person  a  leave  of  absence  or  furlough  for  longer  than  one 
day  in  order  to  permit  him  to  vote  in  person  in  any  such  election.  No  person 
inducted  into,  or  enlisted  in,  the  armed  forces  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title  shall,  during  the  period  of  such  service,  as  a  condition  of  voting  in  any 
election  for  President,  Vice  President,  electors  for  President  or  Vice  President, 
or  for  Senator  or  Member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  be  required  to  pay 
any  poll  tax  or  other  tax  or  make  any  other  payment  to  any  State  or  political 
subdivision  thereof. 

(j)  The  Secretaries  of  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force,  or  Treasury  shall  furnish  to  the 
Selective  Service  System  hereafter  established  a  report  of  separation  for  each 
person  separated  from  active  duty. 

THE  SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM;  CONSTRUCTION;  CIVILIAN  EMPLOYEES 

Sec.  10.  (a)  (1)  There  is  hereby  established  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  an  agency  to  be  known  as  the  Selective  Service  System,  and  a 
Director  of  Selective  Service  who  shall  be  the  head  thereof. 

(2)  The  Selective  Service  System  shall  include  a  national  headquarters,  at 
least  one  State  headquarters  in  each  State,  Territory,  and  possession  of  the 
United  States,  and  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  the  local  boards,  appeal 
boards,  and  other  agencies  provided  for  in  subsection  (b)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(3)  The  Director  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  Director  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate 
of  $12,500  per  year. 

(4)  The  functions  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records  (established  by 
the  Act  of  March  31,  1947)  and  of  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service 
Records  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Selective  Service  System  and  the  Director 
of  Selective  Service,  respectively.  The  personnel,  property,  records,  and  unex¬ 
pended  balances  (available  or  to  be  made  available)  of  appropriations,  allocations, 
and  other  funds  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records  are  hereby  transferred 
to  the  Selective  Service  System.  The  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records  shall 
cease  to  exist  upon  the  taking  of  effect  of  the  provisions  of  this  title:  Provided, 
That,  effective  upon  the  termination  of  this  title  and  notwithstanding  such  termin¬ 
ation  in  other  respects,  (A)  the  said  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records  is  hereby 
reestablished  on  the  same  basis  and  with  the  same  functions  as  obtained  prior 
to  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  (B)  said  reestablished  Office  shall  be  responsible 
for  liquidating  any  other  outstanding  affairs  of  the  Selective  Service  System,  and 
(C)  the  personnel,  property,  records,  and  unexpended  balances  (available  or  to 
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be  made  available)  of  appropriations,  allocations,  and  other  funds  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  shall  be  transferred  to  such  reestablished  Office  of  Selective 
Service  Records. 

(b)  The  President  is  authorized — 

(1)  to  prescribe  the  necessary  rules  and  regulations  to  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title  ; 

(2)  to  appoint,  upon  recommendation  of  the  respective  governor  or  com¬ 
parable  executive  official,  a  State  director  of  the  Selective  Service  System  for 
each  headquarters  in  each  State,  Territory,  and  possession  of  the  United 
States  and  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  who  shall  represent  the  governor 
and  be  in  immediate  charge  of  the  State  headquarters  of  the  Selective  Service 
System;  to  employ  such  number  of  civilians,  and  to  order  to  active  duty  with 
their  consent  and  to  assign  to  the  Selective  Service  System  such  officers  of 
the  selective-service  section  of  the  State  headquarters  and  headquarters  de¬ 
tachments  and  such  other  officers  of  the  federally  recognized  National  Guard 
of  the  United  States  or  other  armed  forces  personnel  (including  personnel  of 
the  reserve  components  thereof),  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  administration 
of  the  national  and  of  the  several  State  headquarters  of  the  Selective  Service 
System; 

(3)  to  create  and  establish  within  the  Selective  Service  System  civilian 
local  boards,  civilian  appeal  boards,  and  such  other  civilian  agencies,  including 
agencies  of  appeal,  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  its  functions  with  respect 
to  the  registration,  examination,  classification,  selection,  assignment,  delivery 
for  induction,  and  maintenance  of  records  of  persons  registered  under  this 
title,  together  with  such  other  duties  as  may  be  assigned  under  this  title. 
He  shall  create  and  establish  one  or  more  local  boards  in  each  county  or 
political  subdivision  corresponding  thereto  of  each  State,  Territory,  and 
possession  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  Each  local 
board  shall  consist  of  three  or  more  members  to  be  appointed  by  the  President 
from  recommendations  made  by  the  respective  governors  or  comparable 
executive  officials:  Provided,  That  an  intercounty  local  board  consisting  of  at 
least  one  member  from  each  component  county  or  corresponding  subdivision 
may  be  established  for  an  area  not  exceeding  five  counties  or  political  sub¬ 
divisions  corresponding  thereto  within  a  State  or  comparable  jurisdiction 
when  the  President  determines,  after  considering  the  public  interest  involved 
and  the  recommendation  of  the  governor  or  comparable  executive  official  or 
officials,  that  the  establishment  of  such  local  board  area  will  result  in  a  more 
efficient  and  economical  operation.  Any  such  intercounty  local  board  shall 
have  within  its  area  the  same  power  and  jurisdiction  as  a  local  board  has  in 
its  area.  No  member  of  any  local  board  shall  be  a  member  of  the  armed 
forces  of  the  United  States,  but  each  member  of  any  local  board  shall  be  a 
civilian  who  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  residing  in  the  county  or  political 
subdivision  corresponding  thereto  in  which  such  local  board  has  jurisdiction, 
and  each  intercounty  local  board  shall  have  at  least  one  member  from  each 
county  or  political  subdivision  corresponding  thereto  included  within  the 
intercounty  local  board  area.  Such  local  boards,  or  separate  panels  thereof 
each  consisting  of  three  or  more  members,  shall,  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President,  have  the  power  within  the  respective  juris¬ 
dictions  of  such  local  boards  to  hear  and  determine,  subject  to  the  right  of 
appeal  to  the  appeal  boards  herein  authorized,  all  questions  or  claims  with 
respect  to  inclusion  for,  or  exemption  or  deferment  from,  training  and 
service  under  this  title,  of  all  individuals  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local 
boards.  The  decisions  of  such  local  board  shall  be  final,  except  where  an 
appeal  is  authorized  and  is  taken  in  accordance  with  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  the  President  may  prescribe.  There  shall  be  at  least  one  appeal  board  for 
each  State.  Appeal  boards  within  the  Selective  Service  System  shall  be 
composed  of  civilians  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  who  are  not 
members  of  the  armed  forces.  The  decision  of  such  appeal  boards  shall  be 
final  in  cases  before  them  on  appeal  unless  modified  or  changed  by  the 
President.  The  President,  upon  appeal  or  upon  his  own  motion,  shall  have 
power  to  determine  all  claims  or  questions  with  respect  to  inclusion  for,  or 
exemption  or  deferment  from  training  and  service  under  this  title,  and  the 
determination  of  the  President  shall  be  final.  No  person  who  is  a  civilian 
officer,  member,  agent,  or  employee  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records, 
or  the  Selective  Service  System,  or  of  any  local  board  or  appeal  board  or  other 
agency  of  such  Office  or  System,  shall  be  excepted  from  registration  or 
deferred  or  exempted  from  training  and  service,  as  provided  for  in  this  title, 
by  reason  of  his  status  as  such  civilian  officer,  member,  agent,  or  employee; 
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(4)  to  appoint,  and  to  fix,  in  accordance  with  the  Classification  Act  of  1949, 
the  compensation  of  such  officers,  agents,  and  employees  as  he  may  deem 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title:  Provided,  That  the  com¬ 
pensation  of  employees  of  local  boards  and  appeal  boards  may  be  fixed  without 
regard  to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949:  Provided  further,  That  any  officer 
on  the  active  or  retired  list  of  the  armed  forces,  or  any  reserve  component 
thereof  with  his  consent,  or  any  officer  or  employee  of  any  department  or 
agency  of  the  United  States  who  may  be  assigned  or  detailed  to  any  office 
or  position  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title  (except  to  offices  or  positions 
on  local  boards  or  appeal  boards  established  or  created  pursuant  to  section 
10  (b)  (3))  may  serve  in  and  perform  the  functions  of  such  office  or  position 
without  loss  of  or  prejudice  to  his  status  as  such  officer  in  the  armed  forces 
or  reserve  component  thereof,  or  as  such  officer  or  employee  in  any  depart¬ 
ment  or  agency  of  the  United  States; 

(5)  to  utilize  the  services  of  any  or  all  departments  and  any  and  all  officers 
or  agents  of  the  United  States,  and  to  accept  the  services  of  all  officers  and 
agents  of  the  several  States,  Territories,  and  possessions,  and  subdivisions 
thereof,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  of  private  welfare  organizations, 
in  the  execution  of  this  title; 

(6)  to  purchase  such  printing,  binding,  and  blankbook  work  from  public, 
commercial,  or  private  printing  establishments  or  binderies  upon  orders  placed 
by  the  Public  Printer  or  upon  waivers  issued  in  accordance  with  section  12  of 
the  Printing  Act  approved  January  12,  1895,  as  amended,  and  to  obtain  by 
purchase,  loan,  or  gift  such  equipment  and  supplies  for  the  Selective  Service 
System,  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
with  or  without  advertising  or  formal  contract; 

(7)  to  prescribe  eligibility,  rules,  and  regulations  governing  the  parole  for 
service  in  the  armed  forces,  or  for  any  other  special  service  established 
pursuant  to  this  title,  of  any  person  convicted  of  a  violation  of  any  of  the 
provisions  of  this  title; 

(8)  subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  appropriated  for  such  purpose,  to 
procure  such  space  as  he  may  deem  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
this  title  and  Public  Law  26,  Eightieth  Congress,  approved  March  31,  1947, 
by  lease  pursuant  to  existing  statutes,  except  that  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  June  30,  1932  (47  Stat.  412),  as  amended  by  section  15  of  the  Act  of  March 
3,  1933  (47  Stat.  1517;  40  U.  S.  C.  278a),  shall  not  apply  to  any  lease  entered 
into  under  the  authority  of  this  title; 

(9)  subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  appropriated  for  such  purposes,  to 
determine  the  location  of  such  additional  temporary  installations  as  he  may 
deem  essential;  to  utilize  and  enlarge  such  existing  installations;  to  construct, 
install,  and  equip,  and  to  complete  the  construction,  installation,  and  equip¬ 
ment  of  such  buildings,  structures,  utilities,  and  appurtenances  (including 
the  necessary  grading  and  removal,  repair  or  remodeling  of  existing  struc¬ 
tures  and  installations),  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
this  title;  and,  in  order  to  accomplish  the  purpose  of  this  title,  to  acquire 
lands,  and  rights  pertaining  thereto,  or  other  interests  therein,  for  temporary 
use  thereof,  by  donation  or  lease,  and  to  prosecute  construction  thereon  prior 
to  the  approval  of  the  title  by  the  Attorney  General  as  required  by  section 
355,  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended; 

(10)  subject  to  the  availability  of  funds  appropriated  for  such  purposes, 
to  utilize,  in  order  to  provide  and  furnish  such  services  as  may  be  deemed 
necessary  or  expedient  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  title,  such  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  armed  forces  and  of  Reserve  components  thereof  with  their 
consent,  and  such  civilian  personnel,  as  may  be  necessary.  For  the  purposes 
of  this  title,  the  provisions  of  section  14  of  the  Federal  Employees’  Pay  Act 
of  1946  (Public  Law  390,  Seventy-ninth  Congress)  with  respect  to  the 
maximum  limitations  as  to  the  number  of  civilian  employees  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  the  Department  of  the  Army,  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force. 

(c)  The  President  is  authorized  to  delegate  any  authority  vested  in  him  under 
this  title,  and  to  provide  for  the  subdelegation  of  any  such  authority. 

(d)  In  the  administration  of  this  title,  gifts  of  supplies,  equipment,  and  volun¬ 
tary  services  may  be  accepted. 

(e)  The  Chief  of  Finance,  United  States  Army,  is  authorized  to  act  as  the  fiscal, 
disbursing,  and  accounting  agent  of  the  Director  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
this  title. 

(f)  The  Director  is  authorized  to  make  final  settlement  of  individual  claims,  for 
amounts  not  exceeding  $50,  for  travel  and  other  expenses  of  uncompensated 
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personnel  of  the  Office  of  Selective  Service  Records,  or  the  Selective  Service  System, 
incurred  while  in  the  performance  of  official  duties,  without  regard  to  other  pro¬ 
visions  of  law  governing  the  travel  of  civilian  employees  of  the  Federal 
Government. 

EMERGENCY  MEDICAL  CARE 

Sec.  11.  Under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  funds  available  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  also  be  available 
for  the  payment  of  actual  and  reasonable  expenses  of  emergency  medical  care, 
including  hospitalization,  of  registrants  who  suffer  illness  or  injury,  and  the  trans¬ 
portation,  and  burial,  of  the  remains  of  registrants  who  suffer  death  while  acting 
under  orders  issued  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  but  such  burial  expenses 
shall  not  exceed  $150  in  any  one  case. 

PENALTIES 

Sec.  12.  (a)  Any  member  of  the  Selective  Service  System  or  any  other  person 
charged  as  herein  provided  with  the  duty  of  carrying  out  any  of  the  provisions  of 
this  title,  or  the  rules  or  regulations  made  or  directions  given  thereunder,  who  shall 
knowingly  fail  or  neglect  to  perform  such  duty,  and  any  person  charged  with  such 
duty,  or  having  and  exercising  any  authority  under  said  title,  rules,  regulations, 
or  directions  who  shall  knowingly  make,  or  be  a  party  to  the  making,  of  any  false, 
improper,  or  incorrect  registration,  classification,  physical  or  mental  examination, 
deferment,  induction,  enrollment,  or  muster,  and  any  person  who  shall  knowingly 
make,  or  be  a  party  to  the  making  of,  any  false  statement  or  certificate  regarding 
or  bearing  upon  a  classification  or  in  support  of  any  request  for  a  particular 
classification,  for  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  rules,  regulations, 
or  directions  made  pursuant  thereto,  or  who  otherwise  evades  or  refuses  registra¬ 
tion  or  service  in  the  armed  forces  or  any  of  the  requirements  of  this  title,  or  who 
knowingly  counsels,  aids,  or  abets  another  to  refuse  or  evade  registration  or 
service  in  the  armed  forces  or  any  of  the  requirements  of  this  title,  or  of  said  rules, 
regulations,  or  directions,  or  who  in  any  manner  shall  knowingly  fail  or  neglect 
or  refuse  to  perform  any  duty  required  of  him  under  or  in  the  execution  of  this 
title,  or  rules,  regulations,  or  directions  made  pursuant  to  this  title,  or  any  person 
or  persons  who  shall  knowingly  hinder  or  interfere  or  attempt  to  do  so  in  any  way, 
by  foice  or  violence  or  otherwise,  with  the  administration  of  this  title  or  the  rules 
or  regulations  made  pursuant  thereto,  or  who  conspires  to  commit  any  one  or 
more  of  such  offenses,  shall,  upon  conviction  in  any  district  court  of  the  United 
States  of  competent  jurisdiction,  be  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
five  years  or  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprison¬ 
ment,  or  if  subject  to  military  or  naval  law  may  be  tried  by  court  martial,  and, 
on  conviction,  shall  suffer  such  punishment  as  a  court  martial  may  direct.  No 
person  shall  be  tried  by  court  martial  in  any  case  arising  under  this  title  unless 
such  person  has  been  actually  inducted  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed 
under  this  title  or  unless  he  is  subject  to  trial  by  court  martial  under  law's  in  force 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  title.  Precedence  shall  be  given  by  courts  to  the 
trial  of  cases  arising  under  this  title,  and  such  cases  shall,  upon  request  of  the 
Attorney  General,  be  advanced  on  the  docket  for  immediate  hearing. 

(b)  Any  person  (1)  who  knowingly  transfers  or  delivers  to  another,  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  or  abetting  the  making  of  any  false  identification  or  representa¬ 
tion,  any  registration  certificate,  alien’s  certificate  of  nonresidence,  or  any  other 
certificate  issued  pursuant  to  or  prescribed  by  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  rules 
or  regulations  promulgated  hereunder;  or  (2)  who,  with  intent  that  it  be  used  for 
any  purpose  of  false  identification  or  representation,  has  in  his  possession  any  such 
certificate  not  duly  issued  to  him;  or  (3)  who  forges,  alters,  or  in  any  manner 
changes  any  such  certificate  or  any  notation  duly  and  validly  inscribed  thereon; 
or  (4)  who,  with  intent  that  it  be  used  for  any  purpose  of  false  identification  or 
representation,  photographs,  prints,  or  in  any  manner  makes  or  executes  any 
engraving,  photograph,  print,  or  impression  in  the  likeness  of  any  such  certificate, 
or  any  colorable  imitation  thereof;  or  (5)  who  has  in  his  possession  any  certificate 
purporting  to  be  a  certificate  issued  pursuant  to  this  title,  or  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  hereunder,  which  he  knows  to  be  falsely  made,  reproduced,  forged, 
counterfeited,  or  altered;  or  (6)  who  knowdngly  violates  or  evades  any  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title  or  rules  and  regulations  promulgated  pursuant  thereto  relating 
to  the  issuance,  transfer,  or  possession  of  such  certificate,  shall,  upon  conviction, 
be  fined  not  to  exceed  $10,000  or  be  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  five  years,  or 
both.  Whenever  on  trial  for  a  violation  of  this  subsection  the  defendant  is  showm 
to  have  or  to  have  had  possession  of  any  certificate  not  duly  issued  to  him,  such 
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possession  shall  be  deemed  sufficient  evidence  to  establish  an  intent  to  use  such 
certificate  for  purposes  of  false  identification  or  representation,  unless  the  defend¬ 
ant  explains  such  possession  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  jury. 

NONAPPLICABILITY  OF  CERTAIN  LAWS 

Sec.  13.  (a)  Nothing  in  section  109  or  113  of  the  Criminal  Code  (U.  S.  C.,  title 
18,  secs.  198  and  203),  in  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C.,  title  5,  sec. 
99),  in  section  19  (e)  of  the  Contract  Settlement  Act  of  1944  (U.  S.  C.,  title  41,  sec. 
119  (e)),  or  in  the  second  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  9  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1939  (53  Stat.  1148),  entitled  “An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political 
activities,”  as  amended,  shall  be  deemed  to  apply  to  any  person  because  of  his  ap¬ 
pointment  under  authority  of  this  title  or  the  regulations  made  pursuant  thereto, 
as  an  uncompensated  official  of  the  Selective  Service  System,  or  as  an  individual 
to  conduct  hearings  on  appeals  of  persons  claiming  exemption  from  combatant  or 
noncombatant  training  because  of  conscientious  objections  or  persons  appointed 
to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal  Board. 

(b)  All  functions  performed  under  this  title  shall  be  excluded  from  the  operation 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (GO  Stat.  237)  except  as  to  the  requirements 
of  section  3  of  such  Act. 

(c)  In  computing  the  lump-sum  payments  made  to  Air  Force  reserve  officers 
under  the  provisions  of  section  2  of  the  Act  of  June  16,  1936,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C., 
title  10,  sec.  300a),  and  to  reserve  officers  of  the  Navy  or  to  their  beneficiaries 
under  section  12  of  the  Act  of  August  4,  1942,  as  amended  (U.  S.  C.,  title  34,  sec. 
850k),  no  credit  shall  be  allowed  for  any  period  of  active  service  performed  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  title  to  the  date  on  which  this  title  shall  cease  to  be 
effective.  Each  such  lump-sum  payment  shall  be  prorated  for  a  fractional  part 
of  a  year  of  active  service  in  the  case  of  any  reserve  officer  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  either  such  section,  if  such  reserve  officer  performs  continuous  active  service 
for  one  or  more  years  (inclusive  of  such  service  performed  during  the  period  in 
which  this  title  is  effective)  and  such  active  service  includes  a  fractional  part  of 
a  year  immediately  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  title,  or  immediately  following 
the  date  on  which  this  title  shall  cease  to  be  effective,  or  both. 

CIVIL  RELIEF 

Sec.  14.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  section  604  of  the  Act  of  October  17, 
1940  (54  Stat.  1191),  and  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Act  of  July  25,  1947 
(Public  Law  239,  Eightieth  Congress),  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  Soldiers’  and 
Sailors’  Civil  Relief  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  including  specifically  article  IV 
thereof,  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States, 
including  all  persons  inducted  into  the  armed  forces  pursuant  to  this  title  or  the 
Public  Health  Service,  until  such  time  as  the  Soldiers’  and  Sailors’  Civil  Relief 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  is  repealed  or  otherwise  terminated  by  subsequent  Act 
of  the  Congress:  Provided,  That,  with  respect  to  persons  inducted  into  the  armed 
forces  while  this  title  is  in  effect,  wherever  under  any  section  or  provision  of  the 
Soldiers’  and  Sailors’  Civil  Relief  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  a  proceeding,  remedy, 
privilege,  stay,  limitation,  accounting,  or  other  transaction  has  been  authorized 
or  provided  with  respect  to  military  service  performed  while  such  Act  is  in  force, 
such  section  or  provision  shall  be  deemed  to  continue  in  full  force  and  effect  so 
long  as  may  be  necessary  to  the  exercise  or  enjoyment  of  such  proceeding,  remedy, 
privilege,  stay,  limitation,  accounting,  or  other  transaction. 

NOTICE  OF  title;  VOLUNTARY  ENLISTMENTS 

Sec.  15.  (a)  Every  person  shall  be  deemed  to  have  notice  of  the  requirements 
of  this  title  upon  publication  by  the  President  of  a  proclamation  or  other  public 
notice  fixing  a  time  for  any  registration  under  section  3. 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  registrant  to  keep  his  local  board  informed  as 
to  his  current  address  and  changes  in  status  as  required  by  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President. 

(c)  If  any  provision  of  this  title,  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or 
circumstance,  is  held  invalid,  the  remainder  of  the  title,  and  the  application  of 
such  provision  to  other  persons  or  circumstances,  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

(d)  Except  as  provided  in  section  4  (c)  or  section  4  (g),  nothing  contained  in 
this  title  shall  be  construed  to  repeal,  amend,  or  suspend  the  laws  now  in  force 
authorizing  voluntary  enlistment  or  reenlistment  in  the  armed  forces  of  the  United 
States,  including  the  reserve  components  thereof,  except  that  no  person  shall  be 
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I  accepted  for  enlistment  after  he  has  received  orders  to  report  for  induction  and 
except  that,  whenever  the  Congress  or  the  President  has  declared  that  the  national 
interest  is  imperiled,  voluntary  enlistment  or  reenlistment  in  such  forces  and  their 
i  reserve  components,  may  be  suspended  by  the  President  to  such  extent  as  he  may 
deem  necessary  in  the  interest  of  national  defense. 

DEFINITIONS 

Sec.  16.  When  used  in  this  title — 

(a)  The  term  “between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six”  shall  refer  to  men 
who  have  attained  the  eighteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  who 
have  not  attained  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth-  and 
other  terms  designating  different  age  groups  shall  be  construed  in  a  similar  manner. 

(b)  The  term  “United  States”,  when  used  in  a  geographical  sense,  shall  be 
deemed  to  mean  the  several  States,  the  District  of  Columbia,  Alaska,  Hawaii 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

(c)  The  term  “armed  forces”  shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  Army,  the  Navy 
the  Marine  Corps,  the  Air  Force,  and  the  Coast  Guard. 

(d)  The  term  “district  court  of  the  United  States”  shall  be  deemed  to  include 
the  courts  of  the  United  States  for  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States. 

(e)  The  term  “local  board”  shall  be  deemed  to  include  an  intercounty  local 
board  in  the  case  of  any  registrant  who  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  an  inter¬ 
county  local  board. 

(f)  The  term  “Director”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  the  Director  of  the  Selective 
Service  System. 

(g)  (1)  1  he  term  “duly  ordained  minister  of  religion”  means  a  person  who  has 
been  ordained,  in  accordance  with  the  ceremonial,  ritual,  or  discipline  of  p  church, 
religious  sect,  or  organization  established  on  the  basis  of  a  community  of  faith 
and  belief,  doctrines  and  practices  of  a  religious  character,  to  preach  and  to  teach 
the  doctrines  of  such  church,  sect,  or  organization  and  to  administer  the  rites  and 
ceremonies  thereof  in  public  worship,  and  who  as  his  regular  and  customary  voca¬ 
tion  preaches  and  teaches  the  principles  of  religion  and  administers  the  ordinances 
of  public  worship  as  embodied  in  the  creed  or  principles  of  such  church,  sect,  or 
organization. 

(2)  The  term  “regular  minister  of  religion”  means  one  who  as  his  customary 
vocation  preaches  and  teaches  the  principles  of  religion  of  a  church,  a  religious 
sect,  or  organization  of  which  he  is  a  member,  without  having  been  formally 
ordained  as  a  minister  of  religion,  and  who  is  recognized  by  such  church,  sect,  or 
organization  as  a  regular  minister. 

(3)  The  term  “regular  or  duly  ordained  minister  of  religion”  does  not  include 
a  person  who  irregularly  or  incidentally  preaches  and  teaches  the  principles  of 
religion  of  a  church,  religious  sect,  or  organization  and  does  not  include  any 
person  who  may  have  been  duly  ordained  a  minister  in  accordance  with  the 
ceremonial,  rite,  or  discipline  of  a  church,  religious  sect  or  organization,  but  who 
does  not.  regularly,  as  a  vocation,  teach  and  preach  the  principles  of  religion  and 
administer  the  ordinances  of  public  worship  as  embodied  in  the  creed  or  principles 
of  his  church,  sect,  or  organization. 

(h)  The  term  “organized  unit,”  when  used  with  respect  to  a  reserve  component, 
shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a  unit  in  which  the  members  thereof  are  required  satis¬ 
factorily  to  participate  in  scheduled  drills  and  training  periods  as  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

(i)  The  term  “reserve  components  of  the  armed  forces”  shall,  unless  the  con¬ 
text  otherwise  requires,  be  deemed  to  include  the  federally  recognized  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  the  federally  recognized  Air  National  Guard  of  the 
United  States,  the  Officers  Reseive  Corps,  the  Regular  Army  Reserve,  the  Air 
Force  Reserve,  the  Enlisted  Reserve  Corps,  the  Naval  Reserve,  the  Marine 
Corps  Reserve,  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  and  shall  include,  in  addition  to 
the  foregoing  the  Public  IJealth  Service  Reserve  when  serving  with  the  armed 
forces. 

O')  The  terms  “active  training  and  service”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  any  military 
service  in  the  active  Armed  Forces;  “ trainee ”  shall  be  deemed  to  mean  a  person 
inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  this  title  prior  to  attaining  the  nineteenth 
anniversary  of  his  birth  who  is  undergoing  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  in  the 
active  Armed  Forces;  “initial  period  of  basic  training”  or  “initial  basic  training” 
shall  mean  that  period  of  four  months  {or  not  to  exceed  six  months  when  so  increased 
pursuant  to  section  4.  (k)  of  this  title)  immediately  following  induction;  “ inductee ” 
shall  mean  any  person  inducted  into  the  active  Armed  Forces  under  this  title  for 
active  training  and  service. 
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TERMINATION  OF  TITLE 

Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title [,  ]  all  laws  and  parts  of  laws  in 
conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby  [suspended]  repealed  to  the 
extent  of  such  conflict,  [for  the  period  in  which  this  title  shall  be  in  force.] 

[(b)  All  of  the  provisions  of  this  title,  except  the  provisions  of  section  2,  the 
second  sentence  of  section  4  (a),  section  4  (b),  sections  4  (d),  4  (e),  4  (f),  9,  10  (a) 
(4),  10  (b)  (10),  13  (c),  14,  and  17  (b),  shall  become  inoperative  and  cease  to 
apply  on  July  9,  1951,  or  on  such  earlier  date  as  may  be  specified  in  a  joint  resolu¬ 
tion  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  for  that  purpose,  except  as  to  offenses  com¬ 
mitted  prior  to  such  date.] 

(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission  and 
all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training  carried  out  by  Departments  and 
agencies  designated  by  the  Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  designated 
Departments  and  agencies. 

[(c)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  provisions  of  this  title.] 

UTILIZATION  OF  INDUSTRY 

Sec.  18.  (a)  Whenever  the  President  after  consultation  with  and  receiving 
advice  from  the  National  Security  Resources  Board  determines  that  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  national  security  for  the  Government  to  obtain  prompt  delivery 
of  any  articles  or  materials  the  procurement  of  which  has  been  authorized  by  the 
Congress  exclusively  for  the  use  of  the  armed  forces  of  the  United  States,  or  for 
the  use  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  he  is  authorized,  through  the  head  of 
any  Government  agenev,  to  place  with  anv  person  operating  a  plant,  mine,  or 
other  facility  capable  of  producing  such  articles  or  materials  an  order  for  such 
quantity  of  such  articles  or  materials  as  the  President  deems  appropriate.  Any 
person  with  whom  an  order  is  placed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  be  advised  that  such  order  is  placed  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
Under  any  such  program  of  national  procurement,  the  President  shall  recognize 
the  valid  claim  of  American  small  business  to  participate  in  such  contracts,  in 
such  manufactures,  and  in  such  distribution  of  materials,  and  small  business  shall 
be  granted  a  fair  share  of  the  orders  placed,  exclusively  for  the  use  of  the  armed 
forces  or  for  other  Federal  agencies  now  or  hereafter  designated  in  this  section. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  a  business  enterprise  shall  be  determined  to  be 
“small  business”  if  (1)  its  position  in  the  trade  or  industry  of  which  it  is  a  part  is 
not  dominant,  (2)  the  number-of  its  employees  does  not  exceed  500,  and  (3)  it  is 
independently  owned  and  operated. 

(b)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  an}'  person  with  whom  an  order  is  placed  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a),  (1)  to  give  such  order  such  precedence  with 
respect  to  all  other  orders  (Government  or  private)  theretofore  or  thereafter  placed 
with  such  person  as  the  President  may  prescribe,  and  (2)  to  fill  such  order  within 
the  period  of  time  prescribed  by  the  President  or  as  soon  thereafter  as  possible. 

(c)  In  case  any  person  with  whom  an  order  is  placed  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  subsection  (a)  refuses  or  fails — 

(1)  to  give  such  order  such  precedence  with  respect  to  all  other  orders 
(Government  or  private)  theretofore  or  thereafter  placed  with  such  person 
as  the  President  may  have  prescribed; 

(2)  to  fill  such  order  within  the  period  of  time  prescribed  by  the  President 
or  as  soon  thereafter  as  possible  as  determined  by  the  President; 

(3)  to  produce  the  kind  of  quality  of  articles  or  materials  ordered;  or 

(4)  to  furnish  the  quantity,  kind,  and  quality  of  articles  or  materials 
ordered  at  such  price  as  shall  be  negotiated  between  such  person  and  the 
Government  agency  concerned ;  or  in  the  event  of  failure  to  negotiate  a  price, 
to  furnish  the  quantity,  kind,  and  quality  of  articles  or  materials  ordered  at 
such  price  as  he  may  subsequently  be  determined  to  be  entitled  to  receive 
under  subsection  (d) ; 

the  President  is  authorized  to  take  immediate  possession  of  any  plant,  mine,  or 
other  facility  of  such  person  and  to  operate  it,  through  any  Government  agency, 
for  the  production  of  such  articles  or  materials  as  may  be  required  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment. 
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(d)  Fair  and  just  compensation  shall  be  paid  by  the  United  States  (1)  for  any 
articles  or  materials  furnished  pursuant  to  an  ordjr  placed  under  subsection  (a), 
or  (2)  as  rental  for  any  plant,  mine,  or  other  facility  of  which  possession  is  taken 
under  subsection  (c). 

(e)  Nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall  be  deemed  to  render  inapplicable 
to  any  plant,  mine,  or  facility  of  which  possession  is  taken  pursuant  to  subsection 
(c)  any  State  or  Federal  laws  concerning  the  health,  safety,  security,  or  employ¬ 
ment  standards  of  employees. 

(f)  Any  person,  or  any  officer  of  any  person  as  defined  in  this  section,  who 
willfully  fails  or  refuses  to  carry  out  any  duty  imposed  upon  him  by  subsection 
(b)  of  this  section  shall  be  guilty  of  a  felony  and,  upon  conviction  thereof,  shall 
be  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  three  years,  or  by  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $50,000,  or  by  both  such  imprisonment  and  fine. 

(g)  (1)  As  used  in  this  section — 

(A) .  The  term  “person”  means  any  individual,  firm,  company,  association, 
corporation,  or  other  form  of  business  organization. 

(B)  The  term  “Government  agency”  means  any  department,  agency,  inde¬ 
pendent  establishment,  or  corporation  in  the  Executive  branch  of  the  United 
States  Government. 

(2)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  a  plant,  mine,  or  other  facility  shall  be 
deemed  capable  of  producing  any  articles  or  materials  if  it  is  then  producing  or 
furnishing  such  articles  or  materials  or  if  the  President  after  consultation  with 
and  receiving  advice  from  the  National  Security  Resources  Board  determines  that 
it  can  be  readily  converted  to  the  production  or  furnishing  of  such  articles  or 
materials. 

(h)  (1)  The  President  is  empowered,  through  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  to 
require  all  producers  of  steel  in  the  United  States  to  make  available,  to  individuals, 
firms,  associations,  companies,  corporations,  or  organized  manufacturing  indus¬ 
tries  orders  for  steel  products  or  steel  materials  required  by  the  armed  forces, 
such  percentages  of  the  steel  production  of  such  producers,  in  equal  proportion 
deemed  necessary  for  the  expeditious  execution  of  orders  for  such  products  or 
materials.  Compliance  with  such  requirement  shall  be  obligatory  on  all  such 
producers  of  steel  and  such  requirement  shall  take  precedence  over  all  orders  and 
contracts  theretofore  placed  with  such  producers.  If  any  such  producer  of  steel 
or  the  responsible  head  or  heads  thereof  refuses  to  comply  with  such  requirement, 
the  President,  through  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized  to  take  immediate 
possession  of  the  plant  or  plants  of  such  producer  and,  through  the  appropriate 
branch,  bureau,  or  department  of  the  armed  forces,  to  insure  compliance  with  such 
requirement.  Any  such  producer  of  steel  or  the  responsible  head  or  heads  thereof 
refusing  to  comply  with  such  requirement  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  felony  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than 
three  years  and  a  fine  not  exceeding  $50,000. 

(2)  The  President  shall  report  to  the  Congress  on  the  final  day  of  each  six- 
month  period  following  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  the  percentage  figure, 
or  if  such  information  is  not  available,  the  approximate  percentage  figure,  of  the 
total  steel  production  in  the  United  States  required  to  be  made  available  during 
such  period  for  the  execution  of  orders  for  steel  products  and  steel  materials  re¬ 
quired  by  the  armed  forces,  if  such  percentage  figure  is  in  excess  of  10  per  centum. 

SAVING  PROVISION 

Sec.  19.  Nothing  in  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  amend  any  provision  of  the 
National  Security  Act  of  1947  (61  Stat.  495). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE 

Sec.  20.  This  title  shall  become  effective  immediately;  except  that  unless  the 
President,  or  the  Congress  by  concurrent  resolution,  declares  a  national  emergency 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  Act,  no  person  shall  be  inducted  or  ordered 
into  active  service  without  his  consent  under  this  title  within  ninety  days  after 
the  date  of  its  enactment.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army,  for  the  Army  and  the 
Air  Force,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps,  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  for  the  Coast  Guard,  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed 
to  initiate  and  carry  forward  an  intensified  voluntary  enlistment  campaign  in  an 
effort  to  obtain  the  required  personnel  strengths. 
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AUTHORITY  TO  ORDER  RESERVE  COMPONENTS  TO  ACTIVE  FEDERAL  SERVICE 

Sec.  21.  Until  [July  9,  1951,  and  subject  to  the  limitations  imposed  by  section 
2  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948,  as  amended,]  July  1,  1958,  the  President 
shall  be  authorized  to  order  into  the  active  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
States  for  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  [twenty-one]  twenty-four  consecutive  months, 
with  or  without  their  consent,  any  or  all  members  and  units  of  any  or  all  Reserve 
components  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  and  retired  personnel  of 
the  Regular  Armed  Forces. 

Sec.  22.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Armed  Services  Committees  of  the  Senate  and  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  review  the  provisions  of  this  title  not  later  than  the  fourth 
year  following  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act  and  each  year  thereafter,  taking  into  consideration  the  then 
existing  international  situation  and  giving  due  regard  to  United  States  commitments 
to  the  United  Nations.  Upon  the  completion  of  such  reviews,  the  committees  shall 
report  to  their  respective  Houses  and  shall  make  such  recommendations  with  respect 
to  modification  of  this  title  as  they  may  deem  desirable. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  12, 1951 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
March  15, 1951 

Reported  with  an  amendment,  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

[Strike  out  all  after  tlie  enacting  clause  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


AN  ACT 


To  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal 
military  training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

3  -TITLE  I 

4  Section  U  That  the  Selective  Service  Aet  of  LOTS 

5  -(dd  Stat-.  (301) ,  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as 

6 


7 

8 


-(a)-  Section  T  of  sued  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
“Section  U  -(a)-  This  Aet  may  he  cited  as  the  ‘Uni- 

nr\rl 

U1IU 


9  versal  Military 


Aet-- 
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“-f bf  Rbe  Congress  hereby  declares  that  eft  adequate 
armed  strength  must  be  achieved  and  maintained  te  insure 
tbe  security  el  this  Nation? 

Abe  Congress  further  declares  that  m  a  free  so- 
ciety  tbe  obligations  and  privileges  el  serving  in  tbe  Armed 
Forcesy  ineluding  tbe  Reserve  components  thereof,  should 
be  shared  generally,  in  aeeordanec  with  a  system  which  is 
fair  and  justy  and  which  is  consistent  with  the 

nf  r>  t~>  4 1  yn  no  f  i  /'TH  O 1 

v  ‘  1  ell  I  L'lILlj  11  V  U  11  Mill'll  cli 


U 


-fdf  Fbe  Congress  further  deelaresy  in  accordance  with 
our  traditional  military  policy  as  expressed  in  the  National 
Release  Act  of  1916,  as  amendedy  that  it  is  essential  that 
the  strength  and  organization  of  the  National  Guard,  both 
ground  and  any  as  an  integral  part  of  the  first  line  defenses 
of  this  Nation7  he  at  all  times  maintained  and  assured-? 

this  endy  it  is  the  intent  of  die  Congress  that  when  ■ 
ever  Congress  shall  determine  that  units  and  organizations 
are  needed  for  the  national  security  in  excess  of  those  of  the 
Regular  components  of  the  ground  forecs  and  the  air  fereesy 
and  those  in  active  service  under  this  title,  the  National 
Guard  of  the  United  States,  both  ground  and  any  or  such 
part  thereof  as  may  he  necessary,  together  with  such  units 
of  the  Reserve  components  as  are  necessary  for  a  balanced 
force,  shall  he  ordered  to  active  Federal  service  and 
therein  so  long  as  sueh  necessity  exists.- 
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U 


-(e)-  The  Congress  further  declares  that  adequate  pro- 

1U1  1  lit  LTl_'l  uit  M.  v  III  1 1  \  Tv  vtTt  irtu  IllillYlliltllll  v  1IU1  L  111  LI  1  v 

~n  pi  /I  o  a|  eoi  nil  f  \  In  o  ww /  v q  v/  .1 1  o  i  >  /l  /I  o  y/vl  mill  l  on  C  n  i  \  /I  f.li  i  1 1  r* ci f 
llvJltlb  U1  oUl  v  l irl II v  1  L  uv_ 'll  1  UH  it  1 1 U  uv  \  L  1U  IJ111L  illy  it!  ILL  L11\J  llllleut 

and  utilization  of  the  :Nation’s  tech¬ 


nological,  seientiffiq  and  other  critical 

-■‘-(f)-  To  this  endy  the  Congress  further  declares  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  ah  citizens  to  engage  in  sueh  training  for 
civilian  and  military  service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the 


of  their  res 


o  o  |  vpii  o  /  v  f  £\  fyo  o  an  /I 

it  u  Ll  tlZLllo  UT  tt  IXvTU  ill  1  ft 


e  Nation  and  provide  a  eontinuing  how  of 
recently  trained  in  modern  techniques  and  assure  a  vitaly 
ready  reservoir  to  hh  the  military  and  civilian-  needs  of  the 
Aatiem 


U 


-(g)-  The  Congress  declares  it  to  he  in  the 

that  personnel  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  he  pro¬ 
tected  and  encouraged  m  the  realization  and  development  of 
those  merely  spiritual,  and  religious  values,  consistent  with 
the  religious  beliefs  and  convictions  of  the  individuals  con¬ 


cerned,  winch  are  fundamental  in  the  preservation  and 
strengthening  of  the  hher  of  American  citizenshipr  In  the 
pursuit  of  this  endy  the  Congress  further  declares  that  it  shah 
he  the  duty  of  every  commanding  officer  in  every  echelon 
of  command  in  the  respective  services  of  the  Armed  Forces 
to  maintain  to  the  highest  possible  degree  within  his  com¬ 


mand  those  conditions  and  h 


to  protect 
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Ike  health,  morals,  and  spiritual  welfare  of  the  personnel  of 
iri-s  command-.  ” 

-(la)-  Section  fi  of  sued  Aet  is  repealed 
-(e)-  Urn  first  sentence  ef  subsection  -(a)-  of  section  4  of 
suefi  Aet  is  amended  by  striking  out  tfie  word  “nineteen” 
wherever  it  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  hen  thereof  the 
word  “eighteen”. 

-(d)-  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  sub¬ 
section  -(a)-  of  section  4  of  sueh  Aet  is  amended  to  reads 
^The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether 
or  not  a  state  of  war  euists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service 
in  the  manner  provided  m  this  title  -(including  hut  not  limited 
to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  groups)-  such 
number  of  poisons  as  may  he  inquired  to  provide  and  main 
tain  adequate  Aimed  -Forces.” 

-(e)-  The  second  paragraph  of  subseetion  -(a)-  of  section 
4  of  sueh  Aet  is  amended  to  read  as  follows-; 

TAo  person  shall  he  inducted  into  the  Armed  -Forces  for 
training  and  service  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability 
in  all  respects  (including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for 
sueh  training  and  service)  has  been  satisfactorily  deter¬ 
mined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  -(or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  -with  respect  to  the 
-United  States  Coast  Guard) .” 
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-(4)-  The  fourth  paragraph  of  subsection  -fa}-  of  section 
4  of  such  Aet  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following-;  ‘'Every  trainee  shah  be  given  fob  and  adequate 
initial  basic  training  for  service  in  the  Armed  -Force  into 
which  he  is  inducted  and  no  trainee  shady  during  his  initial 
period  of  basie  training;  be  assigned  for  doty  in  a  combat 
area-,  or  be  permanently  assigned  for  doty  at  any  installation 
located  on  land  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  United 
States;  and  no  other  member  of  the  Armed  F orees  of  the 
United  States  who  is  enlisted;  inducted;  or  ordered  to  active 
duty  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  40f>f  Amendments 
to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  shall  be 
assigned  to  combat  duty  in  a  combat  area  until  he  has  had 
at  least  four  months  of  basic  training?  This  section  shall  not 
prevent  residents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the  United 
States  from  being  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession  from 
which  they  were  indoctedA 

-(g)-  Subsection  -(b)-  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows-: 

---(b)-  Each  person  inducted  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection  -(a)-  of  this  section  sludl  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  for  a  period  of  twenty  four 
consecutive  months;  unless  sooner  released;  transferred,  or 
discharged  in  accordance  with  standards  and  procedures 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Uefense  -(or  the  Secretary 
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el  Ike  Treasnry  witk  respect  te  Ike  United  States  Coast 
Unardf  er  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  sakseetien  -(d)-  el  see¬ 
the*  4  ky  sakseetien  -(el)-  el  section  b  el  this  title? 

4k)-  -(4-)-  Paragraph  44)-  el  sakseetien  -(e)-  el  seetien  4 
el  seek  Aet  is  repealed. 

-(+4  Sakseetien  -(d)-  el  seeliee  4  el  seek  Aet  is 
444  ky  inserting  alter  Ike  word  -hereafter— ;  where  it 
in  paragraphs  -(4)-  and  -(A)-  A  sack  sakseetien?  tke 
Amd  prior  te  tke  enactment  el  tke  4444  -intendments  te  tke 
-Universal  Military  -Training  and  Sendee  Act--.-  and  -(A)-  ky 
adding  at  tke  end  tkereel  tke  following  new  paragraph-? 

“-(3)  Eaeh  persen  wke7  sekseqeent  te  tke  enactment  el 
7  is  indneted?  enlisted?  er  appeinted  in  an 
ieree  el  tke  Tented  States  prier  te  attaining  tke 
twenty-skrtk  anniversary  el  kis  kntk  skak  ke  obligated  te 
serve  en  active  training  and  service  and  in  a  Ueserve  eem- 
ponent  ler  a  tetai  peried  el  eigkt  years,  nniess  seener  dis¬ 
charged  ■H4  ft  c  c 0 r (1  ft  11  o 0  ‘Wi  i  li  1  ftiitl  s4 ft di (“l ft I'd s  pro 

seriked  ky  tke  -Secretary  el  Defense  -(er  tke  Secretary  el 
tke  Treason  witk  respect  te  tke  United  States  Beast 
Board)-?  Uaek  seek  person,  en  release  from  active  train¬ 
ing  at  A  sendee?  skak?  il  physically  and  mentally  gaalibed? 
ke  translcrred  te  a  Ueserve  eempenent  el  tke  Armed  Forces? 
and  skall  serve  therein  ler  tke  remainder  el  tke  peried 
win ek  ke  is  obligated  te  serve  under  tkis  paragraph  and 
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shall  he  deemed  to  he  a  member  el  seek  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  daring  seek  period,  he  ease  the  Beeretary  el  tke 
Army,  the  Beeretary  el  km  Xavy,  er  Ike  Secretary  el  km 
Air  Ferco  -(er  km  Secretary  el  km  Freasnry  with  respect 
to  km  United  States  Coast  Guard-)-,  determines  that  enkst- 
ment,  enrollment,  er  appointment  np  er  assignment  toy  an 
organized  and-  el  a  Reserve  eemponent  er  an  etkeerd  training 
program  el  the  armed  leree  in  wkiek  ke  served  is  available 
toy  and  carp  withont  nndue  kardskipy  he  liked  by  any  snek 
person,  it  skah  he  the  dnty  el  seek  person  to  enhsty  enrolly 
er  aeeept  appointment  bp  er  aeeept  assignment  toy  snek 
organized  nnit  er  elheerC  trainmg  program,  and  to  serve 
satlslaeterily  therein?  Fke  Secretaries  el  tke  Army,  Xavy, 
and  An*  Force,-  with  tke  approval  el  tke  Beeretary  el  Release 
-(and  tke  Beeretary  el  tke  T-reasury  -witli  respect  to  tke 
United  Btates  Coast  Guard)-,  may  provide,  by  regulations 
Vrkkk  shall  he  as  nearly  uniform  as  praetieahley  ler  tke 
from  active  dnty  prior  to  serving  tke  periods  re- 
by  subsection  -(h)-  el  this  section  el  individuals  who 
for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  amts  el  tke 
Army  Xatienal  Guard  and  Air  Xational  Guard  and  ether 
Reserve  components.-  Xetking  in  this  subsection  shah  he 
construed  to  prevent  any  persorp  while  in  a  Reserve  eem¬ 
ponent  el  the  Armed  kerccs,  from  being  ordered  er  called 
to  active  duty  in  snek  armed  foreeX 
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-{f)~  4he  hrst  sentence  el  subsection  -fef  el  section  4 
el  such  Act  is  amended  to  feed  as  follows-:  “With  respect 
to  the  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  under  this  titky  there  shah  he  paid,-  allowed,  and 
extended,  for  training  and  sendee,  the  same  payy  allow¬ 
ances,-  pensions,'  disability  and  death  compensation,  and 
other  benefits  as  are  provided  by  law  in  the  ease  of  other 
members  of  the  uniformed  sendees  of  like  grades  and  length 
of  sendee  of  that  component  of  the  Armed  F orccs  to  which 
they  are  assigned,  except  that  whenever  the  period  of  service 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subsection 
-(h)-  of  this  section,  each  trainee  shall,  during  his  initial 
period  of  basie  training,  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate 
of  $30  in  hen  of  the  basie  pay  that  would  otherwise  be  pay¬ 
able  to  hbn  under  this  section,  during  such  period  in  which 
the  pay  of  trainees  is  $30  a  monthy  each  such  person,  having 
a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1049,  shah  be  entitled  to  receive 
a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allow  - 
anee  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  344-  .by 
section  000  -(ff  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949 
as  amended  by  section  0  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act 
of  4900  plus  $40  so  long  as  tire  trainee  has  In  effect  an 
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equal  to  the  amount  el  seek 
lor  Ike  support  el  Ike  dependent  or  dependents  en  whoso 
account  Ike  allowance  is  olaimcdA 

fkf  Subsections  -fgfi  and  -fkf  el  section  4  el  seek  Act 

are  repealed. 

\ 

(1)  -Paragraph  -ft)-  el  subsection  -(if  el  section  4  el 
suck  Act  is  amended  ky  striking  eat  Ike  -word  “twenty 
one-  and  inserting  in  ken  thereof  Ike  word  -twenty  four”. 

-ftn)  Section  4  el  seek  Act  is  amended  ky  adding  at  Ike 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as 


U 


fkf  f4f  k-pon  a  finding  ky  kirn  that  snek  action  is 
justified  ky  Ike  strength  el  Ike  Armed  foorces  in  the  light  el 
international  conditions?  the  President,  upon  recommendation 

Ivtt  til  A  ft  f  1M  T  a|  t  f  /  \  i  \  LJ  1  t,  <  1  1  fill  f  \V1  '/  i  V/1  1  UT  T^V  AA11  fil\TA 

Try-  I  1 1  v  Uvl  I  l  liU  \  v/T  4/ I'lL'lln v"  <)  To  ell ITlIv ‘1  1/iv  Uj  I  j  y  4jAv’v  U  LI  V  vi 

order,  which  shall  he  unilorni  in  its  application  to  ah  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  hut  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups? 
to  provide  fore  ( A)  increasing  the  periods  el  initial  kasie 
training  to  not  to  exceed  six  months,  fBf  changing  or  modi- 
lying  the  initial  kasie  training  given  thereunder?  fOf  decreas¬ 
ing  periods  ol  active  service  under  this  title  kut  in  no  ease 
to  a  lesser  period  ol  time  than  can  he  eeonomieahy  utilized? 
or  fidf  eliminating  periods  ol  active  service  required  under 
this  titlcr  Whenever  the  Congress  shah  ky  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  declare — 


S.  1- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


10 


n 

**8^  8 


that  the  period  el  initial  basic  training  ler  any 
tp  er  groups  el  persons  inducted  under  this  title 
should  he  increased  to  any  peried  in  excess  el  lenr 
months  but  net  in  cxeess  el  she  months  which  mav  he 


8 

u 


in  sneh  resolution-^ 

-fh)-  that  the  peried  el  active  ser¥iee  repaired  el 
any  age  grenp  er  groups  el  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  he  decreased  te  any  peried  less  than  twenty 
lenr  months  which  may  he  designated  in  sneh  reselu- 
tien-j  er 

^-G)-  that  the  peried  el  aethre  service  repaired  el 
any  age  group  er  groups  el  persons  inducted  under  this 

£i£1a  nl  ^  All]  rl  Ka  pl  1  Tl~>  1  i  t  n  h  r*/l 

TILtU  tyrtt/ttlU.  tJt"  L 'Jlllillll.il 

the  peried  el  initial  hasie  training  er  el  active  service  el 
the  age  group  er  groups  designated  in  any  such  resolution 
shah:  he  se  inoreased7  decreased,  er  eliminated  as  the  ease 
may  her  Whenever  the  period  el  service  repaired  under 
this  title  el  persons  who  have  net  attained  the  nh 
el  the  day  el  their  hirth  has  been 


with  the 


V  lulUilib  V*  1  lllltb  OVA.  tlull  J 


ah  individuals  then  er  tlterealter  registered  under  section  h 


el  this  title  who  en  that  date  have  net 


the  nine¬ 


teenth  anniversary  el  the  day  el  their  hirth  and  have  net 
been  inducted  into  the  -Armed  Forces  shah  he  liablej  ehee- 
tive  en  such  date7  ler  induction  into  the  National  Security 
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-Training  Corps  for  initial  basie  military  training  for  a  period 
of  not  lose  than  four  monthsr 

--(£)  Effective  at  sack  fane  as  the  President  may  doom 
m  advance  of  Ids  issuance  of  an  Executive  order 
periods  of  active  service  under  tins  title  or  effec¬ 
tive  whenever  the  Congress  shall  have  adopted  a  concurrent 
resolution  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  -(4-)-  of 
this  subseetiony  the  -President  is  authorized  to  establish  a  Au- 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  to  he  composed  of  five 
memhecsr  three  of  whom  shall  he  civilians  and  two  of 
shall  he  active  or  retired  members  of  the  Pegular 
of  any  of  the  Armed  Percesy  to  he  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
clent,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senator 
Effective  at  such  time  as  periods  of  active  service  required 

rnixlnv  f  i  o  f  1  f  1  /  >  ~|»A  a!  1 1  11  111  O  X  l  Wl  1411  TsJll  Old  £  ( \  ll  W  v  liyoru  */l  1 1  >  (T  140  1*0  - 

LL1  lllv  1  till  O  1 1  lit'  ctl  v  vlllllllllcl  tv'vL  [t/  til  v-  j^/  4  U  v  v  41  ill  ^  J/ttirt 

graph  of  this  suhseetiony  there  shall  he  established  a  National 

Ss  AAll  l»l  f  47  Tro  111  1 14  rVlV14^  44T1l  AQ1  A  111  All  ll  >l*vl  1114  V'^IO  11  ll  A  A  A 14  4  — 
UvC til  11  y  _L  1  till  1111^  V_ ' U 1 JJ o ^  utlooV  illv  illf  /v  l  ►'111 Jp *  ibi J cl  11  T7U  v  v/lll 

posed  of  all  persons  inducted  therein  for  initial  basic  trainingr 


The  Antienal  Security 
to  the  direction  of  the 

-(including  the  moral, 

t  >  A  /\  /I 1 1  / » o  j  i  aa  o  1  l  tli  oe<  at  qh  aIi 
til  Itt  t  tlllt  tl  l  lUlltll  TTlttoTVo  t7T  o  tit.  11 

National  Security  Training  Corps  as  are 
out  the  purposes  of  this  Aety  and  shall,- 


shall,  subject 
such  oolieies  and 


of  initial  basie  training 
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tion  el  ike  President,  designate  Ike  Federal  departments 
and  agencies  to  cany  end  seek  training?  Ak  departments 
and  agencies  se  designated  skak  cany  eat  suck  training  in 
with  Ike-  pekeies  and  standards  el  Ike  Com- 


nnssnnr 


-fnf  Section  §  -(a)-  ef  snek  Act  is  amended  te  read  as 


--■Sec.  Ik  -(a)-  -(4)-  Tke  select  ion  el  persons  ler  trai 
and  service  under  section  4  skali  ke  made  in  an  impartial 
manner,  nnder  snek  rales  and  regulations  as  Ike  President 
may  preserike7  from  Ike  persons  who  are  kakle  ler  suck  train¬ 
ing  and  service  and  who  at  tke  time  el  selection  are  regis¬ 
tered  and  classified,  kat  net  deferred  or  exempted--:  P  molded 
That  in  tke  selection  el  persons  for  training  and  service  under 
tkis  title,  and  m  tke  interpretation  and  execution  el  tke  pro¬ 
visions  of  tkis  tk4eT  tkere  shall  ke  no  discrimination  against 
any  person  on  account  of  race  or  color-:  Provided  further,- 
Tli at  in  tke  classification  of  registrants  within  tke  jurisdie- 
tien  of  any  leeal  hoards  tke  registrants  of  any  particular 
registration  may  ke  classified,  in  tke  manner  prescribed  ky 
and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  ky 
the  President,  keforej  together  with,  or  after  tke  registrants 
of  any  prior  registration  or  registrations--  and  in  tke  selec¬ 
tion  for  induction  of  persons  -within  tke  jurisdiction  of  any 
local  hoard  and  within  any  particular  classification,  persons 
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who  were 


ft!  ffflf  particular  registration  may  be 
fey  and  in  accordance  with 
fey  tfee  President,  before, 
r  vdtfeT  of  after  persons  who  were  regi stored  a!  any 
prior  registration  er  registrations :  And  -provided  further, 
That  nothing  herein  shah  fee  construed  te  prohibit  tfee  selee- 
tion  of  induetien  ef  persona  fey  age  groups  under  rules  and 
is  prescribed  bv  tfee  President.- 


feetd  seek  time  aa  tfee  period  ef  service  ¥t 
under  tfei-a  title  ef  persons  who  have  net  attained  tfee  nine- 
•sary  ef  tfee  day  ef  tfeeir  feirtfe  feaa  been  climi 
with  tfee  previsiena  ef  section  4  -{fe}-  ef 


(A)-  ne  leeal  beard  sliall  erder  fer  induetien  any 
peraon  who  feaa  net  attained  tfee  age  ef  nineteen  unleas 
there  is  net  within  tfee  jurisdiction  ef  anefe  leeal  board  a 
sufficient  number  ef  persons  wfee  are  deemed  fey  anefe 
leeal  beard  te  fee  available  fer  indnetron  and  vefee  have 
attained  tfee  a$e  ef  nineteen  te  enable  anefe  leeal  beard 
te  meet  a  eall  fer  men  wfeiefe  it  feaa  been  ordered  te 
furnish  fer  induetien;  and 

-  (B)  ne  leeal  beard  shall  erder  fer  induetien  any 
person  who  feaa  net  attained  tfee  age  ef  nineteen,  if  there 
is  any  person  within  tfee  jurisdiction  ef  such  leeal  board 


Vrhe  -{if-  is  aa  much  as  ninety  days  elder,-  -(nf  has  net 
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attained  die  age  el  nineteen,  and  -{in}-  is  deemed  by  die 
leeal  beard  le  be  available  lee  induetien.” 

-fe}-  -{4}-  deetien  b  -{e}-  -{4}-  el  sneb  Aet  is  amended  by 
ent  “the  effective  date  el  dns  dde^  and  inserting  in 
lien  thereel  Mlebruary  4y  195-4,-’. 

-{2}-  &eeden  b  -{e}-  -{2}-  -{A}-  el  sneh  Aet  is'  amended  by 
inserting  alter  the  weeds  Am  menths”  a  comma  and  the  feh 
1  owing :  “prior  te  the  determinatien  by  the  decretory  el 
Defense  that  adeeaate  trained  nersennel  are  available  te  the 


~\T  o  fi  n  1 

XI  Ml  ItJl it 1 1 


te  enable  it  te 


its 


fee 


g  and  prier  te  the  receipt  el  erders  te 
fee  indttctionjA 

-fb}-  deetien  b  -{e}-  -(b)-  -(E)-  el  sneh  Act  is 
by  inserting-  alter  “snbseetien  -(b)  ”■  a  comma  and  the  leh 
lewmg-r  “paragraph  -{4}-  el  this  subsection,”. 

-{p}-  Subsection  -{af  el  scetion  b  el  sneh  Aet  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “midshipmen^  Merchant  Marine  Ee- 
serve,  United  dtates  Aava-1  Deserve ;  students  cnrelled  in  an 
effieer  procurement  pregram  at 
rienhnn  el  wliieli  is  approved  by  the 
immediately  following  the  words  — 

Beast  Guard  Academy;”. 

-(g)-  Subsectien  -{d}-  el  section  b  el  sneh  Aet  is  hereby 


ceheges  the  car¬ 
ry  el  -Defense;” 

dtates 


fl  TH  Oil  /I  I A  PA  O  f\  c<  4/~v  1  • 

flTUvXlVlLvt  Ttt  xtTtttr  Tto  nntt)' VYoT 
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-(d)-  -(4-)-  44re  President  is  authorized,  under  such 
rales  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe?  -(A-)-  until  dune 
3-0?  -14154,  to  provide  lor  the  temporary  removal  from 
training  and  service  upon  completion  of  their  initial 
of  basic  training  in  the  -Armed  Perces  of  not  to 
seventy  -five  thousand  persons  annually  in  order  to 
such  persons  to  engage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine, - 

ities?  and  other  holds  determined  by  him  to  he  in  the 
national  interests  and  while  so  engaged  sueh  persons  shall  not 
he  deemed  to  he  in  military  service  -{active  or  inactive) 
for  any  purpose-?  -(44)-  to  suspend  for  sneh  persons  the 

purred  under  subsection  -fb{-  of  section  4  of  this  title  until 
the  completion  of  such  study  or  research?  or  until  any  such 
person  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  study  or  research, 
whichever  is  the  earlier-?  and  -{Gf  upon  termination  of  sueh 
period  of  suspension?  or  at  any  time  within  not  more  than  ten 
years  thereafter,  to  reorder  or  induct  such  a  person  into  active 
service  hr  the  same  or  another  armed  force  for  the  unserved 
part  of  the  period  of  service  required  under  subsection  -(b)- 
of  section  4  of  this  title?  unless  such  person  performs  other 
military  or  civilian  service  hr  the  national  interest  for  a 
period  equivalent  to  sueh  period  of  service  hr  accordance 


16 


1  with 


1  \  A  r  iJlA 

TTY  TTTt7 


Tke  persons 


removed  from  active  training  and  serviec  to 

3  engage  in  study  or  research  under  Ike  provisions  of  this 

4  paragraph  shall  ke  selected  ky  a  ei villa  n  commission  to  ke 

5  composed  of  five  members  to  ke  appointed  ky  tke  President? 

6  ky  and  with  tke  adviee  and  consent  of  tke  Senate.-  Aot  more 

7  tkan  tkrec  of  tke  members  of  tke  Commission  shall  ke  mcm- 

8  kers  of  tke  same  political  party-.-  4dm  persons  seleeted  ky  tke 

9  Commission  to  engage  m  stndy  or  research  shall  ke  selected 

10  upon  a  competitive  basis  in  accordance  with  standards  and 

11  procedures  prescribed  by  tke  Commission.  Tim  -President  is 

12  authorized  to  provide  for  payment  of  suck  portion  of  rim 

13  costs  of  tuitmny  books,  laboratory  feesy  subsistence?  travel, 

11  and  other  necessary  expenses  of  any  person  selected  to 
lb  engage  in  sack  study  and  research  as  tke  Commission  finds 
10  that  suek  person  is  unable  to  defray  without  undue  hardship-.- 
17  -Within  sack  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 

10  Secretary  of  Defense  any  person  who,  -{A}-  has  been  or  may 
13  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  m  tke 

senior  division,  -Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  or  tke  Air 
Reserve  Officers'  -Training  Corps,  or  tke  Aaval  Reserve  Offi¬ 
cers-  Training  Corps,  or  tke  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer 

no 

4->  candidate  training  program  established  ky  tke  Act  of  -August 
“  ^  43?  4P46  -f60  Stotr  4057) ,  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  offf- 
eers 1  candidate  program  of  tke  Mavy,  or  tke  platoon  lead- 
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ers1  class  el  ike  Marine  Horps,  er  ike  officer 
programs  el  ike  Oeast  Guard  and  Ike  Coast  Guard  -Reservcy 
er  lets  keen  er  may  kereafter  ke  appointed  an 
Gnited  Stales  jkwal  Reservcr  and  is  undcrgeieg 
skmal  trakringq  -(44)-  agrees,  m  writing,  p->  accept  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered-, ■  and  le  serve,  subject  le  order  el  Ike 
Secretary  el  ike  miktary  department  kaving  jurisdiction 
ever  knn  -fee  Ike  Secretary  el  ike  Treasury  witli  res-pecl 
le  Ike  United  States  Oeast  Guard  )-r  net  less  til  ill i  two 
years  en  active  duty  after  receipt  el  a  eennnissien ;  and  -(H)- 
is  le  remain  a  memker  el  a  idegelar  er  Reserve  eem- 
nnlil  ike  eigktk  anniversary  el  Ike  receipt  el  a  eem- 
missien  in  aeeecdanee  witk  kis  okligation  nnder  snkseclien 
-fdf  el  section  4  el  tkis  td-kg  skak  ke  deferred  keen  mduc- 
lien  ler  training  and  service  nnder  tkis  title  nnt-il  alter  cem- 
plelien  er  termination  el  Ike  eeursc  el  instruction  and  se  long 
as  ke  eontmues  in  a  Regular  er  Reserve  stains  npen  being 
cemnnssrenedj  1j n t  si  i  a  1 1  i i o t  i c  c x o  n  i p t'  fir f n  i egqsti atnai* 
Sack  persons  except  tkese  persons  vke  kave  previensly  cem- 
plcted  an  initial  period  el  kasie  training  er  an  equivalent 
period  el  active  military  traimng  and  service  skak  ke  re¬ 
quired  Vrkiie  enrolled  in  sack  programs  le  complete  a 
el  training  equal  -fas  determined  under  regi 
ky  tke  Secretary  el  Defense  er  Ike  Secretary  el  tire  Treasury 
S.  1- 


O 

“O 
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vi  I  tt  Jlx  ivt  it  t  tr  tt 

such  rcgula- 


1  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Geast  Guard)-  to 

2  and  type  el  training  to  ao  initial  period  el  baste  trainingr 

3  There  shah  be  added  te  tbe  obligated  active  commissioned 

4  service  el  any  person  -who  bas  agreed  te  perlerm  such  oblig- 

5  0  4  f  VI?  T  -r  Li  AV-tri  /  .  A  rn  1»A  til  fl  1  f  AV  ll  11  O  A  Al  p  1  Q  C|Qlot  >1  11  /1A  IT^ll  1  ].A  Q  ~f  4  All  (\ 

tllUl  y  Ml  V  it  v  ill  1  V  till  11  Tur  111  1  till  v,  1  cl  1  cl  u  uTu  t  cl  1 1  v  v  v  \  1 1 1  lid  cl  l  tvllU 

6  tog  a  eiv-hiam  college  under  any  soeb 
7  period  el  net  te  exceed  one  year? 

8  “  (3)  bo  addition  te  tbe  training 

9  in  paragraph  -f-f  el  this  subsection^  and 
Id  tiens  as  the  Secretary  el  Uelense  -fee  the  Secretary  el  the 
H  Treasury  with  respect  te  the  United  States  Geast  Guard)- 
1-  may  approver  the  Secretaries  el  the  military  departments 
1 3  end  the  Secretary  el  the  Treasury  are  authorised  te  establish 
14  officer  eandidate  programs  leading  te  the  commissioning  el 
15  persons  en  active  duty? 

16  “  (4)  ^Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  te 

11  preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre- 
13  seribed  under  subsection  -fhf  el  this  seetierg  ler  the  deler- 
19  ment  horn  training  and  service  el  any  category  or  categories 
39  el  students  ler  such  periods  el  time  as  he  may  deem 

33  -fr)-  Subsection  -(h)-  el  seetien  b  el  such  Act  is  amended 

33  -fdf.  hy  inserting  in  clause  -f4f  el  the  second  sentence  alter 
31  the  word  “persons-)  where  it  appears  the  second  tinny  the 
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following :  “  (other  than  wives  alone)  ”,  and  -(A)-  by  striking 


out  in  the  fourth  s 


U  * 

wives  or— 


-fs-)-  Subsection  -(4)-  of  section  0  ol  suck  Act  is 
to  read  as  follows-? 

— (4)-  -ft-}-  Any  person  wko7  while  satisfactorily  pur- 
soing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 

c<  1  if-t  1 1  o  y  1  ilQ  i  f\TTi  .A-f  1  /Ml  1*1  111  \  CY  SJ 1 1  M  1 1  11  yinil  flip  4  .1  f  o  |w  u  Vi  rr» 

Mu ilict i  Iilt5 1 xT It tlUil  ul  tv  M 1 1  II  I  1  ig  ,  r»i llllly  ttjptrtT  111 v  1  ill  to  TTv  TTTyg 

presented  to  tke  local  beard  be  deferred  -(A-)-  nntd  tke  tkne 
of  kis  graduation  therefrom  or  -(34)-  until  ke  attains  tke  nine- 
teentk  anniversary  of  kis  birth-  or  -ft1)-  until  ke  ceases  satis¬ 
factorily  to  pursue  suck  course  of  instruction^  whichever  is 
tke  earliest? 


wko7  wkile  s 

full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  eehegcy  university^  or  sim¬ 
ilar  institutiorg  shall,  upon  tke  facts  being  presented  to  tke 
local  boardy  be  deferred  -(A-)-  until  tke  end  of  tke  academic 
year,  or  -(44)-  until  ke  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  suck 
course  of  instruetien7  wkickevcr  is  tke  earlier?  An  thing  in 
this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  tke  President 
from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection 
-fk)-  of  this  seetieny  for  tke  deferment  from  training  and 

periods  of  time  as  ke  may  deem  appropriated1 

-ftf  Subsection  -0  of  section  f>  of  suck  Act  is  amended 
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-(4)-  by  striking  out  in  the  third  sentence  thereel  toe  words 
tore  delerced”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereel  the  following  :■ 
-in  lieu  el  seek  induetierq  be  assigned',  let  a  period  equal  to 
ibe  period  el  training  an4  service  prescribed  by  seetien  4  (b)--,- 
to  work  el  national  importance  under  civilian  direction- , 
and  -(-4)-  by  striking  out  in  toe  seventh  sentence  thereof  toe 
words  tote  shall  be  deterred-  and  inserting  in  lien  toereel  toe 
words  tore  shall  hr  lien  el  seek  indention  be  assignee^  lor  a 
period  equal  to  toe  period  el  training  and  service  prescribed 
by  seetien  -4  -fb)-7  to  work  el  national  importance  under 
civilian  direction”. 

-(u)-  Seetien  4  el  such  Act  is  repealed? 

-fv)-  Subsection  -(g)-  ol  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  fohewsr 

--(g)  -f4)-  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  dune  24y 
dMBy  enlists  hr  the  Armed  4-erees  ol  toe  United  States 
-father  than  in  a  Reserve  component)  and  who  serves  lor 


not  more  than  lour  years  (plus  any  period  ol 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)-  shall  be  entitled  upon 
rse  Irom  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  toe 


reemployment-  rights  and  other  benefits 
hr  toe  ease  ol  inductees? 


lor  bv  this 


Any  person  -who,  subsequent  to  June  44j  44487 
enters  upon  active  duty  -(ether  than  lor  the  purpose  ol  deter- 


11 11111 11  (Y  1)10  irlr  ttci  sari  1  fidnnjjuX 

TTltlTlTTg  lllu  JTlTj  OlCitl  411114  0  4  )  ^ 
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Ike  Armed  Forces  el  the  -United  States  or  the  Bubhe  Health 
Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  eatt  to  aetive  duty  shah 
open  his  relief  from  active  data  ander  honorable  eonditionsy 
he  entitled  to  ah  of  the  reonrployment  rights  and  benefits 
provided  by  this  section  in  the  ease  of  indueteesy  if  he  is 
relieved  from  aetive  duty  not  later  than  fear  years  after  the 
date  of  entering  npen  active  daty  or  as  soon  after  the  e-x-pira- 
tion  of  saeh  fear  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 
him  from  aetive  datyr 

“-(hf  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  deseribed  in 
-(A)-  or  -{44)-  of  sabseetien  -(b)-  of  this  seetion 
a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 

fitness  to  enter,-  or  performing  training  daty  bp 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States-:  Upon  his  release 
from  training  daty  or  upon  his  rejeetimg  saeh  employee 
shah  if  he  makes  prompt  application  for  reinstatement  be 
in  his  position  without  redaction  in  his  seniority^ 
tSy  or  pay  except  as  saeh  redaction  may  be  made  for  ah 
is  similarly  situated.  - 

-(w)-  Subsection  -(a)-  of  section  4b  of  saeh  Aet  is 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  An  persons 
to  or  serving  on  the  Aational  Selective  Service 
Appeal  BoardA 
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it 


(x)-  Section  46  el  sneh  Aet  is  amended  fey  adding  the 
at  the  end  thereel-r 

{ff-  the  terms  motive  training  and  service-  shall  fee 
te  mean-  any  military  service  m  the  aetive  Armed 
Eoreos;  hrainee-  shall  fee  deemed  te  mean  a  worsen  indneted 
into  the  Armed  Eerees  nnder  this  title  prior  to  attaining 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  el  his  feirth  who  is  nndergoing 
an  initial  period  el  feasic  training  in  tfee  active  Armed 
Eerees-j  hnitlai  period  el  feasie  teaming^  er  nnitial  feasie  train¬ 
ing^  shah  mean  that  period  el  lenr  months  -for  net  te  exeeed 
six  months  when  se  inereased  pnrsnant  te  seetien  4  -(h)-  el 
this  title)-  immediately  lehewing  indaetion---  tindaetetv  shah- 
mean  any  persen  indneted  into  the  aetive  Armed  -Femes 
nnder  this  title  ler  aetive  training  and  servieeA 

-(yf  Seetien  47  el  sneh  -Vet  is  amended  te  read  as 

TA  I  I  ATtTH  • 

1U11U  *  *  5  • 

47t  -(a)-  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  ah  laws 
and  parts  el  laws  in  eenhiet  with  the  previsions  el  this  title 
are  hereby  repealed  te  the  extent,  el  sneh  conflict. 

^-ffe)-  hhere  are  hereby  antherhed  te  he  appropriated^- 
eat  el  any  money  in  the  Treasary  net  otherwise  appro¬ 
priate  dT  sneh  snms  as  may  fee  neeessary  te  carry  eat  the 
is  el  this  title  Ah  lands  appropriated  ler  the  ad- 


expenses  el  the  Aatienal  Seearity 
Oo-mmission  shah  fee  appropriated  directly  te  the 
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and  all  teds  appropriated  to  pay  toe  expenses  el  training 
earried  ant  by  -Departments  ami  ageneies  designated  by  toe 
tonnmissian  shad  be  appropriated  di-reetly  to  toe  designated 
Departments  and  ageneies.-- 

-(a)-  Seetien  5-4  el  seek  Aet  is  amended  -f4-)-  by  striking 
ent  Alt  by  0?  4954?  and  snbjeet  to  toe  kmitatiens  imposed 
by  seetien  5  el  toe  Seketoe  Service  Aet  el  44)48,  as 
amended/’  and  inserting  in  ken  thereof  Afnly  A  4953,”, 
and  -(5)-  by  striking  ent  twenty- one”  and  inserting  in  lien 
tkereol  “twenty-fonrA 

(an)  Seek  Aet  is  Inrtker  amended  ky  adding  at  toe  end 
el  title  4  tke  lobe-wing  new  sections 

“~Se€tt  5A  D  shall  be  tke  dnty  el  tke  Armed 
Oemmittees  el  tke  Senate  and  el  tke  Sense  el 


trees  to  review  the  previsions  el  this  title  net  later  than  tke 
fenrtk  year  lebewing  tke  date  el  enaetment  el  tke  44451- 
amendments  to  tke  Dniversal  Allitarv  draining  and  Service 
dtot  ft nd  ciidi  year  threader?  taking  into  eensidcration  tke 
then  existing  international  sitnatien  and  giving  dne  regard 
to  tonited  States  eemmitments  to  tke  Dnited  Aatiensr  Span 
tke  eempletien  el  snek  reviews?  toe  eemmittees  skak 
to  their  respective  Senses  and  skak  make  snek 
tiens  w-itk  respeet  to  medikeatien  el  this  title  as  they  may 
deem  desirable.-’ 

Se€t  A  -(a)-  Seetien  4  el  tke  Aet  el  dady  87?  1950  -(54 
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Stat r  370)  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  cot  ATuly  Oy 
1951”  and  inserting  in  lien  thereof  “Jtdv  It  4-053”  and  by 
adding  at  the  end  el  sncli  section  n  new  sentence  as  follows i 
AAo  -person  whose  enlistment  has  keen  extended  heretofore 
or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this  Act  shah 
have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  period  of 
time  under  this  Act.” 

-fkf  Seeticn  4  of  the  Aet  of  September  Oy  4059  -(94 
Statr  828f-y  is  amended  by  striking  out  duly  0y  1951”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  duly  A  4053A 

Secv  3t  Fhe  Aet  of  August  Oy  4059  -(94  Stafo  498^  is 
amended  to  read  as  t-eHowm 


"‘That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restrictions  on  the  au¬ 
thorised  personnel  strength  of  any  eomponent  of  the  Armed 
Foreesy  including  sections  492y  292y  243y  and  392  of  the 
Womens  Armed  Services  Integration  Aet  of  4048  -(92  Stair 
35A  393y  399y  and  374)  y  seetion  2  of  the  Aet  of  April  48y 
4049  -(99  Statr  02fy  and  seetions  492  and  292  of  the  Aet 
of  duly  49y  4059  -(94  Statr  322  and  323fy  are  hereby  sos- 


until  duly  34y  4054. 

-Sec.  2t  4he  active-duty  personnel  strength  of  the 
Armed  Foreesy  exclusive  of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Cuardy 
personnel  of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  for  train- 
ing  purposes  only,  and  personnel  ef  the  Armed  F orces  em¬ 
ployed  m  the  Seleelive  Service  Systenp  shah  not  exceed 
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ft  total  el  leer  mi  1  lion  persons  at  any  lime  daring  ike  period 
ol  suspension  prescribed  in  Ike  first  section  of  Ikis  AetA 

SbOt  4t  Wherever  m  Ikis  amendatory  Ad  Ike  period 
of  active  service  for  any  eategoiy  of  persons  is  increased, 
stiek  increased  period  of  service  skak  ke  applicable  lo  ak 
persons  in  snek  eategoiy  serving  on  active  defy  in  Ike  Armed 
■Forces  on  Ike  dale  of  Ike  enactment  of  ikis  amendatory  Aek 
See  A-  4f  any  provision  of  Ikis  Ad  or  ike  application 
thereof  lo  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  Ike 
validity  of  ike  remainder  of  Ike  Ad  and  of  Ike  application 
of  seek  provision  lo  other  persons  and  circumstances  shad 
not  ke  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  dr  This  title  may  ke  cited  as  Ike  **1951  Amend  • 
meats  to  Ike  IT nivcrsal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”.- 

TITLE  H 

Sec  21.  ( a^ )  T b c  bis  1  section  of  ike  Ad  entitled  Akn 
Ad  to  provide  for  ike  enlistment  of  aliens -in  Ike  Regular 
Army”,  approved  June  JOy  4J59  (-Public  Law  59Ty  Eighty 
first  Congress) ,  is  amended  by  striking  out  Ike  words  “until 
June  JOy  4-953y  to  accept  original  enlistments  or  recnlist- 
ments  in  ike  Regular  Army  for  periods  of  not  less  than  five 
years  of  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred-  and  in¬ 
serting  in  ken  thereof  “until  June  JOy  4-9-55y  to  accept,  during 
each  calendar  year,  original  enlistments  or  rccnlistmcnts  in 


S.  1 - 4 


1  the  Regular  Army  for  periods  el  eel  less  than  five  years  el 

2  net  te  exeeed  twenty-five  thousand”. 

3  -(h)-  Section  £  el  suefe  Aet  is  amended  fey  striking  eut 

4  “June  hOy  1953”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ATune  £0y 

5  R9£5A 

6  That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as 

7  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

8  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  1  of  said  Act  is  amended 

9  to  read  as  follows: 

10  “Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Universal 

11  Military  Training  and  Service  Act’.” 

12  (b)  The  first  two  sentences  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 

13  4  of  said  Act  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

14  “(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every 

15  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person 

16  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages  of 

17  eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  twenty-six  years,  at  the 
16  time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  eight- 
10  een  years  and  six  months  after  having  been  required  to  reg- 

20  ister  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  otherwise 

21  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  shall  be  liable 

22  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 

23  States  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 

24  Corps:  Provided,  That  any  such  person  who  has  not 

25  attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  shall, 
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as  soon  as  'practicable  following  his  registration ,  be  classified 
and  examined  physically  and  mentally  in  order  to  determine 
his  availability  for  induction  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  upon  his  attaining  the  age  of  eighteen  years 
and  six  months .  Any  citizen  of  a  foreign  country,  who  has 
not  declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  who  is  not  deferrable  or  exempt  from  training 
and  service  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  (other  than  this 
subsection) ,  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces,  he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved  from 
such  liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance 
with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President;  but 
any  person  who  makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be 
debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 

(c)  The  third  sentence  of  the.  first  paragraph  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read: 
“ The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether  or 
not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service  in  the 
manner  provided  in  this  title  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  as  hereafter  provided  (including 
but  not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  age 
groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  pro- 
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vide  and  maintain  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  to 
further  the  purposes  of  this  Act.” 

(cl)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “No  person 
shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects, 
including  his  physical  and  merited  fitness,  has  been  satisfac¬ 
torily  determined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense:  Provided,  That  the  minimum  standards  for 
physical  and  mental  acceptability  established  pursuant  to 
this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher  than  those  applied  to 
persons  inducted  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six 
in  January  1945.” 

(e)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“ Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall  following  his  induction  be  given 
full  and  adequate  military  training  for  service  in  the  armed 
force  into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
four  months,  and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
shall,  during  this  four  months  period,  be  assigned  for  duty 
at  any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States, 
its  Territories ,  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone) ; 
and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
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provisions  of  this  title  shall,  during  the  six-month  period 
immediately  following  his  induction,  be  assigned  for  duty  in 
a  combat  area  on  land  located  outside  the  United  States,  its 
Territories  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone).” 

(f)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “(b)  Each  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training  and  service  for  a 
period  of  twenty-six  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  re¬ 
leased,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  pro¬ 
cedures  prescribed  by  the  Secreary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d) 
of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(g)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“( 1)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces  may,  during  the  effective  period  of  this 
Act,  apply  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed 
in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  application  shall  be 
accepted:  Provided,  That  his  services  can  be  effectively 
utilized  and  that  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such 
service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  of  the 
department  concerned:  Provided  further,  That  active  service 
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performed  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his 
status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve  component:  And  pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  any  person  who  was  a  member  of  a 
reserve  component  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter 
continued  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component, 
shall,  if  his  application  for  active  duty  made  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph  is  denied,  be  deferred  from  induction  under  this 
title  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty  or  ceases 
to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component. 

“(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under 
section  5  (b)  for  the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  any 
person,  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  shall  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who  so 
volunteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  so 
long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

“(3)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  any  person,  after  attaining  the  age  of 
eighteen,  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for 
induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  the 
training  prescribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title. 

“(4)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen 
shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be 
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afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b) . 

“(5)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title  any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seven¬ 
teen  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian 
,be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  the  training  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(h)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  25,  1950, 
is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attain¬ 
ing  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of  six 
years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of  personal 
hardship,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard). 
Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National 
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1  Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if  physically  and  mentally 

2  qualified,  he  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 

3  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the 

4  period  ivhich  he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph 

5  and  shall  he  deemed  to  he  a  member  of  such  reserve  component 

6  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the 
X  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or 
3  [the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
9  States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlistment,  enrollment, 

40  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a 

41  reserve  component  or  an  officers  training  program  of  the 

42  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is  available  to,  and  can,  with- 

43  out  undue  personal  hardship,  he  filled  by  any  such  person, 

44  it  shall  he  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept 
44  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized -unit 
40  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily 
44  therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
4®  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( and  the  Sec- 
40  retar y  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 

Guard ) ,  may  provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be  as  nearly 

91 

uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  release  from  training  and 
99 

service  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods 

OO 

required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of  individuals  who 
94- 

volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  of  the 
25 

Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other 
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reserve  components.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active 
duty  in  such  Armed  Force.” 

(i)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  are  repealed. 
(])  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  ( i)  of  section  4  of 
such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “twenty-one” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  “twenty-six” . 

(k)  Section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is 
justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of 
international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommendation 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive  order, 
which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed  Forces, 
and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted  under 
this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide 
for  (A)  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this  title  hut  in 
no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically 
utilized,  or  (B)  eliminating  periods  of  service  required  under 
this  title. 

“(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  declare — 

“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
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title  should  he  decreased  to  any  period  le'ss  than  twenty- 
six  months  which  may  he  designated,  in  such  resolution ; 
or 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  he  eliminated , 

the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  he  so  decreased  or 
eliminated,  as  the  case  may  he.  Whenever  the  period  of 
service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  ivho  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth 
has  been  eliminated  hy  the  President  or  hy  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  section,  all  individuals  then  or  there¬ 
after  liable  for  induction  under  section  4  of  this  title  ivho  on 
that  date  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the 
day  of  their  hirth  and  have  not  been  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  he  liable,  effective  on  such  date,  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  hereinafter 
established  for  initial  military  training  for  a  period  of  six 
months:  Provided,  That  persons  deferred  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  6  of  this  title  shall  not  he  relieved  from 
liability  for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  solely  hy  reason  of  having  exceeded  the  age  of  nine¬ 
teen  years  during  the  period  of  such  deferment. 
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“(3)  There  is  hereby  established  a  National  Security 
Training  Commission  (herein  called  the  Commission) ,  which 
shall  be  composed  of  five  members ,  three  of  whom  shall  be 
civilians;  of  the  remaining  two  members  one  shall  be  an 
active  or  retired  member  of  a  regular  component  of  the 
Armed  Forces ,  the  other  shall  be  a  member  of  a  reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  a  person  entitled  to 
retired  or  retirement  pay  because  of  his  service  as  a  member 
of  a  reserve  component.  Members  of  the  Commission  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate,  from  among  persons  of  outstanding 
national  reputation.  The  President  shall  select  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  from  among  its  civiliaji  members.  No 
person  ivho  has  been  on  active  duty  as  a  commissioned  officer 
in  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  eligible 
for  appointment  as  a  civilian  member  of  the  Commission. 
The  Commission  shall  have  a  seal  which  shall  be  judicially 
noted.  At  such  time  as  the  Commissiori  shall  be  appointed, 
in  accordance  ivitli  this  paragraph,  there  shall  be  established 
a  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

“(4)  The  term  of  office  of  two  of  the  members  of  the 
Commission  shall  be  two  years.  The  term  of  office  of  the 
remaining  three  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  for  three, 
four,  and  five  years,  respectively .  Any  individual  appointed 
to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  by  the  death,  resignation,  or  removal 
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of  a  member,  shall  be  appointed  only  for  the  unexpired  term 
of  such  member.  Members  of  the  Commission,  while  actually 
serving  with  the  Commission,  shall  receive  a  per  diem  of  not 
to  exceed  $ 50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the  business  of  the 
Commission  and  shall  be  allowed  transportation  and  a  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  $9  while  away  from  their 
homes  or  places  of  business  pursuant  to  such  business. 

“( 5)  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction  of 
the  President,  direct  and  control  the  training  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  which  training  shall  be  basic  mili¬ 
tary  training.  It  shall  establish  such  policies  and  standards 
with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  military  training  of 
members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  are 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act.  The  Com¬ 
mission  shall  make  adequate  provisions  for  the  moral  and 
spiritual  welfare  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps.  Subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President,  and 
after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  designate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out 
such  training.  Each  military  department  so  designated  shall 
carry  out  such  military  training  in  accordance  with  the 
policies,  standards,  and  directives  of  the  Commission. 

“(6)  The  Commission  is  authorized,  subject  to  the  civil- 
service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  to  employ 
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and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  officers  and  employees  as  it 
deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform  its  functions. 

“(7)  The  Commission  shall  prepare  and  submit  to  the 
Congress  a  plan  or  plans  for — 

“(i)  a  program  of  initial  military  training  deemed 
by  the  Commission  to  be  appropriate  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  Act,  which  program  shall  include  the  types 
of  basic  military  training  to  be  given  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps; 

“(ii)  measures  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  wel¬ 
fare,  and  morals  of  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps; 

“(Hi)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for 
violation  thereof; 

“  (iv)  such  other  policies  and  standards  as  may  be 
established  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (5)  of 
this  subsection;  and 

“(v)  recommendations  with  respect  to  disability  and 
death  benefits  and  other  benefits,  and  the  obligations, 
duties,  liabilities,  and  responsibilities,  to  be  granted  or 
imposed  upon  members  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps. 

“(8)  No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  until  after — 
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“(1)  the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  sixty  cal¬ 
endar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress,  fol¬ 
lowing  the  date  on  which  the  plan  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graph  (7 )  of  this  subsection  is  transmitted  to  the  Congress 
and  referred  to  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  during 
which  sixty-day  period  there  has  not  been  passed  by 
either  of  the  two  Houses  of  the  Congress,  by  the  affirma¬ 
tive  vote  of  a  majority  of  either  House,  a  resolution  stat¬ 
ing  in  substance  that  that  House  does  not  favor  such 
plan:  Provided,  That  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services 
of  both  Houses  to  which  the  plan  is  referred  shall,  not 
later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  forty-five 
calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress, 
following  the  date  on  which  the  plan  provided  for  in 
paragraph  (7)  of  this  subsection  is  transmitted  to  the 
Congress,  report  a  resolution  to  their  respective  Houses 
approving  or  disapproving  the  plan  submitted  by  the 
Commission,  and  its  recommendations  thereon,  and  such 
resolution  shall  be  privileged  and  may  be  called  up  by 
any  member  of  either  House;  and 

“(2)  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title 
of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated  by 
the  President  or  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress 
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in  accordance  with  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection. 

“(9)  Following  the  adoption  of  a  plan  submitted  by  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  paragraph  (8),  the  Commission 
may,  if  changes  to  the  plan  are  deemed  desirable  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  submit  such  changes  to  the  Congress  in  accordance 
with  the  procedure  prescribed  in  paragraph  (8),  and  such 
changes  shall  be  acted  upon  as  prescribed  in  paragraph  (8). 

“(10)  Six  months  following  the  commencement  of  induc¬ 
tion  of  persons  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  semiannually  thereafter,  the  Commission  shall 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehensive  report  describing  in 
detail  the  operation  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
including  the  number  of  persons  inducted  therein,  a  list  of 
camps  and  stations  at  which  training  is  being  conducted,  a 
report  on  the  number  of  deaths  and  injuries  occurring  during 
such  training  and  the  causes  thereof,  an  estimate  of  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  persons  inducted  therein,  including  an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  disciplinary  problems  encountered  during  the 
preceding  six  months,  the  number  of  civilian  employees  of 
the  Commission  ami  the  administrative  costs  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Simultaneously,  there  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  report  setting  forth  an 
estimate  of  the  value  of  the  training  conducted  during  the 
preceding  six  months,  the  cost  of  the  training  program  charge- 
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able  to  the  appropriations  made  to  the  Department  of  Defense, 
and  the  number  of  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces  directly 
engaged  in  the  conduct  of  such  training. 

“(11)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of 
$30:  Provided,  however,  That  each  such  person,  having  a 
dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allow¬ 
ance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l  by 
section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  as 
amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act  of 
1950  as  may  be  extended  or  amended  plus  $40  so  long  as 
such  person  has  in  effect  an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of 
such  dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the  dependent 
or  dependents  on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed. 

“(12)  No  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  assigned  for  training  at  an  installa¬ 
tion  located  on  land  outside  the  continental  United  States, 
except  that  residents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United,  States  may  be  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession 
from  which  they  were  inducted.” 

(1)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  words:  “:  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 
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shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of 
persons  by  aye  group  or  groups  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President .” 

(m)  (1)  Section  (j  (c)  ( 1 )  of  such  Act  is  amended, 
by  striking  out  “ the  effective  date  of  this  title,"  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “February  1,  1951," . 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 
inserting  after  the  words  “ six  months”  a  comma  and  the 
words  “prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  National 
Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by 
current  appropriations,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to 
report  for  induction,” . 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  after  “ subsection  (b)”  a  comma  and  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,” . 

(n )  Subsection  ( a)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “ midshipmen ,  Merchant  Marine  De¬ 
serve,  United  States  Naval  Deserve;  students  enrolled  in 
an  officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  the 
curriculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense ;”  immediately  following  the  words  “cadets,  United 
States  Coast  Guard  Academy . 

(o)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  hereby 


amended  to  read  as  follows: 
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“(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any  person  who,  (A)  has  been 
or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  Deserve  Officers  Training  Corps,  or 
the  Air  Deserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  De¬ 
serve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine 
Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  established,  by  the 
Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or 
the  Deserve  officers  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
platoon  leaders  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer 
procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast, 
Guard,  Deserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 
Deserve,  while  undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees, 
in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve, 
subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  with  respect  to  the  United,  States  Coast  Guard) ,  not  less 
than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission; 
and  (C )  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or  reserve 
component  until  the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 
commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  sub¬ 
section  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from 
induction  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  course  of  instruction,  and  so  long  as  he  continues 
in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but 
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shall  not  he  exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  except 
those  persons  who  have  previouslg  completed  an  initial  period 
of  military  training  or  an  equivalent  period,  of  active 
military  training  and,  service  shall  he  required  while  enrolled, 
in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal  ( as 
determined  under  regulations  approved  hy  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training 
to  an  initial  period,  of  military  training.  There  shall  he 
added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service 
in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attending  a  civilian 
college  under  any  such  training  program  a  period  of  not  to 
exceed  one  year. 

“(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard,) 
may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  active  duty. 

“(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to 
preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  defer- 
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merit  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories 
of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate.” 

(p)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose  employment  in  indus¬ 
try,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or 
whose  continued  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an  office 
described  in  subsection  (f) )  under  the  United  States  or  any 
State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or 
whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  dental,  optomet- 
ric,  osteopathic,  chiropractic,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  is 
found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health, 
safety,  or  interest:  Provided,  That  no  person  within  any  such 
category  shall  be  deferred,  except  upon  the  basis  of  his 
individual  status:  Provided  further,  That  persons  who  are 
or  may  be  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  remain  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  under  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this  Act  until 
the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their  birth.  This 
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proviso  shall  not  he  construed  to  prevent  the  continued  de¬ 
ferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise  deferable  under  any 
other  provisions  of  this  Act.  The  President  is  also  author¬ 
ized,  under  such  rides  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  (1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a 
status  with  respect  to  persons  ( other  than  wives  alone  except 
in  cases  of  extreme  hardship)  dependent  upon  them  for  sup¬ 
port  which  renders  their  deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any 
or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found  to  be  physically,  men¬ 
tally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defective.  For  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  person  is 
advisable,  because  of  his  status  with  respect  to  persons 
dependent  upon  him  for  support,  any  payments  of  allowances 
which  are  payable  by  the  United  States  to  the  dependents  of 
persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  but,  the  fact  that  such  pay¬ 
ments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed  con¬ 
clusively  to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  ivhen  the 
dependency  is  based  upon  financial  considerations  and  shall 
not  be  deemed  to  remove  the  ground  for  deferment  when  the 
dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  financial  considerations 
and  cannot  be  eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the 
dependents.  The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such 
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rules  and  regulations  as  lie  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  ivho  have  children,  or  wives 
and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family 
relationship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from  such  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  made  in  the  case  of  any 
individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status  of  such 
individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at 
the  office  of  each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the  names 
and  classifications  of  those  persons  who  have  been  classified 
by  such  local  board F 

( q )  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(i)  (1)  A,  ny  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 
suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the 
twentieth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases  sat- 
isfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest. 

“( 2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a 
full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or 
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1  similar  institution  is  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this 
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title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local  board, 
be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end,  of  such  academic  year,  or  (B ) 
until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion,  whichever  is  the  earlier:  Provided,  That  any  person 
who  has  heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed  under  the 
provisions  of  section  6  ( i )  (2)  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1948;  or  any  person  who  has  heretofore  been  deferred 
as  a  student  under  section  0(h)  of  said  Act;  or  any  person 
who  hereafter  is  deferred  under  the  provision  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  shall  not  be  further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit  of  a 
course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university ,  or  similar  institu¬ 
tion  except  as  may  be  provided  by  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (h)  of 
this  section.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  pre¬ 
clude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed, 
under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  of  any  category  or  cate¬ 
gories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate.” 

(r)  Section  7  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

(s)  (1)  Section  9  (b)  (A)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows :  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  posi¬ 
tion  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held 
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1  by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position 

2  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

3  (2)  Section  9  (b)  (B)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 

4  lows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position 

5  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 

6  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of 

7  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or” . 

8  (3)  Section  9  (b)  (C)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol- 

9  lows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position 

10  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 

11  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of 

12  like  seniority,  status,  and,  pay;  or”. 

13  (t)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  Act  is  amended 

14  to  read  as  follows: 

15  “(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24, 

16  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  F orces  of  the  United  States 

17  (other  than  in  a  reserve  component)  and  who  serves  for 

18  not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 

19  service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon 

20  release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the 

21  reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by 

22  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provi- 

23  sions  of  this  title. 

21  “(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948, 
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enters  u/pon  active  duty  ( other  than  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  his  physical  fitness),  whether  or  not  volun¬ 
tarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active 
duty  shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 
conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and 
benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved 
from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after  the  date  of 
entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration 
of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 
him  from  active  duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 
paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his 
physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in, 
the  A  rmed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release 
from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee 
shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement  within  thirty 
days  following  his  release,  be  reinstated  in  his  position  with¬ 
out  reduction  in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such 
reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated 

(u)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said  Act  is  amended 
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by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  “or  persons  appointed 
to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 
Board” . 

(v)  Section  10  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  (1)  amending 
the  sixth  sentence  of  the  proviso  appearing  in  section  10  (b) 
(3)  to  read  as  follows:  “There  shall  be  not  less  than  one 
appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of  each  Federal  judicial 
district  in  the  United  States,  and  such  additional  separate 
panels  thereof,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President.” ;  and 

(2)  By  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

“(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall  submit 
to  the  Congress,  on  or  before  the  3d  day  of  January  of  each 
year,  a  written  report  covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include,  by  States, 
information  as  to  the  number  of  persons  registered  under 
this  Act;  the  number  of  persons  inducted  into  the  military 
service  under  this  Act;  and  the  number  of  deferments  granted 
under  this  Act  and  the  basis  for  such  deferments.” 

(w)  Section  17  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
or  any  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this 
title  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict , 
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“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission 
and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training 
carried  out  by  the  military  departments  designated  by  the 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Department 
of  Defense 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title, 
the  Congress  may,  by  concurrent  resolution,  terminate  or 
suspend  for  a  stated  period  of  time,  all  inductions  into  the 
Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 
Any  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  prior  to  the  adoption  of  said  concurrent  resolution 
shall,  not  more  than  six  months  following  the  adoption  thereof, 
be  released  frorn  training  in  such  corps,  but  shall  not  be 
relieved  from  his  obligation  to  serve  in  a  reserve  component 
as  provided  in  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  this  title. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title, 
no  person  shall  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  after  July  1,  1954.’ ’ 

(x)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking 
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out  “ July  9,  1951,”  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “ July  1, 
1953,”  and  (2)  hy  adding  the  following  at  the  end  thereof: 
“ Any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who  served 

m 

on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  ninety  days  or  more  in  any 
branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  between  the  period  December  7, 
1941,  and  September  2,  1945,  inclusive,  or  for  a  period  of 
twelve  months  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces 
between  the  period  September  16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948, 
inclusive,  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  upon  the  completion 
of  twelve  or  more  months  of  active  duty  since  June  25,  1950, 
if  he  makes  application  therefor  to  the  Secretary  of  the  branch 
of  service  in  which  he  is  serving,  be  released  from,  active 
duty.” 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950 
(ch.  501  of  the  laws  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  second, 
session),  is  hereby  amended,  by  striking  out  the  words 
“July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
“ July  1,  1952”  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a 
new  sentence  as  follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has 
been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months 
pursuant  to  this  Act  shall  have  his  enlistment  extended,  for 
any  additional  period  of  time  under  this  Act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  (64  Stat. 
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828),  is  amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1, 1953” . 

Sec.  3.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 
of  active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased, 
such  increased  period  of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all 

I 

persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act, 
except  members  of  the  reserve  components. 

Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent 
registration,  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six, 
to  present  himself  for  and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time 
or  times  and  place  or  places,  and  in  such  manner,  as  shall  be 
determined  by  proclamation  of  the  President  and  by  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  hereunder:  Provided,  That  persons 
required  to  register  pursuant  to  this  section  shall,  at  the  time 
of  such  registration,  be  accorded  the  right  to  express  a  written 
preference  to  discharge  their  obligation  for  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  or  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  in  units  which  are  segregated  as  to  race, 
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which  'preference  shall  govern  any  future  assignment  of  such 
persons,  for  training  or  training  and  service,  insofar  as  mili¬ 
tary  necessity  may  permit.” 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 
not  he  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  title  may  he  cited  as  the  “ 1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act” . 

Passed  the  Senate  March  9,  1951. 

Attest:  LESLIE  L.  BIEELE, 

Secretary. 
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Kct  authorizing  vessels  of  Cana- 
to  transport  iron  ore  between 
Ireat  Lakes  during  1951;  to  the 
on  Merchant  Marine  and 

.  . 

ict  for  the  relief  of  William 
:tt;  to  the  Committee  on  the 

a.  7ea.  An  act  conferring  jurisdiction  on 
the  Court  of  Claims  of  the  United  States  to 
hear,  determine,  and  render  judgment  on  the 
claims  of  G.  T.  Elliott,  Inc.,  and  M.  F.  Quinn; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  822.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Robert 
M.  Sternberg;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  824.  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Gertrud 
Lomnitz;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  Con.  Res.  9.  Concurrent  resolution  favor¬ 
ing  the  suspension  of  deportation  of  certain 
aliens;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

S.  Con.  Res.  10.  Concurrent  resolution  fa¬ 
voring  the  suspension  of  deportation  of  cer¬ 
tain  aliens;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju¬ 
diciary. 

S.  Con.  Res.  12.  Concurrent  resolution  fa¬ 
voring  the  suspension  of  deportation  of 
certain  aliens;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  Con.  Res.  13.  Concurrent  resolution  fa¬ 
voring  the  suspension  of  deportation  of 
certain  aliens;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

S.  Con.  Res.  15.  Concurrent  resolution  fa¬ 
voring  the  suspension  of  deportation  of 
certain  aliens;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 


Mr.  SPENCE:  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Currency.  House  Joint  Resolution  196. 
Joint  Resolution  to  continue  for  a  tempo¬ 
rary  period  the  provisions  of  the  Housing 
and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  as  amended;  without 
amendment  (Rept.  No.  268).  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  BOGGS  of  Delaware;  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary.  H.  R.  2394.  A  bill  to 
amend  the  act  of  April  29,  1941,  to  authorize 
the  waiving  of  the  requirement  of  per¬ 
formance  and  payment  bonds  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  certain  Coast  Guard  contracts; 
With  amendment  (Rept.  No.  269).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  FELLOWS:  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary.  H.  R.  2829.  A  bill  to  exempt  the 
members  and  certain  employees  of  the  Pres¬ 
ident’s  Commission  on  Internal  Security 
and  Individual  Rights  from  the  operation  of 
certain  conflict-of-interest  statutes;  with¬ 
out  amendment  (Rept.  No.  270).  Referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  VINSON;  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices.  S.  1.  An  act  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  uti¬ 
lization  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States  by  authorizing  universal  military 
training  and  service,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses;  with  amendment  (Rept.  No.  271). 
Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union. 
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fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1938,  instead  op' 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1939;  tb 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas: 

H.  R.  3251.  A  bill  to  amend  title  28  of  the 
United  States  Code  to  require  that  all  de¬ 
cisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  par¬ 
ticipated  in  by  the  full  Court,  and  that  any 
vacancies  or  absences  in  the  membership  of 
the  Court  shall  be  temporarily  filled  by  cir¬ 
cuit  judges;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary.  / 

By  Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi: 

H.  R.  3252.  A  bill  to  amend  section  13  (c) 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  with  respect  to  the  exemption  from 
the  child-labor  provisions  of  such  act  Qf  cer¬ 
tain  employees  employed  in  agriculture;  to 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor. 

By  Mr.  GAMBLE: 

H.  R.  3253.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950  and  the  Reconstruc¬ 
tion  Finance  Corporation  Act,  as  amended; 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska: 

H.  R.  3254.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  to  require  the 
labeling  of  soaps  and  detergents;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  3255.  A  bill  to  enlarge  the  definition 
of  cosmetic  contained  in  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  by  removing  the  ex¬ 
ception  made  in  the  case  of  soap;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce. 

H.  R.  3256.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  by  requiring 
the  labeling  of  bread  or  rolls;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

H.  R.  3257.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as  amended, 
by  providing  for  the  regulation  of  chemical 
additives  in  food;  to  the  Committee  on  In¬ 
terstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  MORRISON: 

H.  R.  3258.  A  bill  to  amend  section  207  of 
the  Legislative  Reorganization  Act  of  1946  as 
amended,  to  provide  reimbursement  for 
fines  paid  and  for  lost  pay  and  other  benefits 
upon  correction  of  military  and  naval 
records;  and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  HAGEN: 

H.  R.  3259.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
pensation  of  certain  persons  whose  lands 
have  been  flooded  and  damaged  by  reason  of 
fluctuations  in  the  water  level  of  the  Lake  of 
the  Woods;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  McCORMACK: 

H.  R.  3260.  A  bill  to  amend  the  United 
States  Housing  Act  of  1937  so  as  to  raise  the 
income  limit  for  admission  to  low-rent  hous¬ 
ing  provided  under  the  act;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Banking  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  MEADER: 

H.  R.  3261.  A  bill  to  amend  section  6  (a) 
of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  1949,  so  that 
for  purposes  of  passage  of  a  resolution  of 
disapproval  by  either  House  of  Congress  the 
affirmative  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  author¬ 
ized  membership  of  such  House  will  not  be 
required;  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Departments. 

By  Mr.  BOW: 

H.  R.  3262.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  certain  unrecovered  costs  incurred 
by  producers  of  strategic  and  critical  min¬ 
erals  and  metals  for  use  in  the  prosecution 
of  World  War  II;  to  the  Committee  on  Bank¬ 
ing  and  Currency. 

By  Mr.  COLE  of  Kansas: 

H.  R.  3263.  A  bill  to  confer  Jurisdiction 
upon  the  United  States  district  courts  with 
respect  to  claims  against  the  United  States 
of  certain  employees  of  the  Bureau  of 
Prisons,  Department  of  Justice;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FULTON: 

H.  R.  3264.  A  bill  to  increase  by  $30  per 
month  the  retired  pay  and  disability  retire- 


Mr.  STANLEY,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the 
following  title,  which  was  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker: 

H.  R.  2268.  An  act  to  authorize  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  interest  on  series  E  savings  bonds 
retained  after  maturity,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  2  o’clock  and  27  minutes  p.  m.)  the 
House,  under  its  previous  order,  ad¬ 
journed  until  Monday,  March  19,  1951, 
at  12  o’clock  noon. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

287.  Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  Commence, 
transmitting  a  draft  of  a  proposed  bill 
entitled  “A  bill  to  amend  the  act  en¬ 
titled  ‘An  act  to  authorize  the  construc¬ 
tion,  protection,  operation,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  public  airports  in  the  Territory 
of  Alaska’,  as  amended”;  was  taken 
from  the  Speaker’s  table,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND^ESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause,  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports 
of  committee  Were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and.  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  ag  follows: 

Mr.  STANLEY:  Committee  on  House  Ad¬ 
ministration.  House  Resolution  163.  Res¬ 
olution  to  provide  funds  for  the  expenses 
of  the  studies  and  Investigations  authorized 
by  House  Resolution  99;  without  amend¬ 
ment  (Rept.  No.  267).  Ordered'  to  be 
printed. 


Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  ANFUSO: 

H.  R.  3244.  A  bill  to  amend  section  5  of  the 
Civil  Service  Retirement  Act  with  respect 
to  computation  of  accredited  service  of  duly 
designated  official  representatives  of  national 
organizations  of  postal  employees;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3245.  A  bill  to  provide  . that  leaves  of 
absence  grafted  duly  designated  official 
representatives  of  national  organizations  of 
postal  employees  in  respect  to’  organiza¬ 
tional  duties  be  construed  as  allowable  serv¬ 
ice  in  determining  eligibility  for  promotion; 
to  tbV  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service.  \ 

By  Mr.  BOGGS  of  Delaware: 

H.  R.  3246.  A  bill  to  establish  a  chiropody 

/Section  in  the  Army  Medical  Service  Corps 
and  in  the  Navy  Medical  Service  Corps,  and 
to  authorize,  appointments  to  such  corps 
from  among  graduates  of  accredited  schools 
of  chiropody;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

By  Mr.  ELLIOTT: 

H.  R.  3247.  A  bill  to  provide  for  emergency 
furlough  or  leave  for  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  serving  outside  the  United  States  in 
the  event  of  the  death  of  a  member  of  such 
person’s  immediate  family;  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services. 

By  Mr.  PRIEST: 

H.  R.  3248.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937  to  provide  for  a  20- 
percent  increase  in  annuities,  pensions,  and 
certain  lump  sums  payable  under  such  act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

H.  R.  3249.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Railroad 
Retirement  Act  of  1937  to  provide  for  a  20- 
percent  increase  in  the  survivor  annuities 
and  insurance  lump  sum  payable  under  such 
act;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  TRIMBLE: 

H.  R.  3250.  A  bill  to  provide  that  certain 
determinations  with  respect  to  Federal 
assistance  for  school  construction  may  be 
based  on  school  attendance  figures  for  the 
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ment  pay  of  enlisted  persons  of  the  uni¬ 
formed  services;  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 

Services.  _ 

By  Mr.  KENNEDY  (by  request)  : 

H.  R.  3265.  A  bill  to  regulate  the  election 
of  delegates  representing  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  to  national  political  conventions;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia. 
By  mKbURDICK :  # 

H.  J.  Res.  205,  Joint  resolution  proposing 
an  amendmentVto  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  relating  to  terms  of  office  of 
President,  and  priding  for  nomination  of 
candidates  for  President  and  Vice  President, 
and  for  election  of  such  candidates,  by  popu¬ 
lar  vote;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  HARRIS: 

H.  J.  Res.  206.  Joint  resolution  consenting 
to  an  interstate  compact  to  conserve  oil  and 
gas;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce.  \ 

By  Mr.  McMILLAN: 

H.  Res.  168.  Resolution  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  certain  compensation  to  William 
E.  Cook;  to  the  Committee  on  House  Admin¬ 
istration.  \ 


MEMORIALS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  memori¬ 
als  were  presented  and  referred  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

By  the  SPEAKER:  Memorial  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  the  State  of  California,  relative  to 
proposed  discriminatory  and  excessive  in¬ 
creases  in  the  Federal  tax  on  wine;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  ihe 
State  of  Maryland,  relative  to  requesting 
Congress  not  to  enact  any  legislation  or 
make  any  appropriations  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  the  St.  Lawrence  seaway;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Public  Works. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  relative  to  instruct¬ 
ing  delegates  to  the  United  Nations  to  pro¬ 
pose  Italy  as  a  member  thereof;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  relative  to  request¬ 
ing  legislation  whereby  certain  mothers  and 
fathers  may  be  granted  United  States  citi¬ 
zenship;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  relative  to  requesting 
Congress  to  admit  Hawaii  as  a  State;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  the-5’ 
Territory  of  Hawaii,  relative  to  requesting 
Congress  to  remove  all  racial  restrictions uen 
the  privilege  of  naturalization  for  citizen¬ 
ship  in  the  United  States  of  America;  jfco  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


By  Mr.  McGUIRE: 

H.  R.  3270.  A.  bill  for  the  relief  of  Anthony 
N.  Goraieb;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MITCHELL: 

H.  R.  3271.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Toshiaki 
Shimada;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

H.  R.  3272.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  King 
Mayberry;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

H.  R.  3273.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George 
F.  Willis;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

H.  R.  3274.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  A. 
Watson;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3275.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Miyoko 
Nakagawa;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

By  Mr.  MORRISON: 

H.  R.  3276.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Giuseppa 
Blasco;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  MUMMA: 

H.  R.  3277.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Narcisso 
and  Slava  Zomberlin;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  O’TOOLE  (by  request) : 

H.  R.  3278.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Enrico 
Colandria;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary.  / 

By  Mr.  ROOSEVELT:  / 

H.  R.  3279.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Magda 
Erdossi  Frosh;  to  the  Committee  on  thz  Ju¬ 
diciary.  / 

H.  R.  3280.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Idrs.  Emi 
Yasuda  and  her  minor  son,  Keichiro  Yasuda; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

H.  R.  3281.  A  bill  for  the  re^tfef  of  Fanny 
Tsihrintge  Papan;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  / 


PRIVATE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  1  of  rule  XXII,  private 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced 
and  severally  referred  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  BOGGS  of  Delaware : 

H.  R.  3266.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jesse  A. 
Harman;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  CORBETT: 

H.  R.  3267.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Zora 
Krizan,  also  known  as  Zorardo  Krizanova; 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  FERNANDEZ: 

H.  R.  3268.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Jane 
P.  Myers;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi¬ 
ciary. 

,  By  Mr.  KENNEDY  (by  request) : 

HjB.  3269.  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Va- 
slltbs  Georgantas;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 


PETITION^;  ETC. 

Under  clause  1  oUfule  XXII,  petitions 
and  papers  were  lata  on  the  Clerk’s  desk 
and  referred  as /follows: 

125.  By  Mr.  CHIPERFIELD :  Letter  from 
Richard  H.  Nelson,  vice  president,  Herman 
Nelson  Division,  American  Air  Filter  Co.,  Inc., 
Moline,  IU/ regarding  capital  gains  tax;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

126.  Mr.  GOODWIN:  Memorial  of 
Massachusetts  Legislature  for  legislation 
whei^by  certain  mothers  and  fathers  may  be 
grated  United  States  citizenship;  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

/  127.  Also,  memorial  of  Massachusetts 

*'  Legislature  for  Congress  to  pass  anti-poll 
tax  legislation;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

128.  Also,  memorial  of  Massachusetts 

Legislature  for  the  President  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  instruct  delegates  to  the  United 
Nations  to  propose  Italy  as  a  member  thereof; 
to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

129.  Also,  memorial  of  Massachusetts 

Legislature  for  Congress  to  pass  law  to  grant 
a  special  name  to  a  new  United  States  Vet¬ 
erans’  hospital;  to  the  Committee  on  Vet¬ 
erans’  Affairs. 

130.  By  Mr.  HESELTON:  Resolutions 
memorializing  the  President  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  to  instruct  dele¬ 
gates  to  the  United  Nations  to  propose  Italy 
as  a  member  thereof;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs. 

131.  Also,  resolutions  of  the  General  Court 
of  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
memorializing  Congress  for  legislation  where¬ 
by  certain  mothers  and  fathers  may  be 
granted  United  States  citizenship;  to  the 
committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

132.  By  Mr.  LOVRE:  Memorial  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota 
memorializing  Congress,  the  President,  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture,  and  the  Bureau  of 


Animal  Industry  to  continue  its  cooperation 
with  the  Joint  United  States-Mexican 
Aftosa  Commission  in  its  program  of  com¬ 
bating  and  ultimate  eradication  of  the  dread 
disease  among  livestock  known  as  foot-and- 
mouth  disease,  prevalent  in  the  Republic  of 
Mexico;  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

133.  Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  memorializing 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  require 
military  service  of  all  qualified  citizens  with¬ 
out  regard  for  race,  creed,  or  color;  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

134.  Also,  memorial- of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  memorializing 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  ward  off 
foreign  invasion,  of  fundamental  American 
rights;  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

135.  Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  memorializing 
Congress  repeal  section  241  of  title  25, 
United  States  Code,  annotated,  known  as  the 
Indian /liquor  law  and  all  laws  or  parts  of 
laws  th  respect  thereto  which  would  treat  an 
Indian  differently  than  any  other  citizen  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  and  of  the  United 
States  of  America;  to  the  Committee  on  In¬ 
ferior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

136.  Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  memorializing  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  to  make  pro¬ 
vision  for  payment  of  the  exact  equivalent  of 
taxes  to  the  States  and  other  lesser  political 
subdivisions  whenever  the  tax  base  of  such 
taxing  units  is  depleted  by  withdrawals  of 
lands  for  the  use  of  Federal  agencies;  to  the 
Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

137.  Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  memorializing 
Congress  to  propose  and  adopt  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  section  11  of  the  act  of  Congress  of 
February  22,  1889;  to  the  Committee  on  In¬ 
terior  and  Insular  Affairs. 

138.  Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  memorializing 
Congress  to  appropriate  funds  for  the  use  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  in  relieving  coun¬ 
ties  in  said  State  from  the  burden  imposed 
by  nontaxable  Indian  land  and  to  direct  that 
such  funds  be  used  for  welfare,  law  enforce¬ 
ment,  road  construction,  and  health,  in  co¬ 
operation  with  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

139.  Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  memorializing 
the  Chief  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army,  Office  of  the  Chief  Engineer,  to  con¬ 
tinue  its  investigations  and  work  to  prevent 
future  waste  of  water  from  the  Artesian 
Basin  by  sealing  existing  wells  within  the 
areas  to  be  flooded  by  the  Missouri  River 
dams  in  South  Dakota;  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Works. 

140.  Also,  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  South  Dakota  opposing  and  pro¬ 
testing  the  proposal  of  the  United  States 
Treasury  to  impose  a  tax  on  State  and 
municipal  bonds;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways 
and  Means. 

141.  By  Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts: 
Memorial  of  the  General  Court  of  Massachu¬ 
setts,  proposing  that  the  United  States  dele¬ 
gation  to  the  United  Nations  propose  Italy  as 
a  member  thereof;  to  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs. 

142.  Also,  memorial  of  the  General  Court 
of  Massachusetts,  advocating  facilitation  of 
citizenship  for  parents  of  deceased  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 

143.  By  the  SPEAKER:  Petition  of  Peco- 
raro  and  Scanlan,  New  York  City,  N.  Y., 
relative  to  Plymouth  Brethren  IV,  Taft- 
Hartley  law;  to  the  Committee  on  Education 
and  Labor. 
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PEANUTS* .  Passed  as  reported  H.  B*  2615,  to  permit  additional  acreage  allotme 
marketing  quotas  for  certain  peanuts  of  which  there  is  a  short  supply 
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)4.  MILITARY  TRAINING. .  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for-  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  S.  1,  the  military-training,  selective-service  kill  (up .  2.689,  2715)* 


5.  TREASURY-POST  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  1952.  The  Appropriations  Committee  re¬ 

ported  this  kill,  H.  R.  3282,  w^nout  amendment  (H.  Rent.  272)  (p.  2715)*  The 
kill  contains  appropriations the  Treasury  Department,  Post  ^Office  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  the  Export-Impop^Banlc  of  Washington*  The  Rules  Committee  reported 
a  resolution  to  provideyfor  the  consideration  of'  the  kill  and  to  waive  points 
of  order  against  it  Cp.  2715)* 

6.  FARM  LABOR.  The/Agri culture  Committee,  ordered  reported  3283,  to  provide 

for  the  recruitment  of  foreign  farm  workers  (pp.  D207—  S)  *  '^^ee  also  item  l4. 


7.  R.F.C.  R^os.  Mansfield,  Mont. ,  and  Curtis,  Mo.,  urged  continuation  of  the  invest 
•jrfns  of  RFC  (pp.  2682,  2713-4). 

8.  .POOD  PRODUCTION;  IRRIGATION,  Rep.  Engle,  Calif.,  inserted  William  E.  Wo r no *2 

(Assistant  Secretary  of  Interior)  recent  speech  pointing  out  that  ky  increased 
use  of  irrigation  and  development  of  new  irrigation  facilities  food  production 
in  the  world  can  ke  greatly  increased  (pp.  2J0fS) .  ' : 


-2- 


"  • 


ESITT  COiTTROL.  Passed  without,  auenclm^nt  f>, .  J .  Res.  39 >  to  continue  rent 
^tro'is  until  June'  30, -1951'  >Cpp  /- S&S&SsSU-  .  This,  measure  will  now  he  sen 
'President.  \ 


"■  *  U  • 


T 


10 


»  V-. 


BOM  ELECTRIFI  CAT  1017.  _  Rep.  bithrow,  !r«ri’e;  }insortfed‘  end’  discus-sea  a.  constituent 
letter  objecting  to  having  the  Defense  Electric  'Power:  Administratio^z-nlloerte 
’'the  critical  materials  needed  for  the  rural  eleot-r-ificaticn  .program*  and/urg- 
i  ng  th  e  .  PEA.  mak  0,  ■  gu  ch  all  0  cat  i  0  ns '  ( pp .  2  62  3-4 ) .  ^ 

FOREST  ROADS.  Received' an  Or  eg.  Legislature  memorial',  relative, to  the 
struct  ion  o'f  timber  access  roads  in  the  public  for-est-s  (p«  27/7  )•• 


con— 


.  .  12. 


ELECTRIP'lCATIOFi.  ■  Received  ah  Idaho  Legislature  memorial  relative  to  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  p^wer  plant  at  American  Palls  Dam  and  •construction  of  Palisades 

*  Dam  (p.  2717)  •• 


.  13. 


REPORTS.  Received  frten  the  President  the  report  of  th^. -State  Department  on  the 
'  urogram  -authorizing  a^etudeht !  s  exchange  urogram  whn  -funds  -from  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  surplus  o r 00 or t\  'abroad  ‘CH.  'DocT  26)  (p.  ^5>?  the  animal  report  of 
the  American  Chemical  Sofagty;'  'the  annual  report j6f  the  Treasury  Departfcaat 
(H.  Doc.  3)*  and  the  .report  of  OSA  on  contract  s/f  or  experimental  and  researc 


work  and  testing  (p.  2715)  •' 


BfhLS  IITTROUJC] 


l4. 


age, 


FARM’  LABOR.  H.  R.  3223,  by  Rep. 

I9H9  to  provide  for  the  rocuitme: 
mittee  (u.  2716).-  See  also.  item.  6. 

H.  J.  Res.  202,*  by  Rep.  Ilahbh,- 
which  prohibits  the  employment  of 
p-ly  with  respect  -  to  the  harvesting  of  ba 
cation  and  Labor  Committee  (p. 


!X. ,  to'  amend  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
reign  farm  workers;  to  Agriculture  Com 


iilc 


fl7) 


,  to  orovide  that  federal  legislation 
l  during  certain  hours  shall  not  ap- 
c  agricultural  commodities;  to  Bdu- 

\ 


15- 


REORGrAT  I ZAT I  OF .  Reu.  Hoffmanyftiich. ,  introduced  the  following  bills  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  tfte  Hoover  Commission;  (p.  271o)l 

H.  R*  3302,  to  provide/* 0 r  the.  reorganization  .of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture;  to  Agriculture,  ddnnmit  too.  .  .  - 

H.  R.  3303,  to  establish  a  temporary  Rational  '^omhission  of  Intergovern¬ 
mental  Relations,..  ■■■/  . .  •  X  ..  ...  . 

H.  R.  3364.,  to  establish  principle's  and  policies  Xo  govern  the  management 

of  the  executive  bramch  of  the  Government.  .  \  '  . 

Ed  R.  3305,  to/eonsolidatc  certain  hospital ; and  pub l\c  health  functions  ir 

a  Department  of  health,  m 

H.  R.  3306, /to  establish  a  Department  of  Social  Security  and  Education. 

H.  R.  3 30 ]/;  making  certain  changes  in  laws ‘applicable  to 

cies  of  the  Government.  \  - 

.  r  H.  R.  3/09-,  to  reorganize  the  Interior  Department;  to  Interior  and  Insular 

Affairs  Committee.  \ 

•  H.  .Rf  3310,  to  expand,  the  activities  of  the  Commerce  Departments  to  Inter¬ 
state  aAd  Foreign  Commerce  Committee.  _  .  'X 

E/R.  3311,  to  provide  a  recruitment  procedure  for  the  competitive^ civil 
serv/ce;-to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee. ,  .  , 

/h.  R,  3312,  making  various  changes  in  laws  applicable  to  the  Post  UfXico 
Dpoartncnt; : to  Post  Office  and  Civil . Service  Committee. 

H.  R.  3313t  to  reorganize  the  Treasury  Department;  to  bays  and  Means 
mittee. 

H.  R.  3314,  to  place  in  C-SA  the  responsibility  for  several  miscellaneous 
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Ifhe  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 

I  understand  this  action  is  necessary  be¬ 
cause  of-  legislation  already  passed  by 
the  House.  It  was  omitted  from  the 
last  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  That  is 
correct. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
withdraw  my  Reservation  of  objection, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  joint  resolution, 
as  follows:  \ 

Resolved,  etc.,  That  there  is  hereby  ap¬ 
propriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  to  the  credit  of  the  general  fund  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  not  otherwise  appro-  ’ 
priated,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1951,  the  following  sum: 

OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATOR  OF  RENT  CONTROL 

For  an  additional  amount  for  “Office  of 
Administrator  of  Rent  Control,”  $21,250: 
Provided,  That  the  limitation  of  $34,000  for 
payment  of  terminal  leave  only,  in  the 
appropriation  of  $113,100  for  necessary  ex¬ 
penses  for  “Office  of  Administrator  of  Rent 
Control,”  contained  in  the  Supplemental 
Appropriation  Act,  1951  (Public  Law  843, 
81st  Cong.),  is  hereby  repealed. 

The  joint  resolution  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  and  read  a  third  time,  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed,  and  a 
motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
'  table. _  t 

DEFENSE  AND  SECURITY  OF  THE  UNITED 
STATES 

Mr.  COX  from  the  Committee  on 
Rules,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Smith  of 
Virginia,  reported  the  following  priv¬ 
ileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  171,  Rept.  No. 
276),  which  was  referred  to  the  House 
Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  secu¬ 
rity  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing 
universal  military  training  and  service,  and 
for  other  purposes,  and  all  points  of  order 
against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That 
after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  con¬ 
fined  to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed 
4  days,  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled 
by  the  chairman  and  ranking  minority  mem- 
;  ber  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  the 
bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-minute  rule.  It  shall  be  in  order  to  con¬ 
sider  without  the  intervention  of  any  point 
of  order  the  substitute  amendment  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  now  in  the  bill,  and  such  substitute  for 
the  purpose  of  amendment  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  under  the  5-minute  rule  as  an  orig- 
•  inal  bill.  At  the  conclusion  of  such  consid¬ 
eration,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report 
the  bill  to  the  House  with  such  amendments 
as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  any  Mem¬ 
ber  may  demand  a  separate  vote  in  the  House 
on  any  of  the  amendments  adopted  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to  the  bill  or  com¬ 
mittee  substitute.  The  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 
intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 


HOUSING  AND  RENT  ACT  OF  1947 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  call 
up  House  Resolution  169  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

Resolved,  That  immediately  upon  the 
adoption  df  this  resolution  it  shall  be  in  order 
to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration  of 
the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  196)  to  con¬ 
tinue  for  a  temporary  period  the  provisions 
of  the  Housing  and  Rent  Act  of  1947,  as 
amended.  That  after  general  debate,  which 
shall  be  confined  to  the  Joint  resolution  and 
continue  not  to  exceed  2  hours,  to  be  equally 
divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Currency,  the  joint  resolu¬ 
tion  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the 
5-minute  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
consideration  of  the  joint  resolution  for 
amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  joint  resolution  to  the  House  with 
such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted 
and  the  previous  question  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  ordered  on  the  joint  resolution  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  with¬ 
out  intervening  motion  except  one  motion 
to  recommit.  \ 

(Mr.  MADDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Allen],  and  yield  myself  such 
times  as  I  may  consume. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  resolution  calls  for 
a  3 -month  extension  of  the  Housing  and 
Rent  Act  of  1950.  The  rent-control  leg¬ 
islation,  if  you  remember,  was  extended 
last  December  for  3  months,  to  March  31, 
1951.  At  the  time  of  the  extension  of 
this  act  last  December  it  gave  power  and 
authority  to  any  incorporated  city,  town, 
or  village  that  saw  fit  to  decontrol  itself 
from  the  Federal  rent-control  law.  A 
great  number  of  cities  over  the  country 
have  taken  advantage  of  the  decontrol 
aspect  of  the  law,  and  there  are  a  great 
number  of  cities,  especially  the  large  in¬ 
dustrial  areas,  that  have  not  taken  ad¬ 
vantage  of  the  decontrol  phase  of  this 
law. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  opposition 
to  this  rule.  The  extension  of  3  months 
is  merely  to  give  the  Congress  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  draft  a  rent-control  law  for  this 
coming  mobilization  emergency  that  will 
coincide  with  the  price-control  legisla¬ 
tion  which  will  be  considered  within  the 
next  few  months.  So  the  purpose  of  the 
rule  is  to  call  ujythis  extension  legisla¬ 
tion  so  as  not  Only  to  protect  a  great 
number  of  industrial  areas  from  losing 
the  protection  of  rent  control,  but  also  to 
prevent  rent  gouging  in  military  areas. 
The  other  day  when  we  had  the  housing 
legislation  up  I  called  the  attention  of  the 
Congress  to  the  statements  made  by 
commanders  in  control  of  various  mili¬ 
tary  installations  regarding  the  terrific 
difiSculty  ofiBcers  and  servicemen  are 
having  at  those  installations  in  securing 
any  kind  of  rental  quarters.  In  practi¬ 
cally  all  cases  the  rental  quarters  they 
are  securing  are  at  prohibitive  rents. 

As  I  say,  this  is  merely  an  interim  3- 
month  extension  of  the  present  law. 


If  this  legislation  is  not  extended  for  3 
months,  about  600  cities  and  towns  will 
lose  rent  control  on  March  31.  Twenty- 
seven  cities  of  over  100,000  population 
will  lose  rent  control,  which  includes  my 
own  home  town  of  Gary,  Ind.  The  Calu¬ 
met  region  of  Indiana  is  now  under¬ 
going  a  great  influx  of  workers  in  the 
various  steel  mills  and  other  industries 
in  that  locality.  Housing  is  at  a  pre¬ 
mium.  The  Housing  Authority  of  the 
City  of  Chicago  states  that  there  are 
270,000  dwellings  needed.  The  Federal 
Bureau  of  Statistics  states  that  all  Chi¬ 
cago  rental  dwelling  units  are  99.2  per¬ 
cent  occupied.  Of  course,  a  fraction 
of  the  unoccupied  percentage  is  unin¬ 
habitable  or  cannot  be  occupied  for  var¬ 
ious  reasons.  Chicago  is  not  any  differ¬ 
ent  from  Los  Angeles,  Detroit,  and  other 
major  industrial  areas  as  far  as  the  rent¬ 
al  crisis  is  concerned. 

Our  military  personnel  have  already 
referred  to  the  rental  problem  at  the 
various  military  establishments  as  “oper¬ 
ations  gouge.” 

I  hope  the  Congress  extends  this  rent 
control  protection  legislation  without  a 
dissenting  vote. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Speaker, 
on  June  23,  1950  Congress  provided  for 
an  orderly  system  of  discontinuing  rent 
control,  because  Congress  thought  that 
it  was  a  local  proposition.  We  extended 
that  time  until  December  31,  1950.  On 
December  7  we  extended  it  to  March  31, 
1951.  Now  we  are  here  again  to  extend 
it  until  June  30. 

As  far  as  I  am  individually  concerned, 
this  in  itself  is  probably  not  so  bad,  ex¬ 
cept  it  just  continues  to  keep  the  nose 
of  the  Federal  bureaucracy  under  the 
tent.  In  other  words,  when  these  bu¬ 
reaucrats  downtown  get  a  little  power 
they  do  not  want  to  relinquish  it. 

I  personally  feel  that  the  municipali¬ 
ties  in  our  local  States  and  communities 
are  in  better  condition  to  know  whether 
they  want  rent  control  than  we  down 
here  in  Washington,  especially  the 
bureaucrats  downtown.  The  fact  is  that 
those  cities  have  now  had  nearly  a  year 
to  decide  whether  they  do  or  do  not  want 
rent  control.  If  they  wanted  it,  all  they 
had  to  do  was  vote  for  it.  In  most  cases, 
I  believe  93  percent  of  the  communities, 
they  have  taken  no  action  on  it;  conse¬ 
quently,  they  do  not  want  rent  control. 
But  here  Congress  again  is  saying,  “we 
know  better  than  you  know  what  you 
need  back  in  your  local  communities.” 

My  good  friend  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Madden]  has  said  there  are  some  places 
that  want. rent  control.  Why  do  they  not 
vote  for  it  if  they  wanted  it?  There  is 
nothing  now  in  the  present  law  that  can 
stop  them  from  having  rent  control, 
whether  it  be  Hammond,  Ind.,  in  the 
district  of  my  good  friend,  or  a  town  in 
the  district  of  any  of  you.  If  they  want¬ 
ed  rent  control,  they  could  have  had  it. 
The  fact  that  few  communities  have 
voted  for  it  makes  it  quite  clear  that 
they  do  not  want  it. 

However,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  that 
after  the  Members  hears  the  splendid 
argument  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Wolcott]  will  make  against  this 
bill  there  will  be  no  question  that  it  will 
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be  voted  down.  Personally  I  am  not  op¬ 
posing  the  rule,  however,  although  I  will 
vote, .against  the  bill. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  What  effect  would  this 
have  on  the  communities  that  have  al¬ 
ready  refused  to  sustain  this  rent- control 
program  and  that  have  already  let  it 
die?  * 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  It  would  have 
no  effect  whatsoever,  and  they  would  re¬ 
main  that  way.  But  the  fact  is  that 
these  bureaucrats  here  in  Washington, 
once  they  get  a  little  power,  do  not  want 
to  relinquish  it.  Last  week  we  turned 
down  the  housing  bill,  which  was  a  major 
defeat  for  them,  and  here  they  come  with 
this  bill,  again  trying  to  put  the  shackles 
on  the  people  back  home.  That  js  their 
sole  purpose.  Once  they  have  obtained 
a  little  power  they  want  to  keep  it.  If 
it  were  not  for  what  we  did  to  the  bu¬ 
reaucrats  on  the  housing  bill  last  week 
they  would  probably  be  here  with  a  bill 
trying  to  control  everybody  in  every  com¬ 
munity.  Now  they  are  coming  in  here 
gently,  but  I  predict  that  they  will  soon 
be  back  trying  to  force  rent  control  and 
other  controls  on  all  communities  in 
every  way  possible. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  that  if  a  man  in 
charge  of  rent  control  knows  as  little 
about  it  as  this  man  who  calls  himself 
DiSalle — but  whose  real  name  I  under¬ 
stand  is  DiSalvo — knows  about  cotton, 
the  people  who  have  houses  to  rent,  and 
probably  the  people  who  rent  them,  will 
be  in  a  terrible  predicament  before  it  is 
over.  It  is  about  time  that  we  got  back 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
and  began  to  run  the  Government  by 
laws  that  the  people  can  understand  and 
not  by  bureaucratic  regulations. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  I  am  glad  to 
hear  the  gentleman  say  that.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  always  brings  forth  good,  old- 
fashioned  American  statements. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  back  the  balance 
of  my  time. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  196) 
to  continue  for  a  temporary  period  the 
provisions  of  the  Housing  and  Rent  Act 
of  1947,  as  amended. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  it¬ 
self  into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the 
consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution 
196,  with  Mr.  Harris  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  joint 
resolution. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  joint  resolution  was  dispensed 
with. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  astonished  at  the 
opposition  to  this  bill.  The  Senate  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Banking  and  Currency  voted 


it  out  unanimously  and  passed  it  with¬ 
out  a  record  vote.  The  Plouse  passed 
the  rent  control  bill  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  by  unanimous  consent.  Are 
we  going  to  protect  ourselves  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  and  give  no  protection 
to  the  people  elsewhere? 

This  bill  was  passed  originally  in  June 
1950,  and  expired  on  December  31  of  that 
year,  but  since  then  we  have  engaged  in 
war,  a  war  that  has  grown  in  importance 
and  in  the  effect  it  will  have  on  our  insti¬ 
tutions  and  our  economy.  Times  have 
changed  since  the  bill  was  passed.  We 
extended  it  on  December  31  to  March  31 
because  of  the  impact  of  that  war,  and 
we  are  again  extending  it  for  the  same 
reason.  Are  we  going  to  pay  no  atten¬ 
tion  to  the  fact  that  we  are  now  fighting 
for  our  liberties  and  that  we  are  now  in 
the  midst  of  a  war  which  imperils  our 
institutions?  Are  we  going  to  sabotage 
all  of  the  measures  that  have  been  intro¬ 
duced  merely  because  they  have  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  those  charged  with  administer¬ 
ing  the  law?  You  to  my  left  may  talk 
about  bureaucrats,  but  how  can  a  law  be 
administered  without  a  department  to 
administer  it?  Laws  do  not  administer 
themselves;  they  are  not  self -executing. 
You  must  have  men,  with  all  their  im¬ 
perfections,  to  administer  the  laws  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman, Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  No,  not  at  this  time;  I 
want  to  talk  a  little  bit  about  this  bill. 

This  bill  is  essential,  iV ’seems  to  me, 
because  of  conditions  that  prevail  in 
America  now.  We  are,  making  a  defense 
effort;  it  means  the  shifting  of  large  seg¬ 
ments  of  our  population.  Housing  is  as 
essential  to  the  defense  effort  as  ma¬ 
chinery,  as  plants;  because,  unless  we 
house  the  people  they  cannot  perform 
their  functions,  and  the  efficiency  of  our 
productive  machinery  will  be  destroyed. 
•That  is  one  reason  for  continuing  rent 
control  and  for  the  introduction  of  this 
resolution;  that  is  the  reason  that  im¬ 
pelled  the  Senate.  But  now,  much  to  my 
surprise,  it  is  obvious  that  a  fight  is  going 
to  be  made  on  the  resolution. 

Many  of  the  defense  contracts  are  tied 
in  to  the  cost  of  living.  Rent  is  one  of 
the  greatest  elements  of  living  costs. 
Are  we  going  to  have  no  control  over 
rents  in  these  defense  areas,  when  hous¬ 
ing  is  so  essential? 

Before  long  a  bill  will  be  introduced 
in  the  House  to  amend  the  Defense  Pro¬ 
duction  Act.  In  that  bill  there  will  be 
a  provision  for  rent  control.  We  expect 
to  have  lengthy  hearings  on  the  sub¬ 
ject;  we  expect  it  to  be  considered  dis¬ 
passionately  and  earnestly.  At  that 
time  we  expect  the  House  also  to  take 
into  consideration  the  general  needs  for 
the  economic  stabilization.  We  expect 
to  consider  rent  control,  price  control, 
wage  control,  and  the  controls  that  may 
be  essential  to  making  us  strong  in  these 
perilous  times  in  our  Nation. 

I  hope  that  the  House  will  at  least 
give  us  an  opportunity  to  consider  these 
matters  and  to  consider  them  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  other  things  that  are  so  es¬ 
sential  for  our  national  welfare. 

The  great  problem  that  presents  it¬ 
self  to  the  American  people  at  this  time 


is  how  to  make  our  Government  efficient 
in  the  fight  we  are  waging  to  preserve 
the  liberties  of  mankind.  I  think  every¬ 
body  recognizes  the  importance  of  hous¬ 
ing  in  this  great  effort;  I  think  every¬ 
body  recognizes  that  if  you  do  not  house 
your  people  properly  they  will  not  be  ef¬ 
ficient.  I  think  everybody  recognizes 
the  necessity  for  increased  housing  ac¬ 
commodations  in  many  defense  areas  of 
of  the  Nation  where  thqfe  have  been 
great  shifts  in  population  and  great  in¬ 
creases  in  employment  and  I  think  we 
all  realize,  we  must  realize,  the  necessity 
of  fair  and  reasonable  rents  to  these 
people  who  are  going  to  do  a  great  serv¬ 
ice  to  their  country  and  to  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  its  institutions. 

Now,  are  you  going  to  brush  that  off 
and  say  that  this  is  a  bureaucratic  meas¬ 
ure,  that  some  bureaus  are  going  to 
misuse  their  power,  that  we  do  not  like 
what  they  have  done?  It  is  a  broader 
and  deeper  question  than  that. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Did  I  correctly  un¬ 
derstand  that  this  bill,  whether  passed 
or  not,  would  have  no  application  what¬ 
ever  to  the  State  of  New  York  in  that 
the  State  of  New  York  already  has  a 
rent  control  law? 

Mr.  SPENCE.  It  would  not.  There 
are  about  7,500,000  units  that  have  been 
decontrolled.  In  that  number  are  in¬ 
cluded  2,500,000  units  in  New  York  that 
are  decontrolled  federally  but  are  prob¬ 
ably  more  strictly  controlled  by  reason 
of  State  action. 

Mr.'  KEATING.  They  are  covered  by 
State  law. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  They  are  covered  by 
State  law,  but  decontrolled  federally. 
The  State,  however,  has  recognized  the 
necessity  for  rent  control  at  this  time. 

Mr.  KEATING.  That  is  correct.  My 
only  desire  in  making  the  inquiry  is  to 
be  sure  that  the  passage  of  this  bill  will 
not  affect  them  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  No,  it  will  not  affect 
New  York  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  6,000,000 
units  still  under  control.  It  is  true  they 
could  be  decontrolled  by  local  action. 
But  if  this  bill  does  not  pass  by  the  1st  of 
April  all  of  those  communities  will  be  de¬ 
controlled.  That  means  the  local  organ¬ 
ization  for  rent  control  will  be  discon¬ 
tinued.  If  after  consideration  we  desire 
to  put  controls  on  it  will  be  just  that 
much  more  difficult.  If  we  do  not  pass 
the  resolution,  the  city  of  Detroit,  the 
city  of  Cleveland,  the  city  of  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  and  other  great  defense  areas,  will  be 
decontrolled.  It  is  true  that  the  local 
government  could  continue  control  by 
affirmative  action,  but  they  have  not 
done  so.  If  you  do  not  pass  this  resolu¬ 
tion,  you  will  impair  the  authority  of 
the  Government  to  continue  those  con¬ 
trols  in  defense  areas  where  they  are 
needed 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  expired. 

Mr.  SPENCE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  three  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  is  this  a  matter  of  suf¬ 
ficient  importance  to  consider  it  in  its 
larger  aspects?  Do  you  think  we  would 
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Mr.  JUDD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  additional  matter. 

Mr.  ELLIOTT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  certain  additional  matter. 

Mr.  BURNSIDE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  extension 
of  remarks  which  I  asked  for  today,  in¬ 
serting  the  lecture  of  William  Jennings 
Bryan,  may  be  made,  regardless  of  the 
cost,  although  I  am  informed  by  the 
Public  Printer  that  it  will,  cost  $307.50. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in  the 
Appendix.]  y 

Mr.  RANKIN.  In  that  connection,  Mr. 
Speaker,  may  I  say  that  it  will  not  cost 
that  amount,  for  the  simple  reason  that 
all  the  employes  are  already  on  the  job 
and  it  will  merely  cost  for  paper  and  ink. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Busbey)  was  given  permission  to 
extend  his  remarks  and  include  an  edi¬ 
torial  from  the  Wilkes-Barre  (Pa.) 
Times-Leader  of  January  19,  1951. 

Mr.  JAVTTS  (at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Keating)  was  given  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  remarks  he  made  on  the  bill 
H.  R.  314  during  the  call  of  the  Consent 
Calendar. 

Mr.  BUSBEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. 

SENATE  BILL  REFERRED 

A  bill  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
title  was  taken  from  the  Speaker’s  table 
and,  under  the  rule,  referred  as  follows: 

S.  445.  An  act  to  amend  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  to  authorize  assistance  to  States 
and  their  subdivisions  in  the  development 
and  maintenance  of  local  public  health  units, 
and  for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

ENROLLED  BILLS  SIGNED 

Mr.  STANLEY,  from  the  Committee  on 
House  Administration,  reported  that  that 
committee  had  examined  and  found 
truly  enrolled  a  bill  of  the  House  of  the, 
following  title,  which  was  thereupon 
signed  by  the  Speaker:  / 

H.  R.  1498.  An  act  to  provide  compensation 
for  duty  voluntarily  performed  on  thqjf  days 
off  by  officers  and  members  of  the  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Police  force,  the  United  States  Park 
Police  force,  and  the  White  Hem.se  Police 
force. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  accordingly 
(at  4  o’clock  and  3yminutes  p.  m.)  the 
House  adjourned >mtil  tomorrow,  Tues¬ 
day,  March  20,  1051,  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

EXECUTIVE^  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  execu¬ 
tive  conjmunications  were  taken  from 
the  Speaker’s  table  and  referred  as  fol¬ 
lows  y 

288.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Board  of 
Trustees,  National  Trust  for  Historic  Preser¬ 
vation,  transmitting  a  report  for  the  calen¬ 


dar  year  1950  for  the  National  Trust  for  His¬ 
toric  Preservation  in  the  United  States,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  6  of  the  act  entitled  “An 
act  to  provide  for  the  preservation  of  his¬ 
toric  American  sites,  buildings,  objects,  and 
antiquities  of  national  significance,  and  for 
other  purposes,”  approved  October  26,  1949; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

289.  A  letter  from  the  Acting  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  transmitting  a  draft  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  bill  entitled,  “A  bill  to  authorize  the 
President  to  proclaim  regulations  for  pre¬ 
venting  collisions  at  sea”;  to  the  Committee 
on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries. 

290.  A  letter  from  the  executive  secretary, 
American  Chemical  Society,  transmitting 
the  annual  report  of  the  American  Chemical 
Society  for  the  calendar  year  1950,  pursuant 
to  section  8  of  Public  Law  No.  358,  Seventy- 
fifth  Congress,  chapter  762,  first  session;  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

291.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  transmitting  the  Annual  Report  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  State 
of  the  Finances  for  the  fisqal  year  ended 
June  30,  1950  (H.  Doc.  No.  3);  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Ways  and  Means  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

292.  A  letter  from  the  Administrator,  Gen¬ 

eral  Services  Administration,  transmitting  a 
report  on  contracts  negotiated  for  experi¬ 
mental,  developmental,  or  research  worky 
and  for  the  manufacture  or  furnishing  of 
supplies  for  experimentation,  development, 
research,  or  test,  for  the  period  July  thrpugh 
December  1950,  pursuant  to  Public  L^0  152, 
as  amended,  Eighty-first  Congressy^to  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  th0  Execu¬ 
tive  Departments.  / 

293.  A  letter  from  the  Unden, Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  transmitting  the  . report  on  co¬ 
operation  of  the  United  State's  with  Mexico 
in  the  control  and  eradication  of  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  for  the  month  of  January 
1951,  pursuant  to  Publjc  Law  8,  Eightieth 
Congress;  to  the  Comirnttee  on  Agriculture. 

294.  A  letter  froqjf  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting/a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
February  12,  1954,  submitting  a  report,  to¬ 
gether  with  accompanying  papers  on  a  re¬ 
view  of  reports  on  Olcott  Harbor,  N.  Y., 
requested  by  a  resolution  of  the  Committee 
on  Public  .  “Works,  House  of  Representatives, 
adopted  bn  June  17,  1948;  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works. 

295.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  pro¬ 
posed  supplemental  appropriation  for  the 
fiscal  year  1951,  in  the  amount  of  $34,350, 

Tor  the  District  of  Columbia  (H.  Doc.  No. 
80);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

296.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  pro¬ 
posed  provision  authorizing  a  transfer  be¬ 
tween  appropriations  of  the  Panama  Canal 
for  the  fiscal  year  1951  (H.  Doc.  No.  81);  to 
the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

297.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  proposed 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  1951  in  the  amount  of  $473,878  for  the 
legislative  branch  (H.  Doc.  No.  82);  to  the 
Committee  on  Appropriations  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

298.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  draft 
of  a  proposed  provision  and  a  proposed  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriation  for  the  fiscal  year 
1951  in  the  amount  of  $25,000,000  for  the 
Department  of  Commerce  (H.  Doc.  No.  83); 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

299.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  pro¬ 
posed  supplemental  appropriation  for  the 
fiscal  year  1951  in  the  amount  of  $3,650,000 
for  the  Department  of  the  Interior  (H.  Doc. 


No.  84) ;  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

300.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  a  pro¬ 
posed  supplemental  appropriation  to  .  pay 
claims  for  damages,  audited  claim.y  and 
judgments  rendered  against  the  .United 
States,  as  provided  by  various  lawk  in  the 
amount  of  $1,999,044.26,  together  .With  such 
amounts  as  may  be  necessary  /to  pay  in¬ 
definite  interest  and  costs  and  to  cover  in¬ 
creases  in  rates  of  exchange  as  may  be 
necessary  to  pay  claims  jfi  foreign  cur¬ 
rency  (H.  Doc.  No.  85);  to  .the  Committee  on 
Appropriations  and  ordefed  to  be  printed. 

301.  A  letter  from  tHe  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce,  transmitting  .the  annual  report  of 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  for  the  fiscal 
year  ended  June  30,  1950,  together  with  the 
reports  covering  ^  the  operations  during  the 
same  period  of  foreign-trade  zones  Nos.  1, 
2,  3,  4,  and  5  located  respectively,  at  New 
York  City,  New  Orleans,  S?.n  Francisco,  Los 
Angeles,  and  Seattle,  also  a  copy  of  the  in¬ 
terim  report  covering  the  operations  of  for¬ 
eign-trade  zone  No.  1  at  New  York,  for  the 
6-monJ>h  period  ended  June  30,  1949,  pursuant 
to  section  16  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Act/of  June  18,  1934,  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  566,  Eighty-first  Congress,  approved  June 
17,  1950;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
’Means. 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 
Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  GARY :  Committee  on  Appropriations. 
H.  R.  3282.  A  bill  making  appropriations  for 
the  Treasury  and  Post  Office  Departments 
and  funds  available  for  the  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Washington  for  the  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1952,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  272).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  MADDEN :  Committee  on  Rules.  House 
Resolution  169.  Resolution  providing  for  the 
consideration  of  House  Joint  Resolution  196, 
joint  resolution  to  continue  for  a  temporary 
period  the  provisions  of  the  Housing  and  Rent 
Act  of  1947,  as  amended;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  273).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  MITCHELL;  Committee  on  Rules. 
House  Resolution  170.  Resolution  providing 
for  the  waiving  of  points  of  order  against 
H.  R.  3282,  a  bill  making  appropriations  for 
the  Treasury  and  Post  Office  Departments 
and  funds  available  for  the  Export-Import 
Bank  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1952, 
and  for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  274).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky;  Committee  on 
Appropriations.  House  Joint  Resolution  207. 
Joint  resolution  making  additional  appro¬ 
priations  for  the  District  of  Columbia  for 
the  fiscal  year  1951,  and  for  other  purposes; 
without  amendment  (Rept.  No.  275).  Re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia:  Committee  on 
Rules.  House  Resolution  171.  Resolution 
providing  for  the  consideration  of  S.  1,  an 
act  to  provide  for  the  common  defense  and 
security  of  the  United  States  and  to  permit 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower 
resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing 
universal  military  training  and  service,  and 
for  other  purposes;  without  amendment 
(Rept.  No.  276).  Referred  to  the  House 
Calendar. 

Mr.  GARMATZ:  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers.  House  Re¬ 
port  No.  277.  Report  on  the  disposition  of 
certain  papers  of  sundry  executive  depart¬ 
ments.  Ordered  to  be  printed. 
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Mr.  GARMATZ:  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Disposition  of  Executive  Papers.  House  Re¬ 
port  No.  278.  Report  on  the  disposition  of 
certain  papers  of  sundry  executive  depart¬ 
ments.  -Ordered  to  he  printed. 


PUBLIC  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  3  of  rule  XXII,  public 
bills  and  resolutions  were  introduced  and 
severally  referred  as  follows : 

By  Mr.  GARX: 

H.  R.  3282.  A  bill  making  appropriations 
for  the  Treasury  and  Pqst  Office  Departments 
and  funds  available  fox  the  Export-Import 
Bank  of  Washington  for\he  fiscal  year  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1952,  and  fch^  other  purposes; 
to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

By  Mr.  POAGE;  \ 

H.  R.  3283.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Act  of  1949;  to  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture.  \ 

By  Mr.  HARRIS:  \ 

H.  R.  3284.  A  bill  to  amend  section ‘401  (d) 
of  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  so,  as  to 
exempt  cotton  from  price  control;  to  .the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency.  v 

By  Mr.  LYLE: 

H.  R.  3285.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  approved  June  21,  1938,  as  amended 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  McMULLEN: 

H.  R.  3286.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Social  Se¬ 
curity  Act  so  that  persons  receiving  insur¬ 
ance  benefits  under  the  Federal  old-age  and 
survivors  insurance  system  can  earn  as  much 
as  $100  a  month,  in  lieu  of  $50  a  month,  with¬ 
out  forfeiting  insurance  benefits;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  MORRISON: 

H.  R.  3287.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Classifica¬ 
tion  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  pertaining  to 
the  crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  schedule, 
and  to  place  the  position  of  char  employee 
working  part  time  in  the  appropriate  grade 
of  the  crafts,  protective,  and  custodial  sched¬ 
ule;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and 
Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3288.  A  bill  to  provide  promotional 
credit  for  certain  postal  employees  now  un¬ 
der  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

H.  R.  3289.  A  bill  to  grant  longevity  credit 
to  former  postal  employees  now  under  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended;  to  the 
Committee  on  Post  Office. and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  BURTON: 

H.  R.  3290.  A  bill  to  amend  the  War  Claims 
Act  of  1948  to  compensate  members  of  the 
military  and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
for  losses  sustained  as,  a  result  of  Japanese 
sequestration  of  bank  accounts  in  the  Phil¬ 
ippine  Islands;  to  the  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
state  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  CELLER: 

H.  R.  3291.  A  bill  to  amend  subdivision  a  of 
section  34  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  judiciary. 

H.  R.  3292.  A  bill  to  amend  subdivision  (a) 
of  section  55  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  as 
amended;  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  COMBS : 

H.  R.  3293.  A  bill  to  amend  sections  112 
and  113  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code;  to 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  ENGLE: 

H.  R.  3294.  A  bill  to  conserve  water  and 
power  for  irrigation  and  related  purposes  and 
to  conserve  petroleum  used  in  power  gen¬ 
eration  and  to  direct  the  construction,  oper¬ 
ation,  and  maintenance  of  transmission  lines 
interconnecting  Federal  power  systems  of  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration  and  the 
Bureau  of  Reclamation  in  the  Pacific  North¬ 
west  and  northern  and  central  California; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs. 

By  Mr.  KLEIN: 

H.  R.  3295.  A  bill  to  amend  the  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Retirement  Act  of  May  29,  1930,  as 


amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office 
and  Civil  Service. 

By  Mr.  LANE: 

H.  R.  3296.  A  bill  to  provide  a  Federal  old- 
age  pension  for  citizens  of  America;  to  the 
Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

By  Mr.  TEAGUE: 

H.  R.  3297.  A  bill  to  authorize  the  Com¬ 
missioners  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  ap¬ 
point  a  member  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Department  or  a  member  of  the  Fire  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  as  director 
of  the  District  Office  of  Civil  Defense,  and  for 
other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  DURHAM: 

H.  R.  3298.  A  bill  to  amend  section  503  (b) 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act; 
to  the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign 
Commerce. 

By  Mr.  FISHER: 

H.  R.  3299.  A  bill  to  extend  the  times  for 
commencing  and  completing  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  free  bridge  across  the  Rio  Grande 
at  or  near  Del  Rio,  Tex.;  to  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  RANKIN: 

H.  R.  3300.  A  bill  to  confirm  and  establish 
the  title  of  the  States  to  lands  beneath  navi¬ 
gable  waters  within  State  boundaries  and 
natural  resources  within  such  lands  and 
waters  and  to  provide  for  the  use  and  con¬ 
trol  of  said  lands  and  resources;  to  the  Com* 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary. 

By  Mr.  BENNETT  of  Michigan: 

H.  R.  3301.  A  bill  to  amend  section  3  of  the 
act  entitled  “An  act  to  prohibit  transporta¬ 
tion  of  gambling  devices  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce,”  appproved  January  2,  1951,' so  as  to 
require  that  information  furnished  to  the 
Attorney  General  thereunder  shall  be  kept 
and  maintained,  in  such  manner  as  to  be 
open  for  public  inspection;  to ‘the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  CROSE3ER:  . 

H.  R.  3302.  A  bill  to  pmend  the  act  en¬ 
titled  "An  act  to  autho^ze  the  construction, 
protection,  operation,  ahd  maintenance  of 
public  airports  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,” 
as  amended;  to  the  Committee  on  Interstate 
and  Foreign  Commerce.  \ 

By  Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan : 

H.  R.  3303.  A  bill  to  establish  a.  temporary 
National  Commission  on  Intergovernmental 
Relations;  to  the  Committee  on  Expenditures 
in  the  Executive  Departments. 


the  Interior  of  the  Commission  on  Organiza¬ 
tion  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment;  to  the  Committee  on  Interior  arid 
Insular  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3310.  A  bill  to  expand  the  acuities 
of  the  Department  of  Commerce  in  Accord¬ 
ance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  Organization  of  the /Executive 
Branch  of  the  Government;  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign /Commerce. 

H.  R.  3311.  A  bill  to  provide^,  recruitment 
procedure  for  the  competitive  civil  service  in 
order  to  insure  selection  o&'personnel  on  the 
basis  of  open  competition  and  merit,  and 
for  other  purposes;  to  the  Committee  on  Post 
Office  and  Civil  Serviq 

H.  R.  3312.  A  bill/inaking  various  changes 
in  laws  applicable  /o  the  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government; 
to  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil 
Service. 

H.  R.  3313.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  re¬ 
organization  of  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  in  accordance  with  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  on  Organization 
of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government; 
tgrthe  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means. 

H.  R.  3314.  A  bill  to  place  in  the  adminis¬ 
trator  of  General  Services  responsibility  for 
coordination  of  certain  miscellaneous  activi¬ 
ties  in  the  District  of  Columbia  in  accordance 
with  a  recommendation  of  the  Commission 
on  Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch 
of  the  Government;  to  the  Committee  on 
Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

H.  R.  3315.  A  bill  to  expand  the  activities 
of  the  Department  of  Labor  in  accordance 
with  recommendations  of  the  Commission 
on  Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch  of 
the  Government;  to  the  Committee  on  Edu¬ 
cation  and  Labor. 

H.  R.  3316.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  reor¬ 
ganization  of  the  Veterans’  Administration 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3317.  A  bill  creating  a  Veterans’ 
Insurance  Corporation  in  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  exercise  all  of  the  functions 
with  respect  to  Government  life  insurance 
and  national  service  life  insurance;  to  the 
Committee  on  Veterans’  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3318.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  crea¬ 
tion  of  a  board  of  Analysis  for  Engineering 


H.  R.  8304.  A  bill  to  establish  principles 
and  pdlicies  to  govern  generally  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  the  executive  branch  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  accordance  with  recommendaV  and  Architectural  Projects  and  Drainage 

tidns  of  the  Commission  on  Organization  of\  ■Area  Advisory  Commissions,  in  accordance 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to  \ with  recommendations  of  the  Commission 
the  Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Ex-  bn  Organization  of  the  Executive  Branch 
ecutive  Departments.  the  Government;  to  the  Committee  on 

H.  R.  3305.  A  bill  to  establish  and  to  con-  Public  Works. 

H/R.  3319.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  the  Displaced  Persons  Commission  and 
the  Wats  Claims  Commission  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  'State  in  accordance  with  a  recom- 
mendationV)f  the  Commission  on  Organiza¬ 
tion  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment;  to  the  -Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

H.  R.  3320.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  sepa¬ 
ration  of  subsidy*  from  air- mail  pay  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  recommendations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  Organisation  of  the  Executive 
Branch  of  the  Goverihnent;  to  the  commit¬ 
tee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 

By  Mr.  DINGELL:  \ 

H.  R.  3321.  A  bill  to  increase  the  excise 
tax  on  malt  beverages  and\to  prevent  loss 
of  revenue  derived  from  excise, taxes  on  malt 
beverages  and  other  products  packed  in  tin 
containers;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means.  1 

By  Mr.  EBERHARTER: 

H.  R.  3322.  A  bill  to  increase  the  excise 
tax  on  malt  beverages  and  to  prevent  loss 
of  revenue  derived  from  excise  taxes  on  malt 
beverages  and  other  products  packed  in  tin 
containers;  to  the  Committee  on  Ways  and 
Means. 


solidate  certain  hospital,  medical,  and  pub¬ 
lic  health  functions  of  the  Government  in  a 
Department  of  Health;  to  the  Committee  on 
Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 

H.  R.  3306.  A  bill  to  establish  a  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Social  Security  and  Education  in 
accordance  with  recommendations  of  the 
Commission  on  Organization  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  De¬ 
partments. 

H.  R.  3307.  A  bill  making  certain  changes 
in  laws  applicable  to  regulatory  agencies  of 
the  Government  so  as  to  effectuate  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  regarding  regulatory  agencies 
made  by  the  Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to 
the  Committe  on  Expenditures  in  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Departments. 

H.  R.  3308.  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  re¬ 
organization  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  on  Organization  of 
the  Executive  Branch  of  the  Government;  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

H.  R.  3309.  A  bill  to  effectuate  recom¬ 
mendations  relating  to  the  Department  of 
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H.  R.  3364 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

March  20, 1951 

Mr.  Barden  introduced  the  following  bill ;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604), 

4  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as  follows : 

5  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  1  of  said  Act  is  amended 

6  to  read  as  follows: 

7  “Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Selective 

8  Service  Act  of  1951’.” 

9  (b)  The  first  two  sentences  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
10  4  of  said  Act  are  amended  to  read  as  follows : 
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“(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every 
male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  per¬ 
son  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages 
of  nineteen  and  twenty-six  years,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his 
registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  nineteen  after  having 
been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title, 
or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of 
this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States:  Provided ,  That  any  such  person 
who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  shall,  as  soon  as 
practicable  following  his  registration,  be  classified  and  ex¬ 
amined  physically  and  mentally  in  order  to  determine  his 
availability  for  induction  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  upon  his  attaining  the  age  of  nineteen.  Any 
citizen  of  a  foreign  country,  who  has  not  declared  his  inten¬ 
tion  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  who  is  not 
deferrable  or  exempt  from  training  and  service  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  (other  than  this  subsection),  shall  be 
relieved  from  liability  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces,  he  has 
made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such  liability  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rides  and  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  by  the  President;  but  any  person  who 
makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be  debarred  from 
becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.” 
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(c)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  hereby  amended  to 
read:  “The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 
whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and 
service  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  (including  but 
not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  age 
groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  and  maintain  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  to 
further  the  purposes  of  this  Act.” 

(d)  The  second  paragraph  of'  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “No  person 
shall  he  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  under  this  title  until  his  acceptabilit}^  in  all  respects, 
including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satisfac¬ 
torily  determined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense :  Provided,  That  the  minimum  standards  for 
physical  and  mental  acceptability  established  pursuant  to 
this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher  than  those  applied  to 
persons  inducted  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty- 
six  in  January  1945.” 

(e)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall  following  his  induction  be  given 
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full  and  adequate  military  training  for  service  in  the  armed 
force  into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
four  months,  and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
shall,  during  this  four  months’  period,  he  assigned  for  duty 
at  any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States, 
its  Territories,  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone)  ; 
and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall,  during  the  six-month  period 
immediately  following  his  induction,  be  assigned  for  duty  in 
a  combat  area  on  land  located  outside  the  United  States,  its 
Territories  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone).” 

(f)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(b)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall 
serve  on  active  training  and  service  for  a  period  of  twenty- 
four  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  released,  transferred, 
or  discharged  in  accordance  with  procedures  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  or  as  other¬ 
wise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this 
title.” 

(g)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ( 1 )  Any  enlisted  member  of  an}^  reserve  component 
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of  the  Armed  Forces  may,  during  the  effective  period  of 
this  Act,  apply  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subsection  (1))  of  this  section  and  his  application 
shall  he  accepted:  Provided,  That  his  services  can  be  ef¬ 
fectively  utilized  and  that  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for 
such  service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  of 
the  department  concerned:  Provided  further,  That  active 
service  performed  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice 
his  status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve  component:  And 
provided  further,  That  any  person  who  was  a  member  of  a 
reserve  component  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter 
continued  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component, 
shall,  if  his  application  for  active  duty  made  pursuant  to 
this  paragraph  is  denied,  be  deferred  from  induction  under 
this  title  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty  or 
ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component. 

“(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under 
section  5  (b)  for  the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  an3^ 
person,  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  shall 
be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who  so 
volunteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  so 
long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

“(3)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen 
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shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b) 

(h)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  25,  1950, 
is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces 
prior  to  attaining  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth, 
shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total 
period  of  six  years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds 
of  personal  hardship,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and 
standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard) .  Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces,  shall,  if  physically 
and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required  to  serve  under 
this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such 
reserve  component  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  determines  that 
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enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment 
to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  or  an  officers’ 
training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is 
available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  personal  hardship,  he 
filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall  he  the  duty  of  such  person 
to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assign¬ 
ment  to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’  training  program, 
and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  may  provide, 
by  regulations  which  shall  he  as  nearly  uniform  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  for  the  release  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required  by  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  this  section  of  individuals  who  volunteer  for 
and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other  reserve  com¬ 
ponents.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed  to 
prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty 
in  such  armed  force.” 

(i)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  are  repealed. 

(j)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of 
such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “twenty-one” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  “twenty-four”. 
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(k)  Section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is 
justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Uorces  in  light  of 
international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive 
order,  which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed 
Forces,  and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted 
under  this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to 
provide  for  (A)  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this 
title  but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be 
economically  utilized,  or  (B)  eliminating  periods  of  service 
required  under  this  title. 

“  (2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  declare — 

“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required 
of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under 
this  title  should  be  decreased  to  any  period  less  than 
twenty-four  months  which  may  be  designated  in  such 
resolution;  or 

(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  eliminated, 

the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups  desig- 
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nated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  he  so  decreased  or  elimi¬ 
nated,  as  the  case  may  be.” 

(1)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  words:  “:  And  'provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of 
persons  by  age  group  or  groups  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President”. 

(m)  (1)  SectionG  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 
striking  out  “the  effective  date  of  this  title,”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “February  1,  1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  after  the  words  “six  months”  a  comma  and  the 
words  “prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the 
National  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength  author¬ 
ized  by  current  appropriations,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of 
orders  to  report  for  induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 
inserting  after  “subsection  (b)  ”  a  comma  and  the  following: 
“paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,”. 

(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Re- 
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serve,  United  States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in  an 
officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  tlie  cur¬ 
riculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
immediately  following  the  words  “cadets,  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Academy;”. 

(o)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any  person  who,  (A)  has  been 
or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or 
the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval 
Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine 
Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the 
Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or 
the  Reserve  officers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer 
procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 
Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional  training ;  (B)  agrees, 
in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve, 
subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  not  less 
than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission; 
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and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or  reserve 
component  until  the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 
commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from 
induction  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues 
in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but 
shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  except 
those  persons  who  have  previously  completed  an  initial 
period  of  military  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active 
military  training  and  service  shall  be  required  while  enrolled 
in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as 
determined  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training 
to  an  initial  period  of  military  training.  There  shall  be 
added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  sendee  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service 
in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attending  a  civilian 
college  under  any  such  training  program  a  period  of  not 
to  exceed  one  year. 

“  ( 2 )  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  may 
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1  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments  and  the 

2  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish  officer 

3  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of  persons 

4  on  active  duty. 

5  “(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to 

6  preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre- 

7  scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  defer- 

8  ment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories 

9  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appro- 

10  priate.” 

11  (p)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
32  to  read  as  follows: 

13  “  (h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and 

14  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment 

15  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Porces  of  any  or  all 

A 

10  categories  of  persons  whose  employment  in  industry,  agri- 

17  culture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or  whose  con- 

18  tinned  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an  office  described  in 
13  subsection  (f)  )  under  the  United  States  or  any  State,  Terri- 

20  tory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  whose 

21  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  dental,  optometric, 

22  osteopathic,  chiropractic,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  is 

23  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
21  health,  safety,  or  interest:  Provided,  That  no  person  within 

any  such  category  shall  be  deferred  except  upon  the  basis 
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of  his  individual  status:  Provided  further,  That  persons  who 
are  or  may  he  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  remain  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  under  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this  Act 
until  the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their  birth. 
This  proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to  prevent  the  continued 
deferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise  deferable  under  any 
other  provisions  of  this  Act.  The  President  is  also  author¬ 
ized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  (1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in 
a  status  with  respect  to  persons  (other  than  wives  alone 
except  in  cases  of  extreme  hardship)  dependent  upon  them 
for  support  which  renders  their  deferment  advisable,  and 
(2)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found  to  be 
physically,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defective.  For 
the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment 
of  any  person  is  advisable,  because  of  his  status  with  respect 
to  persons  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  any  payments 
of  allowances  which  are  payable  by  the  United  States  to 
the  dependents  of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  hut  the 
fact  that  such  payments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not 
be  deemed  conclusively  to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment 
when  the  dependency  is  based  upon  financial  considerations 
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and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  remove  the  ground  for  deferment 
when  the  dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  financial 
considerations  and  cannot  be  eliminated  by  financial  as¬ 
sistance  to  the  dependents.  The  President  is  also  authorized, 
unde  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have 
children,  or  wives  and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain 
a  bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment 
from  such  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  shall 
be  made  in  the  case  of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis 
of  the  status  of  such  individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in  a 
conspicuous  place  at  the  office  of  each  local  hoard  a  list  set¬ 
ting  forth  the  names  and  classifications  of  those  persons  who 
have  been  classified  by  such  local  board.” 

(q)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 

suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the 
twentieth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (0)  until  he  ceases 
satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest. 
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“(2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a 
full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or 
similar  institution  is  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under 
this  title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local 
board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic  year, 
or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of 
instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier:  Provided,  That  any 
person  who  has  heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed  under 
the  provisions  of  section  6  (i)  (2)  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948;  or  any  person  who  has  heretofore  been  deferred 
as  a  student  under  section  6  (h)  of  said  Act;  or  any  person 
who  hereafter  is  deferred  under  the  provision  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  shall  not  he  further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit 
of  a  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar 
institution  except  as  may  be  provided  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall 
be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by 
regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section 
for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(r)  Section  7  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

(s)  (1)  Section  9  (b)  (A)  (i)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such 
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position  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not 
held  by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  posi¬ 
tion  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(2)  Section  9  (h)  (B)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position 
be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by  a 
person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of  like 
seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(3)  Section  9  (b)  (C)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as 

follows :  “If  stih  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  posi¬ 
tion  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held 
by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of 
like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(t)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24, 
1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
(other  than  in  a  reserve  component)  and  who  serves  for 
not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon 
release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the  re¬ 
employment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this 
section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provisions 
of  this  title. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948, 
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1  enters  upon  active  duty  (other  than  for  the  purpose  of  de- 

2  termining  liis  physical  fitness),  whether  or  not  voluntarily, 

3  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the  Public 

4  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty 

5  shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  con- 

6  ditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and 

7  benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  in- 

8  ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved 
^  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after  the  date  of 

entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration 

11  of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 

12  him  from  active  duty. 

12  “(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 

14  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 

15  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 

16  purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his 

17  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in, 

18  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release 

19  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee 

20  shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement  within  thirty 

21  days  following  his  release,  be  reinstated  in  his  position  with- 

22  out  reduction  in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such 

23  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated.” 

24  (u)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said  Act  is  amended 

25  by  adding  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  the  words 
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“or  persons  appointed  to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Appeal  Board”. 

(v)  Section  10  of  said  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  amend¬ 

ing  the  sixth  sentence  of  the  proviso  appearing  in  section 
10  (b)  (3)  to  read  as  follows:  “There  shall  be  not  less 

than  one  appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of  each  Fed¬ 
eral  judicial  district  in  the  United  States,  and  such  additional 
separate  panels  thereof,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
President.”;  and 

(2)  By  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a  new  subsec¬ 
tion  as  follows: 

“(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall  submit  to 
the  Congress,  on  or  before  the  3d  day  of  January  of  each 
year,  a  written  report  covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include,  by  States, 
information  as  to  the  number  of  persons  registered  under 
this  Act;  the  number  of  persons  inducted  into  the  military 
service  under  this  Act:  and  the  number  of  deferments  granted 
under  this  Act  and  the  basis  for  such  deferments.” 

(w)  Section  17  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Sec.  17.  (  a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
or  any  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this 
title  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
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out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri¬ 
ated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title. 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title, 
the  Congress  may,  by  concurrent  resolution,  terminate  or 
suspend  for  a  stated  period  of  time,  all  inductions  into  the 
Armed  Forces. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title, 
no  person  shall  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  after  July  1,  1954.” 

(x)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking- 
out  “July  9,  1951,”  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953,” 
and  (2)  by  adding  the  following  at  the  end  thereof:  “Any 
member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who  served 
on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  ninety  days  or  more  in  any 
branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  between  the  period  December 
7,  1941,  and  September  2,  1945,  inclusive,  or  for  a  period 
of  twelve  months  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed 
Forces  between  the  period  September  16,  1940,  and  June 

24,  1948,  inclusive,  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  ordered 
to  active  duty  pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  upon  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  twelve  or  more  months  of  active  duty  since  June 

25,  1950,  if  he  makes  application  therefor  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  branch  of  service  in  which  he  is  serving,  he  released 
from  active  duty.” 
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Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950  (ch. 
501  of  the  laws  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  second  session) , 
is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  “July  9,  1951” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “July  1,  1952”  and 
by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a  new  sentence  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended  here¬ 
tofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this  Act 
shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  period 
of  time  under  this  Act.” 

(h)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  (64  Stat. 
828),  is  amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953”. 

Sec.  3.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period  of 
active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased,  such 
increased  period  of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons 
in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces 
on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act,  except 
members  of  the  reserve  components. 

Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent 
registration,  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six, 
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to  present  himself  for  and  submit  to  registration  at  such 
time  or  times  and  place  or  places,  and  in  such  manner,  as 
shall  be  determined  by  proclamation  of  the  President  and 
by  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  hereunder:  Provided, 
That  persons  required  to  register  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall,  at  the  time  of  such  registration,  be  accorded  the  right 
to  express  a  written  preference  to  discharge  then*  obligation 
for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  in  units  which 
are  segregated  as  to  race,  which  preference  shall  govern  any 
future  assignment  of  such  persons,  for  training  and  service, 
insofar  as  military  necessity  may  permit.” 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 
not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Selective  Service  Act”. 
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82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  JHE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

April  2, 1951 

Mr.  Anderson  of  California  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Arm,ed  Services 


To  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  I 

4  Sec.  101.  The  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat. 

5  604),  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

6  (a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  1  of  said  Act  is  amended 

7  to  read  as  follows : 

8  “Section  1.  (a)  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Selec- 

9  tive  Service  Amendments  of  1951’.” 
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(b)  The  first  two  sentences  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  said  Act  are  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every 
male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  per¬ 
son  residing  in  the  United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages 
of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  twenty-six  years,  at 
the  time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age 
of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  after  having  been  required 
to  register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is 
otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title, 
shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Eorces 
of  the  United  States  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  as  provided  in  the  Universal  Military  Train¬ 
ing  Act  of  1951 :  Provided,  That  any  such  person  who  has 
not  attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  shall, 
as  soon  as  practicable  following  his  registration,  be  classi¬ 
fied  and  examined  physically  and  mentally  in  order  to  deter¬ 
mine  his  availability  for  induction  for  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Eorces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  upon  his  attaining  the  age  of  eighteen  years 
and  six  months.  Any  citizen  of  a  foreign  country,  who  has 
not  declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  who  is  not  deferrable  or  exempt  from  training  and 
service  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  ( other  than  this  sub¬ 
section)  ,  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training  and 
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service  under  tliis  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  Armed 
Forces,  he  has  made  application  to  he  relieved  from  such 
liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President;- but  any 
person  who  makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be  de¬ 
barred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.” 

(c)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  hereby  amended 
to  read:  “The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 
whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct 
into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training 
and  service  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  or  for 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  provided 
in  the  Universal  Military  Training  Act  of  1951  such  number 
of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  maintain  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  to  further  the  purposes  of 
this  title.” 

(d)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “No  person 
shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects,  including  his 
physical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satisfactorily  determined 
under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense: 
Provided,  That  the  minimum  standards  for  physical  and 
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mental  acceptability  established  pursuant  to  this  subsection 
shall  not  be  higher  than  those  applied  to  persons  inducted 
between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six  in  January 
1945.” 

(e)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall  following  his  induction  be  given 
full  and  adequate  military  training  for  service  in  the  armed 
force  into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
four  months,  and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
shall,  during  this  four  months’  period,  be  assigned  for  duty 
at  any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States, 
its  Territories,  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone)  ; 
and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall,  during  the  six-month  period 
immediately  following  his  induction,  be  assigned  for  duty  in 
a  combat  area  on  land  located  outside  the  United  States,  its 
Territories  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone) 

(f)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “(b)  Each  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training  and  service  for  a 
period  of  twenty-six  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  re¬ 
leased,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  pro- 
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1  cedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 

2  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 

3  Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d) 

4  of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

5  (g)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 

6  to  read  as  follows: 

7  "(1)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component 

8  of  the  Armed  Forces  may,  during  the  effective  period  of 

9  this  title,  apply  for  a  period  of  service .  equal  to  that  pre- 

10  scribed  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  application 

11  shall  be  accepted:  Provided,  That  his  services  can  be  effec- 

12  tively  utilized  and  that  his  physical  and  mental  fitness 

13  for  such  service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head 
11  of  the  department  concerned :  Provided  further,  That  active 

15  service  performed  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice 

16  his  status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve  component  :  And 

17  provided  further,  That  any  person  who  was  a  member  of 

18  a  reserve  component  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter 

19  continued  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component, 

20  shall,  if  his  application  for  active  duty  made  pursuant  to 

21  this  paragraph  is  denied,  be  deferred  from  induction  under 

22  this  title  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty  or 

23  ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component. 

24  “(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under 

25  section  5  (b)  for  the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  any 
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person,  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  shall  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who  so 
volunteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  so 
long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

“(3)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen 
shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b) 

(h)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  25,  1950, 
is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attain¬ 
ing  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of  six 
years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of  personal 
hardship,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) . 
Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service 
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1  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National 

2  Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if  physically  and  mentally 

3  qualified,  he  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 

4  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the 

5  period  which  he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph 

6  and  shall  he  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve  com- 

7  ponent  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the 

8  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 

9  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 

10  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  determines  that  enlistment, 

11  enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized 
12.  unit  of  a  reserve  component  or  an  officers’  training  program 

13  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he  served  is  available  to,  and 

14  can,  without  undue  personal  hardship,  be  fdled  by  any  such 

15  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or 

16  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organ- 

17  ized  unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve  satis- 

18  factorily  therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and 

19  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 

20  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 

21  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  may  provide,  by  regulations 

22  which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  re- 

23  lease  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior 

24  to  serving  the  periods  required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this 

25  section  of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into 
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organized  units  of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  and  other  reserve  components.  Nothing  in 
this  subsection  shall  he  construed  to  prevent  any  person, 
while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from 
being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  Armed  Force.” 

(i)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  are  repealed. 

(j)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of 
such  Act  is  amended  l)}7  striking  out  the  word  “twenty-one” 
and  inserting  in  lien  thereof  the  word  “twenty-six”. 

(k)  Section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows : 

“  (k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is 

justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of 
international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommendation 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authorized,  by  Executive 
order,  which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed 
Forces,  and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted 
under  this  title,  to  provide  for  (A)  decreasing  periods  of 
service  under  this  title  but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of 
time  than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or  (B)  eliminating 
periods  of  service  required  under  this  title. 

“(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  declare — 

“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
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any  age  group  or  groups  of ‘persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  decreased  to  any  period  less  than  twenty- 
six  months  which  may  he  designated  in  such  resolution; 
or 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  be  eliminated, 

the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be  so  decreased  or 
eliminated,  as  the  case  may  be.” 

(1)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  Act  is  amended 

by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  words:  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 

shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of 
persons  by  age  group  or  groups  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President.” 

(m)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  striking  out  “the  effective  date  of  this  title,”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “February  1,  1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 
inserting:  after  the  words  “six  months”  a  comma  and  the 
words  “prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  National 
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Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by 
current  appropriations,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to 
report  for  induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  after  “subsection  (b)  ”  a  comma  and  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,”. 

(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  the  words  “midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  lte- 
serve,  United  States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in 
an  officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges  the 
curriculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense;”  immediately  following  the  words  “cadets,  United 
States  Coast  Guard  Academy;”. 

(o)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“  (d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any  person  who,  (A)  has  been 
or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or 
the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine 
Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the 
Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or 
the  Reserve  officers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


11 


procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 
Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees, 
in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve, 
subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  not  less 
than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission; 
and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or  reserve 
component  until  the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 
commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  sub¬ 
section  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from 
induction  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues 
in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but 
shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  except 
those  persons  who  have  previously  completed  an  initial  period 
of  military  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active 
military  training  and  service  shall  be  required  while  enrolled 
in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as 
determined  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training 
to  an  initial  period  of  military  training.  There  shall  be 
added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any 
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person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service 
in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attending  a  civilian 
college  under  any  such  training  program  a  period  of  not  to 
exceed  one  year. 

“(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  ( 1 )  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  active  duty. 

“(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to 
preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  of  any  categoiy  or  categories 
of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate.” 

(p)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Porces  or 


from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose  employment  in  indus- 
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try,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or 
whose  continued  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an  office 
described  in  subsection  (f)  )  under  the  United  States  or  any 
State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or 
whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  dental,  optomet- 
ric,  osteopathic,  chiropractic,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  is 
found  to  he  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest:  Provided,  That  no  person  within 
any  such  category  shall  be  deferred  except  upon  the  basis  of 
his  individual  status :  Provided  further,  That  persons  who  are 
or  may  be  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  remain  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  under  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this  title  until 
the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their  birth.  This 
proviso  shall  not  he  construed  to  prevent  the  continued 
deferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise  deferable  under  any 
other  provisions  of  this  title.  The  President  is  also  author¬ 
ized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  (1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a 
status  with  respect  to  persons  (other  than  wives  alone  except 
in  cases  of  extreme  hardship)  dependent  upon  them  for  sup¬ 
port  which  renders  their  deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of 
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1  any  or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found  to  be  physically, 

2  mentally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defective.  For  the  purpose 

3  of  determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  person  is 

4  advisable,  because  of  his  status  with  respect  to  persons 

5  dependent  upon  him  for  support,  any  payments  of  allowances 

6  which  are  payable  by  the  United  States  to  the  dependents  of 

7  persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 

8  shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  but  the  fact  that  such  pay- 

9  ments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed  con- 

10  clusively  to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when  the 

11  dependency  is  based  upon  finnacial  considerations  and  shall 

12  not  be  deemed  to  remove  the  ground  for  deferment  when  the 
18  dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  financial  considerations 
11  and  cannot  be  eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the 
10  dependents.  The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such 
10  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the 
1^  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 

i  o 

or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 

any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have  children,  or  wives 

90 

and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family 

91  ...  . 

relationship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from  such  training 

09 

and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National 

93  ( 

Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  made  in  the  case  of  any 

24 

individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status  of  such 

25 

individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at 
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the  office  of  each  local  hoard  a  list  setting  forth  the  names 
and  classifications  of  those  persons  who  have  been  classified 
by  such  local  hoard.” 

(q)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 

suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  he  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the 
twentieth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases  sat¬ 
isfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a 
full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or 
similar  institution  is  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under 
this  title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local 
board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic  year, 
or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of 
instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier:  Provided ,  That  any 
person  who  has  heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed  under 
the  provisions  of  section  6  (i)  (2)  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948;  or  any  person  who  has  heretofore  been  de¬ 
ferred  as  a  student  under  section  6  (h)  of  said  Act;  or  any 
person  who  hereafter  is  deferred  under  the  provision  of  this 
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subsection,  shall  not  be  further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit 
of  a  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar 
institution  except  as  may  be  provided  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall 
be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by 
regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section 
for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Porces  or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(r)  Section  7  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

(s)  (1)  Section  9  (b)  (A)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  posi¬ 
tion  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held 
by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position 
of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(2)  Section  9  (b)  (B)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position 
be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  b}^ 
a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of 
like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(3)  Section  9  (b)  (C)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position 
be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 
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a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of 
like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(t)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24, 

1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
(other  than  in  a  reserve  component)  and  who  serves  for 
not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon 
release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the 
reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this 
section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provisions 
of  this  title. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948, 
enters  upon  active  duty  (other  than  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  his  physical  fitness) ,  whether  or  not  volun¬ 
tarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active 
duty  shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 
conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and 
benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved 
from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  }^ears  after  the  date  of 
entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration 
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of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 
him  from  active  duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 
paragraph  (A)  or  (B).of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his 
physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in, 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release 
from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee 
shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement  within  thirty 
days  following  Ids  release,  be  reinstated  in  his  position  with¬ 
out  reduction  in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such 
reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated.” 

(u)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  “or  persons  appointed 
to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 
Board”. 

(v)  Section  10  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  (1)  amend¬ 
ing  the  sixth  sentence  of  the  proviso  appearing  in  section  10 
(h)  (3)  to  read  as  follows:  “There  shall  be  not  less  than 

one  appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of  each  Federal 
judicial  district  in  the  United  States,  and  such  additional 
separate  panels  thereof,  as  may  he  prescribed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.”;  and 
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(2)  By  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a  new  sub¬ 
section  as  follows: 

“(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall  submit 
to  the  Congress,  on  or  before-  the  3d  day  of  January  of  each 
year,  a  written  report  covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include,  by  States, 
information  as  to  the  number  of  persons  registered  under 
this  title;  the  number  of  persons  inducted  into  the  military 
service  under  this  title ;  and  the  number  of  deferments 
granted  under  this  title  and  the  basis  for  such  deferments.” 

(w)  Section  17  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  m  this  title  all  laws 
or  any  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this 
title  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  he  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title.” 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title, 

the  Congress  may,  by  concurrent  resolution,  terminate  or 

# 

suspend  for  a  stated  period  of  time,  all  inductions  into  the 
Armed  Forces. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title, 
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no  person  shall  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  after  July  1,  1954.” 

(x)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking 
out  “July  9,  1951,”  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1, 
1953,”  and  (2)  by  adding  the  following  at  the  end  thereof: 
“Any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who  served 
on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  ninety  days  or  more  in  any 
branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  between  the  period  of  December 
7,  1941,  and  September  2,  1945,  inclusive,  or  for  a  period 
of  twelve  months  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces 
between  the  period  September  16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948, 
inclusive,  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  upon  the  completion 
of  twelve  or  more  months  of  active  duty  since  June  25, 
1950,  if  he  makes  application  therefor  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  branch  of  service  in  which  he  is  serving,  be  released  from 
active  duty.” 

Sec.  102.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950 

(ch.  501  of  the  laws  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  second 

session),  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  words 

“July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 

% 

“July  1,  1952'’  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a 
new  sentence  as  follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has 
been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months 
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pursuant  to  this  Act  shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for 
any  additional  period  of  time  under  this  Act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  (64 
Stat.  828) ,  is  amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953”. 

Sec.  103.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 
of  active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased, 
such  increased  period  of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all 
persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act, 
except  members  of  the  reserve  components. 

Sec.  104.  Section  3  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent 
registration,  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six, 
to  present  himself  for  and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time 
or  times  and  place  or  places,  and  in  such  manner,  as  shall  be 
determined  by  proclamation  of  the  President  and  by  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  hereunder:  Provided,  That  persons 
required  to  register  pursuant  to  this  section  shall,  at  the  time 
of  such  registration,  be  accorded  the  right  to  express  a  written 
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preference  to  discharge  their  obligation  for  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  or  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  in  units  which  are  segregated  as  to  race, 
which  preference  shall  govern  any  future  assignment  of  such 
persons,  for  training  or  training  and  service,  insofar  as  mili¬ 
tary  necessity  may  permit.” 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  201.  (a)  There  is  hereby  established  a  National 
Security  Training  Commission  (herein  called  the  Commis¬ 
sion)  ,  which  shall  be  composed  of  five  members,  three  of 
whom  shall  be  civilians;  of  the  remaining  two  members  one 
shall  be  an  active  or  retired  member  of  a  regular  component 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  other  shall  be  a  member  of  a 
reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  a  person  entitled 
to  retired  or  retirement  pay  because  of  bis  service  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  reserve  component.  Members  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from  among  persons  of  outstand¬ 
ing  national  reputation.  The  President  shall  select  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Commission  from  among  its  civilian  members. 
No  person  who  lias  been  on  active  duty  as  a  commissioned 
officer  in  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be 
eligible  for  appointment  as  a  civilian  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Commission  shall  have  a  seal  which  shall  be 
judicially  noted.  At  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  be 
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appointed,  in  accordance  with  this  paragraph,  there  shall  be 
established  a  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

(]>)  The  term  of  office  of  two  of  the  members  of  the 
Commission  shall  he  two  years.  The  term  of  office  of  the  re¬ 
maining  three  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  for  three, 
four,  and  five  years,  respectively.  Any  individual  appointed 
to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  by  the  death,  resignation,  or  removal 
of  a  member,  shall  be  appointed  only  for  the  unexpired  term 
of  such  member.  Members  of  the  Commission,  while  actually 
serving  with  the  Commission,  shall  receive  a  per  diem  of  not 
to  exceed  $50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the  business  of  the 
Commission  and  shall  be  allowed  transportation  and  a  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  $9  while  away  from  their 
homes  or  places  of  business  pursuant  to  such  business. 

Sec.  202.  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction 
of  the  President,  direct  and  control  the  training  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps,  which  training  shall  be  basic 
military  training.  It  shall  establish  such  policies  and  stand¬ 
ards  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  military  training  of 
members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  are 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  title.  The  Com¬ 
mission  shall  make  adequate  provisions  for  the  moral  and 
spiritual  welfare  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps.  Subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President,  and 
after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Com- 
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mission  shall  designate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out 
such  training.  Each  military  department  so  designated  shall 
carry  out  such  military  training  in  accordance  with  the 
policies,  standards,  and  directives  of  the  Commission. 

Sec.  203.  The  Commission  is  authorized,  subject  to  the 
civil-service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  to  em¬ 
ploy  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  officers  and  employees 
as  it  deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform  its  functions. 

Sec.  204.  The  Commission  shall  prepare  and  submit  to 
the  Congress  a  plan  or  plans  for — 

(a)  a  program  of  initial  military  training  deemed 
by  the  Commission  to  be  appropriate  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  this  title,  which  program  shall  include  the 
types  of  basic  military  training  to  he  given  members  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps; 

(b)  measures  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  wel¬ 
fare,  and  morals  of  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps; 

(c)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for 
violation  thereof; 

(d)  such  other  policies  and  standards  as  may  be 
established  under  the  provisions  of  section  202  of  this 
title;  and 

(e)  recommendations  with  respect  to  disability 
and  death  benefits  and  other  benefits,  and  the  obliga-  ' 
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tions,  duties,  liabilities,  and  responsibilities,  to  be  granted 
or  imposed  upon  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps. 

Sec.  205.  Whenever  the  period  of  service  required 
under  title  I  of  this  Act  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  by  the  President  or  by  concurrent  resolution  of 
tlie  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  title  I 
of  this  Act,  all  individuals  then  or  thereafter  liable  for  induc¬ 
tion  under  this  Act  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have 
not  been  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable, 
effective  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  for  initial  military  training  for  a 
period  of  six  months:  Prodded,  That  persons  deferred  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  not  be  relieved  from  liability 
for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  solely 
by  reason  of  having  exceeded  the  age  of  nineteen  years 
during  the  period  of  such  deferment. 

Sec.  206.  (a)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  this  title,  any  person,  after  attaining  the 
age  of  eighteen,  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer 
for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for 
the  training  prescribed  in  this  title. 
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1  (b)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Security 

2  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this 

3  title  any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen  shall 

4  with  the  written  consent  of  bis  parents  or  guardian  be  afforded 

5  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  National 

6  Security  Training  Corps  for  the  training  prescribed  in  this 
Z  title. 
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Sec.  207.  No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  until  after — 

(a)  the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  sixty  cal¬ 
endar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress,  fol¬ 
lowing  the  date  on  which  the  plan  provided  for  in  sec¬ 
tion  204  of  this  title  is  transmitted  to  the  Congress 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  dur¬ 
ing  which  sixty-day  period  there  has  not  been  passed  by 
either  of  the  two  Houses  of  the  Congress,  by  the  affirma¬ 
tive  vote  of  a  majority  of  either  House,  a  resolution  stat¬ 
ing  in  substance  that  that  House  does  not  favor  such 
plan :  Provided,  That  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services 
of  both  Houses  to  which  the  plan  is  referred  shall,  not 
later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  forty-five 
calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress, 
following  the  date  on  which  the  plan  provided  for  in 
section  204  of  this  title,  is  transmitted  to  the  Congress, 
report  a  resolution  to  their  respective  Houses  approving 
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or  disapproving  the  plan  submitted  by  tlie  Commission, 
and  its  recommendations  thereon,  and  such  resolution 
shall  he  privileged  and  may  he  called  up  by  any  member 
of  either  House;  and 

(b)  the  period  of  service  required  under  section 
205  of  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  by  the  President  or  by  concurrent  resolution 
of  the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
title  I  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  208.  Following  the  adoption  of  a  plan  submitted  by 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  section  207  of  this  title,  the 
Commission  may,  if  changes  to  the  plan  are  deemed  desirable 
by  the  Commission,  submit  such  changes  to  the  Congress  in 
accordance  with  the  procedure  prescribed  in  section  207  of 
this  title,  and  such  changes  shall  be  acted  upon  as  prescribed 
in  section  207  of  this  title. 

Sec.  209.  Six  months  following  the  commencement  of 
induction  of  persons  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  semiannually  thereafter,  the  Commission  shall 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehensive  report  describing  in 
detail  the  operation  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
including  the  number  of  persons  inducted  therein,  a  list  of 
camps  and  stations  at  which  training  is  being  conducted,  a 
report  on  the  number  of  deaths  and  injuries  occurring  during 
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such  training  and  the  causes  thereof,  an  estimate  of  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  persons  inducted  therein,  including  an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  disciplinary  problems  encountered  during  the 
preceding  six  months,  the  number  of  civilian  employees  of 
the  Commission  and  the  administrative  costs  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Simultaneously,  there  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  report  setting  forth  an 
estimate  of  the  value  of  the  training  conducted  during  the 
preceding  six  months,  the  cost  of  the  training  program  charge¬ 
able  to  the  appropriations  made  to  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense,  and  the  number  of  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces 
directly  engaged  in  the  conduct  of  such  training. 

Sec.  210.  Each  person  inducted  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  shall  be  compensated  at  the  monthly 
rate  of  $30:  Provided,  however,  That  each  such  person, 
having  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined 
in  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to 
receive  a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic 
allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l 
by  section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949 
as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act  of 
1950  as  may  be  extended  or  amended  plus  $40  so  long  as 
such  person  has  in  effect  an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of 
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such  dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the  dependent 
or  dependents  on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed. 

Sec.  211.  No  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  he  assigned  for  training  at  an  installa¬ 
tion  located  on  land  outside  the  continental  United  States, 
except  that  residents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States  may  he  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession 
from  which  they  were  inducted. 

Sec.  212.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this 
title,  the  Congress  may,  by  concurrent  resolution,  terminate 
or  suspend  for  a  stated  period  of  time,  all  inductions  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  Any  person  inducted 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  said  concurrent  resolution  shall,  not  more  than  six 
months  following  the  adoption  thereof,  he  released  from 
training  in  such  corps,  hut  shall  not  he  relieved  from  his 
obligation  to  serve  in  a  reserve  component  as  provided  in 
title  I  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  213.  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the 
administrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training 
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Commission  shall  he  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  train¬ 
ing  carried  out  by  the  military  departments  designated  by 
the  Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense. 

Sec.  214.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “Universal 
Military  Training  Act  of  1951”. 

TITLE  III 

Sec.  301.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  applica¬ 
tion  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid, 
the  validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 
not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  302.  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  “Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act  of  1951”. 
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II  GHLIGHTS:  Rouse  debated  military  training  bill.  Senate  committee  voted  to  report 
bills  granting  statehood  to  Hawaii  and  Alaska.  Rep.  Smith  defended  farmers  against 
charges  that  they  are  to  blame  for  inflation.  House  committee  reported  .bill  autho¬ 
rizing  daylight-saving  time. in  D.  C.  during  1951*  Sen.  Ellenaer  introduced'  bill  to 
amend  disaster-loan  low. 


SENAEI 

J3TATEE00D.  Tho  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  voted  to  report  (but^-dld 
jt  actually  reoort)  S.  49,  to  provide  statehood  for  Hawaii,  by  a  9“^  vp4fe;  and 

S.  "’’50*  to  provide  statehood  for  Alaska,  by  a  f-S  vote  (p*  D242), 

2.  COMMITTEE  iSS^lG-NI' lElTT S .  Sen*  Long  was  transferred  from  Bankinm^Snd  Currency  to 

Armed  Servicc£yvSen.  Benton  from  Expenditures  in  the  Execjjfe'ive  Departments  to 
Banking  p.nd  Curre^y,  Son.  Clements  from  Post  Off  ice  ajstffoivil  Service  to 
Public  Works;  and  Selft^AJnderwood  was  assigned  to  Sjpstmditures  in  the  Executive 
^  Deuartnents  and  Post  Of^S^p  and  Civil  Service  (jy‘S'^3279)  • 

3.  TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY.*  Th^^ricult^f'and  Forestry  Committee  was  dis¬ 

charged  from  further  consider  at  iou^f>SC  1165,  relating  to  compensation  of  T  VA 
commissioners,  and  the  bill  was  r^eriS^  to  the  Public  Works  Committee  (p* 

.  3290). 


4.  PUBLIC  LANDS.  Receive d^/wo nt .  Legislature  nenor* 
of  taxes  on  Eedera.A#3!t?mds  (pt  322>l). 


favoring  naynents  in  lieu 


5.  WEED  C OUT ROL c e i v e d  a  Ilev.  Legislature  memorial  favorin^S^ederal  funds  to 
combat  h^l-dgeton  (p.  3283)  * 

6.  PERSONNEL.  The  Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  Nonessential  Federal  Ej^endi- 
'ures  submitted  its  reoort  on  personal  services  for  Jan.-Feb.  1951  (pp.pS^5p*9). 


HOUSE 


»»Vi  ■«»i»*i* 


7.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  Began  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military  training  and  service  bill 
(pr>.  3229-5^)* 


gv  DAYL I CHT- SAVING-  TIME.  The  D.  C.  Connittee  reported  without  anendnent  H.  R.  26lc_, 
\  author! zing  the  D.  C..  Commissioners  to  provide  for  daylight-saving  tine  in  Dj  C. 


during  the  surxner  of  1351  tE*  Dept.  290)(p*  • 


9- 


DEEHpGAlT  ALLOCATIONS.  The  nDa.ily  Digest11  states!  ^Committee  on  Ways  and/ Means ! 
Chairoan  Doughton  announced  today  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  sponsored  jointly 
hw  Repose  nt  at  ives  Dingcll,  Forand,  Eberharter,  and  Keogh,  that  it  isrthe  sense 
of  the  sennit  tee  that  the  MPA  should  not,  without  urior  consultation  with  the 
Secret ary^of  the  Treasury,  issue,  any  order  curtailing  the  production  or  distri¬ 
bution  of. -products  upon  which  Fepleral  excise  taxes  are  levied*  j£t  was  repon— 
nended  that  \his  Treasury  consultation  he  had  before  the  NPA  ia’sue  orders  vjhich 
night  adversel-graff ect  revenue*  Hearings  were  held  r<pcentl2p,£t  vfcich  NPA.  •  *  wn.s 


interrogated  regarding  the  effect  upon.  Federal  revenues  of  $ic  order  curtailing 
the  use  of  tin  CcAns  in  the  distribution  of  beer*”  (p*  D244*) 


10. 


FARM  PRICES.  .Rep. 
to  blane  fb  r  inflat: 
(op.  325^-5) • 


dth 


,  Miss*,  defended  farmers  against  charges  that  they  are 
and  argued  against  any  change/ln  the  parity  fornula 


11. 


PRICE  CONTROL;  PEDSONMEL.  VDc-'i.,  Lender,  Ohio,  ura&d  stronger  efforts  for  urice 
control  and  charged  that  GWernnent  agencies  ajfcj  overstaffed  (pp.  3275~6), 


( 


12. 


Af'TDITTRBPOPT.  Deceived  fron  trie  Como  tro  lie  r/C-enernl  a  report  on  the  addit  of 
the  Institute  of  Int er-Aneri cauylf fair s  fqff  the  fiscal  year  1951  (H.  Foe*  105 ); 
to  Exoenditures  in  the  Executive%Dcpartm/nt  s  Connittee  (p*  3276)* 


13. 


DILLS  WRODUCED 


l4. 


DISASTER  LOANS*  S.  1253»  by  Sen.  Ejft.ena^r  (by  request),  ”to  amend  the  act  of 
April  6,  1949,  so  as  to  further  define  the  authority  .of  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  to  nake  loans  to  farmers  and  stockmen  who  suffer  losses  fron  production 
disasters. *• M;  to  Agriculture/nnd  Forestry  'Committee*  (p*  3289.) 

CIVIL  DEFENSE*  S.  I260,  bW§en*  Russell  (bya  rosiest),  to  authorize  acquisition 
of  property  for  establishment  of  a  Federal  civilg defense  technical  training 
school;  to  Armed  Servic/fs  Committee  (p.  3290 )•  \ 


15. 


FARM  LQAlTS.  H,  R.  34^*1,  by  Duo*  Elliott,  Ala.,  to  expend  to  June.30,  1952,  the 
authority  for  direct  home  and  farmhouse  loans  under  trtle  .III  of  the  Service¬ 
men  1  s  Dead  jus  trie  .  Act ;  to  Veterans  1  Affairs  Committee  \p*  3277). 


16. 


17. 


CIVIL-SERVICE  BjramSOTU.  K.  D.  3484,  3485,  and  3436,  by  D\.  Patten,  Ariz. 

(by  request)  /  to  amend  the  Civil  Service  Dot  ip  orient  Act;  to  ^ost  Office  and 
Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  3277). 

by  Rep*  Maptin,  Mass*, 

FOREIGN  AfD. .  H,  R.  3488, /to  provide  for  granting  financial  aid  t\  Israel;  to 
Foreign  Affairs  Committee  (p*  3277)*  Also  H.  D«  3492,  by  Don*  Rogers,  M^-ss* 

[.  Con.  Des.  38,  by  Rqp*  Lantaff , .  Fla* ,  ”to  express  the  sense  the 
Coqgress  with  resmect  to  providing  emergency  food  relief  assistance  India”; 
tp  Foreign  Affairs.  Committee  (p*  3277).  •  .  ■  ’• 


ORESTS.  H.D.  34Q1,  by  Rem.  Engle,  Calif.,  to  abolish  the  La.hcview  Federal^  sus¬ 
tained-yield  unit ,  Fremont  Mr:ionnl  Forest,  Oreg. ;  to  Agriculture  Commit N 

(P.  3277). 
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House  of  Representatives 


\The  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

fflie  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Bras- 
ka^ip,  D.  D.,  offered  the  followi) 
prayer : 

O  \Thou  who  art  the  companion  ahd 
counselor  of  all  mankind,  we  rejoice 
that  ifi  our  times  of  doubt  and  uncer¬ 
tainty  and  greatest  need  we  may'  un- 
burdennurselves  to  Thy  listening  ejfr  and 
understanding  heart. 

We  humbly  confess  that  we  arfe  often 
afraid  to  'look  into  the  future  for  it  ap¬ 
pears  so  dark  and  full  of  mystery.  Help 
us  to  see  the  rainbow  promise  of  Thy 
grace  and  go  forth  with  a  grateful  ac¬ 
knowledgment  that  hitherto/Thou  hast 
blessed  us  and  with  a  continuing  faith 
that  in  all  ouAdays  Thy  presence  will  be 
our  joy  and  strength. 

Grant  that  m  communion  with  Thee 
we  may  have  those  graciaus  experiences 
which  always  come  to/  all  who  truly 
pray.  May  we  alRo  fincypoise  and  peace 
for  our  restless  spirits,  enlightenment  for 
our  confused  and  ia'oqfoled  minds,  guid¬ 
ance  in  the  midst  of  disturbing  circum¬ 
stances,  and  inspiration  and  hope  for  our 


noblest  plans  and 
In  Christ’s  nam 
Amen. 

the  flou: 


r  poses. 

offer  our  prayer. 

LAL 


The  Journal  bf  the\  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 
private  calendar 

The  SPEAKER.  Therb  being  only 
four  bills  on  me  Private  Calendar  today, 
that  calendar  will  not  be  called,  if  there 
is  no  objectton. 

There  was  no  objection. 

ELECTION/ TO  COMMITTEE  ON  INTER¬ 
STATE’  AND  FOREIGN  COMMERCE 

Mr.  I^OUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
offer  a  /esolution  (H.  Res.  176)  and  ask 
for  its  j immediate  consideration. 

ThaClerk  read  as  follows: 

Resplved,  That  Morgan  M.  Mould) 
Missouri,  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  elected  a 
menpaer  of  the  standing  Committee  of  the 
HoiAe  of  Representatives  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 


ULDER,  Of 


CORRECTION  OF  RECORD 

lr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  yesterday’s  Rec¬ 
ord  be  corrected  to  show  that  the  edi¬ 
torial  iSmserted  in  the  Record  entitled 
“Grain  for  India  Has  Now^Become  an 
Ugly  BarteV’  appearing  dn  page  A1781 
of  the  Appendix  of  the  Record  was  taken 
from  the  Louisville  Courier- Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.,  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken¬ 
tucky? 

There  was  no  objectiion. 

CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the'husiness  in 
order  on  Calendar  Wednesday  of  this 
week  may  be  dispensed  with. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
ssee?  \ 

There  was  no  objection. 


n& 


as  may  have  been  adopted,  and  any  Mem¬ 
ber  may  demand  a  separate  vote  in  the  House 
on  any  of  the  amendments  adopted  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whcle  to  the  bill  cr  com¬ 
mittee  substitute.  The  previous  question 
shall  be  considered  as  ordered  on  the  bill  and 
amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  with¬ 
out  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to 
recommit. 

CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 

Mr.  FRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 


1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 

MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE 

ACT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  call  up  House  Resolution  171  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing 
universal  military  training  and  service,  and 
for  other  purposes,  and  all  points  of  order 
against  said  bill  are  hereby  waived.  That 
after  general  debate,  which  shall  be  confined 
to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  4  days, 
to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the 
chairman  and  ranking  minority  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  the  bill 
shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  5- 
minute  rule.  It  shall  be  in  order  to  consider 
without  the  intervention  of  any  point  of 
order  the  substitute  amendment  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  now  in  the  bill,  and  such  substitute  for 
the  purpose  of  amendment  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  under  the  5 -minute  rule  as  an  original 
bill.  At  the  conclusion  of  such  considera¬ 
tion,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the 
bill  to  the  House  with  such  amendments 


The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 

lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 

[Roll  No.  21] 

Albert 

Fugate 

Moulder 

Allen,  Ill. 

Gamble 

Multer 

Allen,  La. 

Gillette 

Murphy 

Anderson,  Calif. Gordon 

Murray,  Wis. 

Armstrong 

Hall, 

0’3rien,  Ill. 

Bailey 

Edwin  Arthur  O’Konski 

Bakewell 

Halleck 

Ostertag 

Baring 

Harden 

Poage 

Barrett 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Potter 

Bates,  Ky. 

Hart 

Poulson 

Baamer 

Havenner 

Powell 

Beckworth 

Hays,  Ark. 

Prouty 

Bolling 

Heller 

Rishlman 

Bolton 

Herlong 

Roberts 

Boykin 

Kill 

Roosevelt 

Brown,  Ohio 

Hunter 

Sabath 

Buchanan 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Scott,  Hardie 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Seely-Brown 

Canfield 

Kee 

Sheehan 

Carlyle 

Kennedy 

Shelley 

Carnahan 

Kilburn 

Sieminski 

Chatham 

Kluczynski 

Smith,  Kans. 

Chelf 

Latham 

Springer 

Combs 

Lyle 

Stanley 

Cooley 

McCormack 

Stefan 

Cooper 

McDonough 

Taber 

Coudert 

McGrath 

Tackett 

Crosser 

McKinnon 

Talle 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Maehrowicz 

Towe 

Dawson 

Mack,  Ill. 

Welch 

Deane 

Mansfield 

Whitaker 

Dingell 

Meader 

Winstead 

Dollinger 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Wolcott 

Dorn 

Mitchell 

Wood,  Ga. 

Evins 

Morton 

Woodruff 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call  328 

Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 
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COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

Mr.  WILLIS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Committee 
on  Reapportionment  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  be  permitted  to  meet 
at  2  o’clock  this  afternoon. 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  But  the  Chair  desires 
to  make  this  statement:  When  this  or 
any  other  important  bill  is  under  con¬ 
sideration  henceforward,  there  will  be 
no  consent  for  any  committees  to  sit, 
that  is,  any  committee  over  which  the 
House  has  control,  because  the  Chair 
himself  will  object  to  that. 

1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 

MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE 

ACT 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 

I  yield  30  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Oregon  [Mr.  Ellsworth],  and  I  now 
yield  myself  20  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  rule  provides  for  the 
consideration  of  Senate  bill  1  which  is 
the  so-called  draft  and  universal  military 
service  bill.  The  rule  is  about  as  liberal 
a  rule  as  could  be  devised.  It  provides 
for  4  days  of  general  debate.  It  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  substitute  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services,  which  is  in  the 
bill,  may  be  considered  as  an  original  bill 
under  the  5-minute  rule.  It  waives  ^ 
points  of  order. 

I  can  think  of  no  provision  that  could 
have  been  put  in  this  bill  that  would 
make  it  more  liberal  or  more  suitable  to 
work  the  will  of  the  House  on  the  legis¬ 
lation  proposed.  I  think,  my  friends, 
that  this  bill  that  comes  up  under  this 
rule  is  probably  going  to  be  the  most  con¬ 
troversial  measure  that  will  come  before 
the  House  during  this  session  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  I  am  sure  you  are  all  going  to  be 
deeply  interested  in  the  debate  which 
will  take  place. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  said  the  provisions  of  the  rule 
are  so  broad  that  they  waive  all  points 
of  order.  Does  that  include  the  point 
of  order  that  will  be  made,  possibly, 
against  the  sending  of  troops  to  Europe? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  rule 
waives  points  of  order  against  the  bill 
and  against  the  substitute.  There  are 
no  particular  points  waived;  all  points 
are  waived.  The  bill  is  subject  to  any 
germane  amendment.  It  is  subject  to  a 
substitute  bill  if  it  is  germane  within  the 
general  rules  of  the  House. 

I  want  to  take  a  minute  or  two  to 
speak  about  the  bill,  because  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  has  put  in 
months  and  months  of  study  on  this 
bill.  They  have  brought  out  a  bill  that 
is  not  the  bill  of  the  administration,  it 
is  not  the  bill  of  the  Army  or  the  Navy, 
it  is  a  bill  devised  and  written  by  the 
combined  wisdom  of  the  individual  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  a  committee  in  which  this  House,  I 
believe,  has  the  utmost  confidence. 

I  do  not  believe  any  committee  in  the 
House  has  more  the  confidence  of  the 
individual  Members  of  this  House  than 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services.  I 


think  when  you  look  at  this  bill  you 
ought  first  to  weigh  in  the  balance  the 
gi’eat  amount  of  work  this  committee 
has  put  in  on  it,  and  weigh  in  the  balance 
the  confidence  you  have  always  shown  in 
the  judgment  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  after  they  have  con¬ 
sidered  a  bill. 

There  will  be  two  points  in  controversy 
in  this  bill  that  are,  I  believe,  the  issues 
that  are  most  controversial.  One  is  the 
age  limit.  The  administration  has  asked 
for  induction  at  the  age  of  18.  This  com¬ 
mittee  after  full  consideration  has  made 
that  age  18  years  and  6  months,  but  it 
put  a  further  provision  in  this  bill.  After 
that  induction  at  18  years  and  6  months, 
no  member  of  the  armed  services  can  be 
sent  to  foreign  lands  until  he  has  had  4 
months  of  basic  training  in  the  United 
States.  Even  if  he  is  sent  abroad  after 
4  months,  there  is  a  further  provision 
that  he  cannot  be  stationed  in  a  combat 
area  until  6  months  after  induction.  So 
that  no  member  of  the  armed  services  is 
subjected  to  combat  until  he  passes  the 
age  of  19.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  a  very 
fair  compromise.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
going  to  be  much  in  controversy  when 
the  Members  consider  it. 

The  real  controversy  in  this  bill  is  going 
to  come  over  what  is  known  as  universal 
military  training.  Universal  military 
training  has  been  kicking  around  this 
Congress  ever  since  I  can  remember.  It 
has  been  like  the  weather;  everybody  has 
felt  something  ought  to  be  done  about 
it  but  nobody  ever  did  anything  about  it. 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services  has 
given  months  of  study  to  the  whole  prob¬ 
lem  of  universal  military  service. 

A  good  many  of  us  were  here  in  1940. 
I  was  one  of  them.  I  remember  when  we 
had  up  the  bill  to  extend  the  draft.  I 
remember  just  4  months  before  Pearl 
Harbor  that  bill  came  to  a  vote  in  this 
House.  We  extended  the  draft  by  a  vote 
of  1  majority.  If  I  had  voted  the  other 
way,  or  if  any  other  Member  who  voted 
for  an  extension  of  the  draft  had  voted 
the  other  way,  we  would  have  discharged 
our  draftees  just  4  months  before  the 
Pearl  Harbor  attack.  I  am  not  saying 
that  in  criticism  of  anybody  who  voted 
the  other  way.  This  country  is  opposed 
to  war.  We  are  a  peaceful  nation.  No¬ 
body  wants  to  fight.  But  there  was  a 
widespread  sentiment  in  this  country 
that  if  we  continued  this  draft  it  would 
look  like  we  had  a  chip  on  our  shoulder, 
and  those  Members  who  voted  not  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  draft  were  voting  in  response  to 
the  vast  majority  of  the  opinion  of  this 
country,  an  opinion  which,  it  turned  out, 
was  a  misinformed  opinion  because  with¬ 
in  4  months  we  were  in  the  midst  of  the 
most  desperate  war  that  this  country  has 
ever  been  in.  I  had  to  sit  here  during 
that  period,  as  many  of  you  did,  and  I 
had  to  vote  to  draft  young  men  who  were 
untrained  and  we  had  to  put  them  under 
the  guns  with  less  training  than  should 
have  been  had.  I  had  members  of  my 
own  family,  as  you  did,  who  were  put 
into  the  service  without  adequate  train¬ 
ing.  I  thought  to  myself  then — and  I 
have  been  thinking  ever  since — that  if 
we  are  going  to  have  to  have  a  war,  and 
this  is  a  warlike  world,  and  everybody 
knows  it,  and  there  is  no  use  in  hiding 
our  heads  in  the  sand  about  it — but  if 


you  have  to  have  a  war,  would  you  rather 
send  your  boy  to  war  raw  and  untrained 
and  unable  to  protect  himself,  or  would 
you  rather  do  the  sensible  thing  and  see 
that  the  boy,  before  he  ever  has  to  be 
called  into  the  service,  has  had  the 
amount  of  basic  training — as  they  call 
it — which  will  enable  him  to  protect  his 
life  when  he  does  come  under  the  guns? 
That  is  the  simple  proposition  that  is 
presented  to  you  here.  Do  you  want  your 
boys  to  go  to  war,  if  they  have  to  go  to 
war — and  God  forbid  that  they  should — 
do  you  want  them  to  go  to  war  untrained 
and  ignorant,  or  do  you  want  them  to  go 
so  that  they  will  have  the  basic  training 
to  make  them  real  soldiers  and  be  in  a 
position  where  their  safety  is  not  so  much 
endangered  as  it  is  in  the  case  of  raw 
troops.  That  is  the  simple  proposition 
which  is  going  to  be  presented  to  you. 

You  are  going  to  hear  an  awful  lot  of 
fuss  and  feathers  during  this  debate 
about  this  universal  military  training. 
When  I  first  heard  about  the  bill  which 
had  come  out,  why,  I  thought  the  bill 
provided  for  just  throwing  them  all  in 
right  now,  that  this  was  universal  mili-' 
tary  training.  Well,  it  is  not  universal 
military  training  at  all.  Do  you  know 
what  this  bill  does?  When  you  sift  it 
down  and  analyze  it,  all  this  bill  does  is 
to  say  that  we  are  willing  to  consider 
the  question  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  we  are  willing  to  consider  it  on 
a  basis  of  a  plan  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  All  this  bill  does  is  to  furnish 
a  method  by  which  this  Congress  may 
determine  whether  they  want  universal 
military  training,  or  whether  they  do  not 
want  it.  In  other  words,  basically  all 
this  does  is  to  submit  the  proposition 
for  consideration.  Here  is  exactly  what 
it  does.  It  provides  that  a  commission 
shall  be  set  up.  Is  it  a  military  commis¬ 
sion?  No,  it  is  not  a  military  commis¬ 
sion.  It  provides  that  that  commission 
shall  consist  of  five  people,  three  of 
whom  shall  be  civilians  and  none  of 
whom  ever  had  a  commission  in  the 
United  States  Armed  Services,  and  two 
of  them  shall  be  army  officers.  The 
chairman  of  that  commission  must  be 
a  civilian.  They  will  devise  for  you  a 
plan.  You  cannot  write  a  plan  for  uni¬ 
versal  military  service  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  any  more  than  you  can  write  a 
tax  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and 
we  all  know  that.  So  this  Commission 
will  devise  a  plan  and  that  plan  will  be 
submitted  to  this  Congress,  along  the 
same  theory  as  we  have  our  reorganiza¬ 
tion  plans.  That  bill  must  be  considered 
by  the  Armed  Services  Committee.  The 
plan  must  be  considered  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  within  45  days  after 
it  is  submitted.  They  must  report  to  the 
House  a  resolution  that  either  favors  the 
plan  or  that  repudiates  the  plan.  Then 
the  matter  comes  to  the  House.  It  is  a 
highly  privileged  resolution.  Any  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  Congress  can  call  it  up  within 
the  60-day  limit.  Not  any  member  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  but  any 
Member  of  the  House  can  call  it  up. 
Then  what  do  we  do?  We  consider  the 
plan.  It  is  not  a  law.  It  is  a  plan. 
This  House  considers  the  plan  just  as 
you  are  considering  this  bill  today.  If 
you  like  the  plan  you  approve  it.  If 
you  do  not  like  the  plan  you  disapprove 
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it.  The  only  difference  is  that  you  ap¬ 
prove  it  or  disapprove  it  with  a  consti¬ 
tutional  majority  vote.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  difficulty  there. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  is  approved  or  re¬ 
jected  by  a  majority  of  a  quorum;  not  a 
constitutional  majority. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  glad  to 
be  corrected  on  that. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Two  hundred  and  ten 
Members  can  disapprove  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virgina.  So  that  all  in 
the  world  you  are  doing  in  this  bill  is  to 
say,  “We  are  ready  and  willing  to  con¬ 
sider  a  plan  which  may  be  submitted  by 
this  commission;”  and  we  take  it  or  we 
do  not  take  it,  just  as  we  see  fit,  when 
the  plan  is  submitted. 

'  Now,  if  the  House  is  willing  to  just  con¬ 
sider  the  question  of  whether  you  want 
universal  military  training,  and  accept 
it  or  reject  it,  then  that  is  all  this  bill 
does.  Nobody  can,  by  any  stretch  of  the 
imagination,  say  that  it  does  anything 
else. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  gentleman  one  question. 
I  am  puzzled  about  this  being  a  privileged 
resolution.  As  I  understand  the  rules  of 
the  House,  30  minutes  on  a  side  is  al¬ 
lowed  to  discuss  a  privileged  resolution. 
Could  that  be  amended  so  that  we  may 
have  3  or  4  days  to  debate  this  important 
question  of  universal  military  training? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  do  not  see 
any  reason  why  you  cannot  amend  this 
bill  and  have  as  many  days’  debate  as 
you  want  on  any  plan  that  is  proposed  by 
the  Commission. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Yes.  I  want 
to  yield  now  to  the  distinguished  minor¬ 
ity  leader. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The 
committee  is  foreclosed  from  making  any 
amendments  to  the  House  when  that 
resolution  comes  before  us.  Is  that  the 
fact? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  That  is  the 
fact.  In  other  words,  here  is  a  plan  sub¬ 
mitted,  and  the  House  says,  “We  like  it” 
or  “We  do  not  like  it.”  But  if  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  says,  “We  do  not  like 
this  plan  but  we  would  like  to  have  a  plan 
and  therefore  we  are  going  to  amend  it 
and  introduce  another  bill,”  they  can  do 
that.  All  this  thing  does,  as  I  see  it,  is 
to  lay  the  foundation  for  a  plan  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  and  if  this  Con¬ 
gress  does  not  like  it  or  the  next  Congress 
does  not  like  it,  they  can  just  reject  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Does 
not  the  gentleman  think  it  might  be  wise 
to  amend  it  so  that  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  could  make  amendments  or 
recommend  amendments  to  the  House? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee  and  therefore  I  am  not  qualified  to 
say  that.  I  personally  would  see  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  it,  however. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  The  gentleman  failed 
to  make  clear,  I  think,  whether  or  not 
this  bill  does  or  does  not  establish  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  It  does  estab¬ 
lish  universal  military  training  but  fails 
to  establish  a  program  to  implement  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  but  universal 
military  training  is  established. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Now,  wait  a 
moment.  Perhaps  you  and  I  can  get  a 
little  closer.  I  do  not  understand  just 
what  you  mean  by  that. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  In  other  words,  we 
establish  universal  military  training.  It 
is  done  in  this  bill.  We  set  up  universal 
military  training.  Nothing  can  be  done 
about  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  But  we  set  up  no 
means  to  implement  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Oh,  no.  Oh, 
no..  You  do  not  set  up  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  All  you  do  is  to  set  up 
a  commission  to  propose  a  plan.  When 
the  commission  proposes  a  plan,  if  you 
do  not  like'  it,  you  simply  reject  it,  and 
that  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  myself  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further  at  this  point? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  wish  we  might  make 
this  clear:  Whether  or  not  we  estab¬ 
lish  in  this  bill  a  universal  military 
training  corps.  I  think  that  was  the 
understanding. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  You  do  not. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  If  the  gentleman  will 
ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  I 
think  the  chairman  can  clear  that  up. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  gentle¬ 
man  is  a  member  of  the  committee,  of 
course,  and  he  knows  better  than  I  do, 
but  all  I  see  in  the  bill  is  that  you  estab¬ 
lish  a  commission,  the  commission  estab¬ 
lishes  a  plan,  and  the  Congress  takes  the 
plan  or  rejects  it.  That  is  all  there  is 
to  it.  I  come  back  and  I  still  insist  that, 
if  you  adopt  this  bill,  all  the  House  is 
doing  is  saying  that  we  are  ready,  able, 
and  willing  to  consider  a  plan  for  uni¬ 
versal  military  training ;  and  we  can  re¬ 
ject  it  or  take  it,  as  we  please. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  it  not  fair,  I  ask  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  that  if  the 
House  rejects  the  plan  offered  by  the 
commission  that  is  set  up  that  they  come 
right  back  with  another  plan?  And  if 
the  House  refuses  to  accept  the  second 
plan  they  can  come  back  with  a  third 
until  we  repudiate  the  law  that  we  enact? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Of  course; 
they  can  keep  coming  back  as  many 
times  as  they  want  to,  and  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned  I  hope  they  do  keep  com¬ 
ing  back  until  we  perfect  the  thing.  I 
want  to  see  this  thing  perfected. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  bill  does 
provide  for  the  creation  of  a  universal 


military  training  corps,  but  it  specifies 
that  nobody  shall  be  inducted  into  the 
corps  until  a  plan  and  program  of  train¬ 
ing  has  been  approved  by  Congress. 

I  point  out  further  that  if  a  plan  is 
adopted  by  the  Congress  for  universal 
military  training  that  it  may  be  repealed 
by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress 
without  requiring  the  approval  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Yes;  I  am 
glad  the  gentleman  from  New  York  has 
brought  that  out,  because  even  after  you 
have  adopted  the  plan,  if  you  like  the 
plan  and  it  gets  into  operation  and  then 
you  find  you  do  not  like  it,  you  can  repeal 
it  by  concurrent  resolution. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  The  gentleman  from 
Virginia  made  it  clear,  I  think,  that  there 
is  not  anything  to  consider  until  this 
commission  presents  a  plan.  If  that  be 
so  why  should  we  be  considering  estab¬ 
lishing  this  program  in  a  part  of  this 
bill  at  this  time?  Why  not  wait  until 
this  so-called  emergency  is  over?  Some 
people  think  this  emergency  is  going  to 
last  for  20  years.  Why  consider  some¬ 
thing  that  is  not  before  us? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  do  not  yield 
further.  Answering  the  gentleman’s 
question,  I  do  not  know  why  the  commit¬ 
tee  put  it  in;  I  am  not  a  member  of  it. 
But  I  will  tell  you  why  I  would  have  put 
it  in,  because  as  soon  as  the  emergency 
is  over  nobody  will  be  willing  to  consider 
it.  I  think  that  now  is  the  time  to  put 
it  in. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  think  it  is  better  to 
let  the  legislation  be  considered  on  its 
merits  instead  of  trying  to  put  it  in 
under  some  subterfuge  like  they  are  try¬ 
ing  to  do  as  part  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  and  the  membership 
will  have  every  opportunity  to  consider 
it  under  this  bill.  You  can  offer  a  sub¬ 
stitute  and  one  perhaps  will  be  offered 
to  strike  it  out  if  they  want  to.  There 
is  not  any  skulduggery  about  this  thing. 
We  hear  a  lot  of  talk  about  skulduggery 
but  I  cannot  see  that  there  has  been  any 
skulduggery  about  it.  The  committee 
has  considered  the  matter.  They  think 
this  is  an  opportune  time  for  the  House 
to  consider  it. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Do  I  interpret  what 
the  gentleman  is  trying  to  say  is  that 
what  we  are  trying  to  do  here  is  to  put 
our  foot  into  the  door  of  every  home  in 
America? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  do  not 
know  what  construction  the  gentleman 
places  on  my  remarks,  but  they  speak 
for  themselves. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  one  more  brief  ob¬ 
servation? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  for  a 
question.  Does  the  gentleman  wish  to 
ask  a  question? 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  asked  the  gentleman 
to  yield  for  a  brief  observation. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  do  not 
yield  for  that  purpose. 
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Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  The  gentleman 
stated  that  a  program  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  should  not  be  written  on 
the  floor  of  the  House.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  also  feel  that  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  this  House  which  he  states 
he  holds  in  such  high  consideration,  can¬ 
not  write  such  a  program  at  all? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  No;  I  think 
they  could  write  it  if  they  wanted  to; 
they  could  write  a  bill  if  they  wanted  to. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Why  not  have 
the  program  written  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  presented  to  the 
House? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  They  are 
prepared  to  do  it.  I  will  go  a  step  fur¬ 
ther;  as  a  matter  of  fact  I  would  rather 
have  the  combined  judgment  of  this 
commission  plus  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  than  to  take  either  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  or  the  com¬ 
mission  separately. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Having  in  mind 
the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mew  York  [Mr.  Cole]  as  well  as  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Arends],  does  the  gentleman  ad¬ 
dressing  the  House  now  agree  that  the 
bill  sets  up  a  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  corps? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  agree  that 
it  sets  up  a  commission,  but  it  does  not 
set  up  any  corps  until  this  House  adopts 
it. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield  further,  the  reason  I  asked  that 
question — and  I  wanted  to  get  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  opinion  on  it — I  understood  the 
gentleman  to  say  in  response  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole]  about 
the  corps,  that  it  set  up  a  corps. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Virginia  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  so  far  as  this  rule  is  con¬ 
cerned  there  is  evidently  no  controversy 
and  no  dispute  over  it.  If  a  matter  ever 
deserved  to  come  before  this  body  for 
full  and  complete  discussion  this  bill  is 
that  type  of  legislation.  There  should 
be  no  question  regarding  the  granting 
of  a  rule  for  the  consideraiton  of  this 
bill. 

As  a  member  of  the  Rules  Committee 
I  wish  to  compliment  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  for  the  care,  the  length 
of  time  and  the  hard  work  that  we  know 
has  been  put  in  on  this  matter.  The 
significant  thing  about  the  bill  is  that  it 
was  actually  written  by  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services.  Testimony  to  that 
effect  was  abundant  in  the  hearing  be¬ 
fore  the  Rules  Committee  which  brought 
the  pending  resolution  to  the  floor.  In 
my  opinion,  that  is  the  way  legislation 
should  be  written  and  brought  to  the 
House  for  consideration.  I  wish  I  could 
say  as  much  for  some  of  the  other  bills 
that  we  have  considered  and  will  con¬ 
sider  in  the  future.  In  too  many  in¬ 
stances,  bills  have  been  handed  to  leg¬ 
islative  committees,  more  or  less  rubber 


stamped  and  then  sent  to  the  floor  for 
consideration. 

This  bill,  controversial  as  it  is,  and  it  is 
very  evident  that  it  is  controversial,  is 
based  on  the  best  thinking  and  the  best 
judgment  of  the  members  of  our  great 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  They 
have  favorably  reported  the  bill  to  the 
floor  for  the  consideration  of  the  House. 

I  may  say  further  that,  as  the  rule  so 
clearly  states,  the  substitute  offered  by 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  as  an 
amendment  to  Senate  bill  No.  1  will  be 
considered  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  as  an  original  bill.  Under 
the  rule  all  of  the  procedure  generally 
followed  in  the  consideration  of  original 
bills  will  prevail  when  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  considers  the  pending  bill. 
The  question  will  finally  come  on  the 
committee  amendment  to  the  Senate  bill, 
but  in  perfecting  the  amendment  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  it  will 
be  handled  as  original  legislation. 

Mr.  Speaker,  at  this  time  I  yield  such 
time  as  she  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts  [Mrs. 
Rogers], 

(Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts 
asked  and  was  given  permission  to  revise 
and  extend  her  remarks  and  include  an 
article  appearing  in  the  Lowell  (Mass.) 
Sun.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  this  afternoon,  at  2:30  o’clock, 
at  the  Pentagon,  the  highest  military 
honor  our  country  can  give  to  one  of  its 
defenders  will  be  bestowed,  posthumous¬ 
ly,  upon  Pfc  J.  Raymond  Ouellette,  of 
my  home  city  of  Lowell,  Mass. 

Gen.  Omar  N.  Bradley,  chairman  of 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  will  make  the 
presentation  of  the  Congressional  Medal 
of  Honor  to  Raymond  Ouellette’s  mother, 
Mrs.  Rose  B.  Ouellette,  who  lives  at  23 
Cabot  Street,  Lowell. 

This  20-year-old  boy  was  one  of  eight 
young  children  left  fatherless  17  years 
ago  by  the  accidental  drowning  of  his 
parent.  His  mother,  devoted  to  her  large 
family,  worked  hard  to  clothe  and  feed 
them  until  some  became  old  enough  to 
help  out.  Today  the  Ouellette  family  is 
typical  of  many  such  Lowell  families, 
successfully  bound  together  by  the  soli¬ 
darity  of  family  ties  which  only  a  de¬ 
voted  mother  can  gain  over  a  long  period 
of  years  looking  after  her  children. 

Raymond  Ouellette  became  interested 
In  military  training  through  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard,  and  he  received  his  early 
training  at  the  State  armory  on  West- 
ford  Street.  He  volunteered  for  service 
shortly  after  the  beginning  of  the  Korean 
conflict  and  soon  landed  in  Korea  as  a 
member  of  Company  H,  Ninth  Infantry 
Regiment,  Second  Infantry  Division. 

The  action  which  won  the  Medal  of 
Honor  for  Private  First  Class  Ouellette 
was  one  of  continued  personal  sacrifice 
in  his  successful  effort  to  save  his  unit 
from  complete  annihilation.  Repeatedly 
he  exposed  himself  to  enemy  machine 
gun  and  small-arms  fire,  carrying  water 
for  his  wounded  comrades  who  had  been 
without  water  for  3  days;  fighting 
against  terrific  enemy  concentrations,  he 
instilled  in  his  comrades  by  his  example 
an  esprit  de  corps  that  delivered  his  unit 
from  its  perilous  position.  Even  after 


being  severely  wounded,  he  continued  to 
fight  by  throwing  hand  grenades  at  the 
attacking  enemy.  This  he  did  until  a 
direct  hit  upon  his  fox  hole  ended  his  life. 

It  is  very  difficult  to  find  appropriate 
words  to  pay  the  deserved  tribute  to  this 
young  hero.  He  gave  far  more  than 
duty  called  upon  him  to  give.  Fighting 
in  a  strange  country,  under  indescribable 
conditions  of  hardship,  he  made  the  su¬ 
preme  sacrifice  that  his  comrades  and  his 
unit  might  be  saved.  No  man  could  give 
more  than  that. 

Mrs.  Rose  B.  Ouellette  should  be  very 
proud  of  her  boy,  and  I  know  she  is. 
Today  is  a  very  trying  day  for  her,  but  I 
know  that  her  sadness  over  the  loss  of 
her  brave  son  will  be  tempered  by  the 
realization  that  he  lived  and  died  in 
keeping  with  the  greatest  and  most  es¬ 
teemed  tradition  of  the  military  service. 

The  city  of  Lowell,  the  Commonwealth 
of  Massachusetts,  and  the  entire  Nation 
should  be  extremely  proud  of  this  Lowell 
hero  who  gave  his  life  that  freedom 
might  live.  We  in  the  Congress  should 
do  him  homage. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  a  part  of  my  remarks, 
I  include  the  following  articles  from  the 
Lowell  Sun: 

Award  Congressional  Medal  op  Honor  to 

Lowell  Soldier — Pfc  J.  Raymond  Ouel¬ 
lette  Was  Killed  in  Korean  War — Local 

GI  Gave  Life  on  Volunteer  Mission  To 

Rescue  His  Buddies 

Lowell.— The  Congressional  Medal  of 
Honor,  the  Nation’s  highest  award  to  Its 
fighting  men,  has  been  awarded  posthumously 
to  Pfc  J.  Raymond  Ouellette,  son  of  Mrs. 
Rose  B.  Ouellette,  of  23  Cabot  Street,  it  was 
announced  today  by  Army  authorities  in 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Announcement  of  the  awarding  of  this 
coveted  honor  by  the  Department  of  the 
Army,  also  carried  the  news  that  the  presen¬ 
tation  will  be  made  next  Tuesday,  April  3,  at 
the  Pentagon  in  Washington,  to  the  hero’s 
mother,  and  that  at  the  ceremonies  will  be 
his  sister,  Mrs.  Estelle  B.  Lefebvre,  also  of  23 
Cabot  Street,  and  his  brothers,  Robert,  of  12 
Cabot  Street,  and  Roland,  residing  with  his 
mother. 

The  late  Pfc  J.  Raymond  Ouellette  at¬ 
tended  St.  Joseph’s  Boys  School  on  Merri¬ 
mack  Street,  this  city,  prior  to  enlisting  in 
the  Army  for  a  5-year  term  on  January  30, 
1948,  after  serving  with  the  National  Guard. 
He  was  first  reported  as  missing  in  action 
somewhere  in  Korea  on  September  3  and 
news  of  his  death,  correcting  the  earlier  re¬ 
port,  come  later. 

Death  came  to  the  young  man  during  4 
days  of  fierce  fighting  near  Yongsan  and  hon¬ 
oring  him  in  death  at  the  Pentagon,  Tues¬ 
day,  April  3,  will  be  Gen.  Omar  N.  Bradley, 
chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  who 
will  make  the  presentation  of  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Medal  of  Honor. 

Ouellette  was  20  years  old  and  a  member 
of  Company  H,  Ninth  Infantry  Regiment, 
Second  Infantry  Division.  He  enlisted  at 
Fort  Banks,  Boston,  and  accompanied  the 
Second  Infantry  Division  overseas  in  July  of 
1950. 

eye-witness  account 

The  action  which  won  the  Medal  of  Honor 
for  Private  First  Class  Ouellette  is  dramat¬ 
ically  described  in  an  eye-witness  account  by 
his  platoon  sergeant,  Master  Sgt.  Grover  L. 
Bozarth,  of  Austin,  Tex.,  as  follows: 

“About  11:15,  the  night  of  August  31,  1950, 
the  North  Korean  forces  attacked  the  position 
held  by  the  Second  Batallion,  Ninth  Infan¬ 
try,  on  the  ea?t  bank  of  the  Naktong  River. 

“Early  the  next  morning,  Private  First 
Class  Ouellette  volunteered  for  a  patrol 
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which  was  to  reconnoiter  Hill  209,  approxi¬ 
mately  400  yards  north  of  the  perimeter. 
This  patrol  was  to  try  to  establish  contact 
with  friendly  forces  thought  to  be  on  the 
hill.  The  patrol  was  halted  at  the  base  of 
Hill  209  by  extremely  heavy  machine  gun 
fire  and  Private  Ouellette  volunteered  to  rec¬ 
onnoiter  the  hill  alone.  He  proceeded  to 
the  top  of  the  hill  and  to  the  far  side  while 
exposed  to  the  fire  of  enemy  machine  guns. 
He  found  that  friendly  forces  had  vacated 
the  hill. 

“During  the  afternoon  of  September  3, 
Private  First  Class  Ouellette  volunteered  to 
attempt  to  retrieve  a  5-gallon  water  can 
which  had  been  air  dropped  about  600  yards 
east  of  the  perimeter.  The  men  had  been 
without  water  for  3  days  and  the  only  mois¬ 
ture  available  was  the  early  morning  dew 
licked  off  rifle  stocks,  grass,  and  items  of 
equipment.  Many  of  the  wounded  were  de¬ 
lirious  from  lack  of  water. 

"The  route  to  the  water  can  was  down  hill 
and  covered  by  machine-gun  fire  from  two 
enemy  tanks  and  two  gun  positions.  Against 
this  heavy  fire,  Private  Ouellette  made  his 
way  to  the  water  can  which  he  found  to  be 
shot  full  of  holes  and  empty  of  water. 

“On  his  way  back  to  the  perimeter,  he 
found  a  water  hole  and  filled  his  helmet. 
Enemy  fire  became  so  heavy  he  was  unable 
to  keep  the  water  from  spilling  from  his  hel¬ 
met  as  he  crawled  along  the  ground. 
Although  he  returned  to  the  perimeter 
empty-handed  his  brave  action  witnessed 
by  men  on  the  perimeter,  stirred  them  to  the 
highest  spirits  and  increased  their  morale 
greatly. 

“Later,  the  same  day,  five  Koreans  were 
killed  about  25  yards  on  the  north  side  of 
the  perimeter  and  Private  Ouellette  volun¬ 
teered  to  go  to  their  bodies  and  retrieve  their 
grenades,  which  were  sorely  needed. 

“He  stepped  out  of  the  perimeter  unknown 
to  anyone  and  worked  his  way  to  the  bodies. 
One  of  the  North  Koreans  was  still  alive 
and  was  killed  by  Ouellette  with  a  trench 
knife  in  a  hand-to-hand  battle.  He  then 
returned  to  his  unit  with  five  enemy  hand 
grenades  that  were  covered  with  blood. 

“The  North  Koreans  assaulted  Ouellette’s 
position  many  times  and  on  six  occasions  the 
enemy  threw  hand  grenades  directly  into  his 
foxhole.  Each  time  he  would  leap  from 
the  fox  hole  into  the  enemy  small  arms  fire 
covering  the  area  until  the  grenade  exploded 
and  would  then  return  to  his  hole  and  con¬ 
tinue  to  fight. 

"At  the  seventh  attempt  to  neutralize  Pri¬ 
vate  Ouellette’s  position,  he  was  severely 
wounded  by  an  enemy  grenade.  Although 
rapidly  weakening  from  the  loss  of  blood 
from  his  wound,  Ouellette  continued  to  fight 
by  throwing  hand  grenades  at  the  attacking 
enemy  until  the  enemy  blasted  his  position 
once  more  with  a  direct  hit  in  his  fox  hole. 

“This  grenade  ended  his  life.” 

The  Medal  of  Honor  citation  contains  all 
the  facts  related  by  Sergeant  Bozarth  and 
ends  with  the  words  “The  extraordinary 
heroism  and  intrepidity  displayed  by  Private 
Ouellette  reflects  the  highest  credit  upon 
himself  and  was  in  keeping  with  the  es¬ 
teemed  traditions  of  the  military  services.” 


Mother  and  Marist  Brothers  Loom  Large  in 
Background  of  Hero — Private  First  Class 
Ouellette  Learned  Democracy  the  Hard 
WAY 

(By  Leon  W.  Lamoureux) 

Lowell. — “He  was  always  obstinate,  even 
in  his  younger  days  when  he  decided  to  do 
a  thing,  nothing  could  stop  him.” 

Thus  spoke  Mrs.  Rose  B.  Ouellette,  mother 
of  Pfc  Raymond  Ouellette,  the  second  man 
in  the  history  of  Lowell  to  win  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Medal  of  Honor.  It  was  back  in  1898, 
during  the  Spanish-American  War  that  Lt. 
George  Charette,  United  States  Navy,  gained 


this  honor  by  helping  In  sinking  a  ship  at 
the  entrance  of  the  harbor  of  Santiago,  Cuba, 
thus  hemming  in  the  Spanish  Fleet. 

Charette  lived  to  enjoy  the  fruits  of  his 
heroic  action  and  died  a  few  years  ago,  being 
buried  in  Arlington  National  Cemetery  with 
others  of  the  Nation’s  heroes. 

Pfc  Raymond  Ouellette  lies  today  in  a  grave 
in  Korea  where  he  helped  make  history  by 
his  hproic  actions  by  which  his  companions, 
without  water  and  running  low  in  ammuni¬ 
tion,  were  saved  from  certain  death  by  this 
20-year-old  Lowell  man  who  gave  his  all  that 
democracy  might  survive. 

Full  details  of  the  action  which  won  the 
coveted  honor  for  Private  First  Class  Ouel¬ 
lette  are  contained  in  a  story  which  appears 
elsewhere  today.  What  the  people  of  Lowell 
are  interested  in  also  is  the  background  of 
Ouellette  and  his  family.  Is  the  family  rich, 
is  it  poor? 

father  accidentally  drowned 

It  was  17  years  ago  that  Elisee  Ouellette 
accidentally  drowned  in  the  Merrimack  River 
near  the  mouth  of  Beaver  Brook.  His  death 
left  Mrs.  Ouellette  with  eight  young  children 
and  thus  began  a  battle  for  survival  and 
bringing  up  a  family  of  boys  and  girls. 

Indications  point  to  the  fact  that  it  hasn’t 
been  easy  for  Mrs.  Ouellette  but  next  Tues¬ 
day,  she  receives  a  reward  accorded  few 
mothers,  that  of  knowing  that  her  labors 
were  not  in  vain.  After  all,  proof  of  her 
success  with  her  family  lies  in  the  fact  that 
her  son’s  heroism  serves  today  as  a  beacon 
light  for  Americans  fighting  in  other  parts 
of  the  world  to  prevent  the  spread  of  com¬ 
munism. 

PROUD  TEACHERS 

And  the  Marist  Brothers  of  St.  Joseph’s 
Boys’  School,  on  Merrimack  Street,  must  feel 
some  pride  in  their  former  pupil.  When 
they  look  at  his  successors  facing  them  to¬ 
day,  these  good  teachers  can’t  help  but  think 
that  among  them  may  be  heroes  who  some 
day  will  become  the  Charettes  of  1898  or  the 
Ouellettes  of  1951  and  that  what  is  taught 
them  today  in  the  form  of  love  of  God  and 
country  will  help  sustain  them  when  the 
time  comes  to  make  the  all  important  de¬ 
cision  between  life  and  death. 

MILITARY  TRAINING 

And  the  National  Guard  officers  and  men 
of  this  pity  can  well  be  proud  of  Private  First 
Class  Ouellette.  After  all,  didn’t  he  receive 
his  early  training  there  on  Westford  Street, 
at  the  State  armory?  It  was  there  that  this 
young  hero  learned  the  rudiments  of  mili¬ 
tary  training  which  served  him  so  well  in 
Korea.  So  that,  in  honoring  the  memory  of 
the  late  Pfc.  Raymond  Ouellette,  the  people 
of  the  United  States  also  paid  tribute  to  the 
units  which  nurtured  him  militarily,  the 
Massachusetts  National  Guard. 

TYPICAL  FAMILY 

The  Ouellette  family  is  typical  of  many 
in  Lowell  today,  forced  by  the  housing  short¬ 
age  to  live  in  a  house  at  23  Cabot  Street 
when  its  members  could  well  stand  extra 
space.  One  thing  that  isn’t  missing  there, 
however,  is  this  solidarity  of  family  ties 
which  only  a  devoted  mother  can  gain  over 
a  long  period  of  years  of  looking  after  chil¬ 
dren,  working  hard  to  clothe  and  feed  them 
until  some  become  old  enough  to  help  out. 

When  work  became  scarce  in  Lowell,  one 
boy,  Roland,  moved  to  Barre,  Vt.,  where  he 
.  married  the  former  Gloria  Inman.  Not  long 
ago,  he  brought  her  and  their  child  to  Lowell 
after  obtaining  work  and,  like  the  good 
mother  that  she  is,  Mrs.  Ouellette  changed 
things  around  in  her  home  and  found  a 
place  for  these  three  additions  to  her  family. 

Robert,  his  wife,  Alice,  and  their  three 
children  reside  at  12  Cabot  Street. 

Her  next  oldest  boy  was  Raymond.  A 
junior  high  student  at  St.  Joseph’s  High 
School,  Raymond  could  wait  to  graduate 


from  school  to  Join  the  Army  when  condi¬ 
tions  grew  worse  in  world  affairs  and  he  soon 
landed  in  Korea. 

His  former  teachers  and  all  his  chums 
agree  on  one  thing  and  that  is  that  Ray¬ 
mond  was  a  go-getter.  Anything  he  under¬ 
took,  he  wanted  to  finish,  whether  he  was 
playing  baseball,  football,  hockey,  or  enjoy¬ 
ing  other  sports  on  the  North  Common. 
Nothing  stopped  him  in  his  younger  days 
and  only  death  was  successful  in  stopping 
him  there  in  Korea. 

Sharing  in  the  honor  conferred  the  hero 
is  his  grandfather,  Ephrem  Heroux  who  to¬ 
day  observes  his  seventy-fourth  birthday 
anniversary.  Hr.  Heroux,  who  lives  with  his 
daughter,  Mrs.  Ouellette,  has  seen  his  grand¬ 
children  grow  and  has  shared  with  his 
daughter  the  many  trials  and  tribulations 
which  go  with  bringing  up  a  family. 

Living  in  the  downstairs  apartment  at  23 
Cabot  Street  is  a  sister  of  Raymond,  Estelle, 
now  Mrs.  George  Lefebvre.  The  oldest  of  the 
Ouellette  children,  she  has  two  of  her  own. 

Rita  and  Therese  are  residing  with  rela¬ 
tives  in  Wrentham  while  Beatrice  is  with 
relatives  in  Middleboro,  these  changes  having 
been  necessary  by  lack  of  space  at  home. 

Last  but  not  least  is  Edward,  a  student  at 
Green  School  who  looks  forward,  he  says, 
to  going  to  work  to  help  his  mother  and 
replace,  in  some  way,  his  big  brother,  Ray¬ 
mond. 

LEAVE  LOWELL  SUNDAY 

Mrs.  Ouellette  with  her  daughter,  Mrs. 
Lefebvre  and  her  sons,  Robert  and  Roland, 
will  leave  Lowell  Sunday,  at  Government 
expense,  so  as  to  arrive  in  Washington  by 
Tuesday  when  the  presentation  of  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Medal  of  Honor  will  be  made  at 
the  Pentagon  by  Gen.  Omar  Bradley. 

At  play  or  at  work,  Raymond  Ouellette 
proved  determined  to  the  point  of  being  ob¬ 
stinate.  When  he  set  his  heart  on  some¬ 
thing,  he  did  it.  He  proved  this  in  Korea. 
It  was  not  the  act  of  a  man  under  pressure, 
not  the  act  of  a  man  battling  for  his  life. 

Ouellette’s  actions  were  cool  and  calcu¬ 
lated.  He  knew  the  risks.  He  faced  them 
for  the  sake  of  his  companions.  He  couldn’t 
stand  by  while  some  were  suffering  from 
wounds.  He  knew  that  after  3  days  without 
water,  ammunition  running  low,  with  hun¬ 
dreds  of  the  enemy  waiting  like  vultures  to 
spring  on  the  Americans  and  annihilate 
them,  that  something  had  to  be  done. 

Pfc  Raymond  Ouellette  did  it. 

He  had  what  it  takes  to  be  a  hero. 

Mr.  ELLSWORTH.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
yield  20  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Reed], 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Speaker, 
our  greatest  defensive  strength  in  Amer¬ 
ica  today  is  our  wonderful  manpower- 
skilled,  educated,  trained  in  the  indus¬ 
trial  arts,  familiar  with  every  technique 
of  mass  production,  world  leaders  in  the 
know-how  of  machinery. 

The  distinctive,  and  probably  decisive, 
contribution  of  this  mighty  Nation  to 
the  defense  of  freedom  is,  and  must  re¬ 
main,  this  tremendous  industrial  ca¬ 
pacity — our  ability  to  produce  planes, 
guns,  tanks,  ships,  ammunition  and 
heavy  transportation  equipment,  labor- 
saving  farm  machinery,  machine  tools, 
and  precision  instruments.  These  are 
the  very  sinews  of  victory.  They  are 
the  only  possible  weapons  with  which  we 
may  hope  to  hold  to  a  sense  of  decent 
accountability  the  wanton  and  cruel  ex¬ 
penditure  of  manpower  by  the  Commu¬ 
nist  masters  of  Asia’s  nomadic  hordes. 

But  we  can  never  supply  these  vital, 
essential,  and  decisive  tools  of  security 
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and  defense  if  we  if  we  are  to  squander 
our  skilled  manpower  in  numberless  divi¬ 
sions  and  vast  armies  of  foot  soldiers  for 
Europe,  Asia,  Africa— and  where  next? 

Admiral  Nimitz  has  said : 

The  American  productive  economy  is  our 
greatest  strength  and  our  greatest  weapon. 
Weaken  it  and  you  undermine  our  military 
power  at  its  source. 

And  let  me  call  as  another  witness, 
Mr.  Marriner  S.  Eccles,  Vice  Chairman 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  Board.  He  ap¬ 
peared  before  the  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Economic  Report  as  recently  as  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  this  year.  He  said : 

We  should  recognize  the  fact  that  our  un¬ 
rivalled  productive  capacity  is  our  strongest 
line  of  defense,  that  our  ability  to  produce 
is  determined  largely  by  our  available  man¬ 
power;  that  our  country  is  the  arsenal  of 
the  free  nations,  and  must  not  be  weakened 
by  a  military  program  which  we  cannot 
maintain  indefinitely  without  regimentation 
or  inflation,  or  which  leads  to  war.  We 
should  keep  our  ground  forces  as  small  as 
possible  so  as  to  maintain  our  production 
at  full  strength.  Our  manpower  can  con¬ 
tribute  far  more  to  the  defense  of  the  free 
world  in  our  production  lines,'  in  our  Navy 
and  Air  Force,  than  in  the  front  lines  of 
land  armies  in  Asia  or  Europe.  Under  the 
protection  of  American  and  British  airland 
sea  power  the  free  nations  on  the  periphery 
of  the  Soviet  empire  can  readily  rearm  with 
the  great  help  we  can  give  them  from  cur 
production  lines. 

These  are  the  reasons  I  call  Mrs. 
Rosenberg’s  program  a  plan  to  defeat 
America.  It  is  a  plan  which,  intended  or 
not,  would  sabotage  America’s  greatest 
strength — ample  manpower  skilled  in 
the  daily  know-how  of  mass  production. 

Already  we  see  this  sabotage  weaken¬ 
ing  us  in  many  industries.  Young  men 
who  have  been  developing  their  skills  for 
2  to  5  times  in  a  given  line  of  produc¬ 
tion  are  gathered  in  pell-mell  into  the 
military  camps.  They  cannot  be  re¬ 
placed  on  the  production  lines  in  less 
than  12  to  18  months,  at  the  minimum. 

In  our  grain  belt  of  the  Middle-west, 
skilled,  able,  and  trained  farm  boys  are 
being  yanked  from  their  productive  tasks 
for  shipment  to  Korea,  Germany,  or  to 
the  four  points  of  the  compass  in  the 
United  States.  -And  these  young  men  are 
being  replaced  by  field  workers  imported 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  from 
Jamaica,  Puerto  Rico,  or  Mexico — men 
who  have  not  the  skill  to  operate  a  trac¬ 
tor,  combine,  or  truck,  and  to  whom  a 
milking  machine  is  but  one  step  removed 
in  complexity  and  confusion  from  an 
atom  bomb.  By  this  program  we  are  ex¬ 
porting  Nebraskans  to  do  battle  in  the 
rice  paddies  of  Korea,  and  importing 
Jamaicans  to  do  their  essential  produc¬ 
tive  work  in  Nebraska.  By  this  formula. 
Prof.  Albert  Einstein  would  make  his 
great  contribution  to  the  defense  effort 
by  taking  an  emergency  assignment 
driving  a  delivery  truck.  Man  power  is 
manpower  under  Mrs.  Rosenberg’s  sys¬ 
tem,  which  measures  values  in  numbers, 
v/ithout  regard  to  skills,  training,  educa¬ 
tion,  and  that  rich  heritage  of  energy 
and  ingenuity  which  is  the  peculiar  gift 
of  free  men.  Such  a  determination  of 
manpower  programs  in  this  country  to¬ 
day  is  sheer  madness.  It  must  be  called 
sabotage  in  high  places,  because  it  has 
never  been  defended,  even  by  its  spon¬ 


sors,  save  on  the  ground  of  hysterical  ex¬ 
pediency  which  takes  no  account  of  the 
long-term  needs  of  American  life.  De¬ 
stroy  America’s  advntage  in  skilled  man¬ 
power  for  our  industries,  and  you  destroy 
America  at  one  strike  from  within. 

If  universal  military  training  for  all 
youths  at  18  years  of  age  is  the  first  ne¬ 
cessity  for  the  defense  of  free  Europe,  as 
we  are  so  emphatically  told,  why  .is  it 
that  no  nation  on  the  Continent  had 
adopted  the  18-year-old  draft  for  itself? 

France,  Italy,  Belgium,  and  Denmark 
do  not  draft  men  until  they  are  20. 
Portugal  and  the  Netherlands  do  not 
draft  before  21  years  of  age.  Luxem¬ 
burg,  Iceland,  and  Canada  have  no  draft 
laws  whatever  for  overseas  service,  but 
rely  entirely  upon  voluntary  enlistments. 

Nor  does  any  nation  in  the  North  At¬ 
lantic  Pact  draft  any  man  for  as  long  as 
27  months,  the  minimum  terms  proposed 
by  the  administration  in  the  pending 
bill.  Most  nations  on  the  continent  take 
men  for  only  12  to  18  months.  Yet  we 
are  told  that  every  American  youth  must 
be  drafted  at  18  for  a  stretch  of  27 
months.  I  ask  again,  if  the  18-year-old 
draft  is  the  obvious  answer  to  Europe’s 
defense  problems,  why  has  no  European 
nation  adopted  that  solution  for  itself? 
And  if  27  months  of  service  is  the  very 
minimum  required  to  save  Europe,  why 
is  it  that  no  nation  on  the  Continent  has 
adopted  that  period  of  service? 

Or  are  we  to  understand  that  only 
American  18-year-olds  are  fit  to  be 
drafted  for  Europe’s  wars? 

Under  the  Rosenberg  selection  system, 
the  Government  would  decide  who,  and 
how  many,  among  those  drafted,  should 
go  to  college.  But  the  basis  for  selection 
for  college  is  not  set  forth  in  the  bill. 
It  would  be  a  matter  for  administrative 
regulations  to  be  promulgated  later. 
This  is  statism  .in  its  rawest  and  most 
repulsive  form — bureaucratic  selection 
for  higher  education,  not  one  whit  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  system  now  in  full  force 
and  effect  in  Russia,  whereby  the  Krem¬ 
lin  picks  its  elite  corps  on  the  basis  of 
proficiency  in  the  godless  dogmas  and 
routines  of  pagan  communism. 

In  other  aspects,  the  Rosenberg  pro¬ 
posals  are  shocking  to  American  tradi¬ 
tions.  They  are  proposals  to  make  every 
young  man  the  property  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  on  his  eighteenth  birthday.  Under 
such  a  program  all  concerns  of  family 
relationship  would  terminate.  All  con¬ 
siderations  of  individual  choice,  prefer¬ 
ence,  personal  predilection,  and  special 
aptitudes  would  end  as  factors  governing 
the  careers  of  American  boys.  They 
would  all  be  tossed  into  the  military 
maw,  like  so  many  apples  into  a  cider 
mill — each  counted  as  one,  regardless  of 
those  special  values  and  qualities  of  hu¬ 
man  nature  which  differ  men  from  beasts 
of  the  field.  These  are  the  measure¬ 
ments  of  stark  paganism,  unblushing 
godlessness.  The  American  people  will 
never  tolerate  them. 

The  Government  alone  would  deter¬ 
mine  who  would  go  to  college.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  select  the  college.  The 
Government  would  hand  the  student  his 
course  of  studies.  After  June  1954  every 
college  graduating  class  in  the  United 
States  would  be  composed  of  men  selected 


and  directed  100  percent  by  the  Rosen¬ 
berg  selection  system. 

And  then  what?  At  graduation  these 
men  would  go  into  the  military  service  to 
finish  up  the  remaining  23  months  they 
still  owed  on  their  original  draft  term 
of  27  months.  All  they  get  before  col¬ 
lege  is  4  months  of  basic  training.  They 
then  would  be  in  the  Reserves  until  26 
years  of  age. 

This  is  not  an  emergency  program. 
It  is  a  proposal  for  a  fixed  national  policy. 
It  is  an  attempt  to  establish  a  manpower 
dictatorship  in  these  free  States.  To 
rule  the  future  lives  of  all  men  beyond 
their  eighteenth  birthday  easily  could  be 
an  entering  wedge  for  practices  and  pro¬ 
gram  already  in  operation  behind  the 
iron  curtain. 

It  is  worthy  of  note  that  in  the  debates 
in  another  body  it  was  stated  openly 
against  this  bill  that  it  was  Trojan- 
horse  project  to  force  iron-curtain  poli¬ 
cies  upon  America  in  the  name  of  crisis 
and  emergency.  The  Association  of 
American  Colleges,  comprising  some  900 
university  presidents,  has  petitioned 
Congress  to  stop  this  mad,  hysterical 
rush  to  a  made-in-Moscow  regimenta¬ 
tion  of  the  entire  educational  system 
beyond  high  school. 

The  universal  drafting  of  18-year-olds 
would  seriously  undermine  professional 
and  technical  education  in  this  country 
in  the  short  space  of  perhaps  5  years. 
Freedom  in  education  would  be  at  an 
end. 

As  long  ago  as  1945  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Higher  Education 
strongly  urged  upon  the  attention  of 
Congress  “the  rapidly  increasing  short¬ 
age  of  men  in  professional  fields  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  national  welfare,  such  as 
medicine,  dentistry,  engineering,  physics, 
chemistry,  divinity,  and  others.  With 
each  year  of  war  the  gap  in  the  flow  of 
young  men  into  these  essential  fields  be¬ 
comes  a  more  serious  threat  to  the 
national  health,  safety,  and  interest.” 

I  would  suggest  to  every  Member  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  who  believes  there 
is  some  value  to  education  in  the  pres¬ 
ervation  of  our  form  of  government  to 
get  the  April  Atlantic  magazine  and  read 
the  article  by  the  president  of  Yale  Uni¬ 
versity.  It  is  a  masterpiece.  In  that 
article  he  shews  exactly  what  this  type 
of  legislation  is  going  to  do  to  the  educa¬ 
tional  system  in  this  country. 

Furthermore,  he  points  out  that  Russia 
is  filling  all  her  schools  with  technical 
trainees  in  these  engineering  professions. 

How  much  more  acute  would  this 
problem  become  with  universal  military 
training?  During  the  first  years  of  op¬ 
eration  under  the  pending  bill,  only  75,- 
000  men  a  year  would  be  authorized  to 
remain  in  the  colleges — at  the  personal 
selection  of  the  President. 

This  is  why  we  are  justified  fully  in 
saying  that  historically  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  is  a  tool  of  dictators.  And 
it  is  also  a  fundamental  dogma  of  Com¬ 
munist  militarism.  Article  132  of  the 
Soviet  constitution  reads:  “Universal 
military  service  is  law.” 

Neither  is  it  true  that  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  provides  real  national  se¬ 
curity.  It  did  not  save  France  at  Water¬ 
loo.  And  in  both  World  War  I  and  World 
War  II  France  again  was  rescued  from 
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the  outside — and  both  times  by  nations 
which  did  not  have  universal  military 
training — the  United  States,  Britain, 
Canada,  and  Australia. 

In  Germany  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  has  b:cn  the  rule  since  1814.  And 
there  militarism  has  produced  its  usual 
harvest — poverty,  destruction,  and  na¬ 
tional  impotence. 

Japan  adopted  her  universal  military 
training  in  1873;  and  once  again  run¬ 
away  militarism  ground  the  nation  to 
the  dust  of  poverty,  destruction,  and 
humiliation. 

Russia  had  universal  military  training 
under  the  czars.  It  dir’  not  save  her 
from  internal  destruction  in  1917.  Nor 
did  it  ward  off  invasion  in  1841.  And 
here  again,  Russia  was  saved  by  powers 
which  did  not  have  universal  military 
training  in  1942-45.  Not  only  did  our 
boys  save  Russia  with  the  second  front 
in  Europe,  but  we  supplie  1  some  $12,- 
080,000,000  in  lend-lease  from  our  un¬ 
matched  production  lines. 

Let  us  look  to  prewar  Japan  for  a  pic¬ 
ture  of  universal  military  training  at 
work.  Militarism  in  Japan  at  length 
gained  the  upper  hand  over  the  parlia¬ 
mentary  system.  Then  militarism  in¬ 
doctrinated  the  draftees  with  these  in¬ 
structions  :  * 

To  make  a  good  soldier,  there  must  always 
be  an  immediate  enemy.  He  must  be  led  to 
believe  that  this  enemy  may  strike  today. 
He  must  be  convinced  that  the  enemy  is 
prepared  to  annihilate  our  country  at  the 
first  opportunity. 

From  this  state  of  mind  it  is,  of  course, 
but  a  short  step  to  the  complete  police 
state,  in  which  every  function  of  gov¬ 
ernment — and  ultimately  every  human 
thought  and  fancy — is  subordinated  to 
the  dictates  of  the  requirements  of  de¬ 
fense.  This  is  the  capstone  of  milita¬ 
rism — the  complete  garrison  state.  And 
when  people  cry  out  that  they  can  no 
longer  carry  the  load  of  nonproductive 
militarism,  what  happens?  First,  a  war 
incident  develops.  Bismarck  once  ob¬ 
served  in  a  moment  of  political  candor 
during  a  Berlin  crisis:  “A  small  war — 
not  too  big — would  be  a  great  conveni¬ 
ence.” 

Would  this  cruel  philosophy  of  power 
politics  explain  our  situation  in  Korea 
today? 

To  date  the  United  States  forces  have 
suffered  more  than  57,000  casualties  in 
Korea — more  casualties  than  the  total 
number  of  all  forces  supplied  in  that  war 
by  all  other  members  of  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  combined. 

Our  operation  in  Korea  is  called  col¬ 
lective  security.  But  in  that  operation 
since  last  June  25  the  United  States  is 
furnishing  more  than  90  percent  of  the 
armed  forces,  and  suffering  more  than 
90  percent  of  the  casualties.  We  have 
already  suffered  more  battlefield  casual¬ 
ties  in  this  Korean  misadventure  than 
our  American  forces  suffered  in  the 
Revolutionary  War.  Ii\that  war  for  na¬ 
tional  independence  our  total  casualties 
were  about  12,000.  In  the  War  of  1812 
we  suffered  7,000  casualties.  In  the 
Mexican  War  we  suffered  17,000;  and  in 
the  Spanish-American  War,  10,000.  In 
those  four  wars  we  suffered  about  46,000 
casualties  to  win  four  great  victories  for 


American  freedom.  In  Korea  we  have 
had  57,000  casualties,  for  what?  Will  it 
be  a  great  victory  when  we  get  back  to 
the  thirty-eighth  parallel? 

General  MacArthur  recently  told  the 
world  that  he  has  been  operating  in  Ko¬ 
rea  under  abnormal  military  inhibitions. 
Because  of  these  inhibitions,  he  said: 

The  battle  lines  cannot  fail  in  time  to 
reach  a  point  of  theoretical  military  stale¬ 
mate.  Thereafter  our  further  advance  would 
militarily  benefit  the  enemy  more  than  it 
would  ourselves. 

Who  is  running  this  war  to  make  an 
advance  of  our  fighting  men  a  greater 
gain  to  the  enemy  than  to  the  victor? 

Who  delivered  some  200,000  American 
boys  for  cannon  fodder  into  this  death 
trap  of  the  New  Deal’s  still-born  United 
Nations? 

Is  it  the  intention  of  this  Congress 
of  free  men  to  deliver  into  Mrs.  Rosen¬ 
berg’s  hands  a  perpetually  renewed 
standing  army  of  4,000,000  American 
boys,  ready  to  leap  to  fire-alarm  wars 
at  a  moment’s  notice  anywhere  around 
the  world?  Who  will  declare  these  wars 
which  our  boys  are  to  fight — as  in  Korea? 
Congress  was  not  even  consulted  on  the 
Korean  decision. 

Now,  General  MacArthur  tells  us 
frankly  that  his  hands  are  tied.  He  has 
overwhelming  air  power,  but  he  may  not 
strike  his  enemy’s  supply  lines  and  bases 
in  Manchuria.  Never  before  in  military 
history  has  a  field  commander  had  a 
a  narrower  field  of  judgment  and  deci¬ 
sion  in  the  field.  Every  move  he  con¬ 
siders  must  first  be  submitted  to  the 
United  Nations,  at  Lake  Success.  But 
now  the  United  Nations  is  in  recess.  A 
midwinter  vacation  in  Florida  is  of  ut¬ 
most  importance  to  the  cultivated  diplo¬ 
matic  temperament.  Let  all  wars  be 
started  in  the  balmy  June  of  Washing¬ 
ton — and  then  let  all  wars  run  them¬ 
selves,  so  long  as  American  replacements 
are  available  from  Mrs.  Rosenberg’s  se¬ 
lection  pool. 

The  whole  history  of  America  argues 
against  passage  of  this  bill  at  this  time. 

Universal  military  training  is  not  a 
defense  measure.  It  is  a  grab  for 
power — the  old  shell  game  of  power 
grabbing  under  the  hysteria  of  emer¬ 
gency.  A  systematic  campaign  of  fear — 
a  form  of  psychological  warfare  against 
the  American  people — has  been  waged  by 
the  administration  for  several  years. 
The  theory  is  that  if  you  can  scare  the 
American  people  to  the  very  bottoms  of 
their  feet.  Congress  will  grant  any  power 
requested — notwithstanding  doubts  as 
to  its  constitutionality  and  no  matter 
how  socialistic,  no  matter  how  far  re¬ 
moved  from  the  American  tradition  of 
freedom  and  liberty  under  law. 

The  time  has  come  for  Congress  to 
save  America.  The  power-grabbing 
bureaucrats  are  running  wild  in  their 
encroachments  upon  the  Constitution 
and  the  sovereignty  of  the  American 
people.  Our  boys  already  have  been  sent 
to  war  without  the  consent  or  approval 
of  Congress.  Now,  we  are  asked  to  sign 
a  blank  check  turning  over  all  American 
young  men  to  Mrs.  Rosenberg  for  what¬ 
ever  wars  the  Lake  Success  “debating  so¬ 
ciety”  may  deem  meritorious  in  the 
future. 
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We  can  defend  America,  and  we  can 
defend  freedom,  only  if  we  keep  America 
strong,  and  we  can  keep  America  strong 
only  by  reclaiming  and  restoring  and  re¬ 
viving  the  full  force  and  vigor  of  Amer¬ 
ican  constitutional  government.  We 
must  here  and  now  turn  back  the  power 
grabbers,  the  Treasury-busting  Social¬ 
ists,  the  authors  of  regimentation — and 
once  more  declare  America  free. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  briefly  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Delaney]. 

(Mr.  DELANEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  the 
Appendix  of  the  Record  and  include  a 
speech  by  the  president  of  the  Queens 
County  Bar  Association,  Charles  K. 
French.) 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Cox], 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Speaker,  probably 
later  in  the  debate  I  shall  want  to  ex¬ 
press  my  views  on  the  measure,  con¬ 
sideration  of  which  this  rule  provides, 
but  at  this  point  I  do  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  my  colleagues  to  the  fact 
that  in  spite  of  the  hostile  atmosphere 
in  which  the  bill  will  be  considered, 
surcharged  as  it  is  with  resentment  and 
bad  feeling,  most  of  which  is  justified — 
in  spite  of  that,  we  must  remember  that 
this  bill  presents  a  test  of  the  capacity 
of  this  body  to  provide  its  own  leader¬ 
ship  and  legislate  in  accordance  with  its 
free  will. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  resolution. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective 
utilization  of  manpower  resources  of  the 
United  States  by  authorizing  universal 
military  training  and  service,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  S.  1,  with  Mr.  Davis 
of  Tennessee  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule 
general  debate  is  limited  to  4  days  to  be 
equally  divided  between  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short], 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  1  hour. 

(Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  placed 
before  each  of  us  today,  in  this  bill,  is 
a  decision  of  crucial  importance.  The 
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Nation  is  truly  at  the  crossroads.  The 
choice  is  crystal  clear.  We  can  choose, 
as  set  out  in  this  bill,  military  prepared¬ 
ness — immediate  preparedness  and  sus¬ 
tained,  lasting  preparedness.  Or  we 
choose  to  continue  that  bloodstained, 
costly,  and  perilous  course  of  entrusting 
our  freedoms  and  our  national  security 
to  the  fickle  hope  that  our  enemies  will 
in  the  future,  as  they  have  in  the  past, 
give  us  time  to  prepare. 

Communist  imperialism  is  no  passive 
specter  on  the  horizon.  It  is  a  dark  and 
threatening  cloud  blotting  out  the  light 
of  truth  and  freedom  in  more  and  more 
areas  of  the  world.  The  entire  Nation 
is  grimly  aware  of  this  threat  that  looms 
ever  larger  before  us.  In  11  short  years 
we  have  seen  the  paws  of  the  Russian 
bear  reach  out  and  ensnare  Rumania, 
Hungary,  Bulgaria,  Czechoslovakia,  Po¬ 
land,  and  eastern  Germany.  Yugoslavia 
and  Iran  are  actively  threatened. 
Thousands  of  militant  vassals  of  Russia 
are  working  ceaselessly  in  all  nations  of 
Western  Europe.  And  in  Asia,  Indo¬ 
china  is  fighting  for  her  life;  Korea  is 
in  flames;  China  is  already  lost.  And 
with  each  new  political  conquest  there  is 
fed  into  the  Soviet  octopus  the  natural 
resources  and  the  manpower  of  the 
stricken  area,  and  brutal  tyranny  is  im¬ 
posed  upon  its  inhabitants. 

How  easy  it  is  when  our  Nation  is  not 
involved  in  all-out  war,  and  when  the 
freedom  being  destroyed  is  not  our  very 
own,  to  forget  the  basic  facts  of  inter¬ 
national  life — to  keep  our  attention 
riveted  on  the  easy  way — to  continue  to 
demand  business  as  usual,  to  seek  to  re¬ 
turn  to  the  good  old  days.  How  easy  it 
is  to  believe  that  when  the  freedom  being 
lost  is  far  away  and  not  our  own,  it  is 
not  a  matter  of  American  concern.  But 
that  is  the  easy  road,  the  road  of  fantasy 
unrelated  to  the  facts  before  us. 

Every  Member  of  this  House  knows 
that,  basically,  the  world  situation  has 
not  yet  improved.  It  is  common  knowl¬ 
edge  that  Russia  has  at  least  175  ready 
divisions — a  4,000,000-man  Army — that 
she  has  some  200  submarines,  many  of 
them  snorkels — far  more  than  Germany 
had  at  the  beginning  of  the  last  war — 
that  she  has  over  400  mighty  bombers 
capable  of  attacking  our  cities  from. 
Seattle  to  Washington — from  Chicago  to 
San  Francisco.  Every  member  of  this 
Committee  knows  that  the  atom  bomb  is 
in  the  hands  of  the  Soviet  Union  and 
being  produced  in  daily  increasing  num¬ 
bers.  We  all  know  that  there  is  a  mili¬ 
tary  vacuum  today  in  Western  Europe 
and  that  if  Russia’s  mighty  military 
power  is  turned  in  that  direction,  and  if 
we  and  our  allies  have  insufficient  power 
to  resist,  ultimately  our  own  land  and 
our  very  existence  will  be  placed  in 
jeopardy. 

Yes,  and  we  now  know  the  most  ter¬ 
rible  fact  of  all.  We  now  know  that  the 
rulers  of  the  Soviet  Union  are  willing  to 
resort  to  the  direct  use  of  military  force, 
as  we  have  seen  in  Korea.  We  know 
that  in  a  short  space  of  time  Russia  will 
have  a  sufficient  stockpile  of  atomic 
bombs  as  to  be  capable  of  initiating  a 
terrible  aerial  attack  on  our  cities  and 
homes  whenever  she  wishes  to  do  so. 
We  know  that  the  Soviet  Union’s  ambi¬ 


tions  are  boundless — that  the  Russians 
are  brutal  and  remorseless — that  they 
are  firmly  intent  upon  bringing  pressure 
all  over  the  world  until  their  plan  for 
world  conquest  is  carried  through.  In 
each  and  every  generation  the  time 
comes  to  preserve  and  maintain  its  lib¬ 
erties,  for  itself  and  the  future.  That 
task  and  challenge  is  with  us  today. 

Yes,  all  of  us  know  these  facts.  Then 
why  emphasize  them  again  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  here  today?  It  is  because  of  my 
deep  concern  and  apprehension  that  we 
are  likely — once  again — to  let  our  minds 
drift  back  into  the  channel  of  business 
as  usual.  How  clear  it  is  that  the  situ¬ 
ation  in  the  world  today  does  not  per¬ 
mit  it.  If  we  do  so,  we  terribly  imperil 
our  freedom  and  the  American  way  cf 
life.  And,  make  no  mistake  about  it. 
Free  people  throughout  the  world  are 
watching  mighty  America  today  and 
wondering  if  she  has  the  determination 
to  meet  the  challenge  of  the  times. 

And,  no  doubt,  our  enemies,  too,  are 
eagerly  watching  to  see  if  we  will  return 
to  our  same  old  attitude  of  meeting  each 
crisis  as  it  develops  without  any  thought 
of  the  future. 

We  are  living  in  an  atomic  age;  we  are 
living  in  a  time  v/hen  85  percent  of  the 
industrial  production  of  the  Soviet  Union 
is  devoted  to  the  munitions  of  war.  Un¬ 
til  recently  we  were  even  reducing  the 
size  of  our  Armed  Forces,  while  the  Rus¬ 
sians  wore  expanding  their  already  gi¬ 
gantic  military  machine.  Our  indus¬ 
tries  were  producing  washing  machines, 
vacuum  cleaners,  and  television  sets, 
while  the  Soviet  Union  was  producing 
rockets,  tanks,  and  machine  guns.  While 
we  wrere  producing  for  the  happiness  and 
the  peaceful  pursuits  of  life,  the  Soviet 
Union  was  developing  the  means  by 
which  she  could  engage  in  an  all-out  war. 
We  all  know  how  precarious  the  world 
situation  still  is.  Just  the  other  day  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  stated  that  in  his 
opinion  world  conditions  are,  if  any¬ 
thing,  worse  than  they  were  a  year  ago. 
Not  long  ago  General  Vandenberg 
warned  the  Nation  that  although  we  are 
rapidly  building  a  radar  fence  and  ex¬ 
panding  our  Air  Force,  we  could  not  pos¬ 
sibly  intercept  all  enemy  bombers  that 
might  attack  our  cities.  Some  would 
get  through,  destroy  our  great  industrial 
centers  and  kill  or  main  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  our  citizens. 

We  have  started  a  program  to  increase 
our  military  production  for  the  defense 
cf  the  Nation,  but  if  we  fail  to  have  the 
trained  military  personnel,  weapons  of 
war  will  be  useless.  Will  we  hide  our 
world  conditions  as  threatening,  as  un¬ 
heads  in  the  sands  of  complacency,  with 
predictable,  and  as  tense  as  they  are  to¬ 
day?  I  say  no,  Mr.  Chairman.  We 
must  be  prepared  for  any  eventuality, 
and  it  is  imperative  that  be  done  at 
once. 

We  must  meet  the  present  emergency 
and  at  the  same  time  we  must  establish 
a  long-range  preparedness  and  training 
program. 

That  is  what  this  bill  does. 

We  can  and  must  develop  the  weapons 
to  protect  our  Nation;  we  can  and  must 
train  the  youth  of  the  Nation  to  use 
these  weapons;  we  can  and  must  develop 


the  weapons  of  retaliation;  and  by  so 
doing  it  is  our  hope  that  we  can  build  up 
our  forces  to  such  a  degree  that  world 
war  three  can  be  averted,  for  the  Soviet 
Union  respects  only  force.  To  accom¬ 
plish  this  will  require  sacrifices  on  the 
part  of  all  the  people ;  it  will  require  mili¬ 
tary  service  for  our  young  men;  it  will 
require  the  adoption  of  a  well-considered 
long-range  preparedness  and  training 
program  as  set  out  in  the  bill. 

This  present  system  of  raising  large 
armies  for  short  periods  of  time,  followed 
by  complete  and  total  demobilization,  re¬ 
sults  in  waste  and  extravagance  and  will 
lead  to  economic  chaos.  And  to  con¬ 
tinue  this  policy  in  the  fact  of  conditions 
of  modern  war  will  surely  invite  disaster. 

This  tremendous  urge  for  an  all-out 
effort  in  time  of  emergency,  followed  by 
a  let  down  after  the  emergency  has 
passed,  plays  right  into  the  hands  of  the 
Soviet  Union.  If  we  do  not  adopt  a  sys¬ 
tem  based  upon  a  permanent  plan  for 
preparedness  and  training  for  the  years 
to  come,  we  are  on  the  road  to  wreck  the 
economy  of  the  Nation. 

For  the  foreseeable  future  and  per¬ 
haps  beyond,  this  Nation  has  no  alterna¬ 
tive  but  to  be  ready  for  any  form  of  ag¬ 
gression  that  rnay  be  forced  upon  us. 

To  meet  this  situation,  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  have  determined  that  the  mini¬ 
mum  security  requirements  of  this  Na¬ 
tion  require  an  armed  force  of  3,462,000 
men  by  July  1,  1951.  But  they  do  not 
guarantee  and  cannot  guarantee  that  this 
force  may  not  have  to  be  increased.  No 
human  being  can  possibly  predict  what 
the  size  of  our  Armed  Forces  will  have 
to  be  1  year,  6  months,  or  even  3  months 
from  now’.  How  dangerous,  how  short¬ 
sighted,  how  unrealistic  it  would  be,  in 
these  perilous  times  in  which  we  live 
today,  to  write  in  this  bill  a  rigid  statu¬ 
tory  limitation  on  the  number  of  men 
our  Nation  can  have  under  arms  to  de¬ 
fend  her  liberties. 

No  Member  of  this  House,  nor  even 
the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  can  accurately 
forecast  what  the  military  needs  of  the 
Nation  will  be  tomorrow,  or  a  week  from 
tomorrow,  or  6  months  or  a  year  from 
now.  No  one  can  tell.  The  only  thing 
W'e  do  know  is  that  we  must  have  m 
adequate  force  to  meet  any  military 
emergency  that  may  arise. 

On  July  9,  1951,  the  present  Selective 
Service  Act  will  expire.  The  security 
of  the  Nation  requires  that  the  act  be 
extended.  This  bill  extends  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act  until  July  1,  1954,  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  3  years. 

World  conditions  have  made  selective 
service  an  integral  part  of  our  defense 
structure.  We  must,  therefore,  continue 
to  induct  men  into  the  Armed  Forces 
for  the  immediate  future  in  order  to 
build  up  an  armed  strength  and  partic¬ 
ularly  our  Army  to  the  size  deemed  nec¬ 
essary  for  our  minimum  security  re¬ 
requirements.  The  draft  is  an  indispen¬ 
sable  source  of  manpower  for  the  Army. 
It  is  perhaps  less  important  to  the  Air 
Force,  the  Navy,  and  the  Marine  Corps 
because  men  volunteer  for  those  branches 
in  greater  numbers  than  for  the  Army. 
But  without  a  selective  service  law  it 
is  quite  possible  that  we  would  not  be 
able  to  maintain  the  enlistments  in  the 
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Navy,  the  Air  Force,  and  the  Marine 
Corps  on  a  voluntary  basis,  because  it 
may  well  be  the  thought  of  induction 
into  the  Army  that  prompts  men  to  join 
another  branch  of  the  service.  The 
Army  is  the  backbone  of  our  defense 
structure. 

Under  the  present  law  men  register  for 
induction  at  the  age  of  18.  They  are 
liable  for  induction  at  the  age  of  19,  and 
remain  subject  to  induction  until  they 
pass  their  twenty-sixth  birthday.  Now 
the  change  made  in  the  proposed  bill 
reduces  the  induction  age  from  19  years 
to  18  years  and  6  months,  and  requires 
classification  of  the  registrants  before 
reaching  the  age  of  18  years  and  6 
months.  They  are  classified  by  their 
local  draft  board  before  they  become  18 
years  and  6  months,  and  every  man  will 
know  long  before  he  is  called  just  where 
he  stands. 

If  the  members  of  the  committee  will 
refer  to  the  hearings  and  the  report  they 
will  see  how  we  have  made  and  justified 
our  case.  Statistically,  we  think  it  is 
proper  to  reduce  the  age  from  19  to  I8V2 
years.  If  you  will  read  the  report  it 
will  give  you  a  complete  analysis,  a  com¬ 
plete  justification  as  to  why,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  we  were  warranted  in  reducing 
the  age. 

I  may  say  this,  that  in  all  the  contro¬ 
versies  before  the  committee  not  a  single 
objection  at  any  time  was  raised  with 
regard  to  reducing  the  age  limit  from 
19  to  18  y2.  We  feel  that  18%  is  the 
correct  age.  If  you  went  down  to  18, 
you  would  have  a  larger  pool  than  the 
facts  warrant  and  justify,  so  we  create 
only  a  sufficient  pool  to  meet  our  re¬ 
quirements. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Is  it  not  true  that  the  bill 
passed  by  the  other  body  sets  the  age 
at  18? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  JUDD.  So  that  if  the  House 
wants  18  V2,  it  would  probably  have  to  set 
it  at  19,  and  then  in  conference  it  might 
come  out  at  18%;  is  not  that  right? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No,  we  are  not  traders. 
We  deal  square  across  the  table. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  seems  to  me  that  is  a 
square  proposition,  the  way  things  op¬ 
erate  here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  am  not  going  to 
dicker  in  conversation,  nor  am  I  going  to 
dicker  when  I  go  to  conference.  I  say 
what  I  mean  and  I  mean  what  I  say. 

Mr.  JUDD.  If  the  gentleman  will 
assure  us  the  conferees  will  come  out 
with  18y2,  that  will  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  assure  you  now  that 
whichever  way  this  House  votes  this  bill, 
that  is  the  way  the  conferees  are  going 
to  stand,  until  you  direct  us  to  the 
contrary. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Will  the  gentleman 
give  us  the  wisdom  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  and  of  the  committee 


itself  as  to  what  is  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  18  and  18%  ? 

Mr.  COX.  Six  months. 

Mr.  VINSON.  As  my  distinguished 
colleague  from  Georgia  suggests,  it  is  6 
months.  But  what  prompted  us  to  do 
it  was  this:  At  19  years  of  age  you  will 
hardly  have  a  sufficient  number  in  the 
pool.  You  will  scrape  the  barrel  dry. 
But  there  will  be  flexibility  and  a  lee¬ 
way  if  you  go  to  18%. 

Another  reason  that  we  put  18  %  in 
this  bill  is  that  we  hope  to  have  a  suffi¬ 
cient  manpower  pool  to  require  the  De¬ 
partment  to  send  back  home  the  vet¬ 
erans  from  the  inactive  and  volunteer 
reserves  who  serve  12  months  following 
their  recall  to  active  duty.  If  you  keep 
it  at  19,  then  you  are  going  to  be  forced 
to  keep  in  every  inactive  or  volunteer 
reservist  that  has  been  called  to  duty. 
So  I  certainly  hope  that  any  man  who 
moves  to  keep  it  at  19  will  remember 
that  at  the  same  time  he  is  fixing  it  so 
that  the  reservist  who  has  already 
served  5  or  6  years  and  is  called  back  to 
active  duty  will  have  to  stay  there,  1  e- 
cause  you  will  have  no  man  to  take  his 
place  unless  you  go  into  the  18y2  group. 

Mr.  CRUMP  ACKER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  great  bulk  of  the  involuntary 
reservists  are  officers? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  the  gentleman  is 
mistaken. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Could  the  gen¬ 
tleman  give  us  the  percentage? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  give  you  the  fig¬ 
ures  tomorrow,  but  I  do  not  have  them 
at  my  fingertips  today. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania. 
Speaking  about  the  manpower  pool, 
what  have  the  armed  services  done  or 
what  are  they  going  to  do  to  reduce  the 
physical  standards  for  noncombat 
troops? 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  you  will  read  the  re¬ 
port  you  will  see  where  we  have  reduced 
the  standards  in  this  bill  down  to  the 
very  lowest  standards  which  existed  for 
physical  and  mental  qualifications  in 
January  1945. 

By  the  standards  that  we  put  in  this 
bill,  some  608,000  men  will  be  put  in  the 
pool  who  are  not  in  the  pool  today. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  That 
is,  there  will  be  608,000  more  men  than 
we  have  under  the  present  standards. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  In  addition  to  that  I 
wish  our  chairman  would  tell  the  Com¬ 
mittee  that  by  virtue  of  that  amendment 
others  will  be  reclassified  and  we  will 
get  additional  troops  from  those  who 
have  already  been  deferred  under  the 
present  standards. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  Here  at 
the  desk  is  a  complete  analysis  of  the 
bill  and  if  Members  will  get  the  report 
it  will  give  them  a  complete  explanation 
of  what  we  are  recommending,  and  we 
will  stand  by  what  we  have  said  in  the 


report.  The  report  will  give  you  the 
reason  why  we  reduced  the  age  and  the 
reason  why  we  have  reduced  the  mental 
and  physical  requirements  to  a  lower 
level  than  it  is  today.  If  we  do  not  do 
that,  then  we  will  be  forced  to  go  to  the 
18-year-old  class.  I  am  unwilling  to  go 
to  the  18-year-old  class  when  there  are 
over  600,000  people  who  are  not  being 
made  to  serve  within  the  draft  age. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  am  very  much  in¬ 
terested  in  the  subject  of  physical  stand¬ 
ards  because  apparently  at  the  present 
time  there  is  a  different  physical  stand¬ 
ard  for  the  Army  than  there  is  for  the 
Air  Force  and  the  Navy.  Is  there  any 
reason  why  the  physical  standards 
should  not  be  identical  for  all  across  the 
board? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  Navy  and  the  Air 
Force  get  them  by  the  voluntary  method. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  so  that  I  may  answer 
the  question? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  my  colleague. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  gentleman  from 
California  is  overlooking  the  fact  that 
this  bill  provides  that  the  physical  stand¬ 
ards  shall  be  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  shall  be  uniform  for  all 
the  services,  except  as  to  the  Marine 
Corps  which  has  no  supply  lines  and 
no  medical  detachments,  which  are  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  Navy.  But  as  to  the 
branches  other  than  the  Marine  Corps 
they  must  be  uniform  for  all  the  services. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  wonder  whether  the 
Armed  Forces  say  that  the  1945  stand¬ 
ards  will  be  sufficient  for  their  purposes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course  it  would 
create  a  pool,  and  of  course  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  very  much  opposed  to  lowering 
the  standards.  But  we  had  to  do  it,  or 
else  go  to  the  18-year-old  class.  There 
is  no  escape  from  that  because  you  have 
to  have  men  for  the  local  board  to  draft. 
If  we  do  not  reduce  the  standards  there 
will  be  nobody  in  the  pool  and  nobody 
will  be  drafted  between  the  ages  of  19 
and  26. 

Mr.  VORYS.  They  may  object  to  the 
standards,  but  the  standards  were  good 
enough  to  win  the  war  with. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Oh,  yes;  and  we  are 
going  to  put  that  in  the  law  now. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COX.  I  am  also  interested  in  the 
mental  qualifications  of  the  people  who 
are  going  to  be  drafted.  From  the  an¬ 
nouncement  made  on  yesterday  the 
President  authorized,  and  I  believe  he 
has  so  declared,  that  the  smart  boys  will 
be  deferred  and  not  drafted  at  all,  which 
means  that  it  is  the  Joneses  and  the 
Smiths  who  plow  the  fields  and  feed  the 
hogs  and  milk  the  cows  who  are  going 
to  do  the  bleeding  and  dying. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  us  get  that 
straight  now  for  the  committee.  No  one 
can  escape  the  draft  because  ha  goes  to 
college  or  high  school.  He  gets  a  statu- 
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tory  deferment  if  he  is  in  college.  We 
have  a  provision  in  the  bill  which  will 
give  him  a  deferment  for  one  academic 
year,  and  then  under  the  provision  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  President’s  powers  the  Pres¬ 
ident  can  grant  deferments  where  it  is 
in  the  interest  of  the  national  health 
and  safety.  But  sooner  or  later  he  has 
got  to  come  before  his  draft  board  and 
be  subject  to  the  draft,  just  as  the  boy 
who  is  on  the  farm  is  subject  to  draft. 
The  mere  fact  that  one  is  in  high  school, 
the  mere  fact  that  one  is  in  college  and 
gets  a  deferment  does  not  mean  that 
he  is  escaping  his  draft  obligation.  De¬ 
ferment  means  that  for  a  temporary 
period  he  will  not  be  required  to  serve, 
but  after  that  deferment  ceases  he  will 
be  subject  to  induction. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  He  gets  defer¬ 
ment,  but  it  does  mean  that  somebody 
else  has  got  to  take  his  place  during  the 
time  he  gets  deferment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Oh,  that  is  true;  and 
when  the  boy  on  the  farm  is  deferred  on 
account  of  agriculture,  it  means  that 
somebody  must  take  his  place.  That  is 
all  it  means.  It  does  not  mean  anything 
more  than  that.  If  you  go  down  to  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  in  the  gentleman’s  district,  and 
defer  10  of  his  constituents  on  account 
of  agriculture,  who  is  going  to  take  their 
places?  Somebody  else  in  that  local 
board  takes  their  places,  and  the  same 
thing  runs  right  through  the  bill. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COX.  The  gentleman  will  agree 
that  it  would  have  been  well  if  that  an¬ 
nouncement  had  been  deferred  until 
after  this  bill  had  been  considered? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No.  It  is  all  right,  be¬ 
cause  what  is  in  the  bill  controls  the  ed¬ 
ucational  situation,  and  I  will  explain 
that  in  a  minute. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  May  I  go  just  a 
little  further? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes,  I  yield. 

Mr.  ABERNETPIY.  The  facts  are 
that  there  are  many  boys  in  this  country 
who  are  not  so  fortunately  situated 
financially  that  they  can  go  to  school. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Since  they  are  in 
that  unfortunate  situation,  a  man  who  is 
able  to  send  his  boy  to  school,  his  son  re¬ 
ceives  a  preference  over  the  man  who  is 
unable  to  send  his  boy  to  school,  and  I 
think  that  is  wrong. 

Mr.  VINSON.  He  goes  to  school,  and 
if  he  stays  there  one  academic  year - 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  He  goes  to  school 
if  he  is  financially  able  to  go. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  he  is  financially  able 
to  go,  and  he  stays  there  one  academic 
year,  and  then  after  that  academic  year 
the  draft  is  on  his  neck  again;  if  he 
fails  to  meet  the  educational  require¬ 
ments,  he  will  have  to  go  in  just  like 
everybody  else. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  The  boy  who  is 
not  financially  able  to  go  to  school  has 
the  draft  on  his  neck  now. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  it,  exactly. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  That  is  the  dif¬ 
ference. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right,  but  no 
one  escapes  the  obligation.  Eventually 
he  will  have  to  serve. 


Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Well,  he  escapes 
to  the  extent  of  one  year. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  must  yield  to  my 
friend  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  An  act  passed  by  this 
Congress  is  not  binding  on  another 
Congress. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course  not. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Then  he  can  be  deferred 
forever,  if  the  act  is  changed. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  If  they 
change  the  law. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentlenlan  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Can 
the  gentleman  tell  me  what  percentage 
are  required  in  noncombat  duty  as  com¬ 
pared  with  combat  duty? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into 
that  now.  What  is  known  as  a  “divisional 
slice”  is  about  40,000  men.  On  the  battle¬ 
ground  you  have  only  about  12  or  14 
thousand.  I  will  say  there  is  a  waste 
of  manpower,  and  we  have  too  many 
men  behind  the  lines  for  the  few  number 
that  is  doing  the  fighting.  We  are  try¬ 
ing  to  correct  it,  but  I  cannot  go  into 
that  now. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  my  friend 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  What  is  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  House  bill  and  the 
Senate  bill,  where  the  Senate  bill  pro¬ 
vides  you  are  deferring  men  for  educa¬ 
tional  purposes? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  Senate  bill  sets 
aside  75,000  people.  There  is  nothing  like 
that  in  this  bill.  The  magnificient  speech 
that  our  very  learned  friend  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Reed]  made  relating  to  all  of 
that,  has  no  application  to  this  bill  at 
all.  There  is  not  a  line  in  this  bill  about 
any  75,000  people  being  sent  to  school 
and  selected. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  asked  the  chairman 
this  question  before,  as  to  the  difference 
between  the  18-year-olds  and  the  18 l/z, 
and  he  spoke  of  the  need  of  a  pool  of 
manpower  that  the  Army  needed.  In 
this  announcement  by  General  Hershey 
the  other  day,  it  was  estimated,  in  the 
newspaper  at  least,  that  800,000  of  these 
intellectual,  smart  boys  that  someone  re¬ 
ferred  to  would  be  deferred.  Does  not 
the  gentleman  thing  that  those  who  do 
not  qualify  under  this  fancy  examination 
would  be  stigmatized  as  being  mentally 
inefficient,  at  the  same  time  we  are  show¬ 
ing  discrimination  to  some  800,000  who 
are  in  college? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  do  not  think  so,  but 
there  are  some  550,000  students  deferred 
now  under  the  present  law.  What  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey  is  doing  is  practically  car¬ 
rying  out  what  the  eight  committees 
that  have  been  advising  him  suggested 
be  done. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Did  the  gentleman 
mean  to  indicate  a  moment  ago  that 


under  this  bill,  through  Selective  Service, 
they  would  take  boys  before  they  had 
completed  their  high-school  work? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  I  will  get  to  that  in 
a  moment  if  the  gentleman  will  just  bear 
with  me. 

Under  the  bill  we  draft  at  18  years  and 
6  months.  The  boy  registers  at  18,  is 
classified  before  he  gets  to  be  18  years 
and  6  months,  but  when  he  reaches  18 
years  and  6  months  the  draft  will  put 
him  into  the  service. 

What  happens  after  he  gets  in?  He 
has  to  have  4  months’  basic  military 
training,  and  that  training  must  be  in 
the  continental  United  States;  it  cannot 
be  in  Asia,  Europe,  Africa,  or  South 
America;  it  has  got  to  be  here,  and  be¬ 
fore  he  can  be  put  into  combat  duty  he 
must  have  been  in  the  service  at  least 
6  months.  Therefore,  it  makes  him  19 
years  of  age  before  he  gets  in  combat 
duty  unless  there  is  an  invasion  of  this 
country.  If  any  invasion  of  this  country 
takes  place,  of  course,  we  are  not  going 
to  stop  to  think  about  age  when  we  are 
fighting  for  our  homes  and  our  liberties. 

We  have  reduced  the  age.  The  next 
thing  we  change  is  the  length  of  service, 
which  is  increased  from  21  months  to  26 
months  and  we  do  it  for  this  reason: 
The  longer  a  man  serves  the  less  drain 
there  is  on  the  manpower  pool.  In  fiscal 
1952  if  the  length  of  service  is  not  in¬ 
creased  to  26  months  we  will  have  to  get 
149,000  more  men  than  we  will  with  the 
service  increased  to  26  months. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  keeps 
discussing  the  question  of  the  pool.  I 
presume  the  gentleman  is  accepting  the 
statement  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  General  Hershey  as  to  the  size  of  the 
pool  resulting  from  the  operation  of  the 
draft  act  today. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  it;  what  is  the 
gentleman’s  question  about  it? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  We  have  plenty  of 
time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  get  tired  talking  for 
an  hour. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  will  try  to  refresh  the 
gentleman  a  little.  I  believe  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  aware  of  the  manner  in  which 
these  examinations  have  been  held  at  the 
induction  centers. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes;  I  am  aware  of 
that. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  has 
discussed  that  with  both  the  Department 
and  with  myself  and  others.  Is  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  As  a  result  of  that  dis¬ 
cussion  does  not  the  gentleman  believe 
that  they  are  turning  loose  about  50  per¬ 
cent  or  better  of  those  who  are  mentally 
qualified  that  should  not  have  been 
turned  loose? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right,  and  that 
is  the  reason  we  are  making  the  change 
in  the  law. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Has  the  gentleman 
any  explanation  as  to  why  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  has  not  changed  its 
policy  when  the  man  to  whom  we  look  to 
direct  the  Department  of  Defense,  the 
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gentleman  from  Georgia,  calls  it  to  their 
attention? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is  er¬ 
roneous,  of  course,  when  he  says  any¬ 
one  looks  to  me  to  direct  the  Department 
of  Defense;  I  am  only  here  to  cast  one 
vote,  but  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  look 
to  me  for  guidance  on  this  bill. 

The  committee  had  the  pleasure  of 
listening  to  the  gentleman  for  1  hour. 
I  know  his  bill.  We  will  debate  it  when 
when  we  get  down  to  him.  Let  me  make 
my  speech  now  and  explain  the  bill  and 
we  will  come  to  all  of  thise  things. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  thought  the  gentle¬ 
man  himself  was  going  to  have  a  little 
friendly  chat  with  me. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Well,  I  had  a  friendly 
chat  with  the  gentleman  back  in  1948 
when  the  gentleman  had  certain  views. 
I  do  not  think  his  views  have  changed 
from  1948  to  1951. 

Here  is  the  reason  why  it  is  necessary 
to  have  26  months.  Now  listen.  Con¬ 
sidering  the  fact  that  each  inductee  will 
be  given  4  months  basic  training  and  we 
require  that  to  be  followed  by  2  months 
additional  training,  he  will  in  addition 
average  2  months  of  travel,  plus  1  month 
of  leave.  Thus  it  can  be  seen  that  even 
by  extending  the  period  to  26  months 
the  armed  services  only  obtains  17 
months  of  effective  service  from  each  in¬ 
ductee.  When  you  go  up  to  26  months 
it  only  nets  the  armed  services  for  each 
man  in  the  ranks,  a  total  length  of  serv¬ 
ice  of  17  months.  If  you  let  it  stand  at 
21  months,  why  it  is  5  months  less  and 
it  increases  for  every  month  that  you 
decrease  the  length  of  time.  In  addition, 
for  each  month  by  which  you  reduce 
from  26  months  you  increase  the  cost  by 
5  percent  for  each  inductee. 

Let  us  take  up  education.  Under  exist¬ 
ing  law  today  we  grant  a  postpone¬ 
ment — bear  in  mind  I  use  the  word  “post¬ 
ponement” — to  high  school  students  up 
to  their  twentieth  birthday.  Under  the 
bill  we  are  more  liberal.  We  grant  a 
statutory  deferment.  There  is  a  big 
difference  between  a  postponement  and 
a  statutory  deferment.  We  grant  a  stat¬ 
utory  deferment  to  that  high-school  stu¬ 
dent  until  he  reaches  20  years  of  age. 
That  is  a  great  benefit  for  him.  Not  a 
single  high  school  or  university  of  the 
country  or  any  educators  have  com¬ 
plained  about  that. 

Let  us  talk  about  the  colleges.  Under 
existing  law  the  President  is  granted 
broad  general  authority  to  defer  from  in¬ 
duction  those  students  who  are  satisfac¬ 
torily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of 
study  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar 
institution.  Under  this  provision  the 
director  of  selective  service,  under  the 
authority  delegated  to  him  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  has  deferred  570,000.  Now  we  pro¬ 
pose  to  continue  in  section  6  (h)  the 
broad  authority  of  the  President  to  grant 
deferments  to  college  students,  but  we 
also  provide  that  the  college  student  in¬ 
stead  of  getting  a  postponement  will  get 
a  statutory  deferment  for  one  academic 
yeaij.  In  other  words,  your  boy  goes  to 
college  in  September.  Suppose  the  draft 
board  calls  him  in  October.  The  law 
steps  in  and  says:  “You  cannot  lay  your 
hand  on  him  until  he  has  finished  that 
academic  year.”  And  at  the  end  of  that 


academic  year  he  might  qualify  under 
the  broad  deferment  authority  that  the 
President  has  to  grant  deferments  where 
it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  national  health, 
safety  and  interest,  but,  remember,  he  is 
not  escaping  the  draft.  He  is  merely  get¬ 
ting  a  statutory  ^deferment  for  12  months 
or  9  months,  and  later  on  he  will  have 
to  serve  just  like  everyone  else  if  he 
meets  the  other  qualifications. 

I  have  been  talking  about  induction  in 
the  draft.  Here  is  what  it  all  means  to 
sum  up: 

First.  We  reduce  the  present  draft  age 
from  19  to  18l/2  years. 

Second.  We  require  the  classification 
of  men  at  registration  and  prior  to  at¬ 
taining  the  age  of  13y2. 

Third.  We  have  increased  the  period 
of  service  from  21  to  26  months. 

Fourth.  We  have  eliminated  the  loop¬ 
hole  by  which  aliens  have  escaped  mili¬ 
tary  service. 

Fifth.  We  have  lowered  physical  and 
mental  standards  for  acceptability. 

Sixth.  We  have  guaranteed  4  months 
training  and  5  months  noncombatant 
assignment  for  each  inductee. 

Seventh.  We  have  eliminated  the  au¬ 
thority  to  defer  married  men  who  have 
no  dependents  other  than  a  wife. 

Eighth.  We  have  liberalized  reemploy¬ 
ment  benefits. 

Ninth.  We  have  liberalized  high  school 
and  college  deferment. 

Tenth.  We  have  placed  a  termination 
date  on  the  authority  to  induct  men  for 
service. 

Eleventh.  We  have  required  the  re¬ 
lease  of  thousands  of  veteran  reservists 
after  12  months’  service. 

Remember,  if  you  put  the  age  back  of 
19,  then  on  the  other  hand  you  are  hold¬ 
ing  in  some  800,000  reservists,  many  of 
whom,  under  our  bill,  will  go  out  if  you 
reduce  the  age  to  181/2. 

Twelfth.  We  provide  authority  to  ex¬ 
tend  voluntary  enlistments  for  1  year. 

Thirteenth.  We  have  permitted  reg¬ 
istrants  to  indicate  whether  they  desire 
to  serve  in  segregated  units. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  the  phase 
of  drafting  for  service.  Now  I  want  to 
talk  to  you  about  drafting  for  training. 

The  bill  authorizes — and  I  want  every¬ 
body  to  understand  it,  and  when  you  un¬ 
derstand  it  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  leave 
it  to  the  conscience  of  every  man  here 
to  do  what  he  thinks  is  right,  and  I  have 
no  hesitancy  in  predicting  what  the  ulti¬ 
mate  outcome  will  be — the  bill  author¬ 
izes  the  establishment  of  a  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Commission  and  creates 
a  National  Security  Training  Corps.  By 
the  language  of  this  bill  we  establish  a 
National  Training  Commission  and  by 
the  same  provision  of  the  bill  we  create 
what  is  known  as  a  National  Security 
Training  Corps. 

Now  let  us  see  what  the  Commission 
does.  The  Commission  is  composed  of 
individuals,  outstanding  American  citi¬ 
zens,  appointed  by  the  President  and 
confirmed  by  the  Senate.  They  hold 
office  for  a  certain  length  of  time.  They 
receive  $50  a  day  when  they  are  work¬ 
ing.  All  of  that  is  written  out  just  as 
plain  as  the  nose  on  your  face,  in  the  bill. 
Then  we  say  there  is  established  a  train¬ 
ing  corps. 


What  happens  next?  You  have  got 
to  have  some  work  for  the  Commission 
to  do.  Now  what  is  the  job  of  that  Com¬ 
mission?  The  job  of  the  Commission  is 
to  prescribe  the  type  of  training  and  the 
bill  says  it  must  be  basic  military  train¬ 
ing. 

Then  what  happens?  Now  let  us  not 
create  a  big  bugaboo  in  our  minds  that 
there  is  going  to  be  regimentation  or  that 
we  are  grabbing  the  youth  of  the  coun¬ 
try  and  throwing  them  in  armed  camps. 
It  is  set  forth  in  this  bill,  as  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Virginia  pointed 
out,  that  Congress  will  always  retain 
control. 

We  create  a  commission  and  it  is  com¬ 
posed  of  five  men.  They  are  confirmed 
by  the  Senate.  Then  they  must  formu¬ 
late  a  plan.  Now,  what  do  we  say  about 
the  plan?  We  write  out  the  require¬ 
ments  in  the  very  heart  of  the  bill  on 
page  37.  You  will  see  here  what  the 
Commission  must  deal  with  in  its  plan. 
Here  is  the  yardstick.  This  is  the  very 
substance  of  the  Commission’s  plan. 
Then  when  the  Commission  writes  it  out, 
what  becomes  of  it?  This  is  not  the 
usual  kind  of  a  bill.  This  is  not  left  to 
the  departments  to  determine  what  hap¬ 
pens.  As  far  as  our  committee  is  con¬ 
cerned,  we  have  grown  tired  of  delegat¬ 
ing  authority  when  we  are  qualified  to 
reach  a  decision  and  to  establish  a  policy, 
instead  of  delegating  it  down  to  the  de¬ 
partments. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  I  want  to  emphasize  the 
importance  of  what  the  gentleman  has 
just  said.  This  bill  is  the  product  of 
an  agency  of  this  House,  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee.  Again,  may  I  say 
that  it  is  the  test  of  the  competency  of 
this  House  to  provide  its  own  leadership, 
to  legislate  according  to  its  own  judg¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  wfill  have  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Florida.  He  does 
not  have  an  amendment  to  offer  this 
early  in  the  bill,  does  he? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  might  have 
later  on,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  not  at  this 
particular  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  All  right;  go  ahead. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  wonder 
what  authority  this  Commission  would 
have  to  use  the  facilities  and  buildings 
of  universities  and  junior  colleges  in  the 
training  of  these  boys  from  a  military 
standpoint. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  they  include  that  in 
the  plan,  it  would  be  up  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  and  434  other  Members  to  pass  on 
it. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  But  could 
they  do  that? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes;  they  could  do 
that. 

Bear  in  mind  that  you  create  the  Com¬ 
mission,  qualify  all  your  five  men,  and 
you  create  your  corps. 

Now  you  have  to  go  one  step  further. 
What  do  you  do?  You  must  have  a  plan. 
This  appears  on  page  37.  It  states  that 
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the  Commission  shall  prepare  and  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Congress  a  plan  or  plans  for  a 
program  of  initial  military  training 
deemed  by  the  Commission  to  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act.  I  will  not  take  the  time  now  to 
read  it,  but  you  read  it  in  the  bill. 

This  is  what  they  have  to  submit  to  us. 
Then  they  bring  it  back  to  the  Armed 
Services  Committee.  The  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  under  the  law  must  send 
it  here  for  you  to  approve  within  45  days. 
If  you  do  not  approve  it,  that  is  the  end 
of  that  plan.  A  new  plan  is  set  up,  and 
they  bring  in  a  new  plan. 

Further,  you  do  not  have  to  have  a 
constitutional  majority  of  218  men  to 
disapprove  it.  Only  a  majority  of  a  quo¬ 
rum  is  required.  That  means  110  men, 
because  218  is  a  quorum,  and  a  majority 
of  that  quorum  can  disapprove  it.  So 
here  it  is  for  the  Congress  to  say  what 
kind  of  military-training  program  we 
shall  have. 

Strictly  speaking,  you  do  not  get  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  until  the  plan 
has  been  approved  by  Congress.  All  you 
are  doing  here  is  creating  a  commission. 
Then  at  a  later  date  you  step  in  here  and 
provide  the  type  of  training.  If  it  meets 
your  approval  and  if  it  meets  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  American  people,  then  the 
program  goes  into  effect.  In  that  way 
we  are  not  buying  a  pig  in  a  bag.  We 
know  what  we  are  doing.  We  can  keep 
control  over  it. 

Now  go  one  step  further.  Suppose 
you  do  not  want  to  continue  it  more  than 
1  year.  All  you  have  to  do  is  pass  a 
concurrent  resolution- repealing  a  law 
that  has  been  signed  by  the  President. 
You  do  it  by  a  concurrent  resolution, 
something  rarely  ever  done  in  the  his¬ 
tory  of  this  Government. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
universal  military  training  section  of 
this  bill  will  not  go  into  effect  until  after 
the  draft  has  expired? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  I  am 
coming  to  that. 

One  step  further.  Who  is  eligible  for 
the  training  corps?  The  same  qualifi¬ 
cations  and  the  same  standards  that  ap¬ 
ply  to  the  draftee  for  service  apply  to 
those  eligible  for  training,  the  same  de¬ 
ferments  and  the  same  age  require¬ 
ments — 18  V2  to  19  would  be  the  age. 

There  are  only  about  500,000  who 
would  be  eligible  this  year  for  this  train¬ 
ing  program. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  will  ad¬ 
mit,  I  think,  that  you  are  establishing 
a  basic  law  here.  No  matter  how  thin 
you  slice  it,  you  are  still  establishing  a 
basic  law  calling  in  fact  for  universal 
military  training? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Does  the  gentleman  in¬ 
tend  to  discuss,  during  the  course  of  his 
address,  whether  item  13,  which  he  men¬ 
tioned  with  regard  to  segregation. 


squares  with  the  policy  of  the  President 
and  the  policy  of  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment  to  eliminate  segregation? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  discuss  that  un¬ 
der  the  5-minute  rule.  Let  us  go  back 
again.  I  want  to  hammer  this  in  your 
minds  so  that  you  will  not  forget  it,  be¬ 
cause  our  country  is  at  the  crossroads. 
It  costs  $35,000,000,000  a  year  to  main¬ 
tain  3,500,000  men  under  arms.  The 
total  Federal  revenue  of  this  country 
last  year  was  only  $38,000,000,000. 
Think  of  it.  The  cost  of  maintaining 
3,500,000  men  under  arms  comes  to  with¬ 
in  $3,000,000,000  of  the  Federal  revenue. 
The  armed  services  eat  up  the  gross 
Federal  revenue  of  the  Government  to 
within  $3,000,000,000.  That  does  not  in¬ 
clude  equipment.  That  does  not  include 
the  armament.  That  is  the  cost  in  nor¬ 
mal  times.  Here  it  is.  To  you  people 
who  talk  about  economy  we  are  showing 
you  a  way  how  to  get  economy.  Let  me 
quote  from  the  Comptroller  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense: 

Ths  best  estimate  for  the  annual  re¬ 
curring  cost  of  3, 500, GOO  men  on  a  peacetime 
basis  once  they  have  been  provided  with 
modern  equipment  is  $35,000,000,000. 

That  is  approximately  $10,000  per 
man  per  year. 

Why  do  we  want  this  training  pro¬ 
gram?  What  is  the  reason?  The  rea¬ 
son  is  that  it  will  enable  the  Government 
to  reduce  its  large  standing  army.  You 
cannot  reduce  the  size  of  the  Army  un¬ 
less  you  have  somebody  ready  to  step 
into  the  Army.  If  you  do  not  have  such 
a  reserve  then  you  have  to  keep  3,500,000 
or  4,000,000  men  under  arms  for  an  in¬ 
definite  period  of  time.  If  you  want  to 
reduce  the  size  of  your  armed  force 
you  have  to  have  somebody  behind  them 
who  are  being  trained  to  go  into  the 
Army.  That  is  the  purpose  of  the  bill, 
and  that  is  the  reason  for  the  bill.  That 
is  the  long-range  program.  If  you  turn 
down  this  proposition  today  and  say 
that  you  are  going  to  defeat  universal 
military  training,  then  you  are  saddling 
on  this  Nation  for  an  indefinite  period 
of  time  an  armed  service  of  3,500,000  or 
4,000,000  men,  and  if  you  continue  doing 
that  with  expenses  as  they  are,  and  the 
revenue  as  it  is,  you  are  going  to  lead 
this  country  to  economic  chaos. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Does  the  gentleman  have 
figures  on  what  the  cost  of  the  training 
program  will  be  every  year? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Here  it  is.  You  can 
figure  it  out  in  your  head.  It  costs  $90 
a  month  for  a  man  who  is  inducted  in 
the  armed  service.  It  costs  $30  a  month 
when  he  is  inducted  into  the  training 
corps.  Five  hundred  thousand  men 
would  come  out  of  the  Armed  Forces  and 
would  be  put  into  the  training  force  at 
$30  a  month  instead  of  at  $90  a  month. 
And  running  through  this  whole 
proposition  is  the  same  idea. 

Mr.  JUDD.  But  the  country  will  still 
have  to  have  its  regular  Armed  Forces? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Oh,  yes,  but  we  would 
not  have  to  have  a  4,000,000-man  force. 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  is  right.  That  is 
the  reason  I  asked  the  gentleman  the 
question:  Does  he  have  any  figures  as 


to  how  much  of  an  establishment  we 
would  have  to  maintain  in  addition  to 
the  trainees? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course  I  can  only 
guess,  but  I  would  say  that  in  a  year  and 
a  half  or  2  years,  if  you  adopt  this  plan 
and  if  Congress  approves  it,  you  could 
stop  induction  into  the  service  and  in¬ 
duct  only  for  training.  I  think  you  would 
be  safe,  if  world  conditions  grew  no  worse 
than  they  are  today,  in  putting  into  effect 
the  universal  military  training  program 
within  the  next  24  months.  That  would 
enable  us,  in  all  probability,  to  reduce 
the  strength  of  the  standing  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  JUDD.  How  much?  From  three 
and  a  half  million  down  to  what? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  say  if  you  put 
500,000  men  in  you  might  reduce  the 
force  down  to  2,000,000  men.  Now, 
I  wish  you  would  listen  to  this.  Every 
one  of  those  three  and  a  half  million 
men  are  consumers.  They  are  not  pro¬ 
ducing  anything.  They  are  eating  off 
the  substance  of  the  Nation.  We  have  got 
to  feed  them.  But  if  you  have  these 
trainees,  they  stay  there  for  6  months 
and  then  they  go  home  and  produce 
wealth  for  the  Nation. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  the  issue 
in  this  bill.  That  is  the  issue,  clean  cut. 
Remember,  if  you  kill  this  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training,  then  you  have  forced  on 
the  Department  of  Defense  the  absolute 
necessity  to  maintain  for  an  indefinite 
period  of  time  an  armed  force  of  at  least 
4,000,000  men,  because  the  minimum 
security  of  this  Nation  requires  that  we 
be  ready  to  meet  Russian  aggression  any 
time  it  may  come.  However,  if  you  adopt 
this  program  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing,  after  you  and  I  and  our  successors 
have  passed  away,  then  you  will  enable 
the  Department  to  reduce  its  armed 
service.  In  doing  so  you  will  save  billions 
of  dollars  to  the  taxpayers  of  America. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mi-.  REES  of  Kansas.  As  I  understand 
the  chairman,  he  does  not  propose  to  put 
this  universal  military  training  program 
into  effect  for  a  period  of  2  years.  Then 
why  the  emergency  that  requires  its  pas¬ 
sage  at  this  time? 

Mr.  VINSON.  How  then  can  they 
make  plans  to  reduce  unless  they  have  a 
reserve  back  here?  How  can  you  begin 
to  make  expansion  on  your  farm  unless 
you  know  that  back  in  your  bank  you 
have  got  something  to  back  it  up?  The 
Department  would  be  foolish  to  talk 
about  reducing  its  forces  unless  it  knew 
it  had  behind  that  reduction  a  program 
for  a  well-trained  Reserve  force.  Now, 
Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  continue  my  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  proposed  bill. 

This  bill  makes  available  for  induction 
some  608,000  men  who  heretofore  have 
been  deferred  for  physical  and  mental 
reasons  as  IV-F's.  We  have  done  this  by 
specifically  requiring  that  the  mental  and 
physical  standards  for  acceptability 
shall  be  those  that  prevailed  in  January 
of  1945.  Under  the  proposed  bill  there 
will  be  no  more  wholesale  rejections  of 
men  for  military  service  because  they 
fail  an  examination  which  many  of  them 
are  very  anxious  not  to  pass.  If  a  man 
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can  follow  simple  directions  he  will  be 
mentally  acceptable.  Even  if  he  cannot 
read  or  write,  he  will  still  be  liable  for 
induction.  Too  many  men  have  been 
escaping  the  draft.  This  provision  will 
put  a  stop  to  that  method  of  avoiding 
military  service. 

We  also  have  made  another  large 
group  of  persons  eligible  for  induction 
who  have  heretofore  been  deferred — 
that  is  married  men  who  have  no  de¬ 
pendents  other  than  a  wife.  The  com¬ 
mittee  did  not  think  we  should  continue 
to  defer  a  man  merely  because  he  was 
married.  We  were  impressed  by  the 
rather  obvious  increase  in  the  number 
of  marriage  licenses  issued  throughout 
the  Nation  since  last  June. 

The  Committee  on  Armed  Services  is 
convinced  that  the  proper  defense  of  the 
Nation  requires  the  reduction  of  the 
present  draft  age  from  19  years  to  18 
years  and  6  months. 

Remember  then  that  men  will  register 
at  18,  will  be  classified  before  attaining 
18  years  and  6  months,  and  therefore 
will  be  ready  for  induction  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  at  age  18  years  and  6  months. 

Under  the  bill,  each  person  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  must  be  given 
military  training  for  a  period  of  not  less 
than  4  months.  It  should  be  noted  that 
this  applies  not  only  to  men  under  19, 
but  to  all  persons  inducted.  The  bill  re¬ 
quires  4  months  of  military  training ;  and 
this  does  not  include  time  spent  in  travel 
to  a  training  camp  or  station. 

During  this  4  months’  period,  no  in¬ 
ductee  may  be  assigned  for  duty — and 
this  includes  training  duty — at  any  in¬ 
stallation  located  on  land  outside  the 
United  States,  its  Territories  and  pos¬ 
sessions,  including  the  Canal  Zone. 

Thus,  no  inductee,  during  his  4  months’ 
training  period  can  be  assigned  to  duty 
in  Asia,  Europe,  Africa,  or  South 
America. 

Because  of  the  necessity  for  ships  and 
airplanes  to  cover  large  areas,  even  dur¬ 
ing  training  periods,  and  because  they 
must,  of  necessity,  go  beyond  the  terri¬ 
torial  limits  of  the  United  States  and  its 
Territories  and  possessions,  the  limita¬ 
tion  prohibits  only  assignments  to  duty 
at  installations  located  on  land. 

Of  equal  importance  is  the  remainder 
of  the  provisions  which  prevents  any  per¬ 
son  inducted  from  being  assigned  for 
duty  in  any  combat  area  during  the  6 
months’  period  immediately  following  his 
induction. 

This  provision,  thus  guarantees  that 
all  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  will,  during  their  first  6  months  of 
service,  be  kept  out  of  land  combat  areas. 

Under  this  provision,  no  person  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  age  of  19  can  be  sent 
into  a  combat  area  on  land  located  out¬ 
side  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
and  possessions. 

Now,  let  us  take  up  the  subject  of  edu¬ 
cational  deferments.  We  are  all  very 
much  interested  in  this  subject  and  the 
Nation  will  watch  closely  what  we  do  in 
this  respect.  First,  let  us  consider  the 
high-school  student. 

Existing  law  provides  for  the  postpone¬ 
ment  from  induction  of  students  satis¬ 
factorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of 
study  in  a  high  school  until  the  student 
has  attained  his  twentieth  birthday. 


The  proposed  legislation  provides  that 
students  in  this  category  shall  have  a 
statutory  deferment,  rather  than  a  post¬ 
ponement  from  induction,  until  they 
have  attained  their  20th  birthday.  This 
will  permit  high-school  students  to  elect 
the  branch  of  service  of  their  choice  fol¬ 
lowing  their  graduation.  In  other  words, 
we  have  liberalized  the  high-school  de¬ 
ferment  provision.  We  have  given  him 
a  statutory  deferment  instead  of  a  post¬ 
ponement.  / 

It  has  been  determined  that,  in  1950, 
122,000  high-school  boys  became  19  years 
old  while  in  high  school  and  before  grad¬ 
uation,  which  is  more  than  one-fifth  of 
the  male  seniors  of  that  school  year.  It 
is  readily  apparent  that,  if  the  cut-off 
age  for  deferment  were  set  at  any  age 
less  than  20,  many  thousands  of  male 
high  school  seniors  would  be  deprived 
of  the  opportunity  to  complete  their 
high -school  education.  By  establishing 
a  statutory  deferment  for  high-school 
students  up  to  the  age  of  20,  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  insured  the  graduation  of  ap¬ 
proximately  95  percent  of  all  male  sen- 
iprs  from  high  school. 

The  action  which  the  committee  has 
taken  in  this  respect  has  been  widely 
endorsed  by  numerous  responsible  edu¬ 
cators  and  representatives  of  educational 
groups  and  in  no  instance  has  the  com¬ 
mittee  been  criticized  for  having  estab¬ 
lished  provisions  which  were  either  un¬ 
fair  or  too  restrictive  in  the  deferment 
of  high-school  students. 

Now  let  us  take  a  look  at  the  college 
student. 

Under  existing  law,  the  President  is 
granted  a  broad  general  authority  to 
defer  from  induction  those  students  who 
are  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time 
course  of  study  at  a  college,  university, 
or  similar  institution.  Under  this  pro¬ 
vision  the  Director  of  Selective  Service 
under  authority  delegated  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  deferred  approximately  570,000 
students  who  are  satisfactorily  pursuing 
their  courses  of  study  in  colleges,  uni¬ 
versities,  and  similar  institutions. 

In  arriving  at  this  number  of  educa¬ 
tional  deferments,  the  Director  of  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  has  had  the  benefit  of  the 
views  of  six  committees  on  scientific, 
professional,  and  specialized  personnel 
which  he  appointed  in  1948.  Since  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  has  re¬ 
ceived  no  complaints  against  the  present 
system  of  educational  deferments,  it  is 
assumed  that  the  system  is  equitable 
both  to  the  student  and  to  the  educa¬ 
tional  institutions. 

We  propose  to  continue  the  broad  au¬ 
thority  of  the  President  to  grant  defer¬ 
ments  for  college  students.  But  we  also 
provide  that  college  students,  instead  of 
having  their  inductions  postponed  as 
provided  in  present  law,  will  have  their 
induction  deferred  until  they  complete 
an  academic  year.  However,  after  re¬ 
ceiving  one  deferment,  a  college  student 
will  no  longer  receive  a  statutory  defer¬ 
ment,  but  he  will  be  entitled  to  qualify 
for  deferment  under  regulations  issued 
by  the  President. 

In  that  respect,  I  invite  your  attention 
to  the  committee  report  which  sets  forth 
the  proposed  plan  just  approved  by  the 
President  which  will  set  up  a  college  de¬ 
ferment  program  on  a  Nation-wide 


basis,  based  upon  individual  class  stand¬ 
ing  and  individual  test  results  conducted 
on  a  Nation-wide  basis. 

To  sum  up,  if  a  college  student  is  called 
while  in  college  the  bill  gives  him  a  de- 
ferement  for  that  academic  year,  regard¬ 
less  of  his  class  standing.  Thereafter, 
the  President,  under  the  proposed  bill, 
can  grant  additional  deferments  for  as 
long  a  period  as  is  necessary  for  the  na¬ 
tional  health,  safety,  and  interest. 

In  addition  to  these  deferments,  let  me 
call  your  attention  to  the  additional  de¬ 
ferments  authorized  for  ROTC  students. 

Under  the  bill,  a  person  selected  for 
enrollment  or  continuance  in  a  college 
ROTC  or  similar  program,  and  who 
agrees  in  writing  to  accept  a  commis¬ 
sion,  if  tendered,  to  serve  not  less  than 
2  years  on  active  duty  and  to  remain 
a  member  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  until  the  sixth  anniversary  of  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  commission — less  the  period 
of  his  active  service — may  be  deferred 
from  induction  for  training  and  service 
until  after  completion  of  the  course  of 
instruction. 

At  present  there  are  197,000  students 
participating  in  ROTC  programs. 

The  bill  also  authorizes  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  officer  candidate  classes  among 
the  various  services  in  order  to  give  en¬ 
listed  personnel  on  active  duty  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  qualify  for  commissions. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  another 
outstanding  feature  of  the  bill.  That  is, 
the  provision  which  requires  the  military 
departments  to  release  to  inactive  duty, 
upon  application,  any  member  of  the  in¬ 
active  or  volunteer  reserve  who  is  a  vet¬ 
eran  and  has  served  on  active  duty  since 
recall  for  a  period  of  12  months  or  more. 
We  are  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  it  is 
unfair  to  keep  piling  additional  burdens 
upon  the  backs  of  our  inactive  and  vol¬ 
unteer  reservists.  We  sincerely  hope 
that  the  departments  will  release  other 
reservists,  but  we  flatly  require  them  to 
release  the  veteran  inactive  and  volun¬ 
teer  reservists  now  on  active  duty  who 
complete  12  months  of  service. 

The  bill  requires  all  men  under  the  age 
of  26  who  are  inducted,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  subsequent 
to  June  25,  1950,  to  serve  on  active  duty, 
and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total 
of  6  years,  unless  sooner  released  for  per¬ 
sonal  hardship  reasons  under  regulations 
issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

I  think  I  should  also  point  out  to  you 
that  the  proposed  bill  permits  young 
men  to  volunteer  for  induction  at  the  age 
of  17,  with  their  parents’  consent,  and 
at  age  18  without  consent. 

To  make  sure  that  the  Congress  is 
kept  fully  aware  of  the  entire  program, 
the  bill  requires  for  the  first  time  that 
the  Director  of  Selective  Service  report 
annually  to  the  Congress  on  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Selective  Service  System  for 
the  preceding  year. 

We  liberalized  the  reemployment 
rights  of  servicemen  and  have  guar¬ 
anteed  them,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
the  same  job  upon  return  from  service, 
and  not  just  a  similar  job. 

The  bill  provides  that  an  alien  who 
enters  this  country  and  declares  his  in¬ 
tention  of  becoming  a  citizen  will  be 
liable  for  military  service.  This  change 
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will  prevent  many  thousands  of  men 
who  have  declared  their  intention  of  be¬ 
coming  citizens  from  escaping  military 
service. 

We  have  granted  to  the  President  the 
authority  to  induct  men  by  age  group 
or  groups.  In  effect,  this  means  that  the 
President  may  order  the  induction  of 
older  men  first  in  order  that  they  may 
not  escape  induction  by  passing  the  age 
of  liability;  or  if  he  desires  he  can  au¬ 
thorize  the  induction  of  men  in  any  age 
group  between  18  V2  and  26. 

The  thought  will  run  through  your 
mind — why  did  we  reduce  the  age  from 
19  years  to  18  years  and  6  months? 
Well,  this  is  the  reason  that  prompted 
the  committee  to  reduce  the  present 
draft  age: 

As  of  October  1,  1950,  there  were  2,- 
100,000  men  on  active  duty  in  our  Army, 
Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marine  Corps,  in¬ 
cluding  487,000  men  from  the  National 
Guard  and  Reserves.  Between  October 
1,  1950,  and  July  1,  1951,  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  must  obtain  approximately  1,400,- 
000  men.  Of  this  amount,  an  additional 
380,000  men  will  be  furnished  by  the 
National  Guard  and  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents;  862,000  will  come  from  induc¬ 
tions  and  enlistments  of  men  between 
the  ages  of  19  through  25;  120,000  will 
come  from  enlistments  of  17-  and  18- 
year-olds;  40,000  veterans  will  enlist; 
and  it  is  anticipated  that  127,000  men 
will  reenlist.' 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  the  rapid 
expansion  during  the  present  fiscal  year 
will  take  862,000  men  out  of  the  19-26 
age  groups.  Under  present  law,  and  un¬ 
der  the  prevailing  standards  of  accept¬ 
ability,  there  will  only  remain  a  net  pool 
available  on  June  30,  1951  of  411,000 
men.  The  proposed  bill  raises  the  net 
pool  to  1,239,000  men,  without  reducing 
the  present  draft  age.  Of  this  number, 
however,  at  least  608,000  will  be  men  who 
would  otherwise  be  classified  as  IV-F  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  proposed  lowered  standards 
of  acceptability. 

Obviously,  the  increased  number  liable 
for  induction,  because  of  the  reduced 
physical  and  mental  standards,  cannot 
be  absorbed  by  the  services  in  any  large 
number  during  a  short  period  of  time, 
and  particularly  during  a  phase  of  rapid 
expansion.  Such  men  must,  of  neces¬ 
sity,  be  inducted  over  an  extended  pe¬ 
riod,  since  we  cannot  expect  to  main¬ 
tain  the  efficiency  of  our  Armed  Forces, 
and  particularly  the  Army  which  is  the 
recipient  of  the  greatest  number  of  in¬ 
ductees,  with  men  who,  for  all  intents 
and  purposes,  may  be  considered  as  sub¬ 
standard. 

Let  there  be  no  misundertanding  with 
regard  to  the  proposed  lowered  stand¬ 
ards.  The  January  1945  level  of  accept¬ 
ability  can  properly  be  called  the  barrel- 
scraping  period.  The  armed  services 
cannot  be  expected  to  assume  a  dispro¬ 
portionate  number  of  substandard  men, 
and  still  be  held  responsible  for  the  se¬ 
curity  of  the  Nation. 

Thus  what  appears  to  be  an  excess 
pool  of  men  19  through  25  potentially 
available  on  July  1,  1951,  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  proposed  legislation,  must 
necessarily  be  analyzed  in  terms  of  net 
availability  over  a  protracted  period  of 
time.  The  pool  of  19-to-26  men  who 


meet  present  standards  is  only  411,000. 
The  net  increase  to  the  pool  by  induct¬ 
ing  men  who  are  nonveterans  and  have 
wives  only  to  support  is  220,000,  under 
present  standards  of  acceptability. 
From  this  group  greater  delays  in  re¬ 
porting  for  induction  can  be  anticipated 
because  of  hardship.  Thus  the  antici¬ 
pated  net  pool  of  available  men  who  can 
meet  present  standards  of  acceptability, 
as  of  July  1,  1951,  will  be  only  631,000, 
just  slightly  in  exces^of  the  number  the 
Director  of  Selective  Service  considers 
must  always  be  in  the  manpower  pool 
to  provide  the  necessary  safety  margin. 

To  maintain  an  armed  strength  of 
3,500,000  men,  from  July  1,  1951,  to  July 
1,  1952,  will  require,  under  the  present 
Selective  Service  Act,  an  input  of  641,- 
000  men.  However,  by  extending  the 
period  of  service  from  21  to  26  months, 
and  by  authorizing  the  involuntary  ex¬ 
tension  of  present  voluntary  enlist¬ 
ments  for  1  year,  as  provided  in  the 
House  amendment,  this  required  input 
will  be  reduced,  in  fiscal  1852,  to  423,000 
men.  However,  this  figure  ijs  based  on 
the  assumption  that  135,000  men  now  in 
service  will  reenlist,  and  that  240,000 
men  will  voluntarily  enlist  from  outside 
the  present  group  liable  for  induction. 

Thus  by — 

First.  Lowering  physical  and  mental 
standards. 

Second.  Extending  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  to  26  months, 

Third.  Inducting  married  nonveterans 
who  are  nonfathers,  and 

Fourth.  By  involuntarily  extending 
enlistments  for  1  year,  there  will  be  a 
sufficient  pool  of  available  men,  without 
regard  to  physical  and  mental  quality, 
between  the  ages  of  19  through  25  to 
support  an  armed  force  of  3,500,000  men 
probably  until  the  end  of  fiscal  1953. 

However,  as  has  already  been  pointed 
out,  the  induction  of  men  under  the 
proposed  barrel-scraping  standards  must 
be  extended  over  a  protracted  period  of 
time. 

But,  of  even  greater  significance  is  the 
fact  that  the  contemplated  input  of  men 
in  fiscal  1952 — 641,000  under  the  present 
law;  428,000  under  the  House  bill — does 
not  take  into  consideration  the  release 
of  the  more  than  800,000  National 
Guardsmen  and  reservists  who  will  be  on 
active  duty  by  July  1, 1951,  most  of  whom 
are  veterans  of  World  War  II. 

If  these  veterans  of  World  War  II  are 
to  be  released,  and  the  committee  be¬ 
lieves  they  are  entitled  to  the  earliest 
consideration  consistent  with  national 
security,  then  the  available  pool  of  men 
who  meet  present  standards  must  be  in¬ 
creased. 

By  lowering  the  induction  age  to  18 
years  and  6  months,  and  taking  into  con¬ 
sideration  all  deferments  authorized  un¬ 
der  the  proposed  bill,  the  net  pool  will 
be  increased  by  224,000  men  who  would 
Qualify  under  present  standards,  and  an 
additional  30,000  men  who  would  qualify 
under  the  proposed  lowered  standards. 

Such  an  addition  to  the  pool  of  avail¬ 
able  men  will — 

First.  Permit  a  rapid  expansion  to 
4,000,000  men,  if  necessary. 

Second.  Permit  the  maintenance  of 
an  efficient  armed  force  of  3,500,000  men, 
and 
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Third.  Permit  the  earlier  release  of 
many  hundreds  of  thousands  of  veteran 
National  Guardsmen  and  Reservists  now 
on  active  duty  than  would  otherwise  be 
possible. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  so  far  I  have  been 
talking  about  the  drafting  of  men  for 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces.  But  this 
bill  provides  not  only  for  the  induction 
of  the  youth  of  the  Nation  for  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces,  it  also  provides  for 
induction  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps, 

At  this  point  I  would  like  to  discuss 
that  phase  of  the  bill  which  deals  with 
the  induction  of  men  for  training  which 
is  generally  referred  to  as  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training. 

The  bill  authorizes  the  establishment 
of  a  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  and  creates  a  National  Security 
Training  Corps.  The  Commission  is  to 
be  composed  of  five  members  appointed 
by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  ad¬ 
vice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  It  will 
be  a  civilian-controlled  Commission. 
Three  members  must  be  civilians,  one 
member  will  be  a  Regular  or  retired 
member  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  the 
remaining  member  must  come  from  a 
Reserve  component.  The  Chairman 
must  be  a  civilian.  The  Commission 
must  consist  of  outstanding  American 
citizens. 

It  will  be  the  job  of  the  Commission 
to  direct  and  control  the  training  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  and 
that  training  must  be  basic  military 
training.  After  the  Commission  has 
been  appointed,  it  will  prepare  a  plan 
for  implementing  this  military  training. 
The  plan  prepared  by  the  Commission 
must  be  submitted  to  the  Congress.  If 
either  House  does  not  pass  a  resolution 
by  a  simple  majority  disapproving  the 
plan,  the  plan  will  go  into  effect.  The 
proposed  bill  also  requires  that  the  plan 
submitted  to  the  Congress  will  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  To  prevent  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  from  bottling  up  the  pro¬ 
posed  plan,  the  law  will  require  each 
committee  to  report  a  resolution  to  its 
House  within  45  days  after  the  plan  has 
been  submitted,  stating  whether  the 
committee  favors  or  disapproves  plan 
submitted.  That  resolution  will  be 
privileged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any 
Member. 

The  bill  requires  that  the  plan  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  basic  type  of  military  train¬ 
ing  to  be  given  to  members  of  the  corps. 
The  plan  must  set  out  measures  for  the 
personal  safety,  health,  welfare,  and 
morals  of  the  members,  a  code  of  con¬ 
duct  for  the  members,  including  pen¬ 
alties  for  violations,  such  other  policies 
as  the  Commission  may  incorporate  in 
the  plan,  and  recommendations  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  disability,  death,  and  other 
benefits  to  be  granted  to  members  of 
the  corps,  along  with  suggested  duties, 
liabilities,  obligations,  and  responsibili¬ 
ties  to  be  imposed  upon  such  members. 

Now,  let  me  explain  to  you  how  in¬ 
duction  for  training  in  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  will  take  place: 

It  will  be  accomplished  in  one  of  two 
ways — either  the  President  may  issue  an 
Executive  order  stopping  the  induction 
into  the  armed  services  of  all  men  be- 
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low  the  age  of  19  and  calling  for  the 
induction  into  the  training  corps  of  all 
men  then  or  thereafter  liable  for  in¬ 
duction,  or  the  Congress  may  inaugu¬ 
rate  the  training  by  a  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  stopping  induction  for  service  and 
initiating  induction  for  training. 

The  age  limit  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  gen¬ 
erally  speaking,  will  be  between  the  ages 
of  I8V2  and  19  years.  Men  inducted  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
will  be  trained  for  a  period  of  6  months 
in  the  continental  United  States  and 
then  they  will  be  required  to  join  a  Re¬ 
serve  component  and  serve  satisfactorily 
as  a  member  of  that  Reserve  component 
for  5V2  years  after  they  have  finished 
this  training.  There  will  be  approxi¬ 
mately  500,000  men  per  year  who  will  be 
eligible  for  this  training.  They  will  be 
inducted  through  local  selective  service 
boards  and  the  same  mental  and  physical 
standards  will  apply  to  their  induction 
as  is  now  proposed  for  induction  into  the 
armed  services.  Men  below  the  age  of 
18  V2  will  be  permitted  to  volunteer  for 
induction  at  age  17  with  parental  con¬ 
sent,  and  at  age  18  without  parental 
consent. 

The  same  deferment  provisions  will 
apply  to  men  to  be  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  as  is  now 
proposed  for  deferment  from  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces. 

There  will  be  one  fundamental  differ¬ 
ence  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  that  is  its  members  will  not 
be  members  of  the  Armed  Forces.  After 
they  have  completed  6  months’  training 
and  have  been  assigned  to  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  they  will  then  become  Reserve 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces,  but  not 
until  that  transfer  takes  place. 

In  addition,  the  proposed  law  grants  to 
members  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  a  monthly  pay  of  $30  per 
month  during  this  6  months’  training 
period.  If  the  members  have  depend¬ 
ents,  they  will  be  entitled  to  the  allow¬ 
ances  now  authorized  for  dependents. 

No  man  can  be  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  until  the 
Congress  has  had  an  opportunity  to  dis¬ 
approve  the  plan  submitted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  healthy  provi¬ 
sion.  This  will  give  the  Congress  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  thoroughly  examine  the 
plan  submitted  by  the  Commission.  In 
my  opinion,  it  will  assure  a  military 
training  program.  It  is  a  wise  provision 
because  it  will  permit  the  Congress  to 
closely  examine  every  detail  of  the  plan 
submitted.  Congress  would  not  be  buy¬ 
ing  a  pig  in  a  bag.  It  will  know  the  type 
of  training  the  youth  of  our  Nation  will 
be  given  under  this  program. 

In  addition,  the  proposed  legislation 
requires  the  Commission  to  report  to  the 
Congress  semiannually  on  the  entire  op¬ 
eration  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  program. 

But  even  after  the  plan  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Congress,  further  action 
is  necessary  before  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  is  au¬ 
thorized,  because  induction  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  cannot 


be  started  until  drafting  for  service  of 
men  below  the  age  of  19  has  ceased. 

Bear  in  mind  that  the  available  man¬ 
power  pool  will  not  permit  drafting  for 
service  and  induction  for  training  at  the 
same  time.  It  is  obvious  that  when  in¬ 
duction  for  training  can  be  started,  we 
will  have  to  stop  drafting  for  service. 
We  have  not  enough  people  to  operate 
both  systems  simultaneously  because  we 
do  not  have  the  necessary  people  to  train 
two  different  groups. 

Bear  in  mind,  also,  that  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  bill,  the  Congress  can  terminate 
induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  any  time  it  sees  fit  by 
merely  passing  a  concurrent  resolution 
stopping  such  inductions.  However,  the 
universal  training  features  of  the  bill 
will  be  permanent,  since  it  is  the  long- 
range  planning  part  of  the  entire  pre¬ 
paredness  program. 

That,  in  essence,  is  universal  military 
training  and  the  method  by  which  it  will 
be  implemented,  initiated,  and  super¬ 
vised. 

I  said  in  the  beginning  that  Congress 
is  faced  with  a  momentous  decision.  I 
said  the  Nation  was  at  the  crossroads. 

The  course  we  take  today  will  deter¬ 
mine  for  many,  many  years  to  come 
whether  we  will  saddle  on  the  American 
people,  for  an  indefinite  period,  a  large 
standing  force,  or  whether  we  will  travel 
down  a  road  that  will  safely  permit  a 
reduction  in  our  standing  forces  through 
the  inauguration  of  a  universal  military 
training  program. 

It  costs  $35,000,000,000  a  year  to  sup¬ 
port  an  armed  force  of  3,500,000  men. 
The  total  income  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  last  year  was  only  $38,000,000,- 
000.  Just  think  of  it— the  cost  of  main¬ 
taining  the  Armed  Forces,  not  including 
original  equipment  cost,  is  within  $3,- 
000,000,000  of  the  total  income  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  received  last  year. 

Now  we  all  know  that  this  cannot  go 
on  indefinitely.  The  only  sensible  thing 
to  do  is  to  reduce  the  standing  forces  at 
the  earliest  opportunity. 

But  it  is  obvious  that  we  cannot  do 
this  unless  we  have  people  who  stand 
ready  to  take  the  place  of  the  reduced 
standing  forces.  That  is  why  we  pro¬ 
pose  that  the  youth  of  the  Nation,  in¬ 
stead  of  being  drafted  into  the  regular 
standing  forces,  be  given  6  months  of 
basic  military  training  and  then  be 
placed  in  the  reserve  components  where 
they  will  be  readily  available  for  call  to 
active  duty  in  the  event  of  an  emergency. 

The  objective  of  the  bill  is  to  build 
up  a  strong,  adequate,  well-trained  re¬ 
serve  and,  at  the  same  time,  permit  a 
substantial  reduction  in  the  size  of  our 
standing  forces. 

Bear  this  in  mind.  If  you  vote  to 
strike  out  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  features  of  this  bill,  you  are  forcing 
on  the  backs  of  the  American  people 
the  necessity  for  maintaining  for  an  in¬ 
definite  period  a  large  standing  force, 
which  you  and  I  know  will  eventually 
jeopardize  and  possibly  ruin  the  eco¬ 
nomic  stability  of  this  Nation.  You  can 
take  your  choice — saddle  on  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  for  an  indefinite  time  a  large 
standing  force,  or  institute  a  system 


which  will  permit  us  to  materially  re¬ 
duce  this  standing  force  and,  at  the  same 
time,  provide  security  through  a  reserve 
force  that  can  meet  any  military  neces¬ 
sity  that  may  arise. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Soviet  Union  lis¬ 
tens  only  to  a  nation  whose  voice  is 
backed  by  steel.  Here  is  the  steel;  here 
is  the  sinew;  here  is  the  way  to  avoid 
economic  chaos;  here  is  the  answer  that 
will  meet  Russia’s  ambitions  all  wrapped 
up  in  this  bill.  It  is  yours  to  accept  or 
deny.  You  may  never  be  called  upon  to 
make  a  greater  decision. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  WERDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  unanimous- 
consent  request? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes,  I  yield. 

Mr.  WERDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  in  the  body  of  the  Record  imme¬ 
diately  following  the  remarks  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  and 
to  include  as  part  of  my  remarks  certain 
quotations,  documents,  and  reports. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
have  to  renew  that  request  in  the  House 
to  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  WERDEL.  I  will  amend  the  re¬ 
quest,  then,  simply  to  include  my  own 
remarks  at  the  point  indicated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  a 
rare  privilege  and  a  distinct  honor  to 
serve  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  particularly  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  as  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee.  I 
hope  the  Members  will  bear  with  me, 
because  one  should  not  wait  until  his 
fellow  Member  has  died  to  pay  him 
honest  and  just  tribute. 

It  is  altogether  superfluous  and  un¬ 
necessary  for  me  to  tell  you  that  Carl 
Vinson  is  one  of  the  greatest,  ablest,  and 
best  men  I  have  ever  known.  While  he 
is  here  I  want  to  say  to  his  face  that 
there  is  no  Member  of  this  House  who 
has  a  more  real  or  a  finer  affection  for 
him  than  I  have. 

Now  that  my  feelings  have  been  truly 
expressed,  there  is  no  man  who  is  foxier, 
more  astute,  or  resourceful  than  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia.  He  has  a  bar¬ 
rel  of  tricks,  and  no  one  can  tell  when 
he  will  pull  one  from  the  bottom  of  the 
barrel  to  upset  his  opponent.  This  is 
not  to  indict  him  as  a  master  of  artifice 
or  chicanery,  but  to  prove  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  is  always  deter¬ 
mined  to  win  his  point — and  he  usually 
does. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  all  Members  know, 
practically  every  major  bill  out  of  our 
committee  has  been  reported  unani¬ 
mously.  But  this  bill  is  not.  There  is 
no  minority  report.  Only  three  of  us 
voted  against  the  bill  in  committee,  but 
several  members  of  both  political  parties 
voted  for  it  with  their  fingers  crossed, 
with  their  tongue  in  their  cheek,  and 
with  reservations. 

With  all  of  his  virtues  and  accomplish¬ 
ments,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
at  whose  side  I  have  had  the  priv- 
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ilege  and  honor  to  sit,  does  not  over¬ 
whelm  me;  nor  do  the  generals  or  ad¬ 
mirals  with  all  their  honors  and  glories 
sink  me.  For  36  years  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  has  sat  under  the  spell 
of  members  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
While  he  has  strength  of  will  and  a 
powerful  resistance,  he  is  human  and 
naturally  would  be  subject  to  the  cease¬ 
less,  incessant  propaganda  of  the  mili¬ 
tary.  I  have  been  here  only  half  that 
number  of  years,  but  I  do  not  succumb 
and  I  v/ill  not  yield  because  of  their  ex¬ 
alted  state,  and  I  shall  not  be  overcome 
by  my  admiration  and  love  for  my 
chairman. 

Sir,  I  am  no  push-over,  nor  am  I  scared 
of  the  threats  or  efforts  of  this  gigantic 
bureaucracy  which  would  cut  the  throat 
of  any  man  who  dares  oppose  it.  Nor 
am  I  led  astray  by  paid  propagandists 
who  are  interested  in  their  own  jobs  and 
who  do  not  speak  for  great  masses  of 
people  they  are  supposed  to  represent. 

The  issue  before  us  today,  my  fellow 
countrymen,  is  one  that  rises  far  above 
personalities.  Little  that  we  say  here 
will  be  long  remembered,  but  what  we 
do  here  will  never  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  look  at  this 
hybrid  mongrel  bill  and  see  just  what  its 
implications  are.  Perhaps  I  am  in  the 
minority  and  almost  alone,  but  it  is  not 
the  first  time  I  have  been  all  alone;  and, 
certainly,  I  am  not  afraid.  I  care  little 
what  people  might  think  of  me  today  or 
tomorrow;  what  they  will  think  5,  10,  or 
20  years  from  now.  I  am  compelled  by 
my  conscience  and  the  deepest  convic¬ 
tions  of  my  soul  to  speak  out. 

It  is  wonderful  to  live  in  a  land  where 
one  can  speak  his  mind.  The  only  time 
an  American  cannot  speak  out  is  when 
he  is  in  the  armed  services.  You  can 
talk  back  in  the  college  classroom,  but 
you  do  not  talk  back  in  the  Army, 
though  you  might  have  forgotten  more 
in  your  sleep  than  your  immediate  su¬ 
perior  ever  dreamed  of. 

Are  we  going  to  keep  this  a  free  coun¬ 
try?  Or  are  we  going  to  make  it  a  slave 
country  to  gocsestep  to  the  commands 
and  strutting  of  arrogant  men  who  like 
to  exercise  power? 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  us  look  at  this  bill. 
I  do  not  believe  anyone  could  tell  you 
anything  about  it  that  the  able  chair¬ 
man  has  not  comprehensively  and  accu¬ 
rately  told  you.  Eut  let  us  look  at  it 
and  the  philosophy  back  of  it  and  be¬ 
neath  it.  Let  us  think  where  it  is  going 
to  lead  us.  It  is  not  so  important  where 
you  start  or  begin  but  where  you  end 
that  counts. 

I  have  no  argument  with  any  Mem¬ 
ber  on  either  side  of  this  aisle  as  to  how 
he  shall  vote.  Each  man  must  search 
his  own  soul,  trust  his  own  judgment, 
and  follow  his  own  conscience — if  he  has 
any  left. 

This  whole  abortive  scheme  is  to 
shoulder  upon  us  a  system  which,  in  my 
opinion,  is  anti-American,  totally  for¬ 
eign,  and  unworthy  of  the  lovers  of  lib¬ 
erty  throughout  the  world.  The  present 
world  tension  does  not  demand  UMTS. 
The  present  Draft  Act  will  supply  any 
and  all  the  numbers  of  men  that  are 
needed.  The  sponsors  of  this  legisla¬ 
tion  think  that  the  psychology  of  the 


time  is  ripe  for  passage.  It  is  now  or 
never.  That  is  the  only  reason  it  is  on 
this  floor  today. 

Let  it  be  thoroughly  understood  that 
those  of  us  who  are  opposed  to  peace¬ 
time  military  conscription  are  not 
against  adequate  preparedness.  We 
want  to  make  this  country  strong.  I 
say  in  freedom  is  our  strength.  We  want 
to  see  this  Nation  strong  on  land,  on 
the  seas,  and  in  the  air  to  defend  itself 
against  all  possible  aggressors. 

The  pending  bill,  Mr.  Chairman,  pro¬ 
poses  to  combine  with  the  Draft  Act  a 
permanent  system  of  universal  military 
training  and  service.  The  draft  is  a 
temporary  piece  of  legislation  in  the  face 
of  an  emergency.  It  is  necessary  and 
indispensable,  and  we  all  know  that  we 
must,  under  present  conditions,  continue 
the  draft  until  such  changes  occur  that 
will  warrant  the  repeal  of  it.  But  peace¬ 
time  universal  military  training  and 
service  is  a  permanent  thing  here,  and 
that  is  what  the  sponsors  want — to  mili¬ 
tarize  the  country.  The  time  to  subject 
men  and  boys  to  draft  is  in  time  of  war 
or  imminent  war.  When  the  war  is  over, 
is  no  time  to  build  up  a  huge  military 
machine  in  this  country. 

You  can  call  this  peacetime  military 
training  and  service,  but  the  essence  is 
peacetime  conscription  with  no  termina¬ 
tion  date  in  the  bill.  It  is  compulsion 
and  coercion.  Naturally,  it  is  repugnant 
to  freemen.  A  rose  smells  the  same  by 
any  name  given  it.  So  does  a  polecat. 
This  bill  to  me  smells  more  like  a  pole¬ 
cat  than  it  does  a  rose. 

Personally  I  am  strongly  opposed  to 
this  shotgun  wedding  of  Selective  Service 
and  universal  military  training.  Why 
mix  the  castor  oil  with  the  orange  juice? 
Why  sugar-coat  the  pill.  This  illicit  and 
unholy  marriage  is  a  bold  and  brazen 
attempt  to  achieve  by  indirection  that 
which  the  Defense  Department  could  not 
achieve  by  direction.  In  time  of  hys¬ 
teria  we  should  not  pass  laws  which  in 
time  of  calm  reflection  could  not  be  ap¬ 
proved.  In  the  20  years  that  I  have 
served  in  this  body  and  even  before  I 
came  here  the  armed  services  have  tried 
to  cram  down  our  throats  peacetime  mil¬ 
itary  conscription,  but  always  they  have 
failed.  They  failed  in  our  ,  Id  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Military  Affairs ;  they  failed  in  the 
Special  Postwar  Policy  Committee  set  up 
by  Speaker  Rayburn,  with  cur  late  and 
lamented  friend,  Cliff  Woodrum,  as 
chairman.  Why  not  separate  the  is¬ 
sues?  Let  each  measure  stand  or  fall 
on  its  own  feet.  If  we  are  wise  we  will 
pass  the  substitute  bill  to  be  offered  by 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]  that  will  continue 
the  present  draft  law  for  2  or  3  years  and 
that  will  meet  all  of  our  requirements 
at  the  moment,  and  save  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  to  a  later  date  when  it  can 
be  considered  as  a  separate  measure. 
The  sponsors  of  the  bill  know  that  it  can¬ 
not  go  into  effect  immediately.  We  do 
not  have  enough  men  in  this  country  to 
take  care  of  our  draft  requirements  and 
universal  military  training  at  the  same 
time.  This  law  cannot  become  effective 
until  the  future,  perhaps  the  distant 
future. 

All  these  28  years  the  armed  services 
have  come  back  hammering  year  after 


year,  and  we  have  been  deluged  with 
telegrams  from  certain  Legion  leaders 
who  are  paid  pretty  good  salaries,  but  I 
do  not  think  they  speak  for  the  rank 
and  file  of  our  ex-service  men  any  more 
than  some  of  the  labor  leaders  speak  for 
the  rank  and  file  of  labor.  The  spon¬ 
sors  of  the  bill  are  taking  advantage  of 
of  the  terrific  pressure  in  this  jittery  age 
when  many  of  our  people  have  grown 
panicky  due  to  the  everlasting,  tireless, 
and  ceaseless  propaganda  waged  by  some 
of  the  brass  and  the  braid  who  now  want 
a  permanent  system  under  which  they 
can  command  large  bodies  of  men.  No 
preacher  ever  had  a  congregation  large 
enough  and  no  general  ever  had  an  army 
big  enough  to  command.  Naturally  they 
have  a  selfish  interest.  In  time  of  peace 
the  only  thing  the  members  of  the  armed 
services  are  interested  in,  particularly 
the  high-ranking  officers,  is  pay,  promo¬ 
tion,  retirement,  and  for  their  sons  to 
succeed  them  in  the  Military  or  Naval 
Academies. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  How  many  men  can 
the  Army  ever  have  under  the  universal 
military  training  program  as  suggested 
in  the  bill? 

Mr.  SHORT.  No  one  in  the  world 
could  tell  you  how  big  the  Army  would  be. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  Army  could  not 
have  more  than  three  and  one-half  mil¬ 
lion  men  under  any  provisions. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Oh,  yes.  As  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia 
pointed  out,  you  pay  the  soldiers  $90  a 
month  and  you  pay  these  trainees  $30  a 
month.  But,  he  failed  to  point  out  that 
every  year  you  take  in  800,000.  There 
is  not  a  man  on  our  committee  or  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  who  has  the  slightest 
inkling  as  to  the  cost  of  this  measure. 
I  predict  it  will  cost  a  minimum  of 
$4,000,000,000  to  $6,000,000,000  a  year. 
Heaven  only  knows  how  much  it  will 
cost,  but  it  will  cost  plenty. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  my  chairman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  know  that  the  only  ones  that  are 
subject  to  universal  military  training  are 
those  between  18V2  and  19  years  of  age? 
There  are  only  about  500,000  in  that  age 
range  each  year.  That  is  all  that  can 
ever  be  taken. 

Mr.  SHORT.  You  have  a  constant 
turn-over,  and,  naturally,  it  builds  up. 
Their  service  is  for  6  years. 

Mi’.  VINSON.  In  the  Reserves,  yes. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Surely,  in  the  Reserves. 
They  look  forward  to  retirement  benefits 
and  longevity  pay,  and  unemployment 
compensation,  and  compensation  for  in¬ 
juries  that  will  occur.  Why,  the  amount 
will  be  in  staggering  proportions.  Yet 
you  are  going  to  pass  a  bill,  and  you  do 
not  have  the  least  conception  of  what 
the  total  cost  will  be,  and  you  know  it. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Will  the  gentleman 
tell  the  House  if  any  countries  have  been 
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spared  the  ravages  of  war,  by  compul¬ 
sory  military  training? 

Mr.  SHORT.  They  have  not.  But  I 
should  like  to  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
it  is  interesting  to  remember  the  argu¬ 
ment  advanced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  Judge  Smith,  that  when  his 
boy  goes  to  war  he  wants  him  trained. 
Of  course  we  all  do.  We  do  not  want 
to  send  green  men  into  combat,  though 
they  did  take  some,  not  only  in  World 
Wars  I  and  II,  but  they  have  sent  them 
to  Korea. 

The  argument  that  every  American 
youth  should  have  2  to  3  years  of  com¬ 
pulsory  military  service  in  order  to  re¬ 
duce  wartime  casualties  is  false  for  four 
reasons. 

The  first  is  that  the  training  of  the  in¬ 
dividual  for  combat  does  not  require  any 
such  long  period,  but  takes  only  17 
weeks,  according  to  the  Army  itself. 
General  Christiansen,  in  answer  to  a 
question  by  our  former  colleague  from 
Michigan,  Mr.  Engel,  said: 

We  found  17  weeks  developed  the  man  so 
that  as  an  individual  lie  could  go  into  a 
combat  organization  and  fight  as  a  part  of 
that  combat  organization  effectively. 

So  you  do  not  need  all  that  long  time. 

You  train  these  men  and  put  them  in 
the  reserve,  and  they  go  out,  but  if  war 
should  break  out  they  will  have  to  be 
called  back  and  given  refresher  courses. 
You  cannot  just  take  a  man  off  the  farm 
or  out  of  an  office  or  a  profession  and 
send  him  into  battle  overnight.  I  do  not 
care  how  much  training  he  has  had,  he 
has  grown  soft  and  flabby  in  the  interim. 

The  second  reason  this  argument 
does  not  hold  water  is  that  fighting  a 
modern  war — and  how  well  so  many  of 
you  who  were  in  the  last  war  know  this — 
is  done  by  combat  teams  that  must  be 
trained  as  units  in  time  of  war. 

The  third  reason  is  that  most  of  the 
men  of  a  modern  army  never  engage  in 
combat.  Only  a  few  men  actually  get 
to  the  battle  line.  Most  of  them  do 
housekeeping  work.  They  are  radio¬ 
men,  mechanics,  cooks,  clerks,  truck 
drivers,  and  so  fGrth.  Certainly,  train¬ 
ing  for  such  work  usually  is  part  of 
civilian  life,  and  does  not  require  2  or  3 
years  of  conscripted  service. 

The  fourth  reason  that  their  argument 
is  fallacious  is  that  heavy  casualties  do 
not  occur  because  of  lack  of  training, 
but  because  of  disease,  proximity  to  ex¬ 
ploding  shells  or  bombs,  and  blunders  by 
superiors. 

According  to  the  Army’s  own  reports, 
and  more  specifically  in  answer  now  to 
the  direct  question  of  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero].,  it  is  in¬ 
teresting  to  look  at  World  War  II  casu¬ 
alties.  Countries  without  universal  mil¬ 
itary  service  suffered  far  less  casualties 
than  countries  with  universal  military 
service.  In  World  War  II,  the  United 
States  suffered  1,068,000  casualties  with 
392,000  killed.  The  British  Empire  suf¬ 
fered  980,000  casualties,  with  353,000 
killed.  Britain  and  the  United  States 
each  suffered  less  than  400,000  soldiers 
killed.  Germany,  with  universal  mili¬ 
tary  service,  suffered  9,500,000  casual¬ 
ties,  with  2,100,000  killed.  Russia,  with 
universal  military  service,  suffered  13,- 


000,000  casualties,  with  3,509,000  killed. 
Japan,  with  5,750,000  casualties,  suffered 
1,200,000  deaths.  China,  with  3,178,000 
casualties,  had  1,300,000  killed. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  What  about  France? 

Mr.  SHORT.  France,  of  course,  was 
principally  occupied. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  The 
chairman  admitted  here  a  moment  ago 
the  waste  of  manpower  in  the  armed 
services.  Suppose  you  corrected  that, 
would  you  need  to  reduce  the  age  limit 
from  19  to  18 V2? 

Mr.  SHORT.  If  the  armed  services 
had  carried  out  the  plain  intent  of  the 
Congress  by  building  up  our  civilian 
components,  the  National  Guard  and  the 
reservists  who  have  been  so  shamefully 
treated,  if  they  had  employed  the  draft 
which  they  discontinued  in  January 
1949,  over  2  years  ago — not  only  dis¬ 
continued  calling  them  under  the  draft 
but  they  discharged  30,000  of  them — if 
they  would  lower  the  mental  and  physi¬ 
cal  standards  and  requirements  to  Jan¬ 
uary  1945  and  tighten  up  on  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  law — if  they  had  ob¬ 
served  those  three  things  that  I  have 
mentioned,  this  legislation  would  not  be 
here  today. 

That  is  a  very  perinent  question 
which  the  gentleman  has  asked,  and  I 
will  go  into  a  little  further  discussion  of 
that  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  I  was 
referring  particularly  to  the  waste  of 
manpower  in  the  noncombat  service. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Oh,  yes ;  in  the  last  war 
you  could  visit  camp  after  camp  and 
find  a  lot  of  doctors,  M.  D.’s,  who  were 
sorely  needed  back  home  in  their  com¬ 
munities.  We  had  only  one  home-town 
doctor  left  in  my  county,  traveling  over 
the  hills  of  Stone  County,  Mo.,  minis¬ 
tering  to  12,000  people.  We  had  only 
one  old  broken-down  doctor,  but  you 
could  go  into  the  Army  camps  and  find 
a  lot  of  doctors  sitting  around  punch¬ 
ing  a  typewriter — round  pegs  in  square 
holes.  You  have  a  lot  of  them  over  here 
in  the  Pentagon. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Why  did  not  the 
military  submit  to  this  committee  esti¬ 
mated  costs  and  comparable  figures? 

Mr.  SPIORT.  They  do  not  know. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Why  do  they  ex¬ 
pect  us  to  swallow  this  argument? 

Mr.  SPIORT.  Because  now  is  the  only 
chance  in  the  world  for  them  to  get  this 
passed. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  The  argument  has 
been  made  that  the  real  issue  here  is  a 
question  of  budget  figures.  I  do  not 
swallow  budget  figures  in  that  kind  of 
an  argument. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  never  swallows  a  figure. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  want  to  see  some 
figures.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  another  question,  although  he  may 
touch  on  it  later,  suppose  we  create  uni¬ 
versal  military  service  and  develop  this 
great  force  of  men  and  they  return  to 


their  homes.  When  they  are  out  of  the 
service  for  2  or  4  or  5*4  years,  will  not 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  these  men  at 
the  time  they  are  called  back  have  wives 
and  children,  as  well  as  other  depend¬ 
ents  perhaps,  as  is  the  case  with  the 
reservists  who  are  now  serving? 

Mr.  SPIORT.  Of  course. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Nothing  has  been 
said  about  the  expenses  and  about  that 
part  of  the  picture. 

Mr.  SPIORT.  Of  course  not — they  do 
not  know. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  There 
is  one  point  that  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  overlooked  explaining  a  few 
moments  ago,  which  I  think  is  very  perti¬ 
nent  to  this  legislation. 

I  am  sure  that  the  gentleman  who  is 
addressing  the  Plouse  now  will  be  able  to 
answer  this  question:  Does  the  legisla¬ 
tion  before  the  House  provide  that  the 
pool  of  men  between  18*4  and  19  will 
be  thrown  into  the  general  pool  with 
those  betv/een  19  and  26,  or  does  it  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  pool  of  men  between  19  and 
26  of  eligible  draftees  must  be  exhausted 
before  they  reach  the  pool  age  of  19? 

Mr.  SHORT.  No.  They  are  all 
thrown  together,  according  to  my  under¬ 
standing. 

Mr.  CLEMENTS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPIORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  The  gentleman 
made  some  comment  in  connection  with 
the  amount  of  casualties  which  Great 
Britain  had  in  the  last  world  war.  Will 
you  give  some  consideration  to  the  fact 
that  the  regimental  commanders  had 
something  to  do  with  the  fewer  number 
of  casualties  in  our  Army? 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  is  quite 
correct.  He  was  a  great  soldier. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPIORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  And  they  did  not  say 
that  they  did  not  have  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  there. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  was  rather  interested 
in  the  waste  of  manpower  in  the  Army. 
We  do  not  consider  the  tremendous 
number  of  civilians  who  are  now  in  the 
Pentagon  and  we  are  wasting  their  time, 
too.  Since  the  Korean  police  action - 

Mr.  SHORT.  Which  has  cost  us 
about  60,000  casualties. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  That  is  true ;  but  since 
that  time,  since  we  took  that  step  over 
there,  we  have  averaged  about  2,000  a 
week  in  civilian  employees  in  our  armed 
services,  to  the  point  that  today  I  think 
our  total  employment  in  the  entire  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  amounts  to  about 
2,600,000.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  my  understand¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  SPIAFER.  Have  we  any  idea  how 
many  more  civilians  v/ill  be  employed  as 
a  result  of  bringing  in  all  these  aadi- 
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tional  boys  under  universal  military 
service,  if  that  is  adopted? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  think  the  gentleman’s 
figures  are  too  high,  but  the  senior  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Virginia  says  you  can  dis¬ 
charge  a  lot  of  those  people  and  get 
much  more  work  done. 

Mr.  SHAPER.  I  know  that  a  week  ago 
there  were  2,000  additional  jobs  opened 
up,  and  they  were  all  dispensed  at  the 
White  House.  They  are  all  jobs  drawing 
pay  of  around  twelve  to  fifteen  thousand 
dollars  a  year. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  it  was  necessary  to  go  down  to  the 
18-year-olds  to  get  sufficient  manpower 
for  the  draft.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  Senate  bill  pro¬ 
vides  for  18.  We  provide  for  18!/2,  with 
6  months’  training  before  going  into 
combat. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Would  the  gentleman 
explain  to  me  his  own  thinking  of  this 
recent  “smart  boy’’  announcement  by 
the  Selective  Service  that  some  800,000 
students  in  the  categories  between  19 
and  26  would  be  deferred  provided  they 
passed  this  “smart  boy”  examination, 
and  just  what  is  going  to  happen  if  they 
are  deferred?  How  much  lower  are  we 
going  to  have  to  go  to  get  sufficient  man¬ 
power  for  the  armed  services? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Not  being  a  Delphinian 
oracle,  I  will  have  to  refer  the  gentleman 
to  General  Hershey.  I  cannot  answer 
that  question. 

I  am  worried  about  these  18-year-clds. 
Let  us  talk  about  that  for  a  minute. 
General  Marshall  and  General  Collins, 
and  “Lightning  Joe”  is  a  combat  soldier, 
a  real  fighter,  and  ought  to  know  what 
he  is  talking  about.  They  both  testified. 
I  would  rather  take  his  opinion  than  a 
lot  of  desk  generals.  They  both  testi¬ 
fied  that  18-year-old  boys  are  the  best 
soldiers  on  earth.  I  just  do  not  believe 
it. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  just  want  to  say  that 
I  agree  with  you  a  hundred  percent. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  would  much  prefer  to 
take  the  judgment  of  Olin  Teague,  a 
man  who  fought  and  was  wounded  in 
Europe  during  World  War  IL  or  Pat 
Sutton,  or  a  score  of  men  in  this  House 
on  that  particular  point,  than  to  take 
the  advice  or  accept  the  opinion  of  even 
the  Chiefs  of  Staff  behind  a  desk  in  the 
Pentagon.  I  think  if  you  will  talk  to 
combat  leaders,  I  mean  your  lieutenants 
and  captains  and  majors,  talk  to  any 
man  who  has  been  under  fire  with  troops 
and  he  will  tell  you  that  18-year-old 
boys — of  course,  they  are  bold,  they  are 
daring,  they  are  resilient,  they  have  a 
quick  comeback;  they  are  not  as 
courageous  as  they  are  foolhardy,  just 
like  hot-rod  automobile  drivers.  They 
are  darned  fools  at  times,  although  I 
knew  more  at  the  age  of  18  than  I  have 
ever  known  before  or  since.  That  is  the 
reason  they  want  18-year  old  boys;  they 
want  to  take  them  with  fuzz  on  their 
chins  at  a  tender  age,  when  they  are 
malleable,  when-  they  will  obey  com¬ 
mands,  when  they  are  impressionable; 
they  want  to  indoctrinate  them. 


Oh!  We  will  never  become  a  mili¬ 
taristic  Nation.  No;  because  we  hate 
war.  It  will  be  with  us  as  with  every 
nation;  saddle  peacetime  conscription 
permanently  on  the  American  people— 
we  are  human  beings;  we  are  not  so  dif¬ 
ferent  from  other  peoples  in  other  na¬ 
tions;  it  will  not  take  long  to  make 
America  over,  and  that  is  the  dream  of  so 
many  people  of  this  country,  like  Dr. 
Tugwell  “We  will  roll  up  our  sleeves  and 
make  America  over.”  Maybe  we  will 
make  America  over  all  right,  if  you  pass 
this  bill,  and,  brother,  it  will  not  be  to 
your  liking. 

You  cannot  tell  me  that  an  18-year- 
old  boy  has  the  stamina,  the  strength, 
the  endurance,  or  the  mature  judgment 
of  older  men  capable  of  marching  under 
heavy  pack  over  rough  terrain.  The 
march  of  the  men  in  the  hills  of  Korea 
proved  that.  I  have  talked  to  some  of 
the  soldiers  back  from  Korea,  I  talked 
to  one  in  my  district  who  was  shot  in 
both  legs,  an  officer  in  an  infantry  divi¬ 
sion.  He  was  at  Percy  Jones  Hospital. 
A  graduate  of  the  military  academy;  I 
named  him  to  West  Point. 

“Why,”  he  said  “those  poor  kids  in 
that  bitter  cold  would  break  down  and 
weep  like  a  baby.” 

My  God,  it  is  awful.  You  are  taking 
a  boy  immediately  out  of  high  school. 
That  is  sort  of  robbing  the  cradle.  He 
cannot  vote;  he  has  scarcely  begun  to 
live,  yet  you  are  calling  upon  him  to  de¬ 
fend  this  country  where  men  who  are 
men  should  be  willing,  and  able,  and 
ready  to  fight  to  defend  it  in  any  emer¬ 
gency. 

I  know  that  some  boys  at  18  are  more 
mature  than  others  at  20.  The  unde¬ 
niable  fact  is  that  under  this  proposed 
legislation  we  are  going  to  draft  men— 
listen  to  me — we  are  going  to  draft  men 
at  a  younger  age  and  compel  them  to 
serve  longer  than  is  done  by  any  other 
country  of  the  North  Atlantic  Pact  na¬ 
tions.  In  Prance,  Belgium,  Holland, 
Norway,  and  Portugal  they  take  young 
men  at  the  age  of  20,  and  in  most  of 
those  countries  they  serve  only  12  months 
and  in  none  more  than  18.  In  Italy  they 
do  not  take  them  until  they  are  21  years 
of  age,  and  they  serve  for  18  months. 
Now  we  propose  to  take  the  youth  of 
this  country  at  the  tender  age  of  18  or 
18  V2.  I  hope  we  can  stand  up  in  con¬ 
ference,  but  Senators  have  minds  of 
their  own.  If  we  do  the  wise  thing  we 
will  continue  the  present  Draft  Act  as 
the  Barden  bill  would,  keep  the  age  at 
19.  But  no;  we  are  going  to  take  them 
at  18  or  18j/2  and  compel  them  to  serve 
not  for  12  months  or  for  18  months,  but 
for  26;  and  then  they  are  going  to  be 
held  in  the  Reserves,  with  the  shameful, 
wicked,  and  inexcusable  manner  in 
which  our  active  Reserves  have  been 
treated.  They  went  out  a  year  ago,  or 
on  June  25,  at  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean 
crisis.  The  Government  reached  out 
with  its  strong  arm  and  yanked  in  this 
inactive  Reserve,  it  yanked  in  the  other 
one,  most  of  the  members  of  which  were 
in  their  late  twenties  or  early  thirties. 
They  are  married,  with  one,  two,  or  three 
children  or  other  dependents.  They 
have  bought  a  farm,  they  are  building 


a  house,  they  have  gone  into  a  profes¬ 
sion.  Many  of  these  men  have  had  1,  2, 
and  3  years  of  combat  service.  Their 
careers  had  already  been  suddenly  and 
seriously  interrupted  in  World  War  II. 
But  the  Government  goes  out  and  it 
yanks  in  these  men  indiscriminately 
from  the  inactive  Reserve.  They  are 
in  Korea  at  this  moment.  Many  of  them 
have  been  killed.  Others  are  fighting 
there  at  this  hour  while  the  National 
Guard  and  the  Organized  Reserve  units 
that  have  been  taking  training,  receiv¬ 
ing  pay,  and  looking  forward  to  longev¬ 
ity  and  retirement  benefits  have  never 
been  called.  It  is  the  most  disgraceful 
thing  that  has  ever  happened  in  our 
history. 

In  spite  of  all  the  criticism  of  Madam 
Rosenberg,  I  want  to  say  to  you  that 
she  was  more  frank  and  forthright  than 
any  witness  we  had  before  us.  I  asked 
her  to  justify  the  treatment  given  these 
inactive  Reserve  men.  She  said:  “Con¬ 
gressman  Short,  there  is  no  justification. 
We  have  done  a  sorry  job.”  It  is  an  aw¬ 
ful  mess.  She  was  honest  and  coura¬ 
geous  enough  to  frankly  admit  it. 

V/e  are  going  to  take  these  boys  at  18 
and  18 y2.  They  are  going  to  serve  26 
months.  They  will  be  in  the  Reserves, 
including  their  training  period,  for  6 
years. 

I  want  it  clearly  understood  by  the 
public  just  what  our  draft  laws  are. 
Under  this  pending  bill  we  propose  to 
draft  men  at  an  early  age,  compel  them 
to  serve  a  longer  period  than  any  other 
member  of  the  Atlantic  Pact.  Their 
draft  laws  are  milder  than  ours,  or  the 
ones  we  propose  to  enact.  Even  in 
Soviet  Russia  they  are  not  called  up  as 
early  as  the  Defense  Department  in  this 
country  proposes. 

Are  we  going  to  keep  this  America? 
What  good  will  it  be  for  you  to  send 
your  sons  and  brothers  and  husbands 
to  fight  and  die  7,000  miles  away  on  the 
hillsides  of  Korea  for  freedom  when  we 
are  in  danger  of  losing  freedom  here  at 
home?  I  do  not  know  how  you  feel 
about  it,  but  I  do  not  want  to  Prus¬ 
sianize  America.  If  this  bill  passes  we 
will  conscript  not  only  men  into  the 
Army  but  we  will  put  all  Americans  into 
a  strait-jacket,  which  the  Senate  hear¬ 
ings  disclosed.  They  lifted  the  curtain 
in  the  Senate.  They  closed  the  shutters 
before  our  committee.  Read  the  hear¬ 
ings  over  there.  The  real  purpose  back 
of  this  bill  is  to  conscript  even  for  non¬ 
defense  purposes. 

Let  the  camel  get  its  nose  under  the 
tent  and  he  will  take  over  the  circus. 
No  Member  here  is  so  youthful  or  so 
naive  as  to  doubt  that.  Indeed  the  au¬ 
thors  and  sponsors  of  the  legislation 
frankly  admit  that  the  UMT  phase  of  this 
wicked  legislation  is  for  the  future,  per¬ 
haps  a  considerable  distance  in  the  fu¬ 
ture. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  have  been  re¬ 
ceiving  a  number  of  letters  from  Legion 
organizations  in  the  country  encour¬ 
aging  me  and  other  Members  of  Congress 
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to  support  UMT.  Would  the  gentleman 
care  to  express  himself  on  that? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  will  be  very  glad  to. 
The  gentleman  was  not  here  a  while  ago 
when  I  said  that  a  lot  of  these  leaders 
are  paid  pretty  good  salaries,  but  they 
do  not  speak  for  the  rank  and  file. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  have  received  a 
number  of  letters. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Well,  I  have  received 
them.  They  saw  me  at  my  home  last 
v/eek  during  the  Easter  recess.  But  let 
me  tell  you  gentlemen  this — and  if  any 
of  you  want  to  see  them,  you  are  wel¬ 
come  to  come  over  to  the  office — since 
debating  this  issue  with  General  Hershey 
over  television  on  the  American  Forum 
of  the  Air  a  month  ago  I  have  received 
litterally  hundreds  upon  hundreds  of  let¬ 
ters-  and  telegrams  not  only  from  the 
Midwest,  but  along  your  seaboards,  the 
Atlantic  and  the  Pacific,  and  from  the 
deep  South,  and  I  think  I  am  safe  in 
saying  that  not  more  than  50  of  those 
letters  and  telegrams  dissented  from  the 
position  I  took;  not  50.  The  overwhelm¬ 
ing  sentiment  of  the  American  people  is 
against  this  wicked,  iniquitous  thing. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Is  it  not  true  that  this 
legislation  we  are  talking  about  today, 
this  UMS,  has  no  relationship  to  the 
UMT  program  that  the  Legion  spon¬ 
sored?  It  has  no  comparison  at  all  with 
it,  has  it? 

Mr.  SPIORT.  Well,  the  Legion  is  for 
it,  or  their  leaders  are. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Senator  Malone  intro¬ 
duced  the  Legion  bill  in  the  Senate  as 
S.  1.  Senator  Malone,  coauthor  of  this 
original  UMT  bill,  called  the  Marshall 
substitute  a  monstrosity  and  voted 
against  it.  As  a  result  of  changes  made 
in  the  Defense  Department  UMT  draft 
bill,  top  American  Legion  officials  have 
“gone  along”  with  the  proposal.  But  it 
is  worth  noting  that  on  January  22,  Na¬ 
tional  Commander  Erie  Cocke,  Jr.,  told 
the  Senate  subcommittee: 

We  want  to  make  it  clear  that  the  plan 
before  you  is  not  universal  military  training 
of  the  type  so  long  advocated  by  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Legion,  and  supported  by  the  people. 
The  committee  will  want  to  consider  this 
matter  with  great  care. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Well,  I  am  glad  the 
gentleman  made  that  statement.  It. 
seems  to  me  we  have  got  the  cart  before 
the  horse.  We  are  enacting  legislation 
that  will  not  go  into  effect  until  some 
future  date,  and  may  never  go  into  effect. 
Why  not  cross  that  bridge  when  we  get 
to  it? 

I  repeat,  there  are  not  enough  Amer¬ 
icans  to  carry  on  the  draft  and  carry 
on  UMT  at  the  same  time.  How  foolish 
for  us  to  muddy  the  waters  today  and 
put  on  the  statute  books  a  law  which 
cannot  possibly  be  implemented  for  sev¬ 
eral  years  to  come.  Every  student  of 
government  knows  that  one  Congress 
cannot  bind  another,  and  that  we  can¬ 
not  provide  appropriations  for  our  de¬ 
fense  purposes  for  more  than  a  2-year 
period.  Would  it  not  be  better  for  the 
Congress  to  wait  until  the  real  need  for 
UMT  arises  to  pass  a  law  to  that  effect? 


Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  has  been  said  several 
times  today,  including  in  the  remarks 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Smith]  when  we  were  considering 
the  rule,  that  the  reason  the  UMT  sec¬ 
tion  is  in  this  bill  is  that  it  probably 
would  not  pass  if  it  were  brought  up  any 
other  time. 

Mr.  SHORT.  He  let  the  cat  and  a  lot 
of  little  kittens  out  of  the  bag. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  would  like  to  have  the 
gentleman’s  opinion  on  this:  If  this  is 
a  democratic  nation,  ought  anything  to 
pass  if  the  people  do  not  want  it  passed 
on  the  basis  of  its  own  merits?  Why 
should  anybody  want  to  put  something 
through  which  it  is  admitted  could  not 
go  through  when  the  people  are  living 
under  normal  conditions? 

Mr.  SHORT.  This  bill  is  infinitely 
better  than  the  bill  sent  over  by  the  De¬ 
fense  Department.  I  think  the  House 
bill  is  a  much  better  bill  than  the  Senate 
bill,  with  all  credit  to  my  able  and  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman,  but  the  conception 
of  this  thing  was  brooded  and  hatched 
and  born  over  in  the  Pentagon.  Mr. 
Marshall  admitted  he  wrote  the  bill. 

Who  determines  policy  if  not  the 

*  elected  Representatives  of  the  pepole? 
The  Armed  Forces  should  carry  out 
orders.  The  trouble  is  there  are  too 
many  people  in  the  Pentagon  who  are 
trying  to  play  the  role  of  diplomat  and 
statesman.  They  are  determining  policy 

*  when  they  ought  to  be  carrying  out' 
orders.  The  policy  is  established  by  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States; 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yisld  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  May  I  call  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  to  page  31,  which 
provides  for  the  continuation  after  the 
26  months  of  anyone  inducted  unless 
he  is  appointed  in  the  Reserve  Corps, 
for  a  period  of  6  years.  Let  me  call  the 
gentleman’s  attention  to  the  fact  that 
you  had  thousands  and  thousands  of 
the  youth  of  this  country  at  college 
and  in  high  school  who  enlisted  since 
the  day  provided  here,  June  25,  1950. 
They  enlisted  for  4  years  in  the  Navy, 
Marine  Corps,  and  Air  Corps,  or  3  years 
in  the  Army. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Under  this  same  sec¬ 
tion  you  are  also  taking  the  youth  of 
draft  age  for  26  months.  What  is  fair 
about  keeping  in  the  Reserve  Corps  for 
another  2  years  the  youth  who  left 
school  because  they  were  upset  and  off 
balance,  and  enlisted  for  4  years?  Can 
the  gentleman  answer  that?  Is  it  the 
intention  of  this  bill  to  do  that? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
answer  that  point.  Can  the  chairman 
answer  it? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  May  I  say  to  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  that  on  page  31, 
in  section  3,  line  13,  it  provides  that 
everyone  who  went  into  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  by  draft  or  enlistment  after  June 
25,  1950,  should  serve  for  the  period  of 
enlistment,  I  suppose — it  is  not  provided 
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there — but  26  months,  in  effect;  but  then 
you  provide  that  they  continue  in  the 
Reserve  Corps  for  a  total  period  of  6 
years.  These  youngsters  who  enlisted 
had  to  enlist  for  4  years  in  some  branches 
of  the  service  and  for  3  years  in  one. 
Then  they  have  to  serve  two  more  years. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  If  he 
has  enlisted  for  3  years  after  the  twenty- 
fifth  day  of  June  1959,  the  total  service 
cannot  exceed  6  years. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  When  that  boy  enlisted 
he  made  a  contract  with  the  Army 
which  said  nothing  about  the  Reserve 
Corps.  Is  not  that  true?  Why  are  you 
going  back  and  changing  it? 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  are  not  changing 
the  terms  of  his  contract.  He  enlisted 
for  4  years  or  for  3  years.  We  are  not 
interfering  with  that.  But  Congress 
comes  along  after  that  and  says,  “When 
you  have  finished  serving  3  years  you 
will  have  to  serve  three  additional  years 
in  the  Reserves.”  That  is  consistent 
and  does  not  interfere  at  all  with  his 
contract. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con¬ 
sider  this  legislation  not  only  dangerous 
but  most  untimely.  It  is  easier  to  put 
on  excess  weight  than  it  is  to  take  it  off. 
Those  of  us  who  are  past  50  realize  this. 
So  it  is  with  this  legislation.  It  is  easier 
now  not  to  pass  laws  than  it  is  to  take 
them  off  the  books  once  they  are  on. 

To  adopt  this  double-barreled  pro¬ 
gram  now  would  be  a  radical  departure 
from  our  Americah  system.  It  violates 
every  tradition  of  our  forefathers. 

Certainly  we  do  not  want  to  employ 
the  techniques,  the  methods,  plans  of  the 
nations  whose  dictators  we  have  fought 
to  destroy.  Germany,  Italy,  and  Japan 
had  peacetime  military  conscription  and 
universal  military  training;  taut  history 
is  replete  with  instances  where  every  ma¬ 
jor  nation  that  has  followed  this  scheme 
has  inevitably  been  led  down  the  road 
to  war  and  eventually  to  ruin.  Free  men 
can  still  outproduce  and  outfight  slaves. 

In  World  War  II  this  country  raised  an 
armed  force  of  more  than  12,000,000  men 
and  women  and  won  the  greatest  war  in 
history — and  we  did  it  without  peace¬ 
time  conscription  or  universal  military 
training.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  United  States  of  America  and  Great 
Britain — the  world’s  two  great  democ¬ 
racies — won  against  overwhelming  odds 
because  their  heart  was  in  the  fight. 

It  is  significant  to  note  that  since  VE- 
and  VJ-day  our  Navy  and  our  Air  Force 
have  succeeded  in  getting,  without  any 
great  effort,  all  the  volunteers  they 
needed. 

It  must  also  be  remembered  that  the 
Army  back  in  January  1949  stopped 
drafting  men  because  they,  no  doubt, 
figured  they  had  all  they  needed.  They 
discharged  30,000.  We  also  know  that 
all  branches  of  the  armed  services  have 
done  very  little  to  help  the  Reserves  and 
National  Guard — and  that  there  would 
be  no  need  for  a  draft  or  UMT  if  the 
Army  had  done  its  duty  and  supported 
the  Guard  and  the  Reserves  and  made  a 
sincere  and  earnest  effort  to  build  them 
up. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  PULTON.  May  I  ask  the  gentle- 
man— and  also  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  if  he  is  on  the  floor— as  to 
the  policy  of  permitting  Reserves  who 
are  now  in  service  to  go  to  the  officers’ 
candidate  schools?  If  I  may  use  a  per¬ 
sonal  reference— yesterday  evening  Paul 
Hoffman,  of  the  ECA,  said  that  his  boy 
was  a  sergeant  in  World  War  II  and  then 
went  back  to  school  and  got  his  degree 
and  applied  for  admission  to  the  offi¬ 
cers’  candidate  school  and  was  told  then 
that  he  was  too  old  ufider  the  regula¬ 
tions  to  be  an  officer.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  please  tell  me,  for  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  what  the  policy  is? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  the  military 
mind  speaking.  That  is  the  thing  we 
want  to  guard  against  in  this  country. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Could  I  ask  the  com¬ 
mittee — is  that  a  policy  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  has  set,  that  if  a  man  has  been 
in  World  War  II  and  then  goes  and  gets 
his  degree  and  comes  up  for  admission  to 
the  officers’  training  school,  or  makes 
application,  he  is  told  he  is  too  old? 
What  is  wrong? 

Mr.  SHORT.  No;  the  Congress  or  the 
committee  has  had  nothing  to  do  with 
such  a  policy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  could  it  be  possible  that 
the  draft  law  was  not  invoked  and  that 
the  organized  Reserves  and  the  National 
Guard  were  shamefully  and  almost  com¬ 
pletely  ignored  in  order  to  force  a  com¬ 
pulsory  system  of  peacetime  military 
training  and  service  upon  us?  The 
Armed  Services  cannot  escape  this  re¬ 
sponsibility. 

Under  the  pending  bill,  it  is  proposed 
that  we  in  this  country  draft  our  young 
men  at  an  earlier  age  and  compel  them 
to  serve  a  longer  period  of  time  than  any 
other  member  nation  of  the  North  Atlan¬ 
tic  Pact.  Their  draft  laws  are  milder 
than  the  one  we  propose  to  enact. 
Youths  even  in  Soviet  Russia  are  not 
called  up  as  young  as  the  United  States 
defense  department  planners  propose. 

According  to  testimony  of  our  own  de¬ 
fense  establishment  the  number  of  men 
needed  for  the  period  January  1951 
through  June  1952  is  1,382,000.  This  in¬ 
cludes  800,000  able-bodied  men  in  1-A 
at  the  beginning  of  1951  plus  200,000  col¬ 
lege  students  to  be  drafted  next  summer, 
plus  851,000  able-bodied  men  to  reach 
age  19  in  this  18-month  period.  These 
figures  clearly  give  us  a  margin  of  460,- 
000  men  in  reserve  while  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  considers  a  margin  of  only 
400,000  in  the  draft  pipe  line  as  essential. 

It  is  clear,  I  think,  to  most  members  of 
our  committee  that  if  the  physical  and 
mental  standards  of  the  IV-P’s  or  re¬ 
jectees  are  lowered;  if  married,  childless 
men  in  the  19  to  25  age  bracket  who  have 
never  seen  military  service;  and  if  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  present  law  is  tight¬ 
ened,  the  required  number  of  men  can  be 
secured  without  having  to  draft  18-year- 
olds  or  without  having  to  take  any  vet¬ 
erans  at  all. 

It  is  utterly  foolish  for  us  to  spend 
billions  of  dollars  to  build  up  the  Armed 
Forces,  increase  the  numbers  of  men  in 
the  Army,  Air  Force,  Navy,  and  Marine 
Corps  unless  we  furnish  them  the  weap¬ 
ons  of  war  with  which  to  wage  a  conflict. 
Men  do  not  like  to  train  with  broom¬ 
sticks  and  stovepipes.  We  know  that  we 


are  short  of  materials.  There  is  nothing 
so  destructive  of  morale;  which  will  pro¬ 
mote  such  dissension  and  griping  as  to 
have  idle  men  sitting  around  without 
housing  and  without  equipment.  We  are 
short  of  strategic  and  critical  materials. 
Already  in  this  proposed  program  we 
have  had  more  men  in  the  different 
branches  of  service  than  we  can  take 
care  of;  boys  twiddling  their  thumbs 
with  nothing  to  do — who  are  discouraged 
because  they  want  effectively  to  serve 
their  country. 

We  had  70,000  at  Lackland  Base.  They 
do  not  have  uniforms  or  the  weapons, 
housing  or  sufficient  instructors.  It  is 
stupid  and  selfish  for  us  to  rush  men  into 
the  service  until  we  have  weapons  and 
equipment  for  them. 

If  we  spent  one- tenth  as  much  of  our 
effort  and  money  on  the  achievement 
of  peace,  as  we  do  on  the  problems  of 
war — if  we  had  not  demobilized  so  rap¬ 
idly — we  might  have  won  the  peace.  Un¬ 
fortunately,  if  the  military  gains  control 
we  shall  never  achieve  that  objective. 

I  still  believe  with  Lincoln  that  right 
makes  might  and  that  all  of  our  faith 
should  not  be  put  in  material  power. 
This  is  diametrically  opposite  the  philos¬ 
ophy  of  Nietzsche  who  believed  that 
might  makes  right.  Let  us  therefore 
continue  in  the  footsteps  of  our  fathers  __ 
in  the  Christian  way  of  living,  believing  ’ 
that  an  idea  cannot  be  shot  with  a  can¬ 
non  and  that  ideals  cannot  be  destroyed 
by  an  atomic  bomb. 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  yesterday  we  heard 
the  President  of  the  Republic  of  France. 

I  want  to  quote  briefly  a  significant  state¬ 
ment  that  he  made: 

For  us,  Indeed,  the  effort  for  peace  and  the 
effort  for  defense  are  not  contradictory;  they 
complement  each  other.  With  the  prudence 
and  firmness  dictate’d  by  our  said  experience, 
we  shall  never  cease  to  answer  negation,  pro¬ 
cedural  obstructionism  and  popaganda  in 
the  langauge  of  right,  of  truth,  and  of  sin¬ 
cerity. 

Let  us  not  fail  to  speak  clearly,  frankly, 
and  firmly.  Let  us  put  at  the  service  of 
peace  and  freedom,  side  by  side  with  our 
material  forces  as  long  as  those  are  needed, 
the  invincible  moral  forces  which  always 
animate  free  people  aware  of  the  righteous¬ 
ness  of  their  cause. 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  this  floor  last  year, 
on  July  25,  1950,  I  said: 

There  is  another  quality  which  is  neces¬ 
sary  for  any  country  to  win  in  any  armed 
conflict.  That  is  a  spiritual  quality  and  a 
moral  force  which  dictators  often  overlook 
or  underestimate. 

The  love  of  liberty,  the  devotion  to  a  great 
and  righteous  cause,  the  indomitable  spirit 
of  men  which  believes  in  the  dignity  of  the 
human  soul  and  the  love  of  a  just  and  last¬ 
ing  peace.  These  ethical  principles  cannot  be 
conquered  by  the  might  of  materialism.  In 
the  beginning  of  a  conflict,  brute  force  may 
triumph  for  a  while,  but  the  undying  faith, 
the  resolute  will,  the  indomitable  courage 
born  of  Christian  idealism  will  utlimately 
triumph.  These  virtues  which  belong  to  the 
United  States  and  western  civilization  will 
eventually  triumph  over  the  ruthless  in¬ 
stincts  and  barbarous  tactics  of  a  godless 
atheistic  communism.  We  will  give  Russia 
and  the  whole  world  to  understand  that 
much  as  we  might  differ  among  ourselves  in 
a  country  of  free  men  on  domestic  issues, 
we  shall  ever  rise  as  a  united  nation  and  a 
united  people  to  fight  and  die  to  preserve 
our  Republic  against  all  ruthless  aggressors. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  has 
consumed  1  hour. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  gentleman  has  con¬ 
sumed  1  hour,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  he  may  be  permitted  to  proceed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  will  close  very  shortly. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  at  this  point? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Some  question  has 
arisen  in  the  minds  of  some  as  to  the  at¬ 
titude  of  the  American  Legion  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  this  legislation.  I  wish  to  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Missouri  the  testimony 
of  Commander  Cocke  at  page  395  of  the 
hearings,  especially  this  statement  in 
conclusion  of  the  commander’s  able  re¬ 
marks  regarding  this  legislation.  He 
said: 

Gentlemen,  your  committee  has  stood 
shoulder  to  shoulder  with  the  American  Le¬ 
gion  during  our  long  fight  for  adoption  of 
UMT.  'We  believe  that  fight  can  and  must 
be  won  this  year. 

Mr.  SHORT.  We  shall  repel  all  en¬ 
croachments  upon  our  liberty  with  all 
the  might  we  have,  but  at  the  same  time 
we  shall  attempt  to  prove  to  the  rest  of 
the  world  that  America  with  her  humble 
spirit  and  generous  heart  will  do  every¬ 
thing  to  convince  all  mankind  that  we 
are  a  nation  without  ambition  or  desire 
for  territory  or  indemnity;  to  win  and 
grant  to  other  people  all  the  blessings 
of  liberty  and  opportunity  that  we  now 
possess. 

I  plead  with  you  Members  of  this 
House  that  we  keep  America  free,  be¬ 
cause  our  freedom  is  our  strength.  Let 
us  not  follow  a  discredited  foreign  phi¬ 
losophy  that  has  been  tried  and  failed 
every  time  it  has  been  tried ;  let  us  make 
and  keep  America  a  land  of  freemen 
where  every  citizen  can  walk  the  earth 
his  own  king,  the  equal  lord  of  every 
other  man,  to  go  his  own  way,  work  out 
his  own  will,  weave  into  the  warp  and 
woof  of  the  magic  spell,  the  dreams  that 
haunt,  the  duties  that  inspire  and  urge 
him  on. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  has  consumed  64  minutes. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  [Mr.  HavennerL 

(Mr.  HAVENNER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
more  than  10  years  ago  I  stood  in  the 
well  of  this  House  and  tried  to  describe 
the  emotional  experience  of  an  Ameri¬ 
can  liberal  who  was  confronted  with  the 
unhappy  conviction  that  conscription  of 
the  manhood  of  America  was  essential 
for  the  national  defense.  I  made  public 
confession  then  that  throughout  my 
thinking  life  I  had  feared  and  distrusted 
the  intrusion  of  military  institutions  into 
the  fabric  of  our  democratic  society  be¬ 
cause  it  seemed  to  me  that  the  two  things 
were  fundamentally  incompatible  and 
that  if  they  were  forced  to  endure  side 
by  side  the  military  influence  might  de¬ 
stroy  the  processes  of  democracy.  In  my 
early  life — and,  indeed,  until  very  re¬ 
cently — I  have  opposed  and  denounced 
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every  suggestion  that  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  service — outside  of  wartime — should 
ever  be  permitted  to  exist  in  my  beloved 
America.  I  once  fondly  imagined  that 
peace  on  earth  could  be  achieved  by  a 
resolute  application  of  the  doctrines  of 
disarmament  and  universal  friendship  to 
our  national  and  international  policies. 
I  was  persuaded  that  the  psychology  of 
peace  could  overwhelm  the  forces  of  war 
in  world  relationships.  The  idea  that 
the  youth  of  America  could  or  should  be 
transformed  into  warriors  was  utterly 
abhorrent  to  me. 

But  I  was  confronted  then,  as  I  am 
confronted  now,  with  a  spectacle  of  stark 
realism  in  far-away  areas  of  this  blood¬ 
stained  world — a  hideous  spectacle  of 
ruthless  depredation  which  could  only  be 
resisted  by  military  force.  So  I  decided 
then,  as  I  have  decided  now,  to  set  aside, 
temporarily,  at  least,  some  of  my  earlier 
idealism  for  the  purpose  of  preserving 
what  is  to  me  the  dearest  thing  on 
earth — the  freedom  of  the  American 
way  of  life — and  to  reestablish  through¬ 
out  the  world  peace  and  good  will  among 
men. 

At  that  time  I  voted  for  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1940,  and  subsequent  world 
events  convinced  me  that  the  momentous 
step  which  I  took  on  that  occasion  was 
necessary  and  right. 

After  the  surrender  of  Germany  and 
Japan,  I  again  indulged  the  hope,  which 
I  shared  with  many  millions  of  people 
throughout  the  world,  that  a  just  and 
enduring  peace  could  be  established  and 
that  war  might  be  avoided  in  the  future, 
and  so  I  opposed  and  voted  against  the 
Selective  Service  Act  in  1948.  But  these 
fond  dreams  of  world  tranquillity  were 
soon  rudely  shattered.  Our  erstwhile 
allies  in  Russia — or  rather  the  little 
group  of  cruel  men  who  have  seized  po¬ 
litical  control  of  the  Russian  people — 
embarked  upon  a  deliberate  program  of 
promoting  wars — cold  and  hot — in  wide¬ 
ly  scattered  sections  of  the  world — wars 
which  the  Russian  Communists  cunning¬ 
ly  contrived  to  have  fought  by  the  peo¬ 
ples  of  other  nations,  while  they  artfully 
preserved  their  own  manpower  and  mili¬ 
tary  resources. 

While  these  diabolical  intrigues  were 
in  progress,  the  American  people,  de¬ 
luded  by  political  programs  of  economy, 
permitted  our  national  defenses  to  sink 
to  a  low  level,  which  encouraged  our 
new-found  enemies  to  plot  the  overthrow 
of  the  American  Government.  Then 
come  the  aggression  against  South  Ko¬ 
rea,  and  the  sudden  realization  by  the 
American  people  that  the  policies  of 
disarmament  and  defenselessness,  into 
which  they  had  been  led  by  political  siren 
songs,  could  only  lead  to  national  dis¬ 
aster  and  possibly  to  the  extinction  of 
the  American  way  of  life. 

At  this  point  I  think  it  is  appropriate 
to  review  the  history  of  our  fluctuating 
national  defense  policies,  during  the 
present  century,  for  the  purpose  of  illus¬ 
trating  how  I  have  arrived  at  my  reluc¬ 
tant  conclusion  that  a  program  of  sus¬ 
tained  military  strength  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  future  for  the  protection  of 
the  American  way  of  life  and  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  world  peace. 

It  has  been  said  that  our  defenses  have 
been  mounted  on  a  political  roller  coaster 


which  shifted  abruptly  from  peaks  of 
jittery  mobilization  in  periods  of  national 
crisis  to  depths  of  dangerous  weakness 
in  times  of  fancied  calm.  Shortly  be¬ 
fore  the  outbreak  of  World  War  I,  in 
June  1916,  we  had  a  total  of  179,000  men 
in  our  Armed  Forces.  Under  the  spur 
of  war  this  number  skyrocketed  upward 
until,  by  Armistice  Day,  November  11, 
1913,  the  total  had  reached  4,282,000. 
Then  the  pendulum  swung  into  reverse 
at  a  dizzying  pace.  In  less  than  2  years 
after  the  end  of  'World  War  I  the  number 
of  men  under  arms  was  back  down  to 
344.000. 

The  downward  trend  continued  for 
another  2  years.  Then  the  size  of  our 
Armed  Forces  reached  a  point  of  stabil¬ 
ity  which  was  maintained  from  1922  to 
1935.  The  number  of  men  on  duty  dur¬ 
ing  those  years  ranged  between  243,845 
and  270,027.  By  June  30,  1939,  shortly 
before  Hitler  invaded  Poland,  the  total 
climbed  to  334,473.  When  France  fell,  a 
year  later,  our  strength  was  still  short  of 
half  a  million.  The  exact  figure  was 
453,297  on  June  30,  1940. 

It  was  not  until  the  Selective  Service 
Act  was  passed,  on  September  16,  1940, 
that  rapid  mobilization  of  military  man¬ 
power  got  under  way.  Even  then  our 
progress  was  far  from  assured.  Con¬ 
tinuation  of  selective  service  squeezed 
through  by  the  margin  of  a  single  vote 
the  following  year,  only  a  few  months 
before  Pearl  Harbor.  When  we  passed 
into  actual  conflict,  under  conditions  of 
total  war,  all  restraints  were  dropped. 
We  reached  a  peak  strength  of  12,124,- 
418  on  May  31,  1945. 

After  VJ-day  we  began  the  familiar 
process  of  casting  away  our  strength 
with  breakneck  speed.  By  March  31, 
1948,  despite  the  evidences  of  Soviet  du¬ 
plicity  in  the  United  Nations,  our 
strength  had  sunk  to  a  postwar  low  of 
1,398,726. 

The  facts  of  Soviet  imperialism  forced 
a  new  upswing.  Selective  Service  was 
reactivated  and  our  strength  climbed  to 
1,668,492  on  January  31,  1949.  Emphasis 
on  budget  economies  again  reversed  the 
trend.  The  number  of  men  in  service 
slipped  off  to  1,460,261  on  June  30,  1950. 
Again  an  acute  crisis  forced  us  to  swflft 
action.  The  outbreak  of  hostilities  in 
Korea  started  us  on  the  road  to  a  force 
adequate  to  provide  genuine  security. 
On  March  21,  of  this  year  General  Mar¬ 
shall  was  able  to  inform  the  President 
that  we  had  more  than  doubled  the  force 
we  had  when  the  Communists  made  their 
unprovoked  attack  across  the  thirty- 
eighth  parallel  on  June  25,  1950.  Our 
present  strength  is  more  than  2,900,000, 
and  our  immediate  goal  is  a  total  of 
3,462,000,  to  be  attained  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible  after  June  30. 

The  feast-or-famine  concept  of  de¬ 
fense  which  has  marked  our  past  record 
has  been  extremely  wasteful.  It  has  pro¬ 
vided  no  real  security.  It  has  invited 
disregard  by  other  nations  of  our  peace¬ 
ful  purposes.  It  encourages  the  belief 
among  those  who  conspire  to  destroy  us 
that  we  will  again  relax  our  vigilance  if 
they  delay  any  overt  attack  long  enough. 
What  is  more,  the  acceptance  of  the  the¬ 
ory  that  our  primary  defense  must  al¬ 
ways  be  our  troops  actually  under  arms 
involves  military  expenditures  of  such 


great  magnitude  that  they  might  even¬ 
tually  bankrupt  our  country.  Our  en¬ 
emies  have  openly  predicted  that  cur 
democratic  institutions  would  crumble 
under  the  combined  impact  of  a  huge 
standing  Military  Establishment,  with  its 
strong  pull  toward  a  militaristic  spirit, 
and  the  tearing  down  of  our  living  stand¬ 
ards  by  excessive  military  costs. 

This  bill  authorizes  the  creation  of  a 
permanent  and  stable  reserve  of  trained 
manpower  in  America  through  a  system 
of  universal  military  training.  I  repeat 
that  it  was  with  extreme  reluctance  that 
I  reached  the  conclusion  that  such  a 
drastic  departure  from  the  antimilitaris¬ 
tic  traditions  of  our  peace-loving  Amer¬ 
ica  is  now  necessary.  But  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  present  danger  to  the 
existence  of  democratic  institutions  in 
every  part  of  the  world  makes  this  step 
imperative. 

And  I  wish  to  emphasize  again  my 
conviction  that  the  future  safety  of  our 
Nation  and  of  human  freedom  here  and 
elsewhere  in  the  world  depends  upon  our 
creation  and  maintenance  of  a  stable 
military  reserve  force  of  sufficient 
strength  to  discourage  any  enemy  attack. 
This  means,  of  course,  the  permanent 
abandonment  of  the  policy  of  vacillation 
between  extremes  of  strength  and  weak¬ 
ness  which  has  characterized  our  defense 
programs  in  the  past. 

Of  great  incidental  importance  is  the 
fact  that  the  estimated  cost  of  the  huge 
reserve  force  which  would  be  created  by 
the  proposed  system  of  universal  military 
training  would  be  far  less  than  the  cost 
of  maintaining  a  much  smaller  standing- 
army  in  active  regular  service.  The  pro¬ 
fessional  staff  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  has  informed  me  that  the  cost 
of  maintaining  each  man  in  our  Regular 
Armed  Forces  is  approximately  $10,000 
per  year.  They  have  also  informed  me 
that  for  approximately  one-quarter  of 
that  per  capita  cost  an  equivalent  reserve 
force  could  be  trained  and  maintained 
through  a  system  of  universal  military 
training. 

However,  I  serve  notice  here  that  when 
the  time  comes  to  set  up  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  I  shall  support 
amendments  to  this  bill,  if  it  is  enacted 
into  law,  which  will  insure  the  continua¬ 
tion  without  interruption  of  the  educa¬ 
tion  of  every  youth  who  is  inducted  into 
the  corps. 

I  am  confident  that  overwhelming  pub¬ 
lic  sentiment  throughout  the  Nation  will 
compel  the  adoption  of  such  amend¬ 
ments.  The  chief  and  most  valid  objec¬ 
tion  to  this  measure  from  a  social  stand¬ 
point,  aside  from  the  basic  opposition  to 
compulsory  military  service,  is  that  its 
present  provisions  would  take  our  Ameri¬ 
can  youths  out  of  school  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  training.  In  my  opinion  the 
American  people  will  not  permit  this  to 
be  done,  and  I  feel  sure  that  before  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  is  put  into  effect 
the  Congress  will  adopt  legislative  pro¬ 
visions  to  prevent  it. 

The  chairman  and  other  members  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  will  dis¬ 
cuss  the  selective-service  provisions  of 
this  bill  in  detail  and  I  shall  not  con¬ 
sume  any  time  in  a  repetition  of  the  in¬ 
formation  which  they  have  placed  in  the 
Record.  We  devoted  many  days  to  pains- 
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taking  and  exhaustive  hearings  on  the 
whole  subject  of  conscription  of  man¬ 
power,  and  the  bill  now  under  considera¬ 
tion  has  passed  through  the  crucible  of 
searching  inspection  by  the  entire  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  dearest  thing  on 
earth  to  me  is  the  freedom  of  the  Ameri¬ 
can  way  of  life.  My  forefathers  and 
yours  fought  and  died  to  create  the 
Magna  Carta  of  personal  liberties  which 
is  the  Bill  of  Rights  in  the  American  Con¬ 
stitution.  In  my  humble  way,  I  have 
always  fought  to  protect  civil  liberties  in 
America  against  every  threat  of  impair¬ 
ment  or  destruction.  Sometimes  my  de¬ 
votion  to  the  Bill  of  Rights  has  made  me 
a  target  for  bitter  criticism  and  denun¬ 
ciation.  There  have  been  occasions  when 
the  ugly  eye  of  suspicion  was  directed  at 
me  because  I  did  not  submit  to  outbursts 
of  mass  hysteria  which  sought  to  set  aside 
some  of  our  constitutional  guaranties  of 
the  rights  of  individuals.  But  I  shall 
continue,  so  long  as  I  live,  to  fight  for 
the  dignity  of  the  individual,  for  civil 
liberties,  and  for  the  preservation  of  the 
American  way  of  life. 

It  is  precisely  because  I  hold  these 
things  so  dear  that  I  am  now  persuaded 
to  relinquish  for  awhile  my  objections  to 
compulsory  military  training  in  America. 
I  am  convinced  that  today  America  is  in 
danger,  perhaps  even  greater  dapger  than 
in  the  days  when  Lincoln  made  the  world 
resound  with  his  heroic  resolution  that 
the  American  way  of  life  should  not  per¬ 
ish  from  this  earth.  I  am  sure  that  if 
he  were  with  us  today  he  would  exhort 
us  to  mobilize  all  of  our  resources,  mate¬ 
rial  and  human,  to  protect  the  America 
we  love  so  well  against  threats  of  attack 
by  the  foes  of  democracy. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  want  to  compli¬ 
ment  the  gentleman  on  a  very  informa¬ 
tive  and  constructive  discussion.  I  have 
gone  through  the  same  evolution  in  my 
thinking  as  he  has  gone  through  in  his. 
I  think  the  world  is  too  explosive,  it  is 
too  small,  for  us  not  today  to  write  into 
the  law  of  the  land  a  permanent  mili¬ 
tary  policy  that  will  give  us  some  secu¬ 
rity.  That  is  why  I  am  going  to  vote  for 
this  bill  exactly  as  it  came  out  of  our 
committee. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  PULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Could  the  committee 
tomorrow  explain  what  the  provision  on 
segregation,  at  the  bottom  of  page  53  of 
the  bill,  actually  means,  so  that  some  of 
us  will  know  what  we  are  voting  on? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Before  the  debate  is 
ended  we  will  endeavor  to  do  that.  I 
doubt  whether  we  can  do  it  tomorrow 
because  the  program  for  addresses  has 
already  been  set  up.  However,  we  will 
try  to  give  the  Committee  full  informa¬ 
tion  as  to  what  it  means. 

Mr.  FULTON.  You  will  explain  the 
procedure  fully  so  that  we  can  tell  as  to 


promotion,  training,  service,  and  so 
forth? 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  will  try  to  explain 
it  as  best  we  can.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
understand  it  myself,  having  voted 
against  it.  Nevertheless,  we  will  try  to 
advise  you  as  best  we  can. 

Mr.  FULTON.  I,  too,  am  opposed  to 
segregation. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  In  the  committee  con¬ 
sideration  of  universal  military  training 
did  the  committee  go  into  the  question 
of  whether  or  not  it  will  be  possible  to 
obtain  a  sufficiently  trained  number  of 
men  through  training  facilities  in  col¬ 
leges  and  other  schools  of  various  kinds, 
rather  than  interrupting  their  school¬ 
ing? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  We  have  discussed 
that.  In  my  opinion,  it  would  be  pos¬ 
sible. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  that  in  the 
plans  that  are  to  be  submitted  by  the 
commission  they  can  incorporate  that 
type  of  training,  at  universities  instead 
of  in  training  camps.  In  other  words, 
they  will  lay  the  whole  plan  of  training 
before  the  Congress.  Tjien  the  Congress 
passes  on  it,  as  to  whether  or  not  it 
meets  its  views. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr,  JUDD.  The  statement  has  been 
frequently  made  that  the  best  time  for 
a  boy  to  get  his  service  usually  is  when 
he  finishes  high  school.  If  the  age  of 
induction  were  set  at  18  V2  years  and  he 
finished  high  school  at  18  and  he  wanted 
to  go  in  then  and  get  it  over  with,  could 
he  be  inducted  ahead  of  18 'A,  or  would 
he  have  to  enlist  and  then  serve  for 
3  or  4  years? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  bill  permits  a  boy 
under  universal  military  training  to  go 
in  at  the  age  of  17  years  with  his  parents' 
consent  and  18  without  his  parents’  con¬ 
sent;  but  he  will  have  to  go  in  at  I8V2  if 
he  is  drafted  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  JUDD.  And  if  he  is  inducted 
ahead  of  time,  it  is  for  the  same  length  of 
time? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Exactly — 6  months. 

Mr.  JUDD.  And  it  is  not  for  a  regular 
3-  or  4-year  enlistment  period? 

Mr.  VINSON.  One  of  the  basic  differ¬ 
ences  is  that  when  he  is  in  training  he  is 
not  in  the  armed  services. 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  is  right;  he  is  not  in 
the  Army. 

Mr.  VINSON.  He  is  not  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mi-.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  have  given  consider¬ 
able  thought  to  that  particular  provision 
of  the  bill.  It  is  my  thought  that  since 
the  boy  goes  into  school  at  a  certain  reg¬ 
ular  age,  he  may  come  out  of  high  school 
at  that  same  relative  age  and  that  a 
great  many  of  them  will  want  to  go  in 
at  18  years  of  age  and  will  not  want  to 
wait  until  they  are  18  !/2  years  of  age, 
and  in  that  event  they  will  get  the  obli¬ 


gation  out  of  the  way  and  behind  them 
and  be  able  to  go  about  the  regular  busi¬ 
ness  of  life. 

Mr.  JUDD,  I  approve  of  that  in  cases 
where  the  boy  desires  to  start  earlier. 
But  I  do  not  like  to  take  all  at  18  years 
because  there  are  some  at  the  age  of  18 
years  who  are  not  mature  enough  to  go 
through  this  kind  of  experience  without 
a  certain  amount  of  character  or  psy¬ 
chological  damage  from  which  they  do 
not  always  completely  recover. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Will  the  chairman  sup¬ 
ply  us  later  in  the  debate  with  informa¬ 
tion  on  extra  pay  for  combat  areas?  I 
understand  that  certain  people  are  being 
paid  extra  for  combat  areas  on  the  World 
War  II  basis  when  this  is  really  Korea. 

Mr.  VINSON.  There  is  a  bill  before 
the  committee  which  was  sent  up  by  the 
Department,  but  we  have  not  had  a 
chance  to  get  around  to  it  yet.  The  De¬ 
partment  is  asking  in  that  bill  that  extra 
compensation  be  given  for  actual  combat 
service.  But  that  is  a  separate  matter 
from  this  altogether. 

Mr.  FULTON.  So  that  you  are  in¬ 
cluding  the  paying  of  combat  pay  for 
areas  that  are  World  War  II  areas,  where 
there  is  no  actual  risk  involved?  Are 
you  doing  that? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  question  of  combat 
pay  is  all  embodied  in  a  bill  which  is 
pending  in  the  committee,  which  was 
sent  up  by  the  office  of  the  Secretary,  of 
Defense  a  few  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  FULTON.  But  it  will  be  separate 
from  this? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes;  that  is  entirely 
separate  legislation. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Why  was  the  maximum 
high  school  age  placed  at  20  years?  Is 
that  both  for  military  service  and  for  the 
purpose  of  universal  military  training. 
Why  was  it  set  at  20  years? 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  the  law  today  it  is 
19  years.  A  high  school  student  is  given 
a  postponement  up  to  his  19th  year.  The 
evidence  disclosed  that  a  large  percent¬ 
age  were  in  high  school  after  they 
reached  their  nineteenth  birthday. 
Therefore  we  gave  them  a  statutory  de¬ 
ferment  up  to  20  years  of  age. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  is  the  average 
age  of  graduation  from  high  school? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  is  below  20. 

Mr.  GROSS.  At  what  point  below  20? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  It  is  under  17  at  the 
present.  These  figures  will  give  you  the 
percentage  of  the  500,000  that  graduate 
from  the  high  schools.  At  17  you  have 
16.5  percent.  At  18  to  19,  32.9  percent; 
and  at  19  to  20,  14  percent;  and  above 
20,  around  4  percent.  So  you  get  all 
of  them  graduating  from  high  school, 
except  4  percent,  up  to  20  years  of  age. 
The  total  is  500,000. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  that  not  put  a 
premium  on  the  boy  who  flunks  in  high 
school  and  does  not  that  defer  him  an- 
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other  year  because  a  heavier  percentage 
graduates  between  18  and  19  years  of 
age? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  think  it  might  be 
stated  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  that 
the  principal  reason  for  raising  that  age 
limit  to  20  is  that  some  boys  may  have 
been  held  back  in  school  for  physical 
disabilities  or  for  other  reasons,  and  it 
was  to  take  care  of  those  boys  princi¬ 
pally  that  tiiere  was  a  change  in  the 
age. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  think  there 
has  been  some  misinformation  given  to 
the  committee.  The  present  law  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  deferment  of  high  school 
students  up  to  the  age  of  20  years.  This 
bill  does  not  change  the  treatment  of 
high  school  students  in  any  respect 
whatsoever. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  should  like  to  clear  up 
for  the  record  a  reply  made  a  moment 
ago  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
in  answer  to  my  inquiry.  He  said  that 
those  taken  in  for  universal  military 
training  at  their  own  choice  at  the  age 
of  17  or  18  or  before  they  reached  I8V2 
years  of  age  could  serve  their  6  months 
and  discharge  the  obligation.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  that  same  provi¬ 
sion  applies  to  those  who  would  be  called 
up  under  the  draft  portion  of  this  bill 
for  26  months  of  military  service. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Subsection  2  describes 
specifically  that  any  person  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  26  shall  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
for  training  and  service,  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b). 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  also  applies  down 
to  17,  if  he  has  the  consent  of  his  par¬ 
ents? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Yes,  for  the  service. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Thank  you. 

[Mr.  COLE  of  New  York  addressed  the 
Committee.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  going  to  address  myself  to 
one  particular  phase  of  this  legislation 
and  try  to  bring  out  that  particular 
point. 

This  bill,  of  course,  concerns  universal 
military  service  and  training.  Of  course 
the  draft  law,  which  must  be  extended, 
in  my  opinion,  is  only  one  phase  of  this 
bill,  as  has  been  so  fully  discussed.  I 
am  concerned  basically,  however,  with 
universal  military  training.  I  am  most 
concerned  because,  having  gone  through 
all  of  the  hearings  in  the  Senate  and  the 
House  and  then  going  back  to  the  Comp¬ 
ton  report,  I  have  been  amazed  to  find 
that  nowhere  has  there  been  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  what  universal  military  training 
consists  of.  I  wanted  to  know  what  the 
curriculum  was.  I  wanted  to  know  just 
what  the  military  had  in  mind  as  far  as 
what  this  training  consisted  of. 


In  this  particular  bill  it  is  very  inter¬ 
esting  to  note  that  none  of  us  is  actually 
deciding  on  my  program  of  universal 
military  training.  We  are  actually  dis¬ 
cussing  the  structure  that  v/ill  be  set  up. 
No  more. 

I  am  reading  from  page  15  of  the 
committee  report  where  this  statement 
is  made: 

In  order  to  assure  the  establishment  of  a 
truly  military  training  program  for  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
the  Commission  must  submit  its  plan  for 
such  a  program  to  the  Congress,  to  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Armed  Services  Committee  of 
both  Houses. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  it  is  going  to  be  all-right. 
The  bill  stipulates  specifically  a  truly 
military  program  which  was  endorsed  by 
the  committee.  Of  course  a  training 
program  of  a  military  nature  will  change 
and  v/ill  develop  from  time  to  time  and 
year  to  year.  The  training  program 
which  we  had,  for  instance,  in  World 
War  I  was  considerably  different  from 
the  training  program  in  World  War  II; 
and  I  would  suppose,  naturally,  that  any 
training  program  would  be  modernized 
from  time  to  time.  But  regardless  of  that 
fact  the  program  is  going  to  be  presented 
to  the  Congress  for  its  approval  and  its 
endorsement  under  the  provisions  of  the 
bill,  and  I  think  will  give  the  gentleman 
in  total  what  he  had  in  mind. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  appreciate 
that,  I  may  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana,  but  I  think  it  is  quite  im¬ 
portant  that  the  committee  should  have 
gone  into  a  consideration  and  a  study  of 
what  has  been  the  military  training  pro¬ 
grams  for  a  period  of  years  and  in  par¬ 
ticular  they  should  have  considered  what 
the  military  might  have  in  mind  as  far 
as  training  programs  are  concerned.  In 
going  back  to  the  Compton  report  I 
would  hardly  think  that  the  system  ad¬ 
vocated  there  which  is  little  more  than 
national  education  with  maybe  a  little 
bit  of  military  training,  is  what  we  are 
interested  in;  -and  as  I  proceed  with  my 
discussion  here  I  am  going  to  try  to 
point  out  why  I  think  it  is  particularly 
important  that  the  committee  should 
have  gone  into  the  actual  technical 
phases  of  military  training,  because  a 
lot  of  these  problems  I  am  convinced 
that  face  us  or  seem  to  face  us  might  be 
solved  if  a  real  analysis  had  been  made 
of  what  military  training  consists  of. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  was 
somewhat  disturbed  by  the  statement  of 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smith]  when  he  said  that  one  reason 
for  the  need  for  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  as  provided  in  this  bill  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  the  Army  took  these 
draftees  raw  and  sent  them  into  combat 
duty.  If  that  be  the  case  we  certainly 
need  some  change  in  the  policies  of  the 
Army.  I  understand  this  bill  seeks  to 
correct  that  by  requiring  at  least  4 
months  of  training  by  the  Army  of  the 
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draftees  under  the  Draft  Act.  Is  that 
the  gentleman’s  understanding? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  That  is  my 
understanding.  But  there  is  no  under¬ 
standing  of  what  that  training  is,  nor 
did  the  committee  go  into  that  phase 
of  it. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Has  it 
been  the  policy  of  the  Army  right  along 
to  send  men  in  raw  without  any  training? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  They  cer¬ 
tainly  did  it  in  World  War  II,  with  prac¬ 
tically  none;  and  we  saw  this  example 
at  this  Lackland  Base — of  course,  that 
was  the  Air  Force  down  in  Texas — where 
they  got  no  training  at  all  under  that 
so-called  training  program. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  think  it  is  fair  to 
say  that  the  bill  stipulates  that  they 
shall  not  be  sent  into  combat  service  for 
6  months,  not  4. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Yes;  but 
nowhere,  Mr.  Chairman,  nowhere  in  the 
hearings  is  there  any  discussion  of  what 
universal  military  training  is.  That  is 
the  point,  and  I  would  like  to  get  on 
with  my  discussion  so  I  can  emphasize 
the  importance  of  it,  having  considered 
that  phase  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  universal  military  training  program 
does  not  begin  until  after  the  universal 
service  program  is  completed. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  That  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  So  there  is  not  any 
universal  military  program  and  there 
will  not  be  until  this  emergency  is  over 
and  there  is  no  longer  any  need  of  these 
men  18  yz  to  19.  Only  then  will  they 
begin  the  universal  military  training 
program. 

I  think  the  argument  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  is  making  is  an  excep¬ 
tionally  good  one,  stressing  the  need  for 
separating  training  from  service.  When 
the  time  comes  to  vote  on  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  then  the  Congress  would 
be  in  much  better  position  to  determine 
whether  or  not  it  was  advisable  than 
they  are  at  this  time  when  they  do  not 
know  what  the  situation  v/ill  be  when 
they  set  it  up. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  thank  the 
gentleman,  and  I  agree  with  him  exact¬ 
ly.  That  is  a  point  I  want  to  bring  out. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  wonder  if 
the  gentleman  would  mind  telling  us 
whether  he  favors  a  program  of  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  or  not?  If  he  does, 
it  is  simply  a  question  of  the  type  of 
program. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  No;  it  is  not, 
and  I  think  I  will  be  able  to  bring  that 
out  as  I  go  along.  I  favor  a  type  of  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  My  question 
is  whether  the  gentleman  favors  the 
principle  of  universal  military  training? 
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Mr  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  That  is  the 
whole  crux  of  the  matter.  What  is  mili¬ 
tary  training?  I  think  I  can  bring  this 
out  if  the  gentleman  will  bear  With  me. 
My  talk  will  bring  out  exactly  what  he  is 
referring  to.  May  I  go  ahead  a  while, 
and  then  I  will  be  glad  to  yield. 

My  interest  in  this  particular  subject 
of  what  universal  military  training  con¬ 
sists  of,  and  it  is  sometimes  referred  to 
as  basic  military  training,  led  me  to 
quite  a  bit  of  research.  I  went  to  the 
Legislative  Reference  Service  of  the  Li¬ 
brary  of  Congress  to  find  out  what  had 
been  written  on  the  subject  of  universal 
military  training,  or  what  I  refer  to  as 
military  training  or  basic  training,  and  I 
was  surprised  to  get  the  answer  back 
that  there  was  no  particular  article  on 
the  subject  nor  was  there  any  specific  in¬ 
formation  on  the  subject.  So  I  went 
back  to  them  again  and  asked  them  to 
send  me  what  pieces  of  information  they 
had.  Among  other  things  I  received  an 
unpublished  report  in  regard  to  the 
training  program  set  up  at  Fort  Knox. 
I  was  quite  interested  in  that  report,  par¬ 
ticularly  as  it  was  unpublished,  and  the 
unfavorable  aspects  of  that  particular 
program  that  were  brought  out.  But 
essentially  I  did  get  some  information 
from  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  and  the 
Army. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  They  do  not  draft 
in  those  three  services.  Would  the  gen¬ 
tleman  tell  the  committee  how  long  he 
thinks  a  man  ought  to  train  so  that  he 
would  have  fundamental  knowledge 
sufficient  to  take  care  of  himself, 
whether  it  be  1  month,  6  months,  or  12. 
at  the  most? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  May  I  say, 
sir,  that  although  I  served  approximately 
4  years  in  our  armed  forces  I  am  not 
qualified  on  that  subject.  But  I  will  say 
that  when  you  have  combat  troops, 
obviously  any  man  going  into  combat 
must  have  training.  I  am  going  to  get 
to  that  point  and  in  order  to  forestall 
some  of  these  interruptions  perhaps  I 
best  make  the  remark  that  the  distinc¬ 
tion  I  am  trying  to  draw  is  between 
combat  and  noncombat  duty  in  uniform. 

We  are  talking  essentially  about  com¬ 
bat  training,  yet  80  percent,  some  even 
say  95  percent  although  others  say  as 
low  as  80  percent,  of  the  people  in  uni¬ 
form  in  the  Armed  Forces  are  in  non¬ 
combat  work.  They  are  technicians. 
The  crux  is  this:  Is  a  military  organiza¬ 
tion  the  one  best  suited  to  train  men 
in  these  techniques,  the  civilian  techni¬ 
cal  fields,  because  all  those  particular 
military  subjects  have  their  civilian 
counterparts?  When  you  talk  about 
universal  military  training,  let  us  sepa¬ 
rate  the  two  types  of  training.  One  is 
combat  training,  which  is  only  a  rela¬ 
tively  small  portion  of  the  boys  in  uni¬ 
form  and  actually  the  problem  of  train¬ 
ing  men  for  combat  is  relatively  simple. 
The  handling  of  the  combat  question  is 
relatively  simple  when  we  compare  it 
with  the  bigger  portion  of  those  who  are 
in  uniform,  those  who  have  been  in  our 
technical  services.  I  particularly  want 
to  bring  out,  as  was  brought  out  in  one  of 


these  reports,  the  situation  in  regard  to 
the  Seabees,  for  example. 

The  Seabees  are  a  technical  corps.  It 
is  very  interesting  to  me  to  note  that  they 
did  not  follow  the  usual  system  of  draft 
selection,  nor  were  those  men  just 
brought  in  under  the  usual  Navy  system 
of  everybody  coming  in  as  an  apprentice 
seaman,  then  working  their  way  up  the 
ladder.  Those  men  were  given  ratings 
and  ranks  based  upon  their  experience  in 
civilian  life.  You  found  many  of  those 
men  who  worked  there  were  not  phys¬ 
ically  suited  under  military  standards  to 
•serve  in  the  Armed  Forces.  A  man  would 
come  out  of  civilian  life  and  if  he  oper¬ 
ated  a  bulldozer  he  would  be  given  a  sec¬ 
ond-class  rating  in  the  Seabees  and 
would  go  right  to  work. 

You  do  not  need  this  sort  of  training 
if  yoh  talk  about  basic  military  training 
for  the  men  who  are  going  into  the  tech¬ 
nical  services.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
burden  of  my  argument  is  the  best  way  to 
train  those  men.  would  be  through  our 
civilian  enterprises  under  a  system,  if 
you  please,  of  reserve  forces  such  as  for¬ 
mer  Secretary  Forrestal  suggested. 

Mr.  VCRYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  What  would  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  about  this,  that  in  order  to 
maintain  discipline  for  men  who  are  go¬ 
ing  to  be  billeted  together,  and  so  forth, 
it  is  a  good  thing  that  they  have  some 
sort  of  basic  training  in  the  manual  of 
arms  and  all  the  rest  of  it,  even  though 
what  they  do  from  then  on  is  going  to  be 
a  civilian  job  for  the  most  part,  like  driv¬ 
ing  a  tractor  or  pounding  a  typewriter? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Well,  I  do 
not  agree  with  that;  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary,  and  I  think  I  will  again  refer 
to  the  Seabees  as  an  example.  Of  course, 
I  was  in  a  maintenance  unit  myself,  and 
men  worked  together  like  they  work  in 
any  garage  or  factory.  Of  course,  mine 
was  aviation,  but  in  a  hangar,  where 
there  are  technicians,  they  do  not  need 
that.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  sort  of 
interferes  with  their  work,  I  might  add. 
They  will  have  plenty  of  discipline  from 
one  angle,  the  same  discipline  you  have 
in  any  plant  in  the  United  States,  and 
that  is  the  desire  of  the  American  men  to 
do  the  job,  and  a  good  job. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  Would  the  gentle¬ 
man  put  the  civilians  who  would  do  the 
seabee  work  in  the  same  category  as  the 
seabees  ^ 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Yes. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  And  would  they  go 
to  the  places  where  the  seabees  are  used? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Yes,  and 
you  had  that  same  condition  in  this  last 
war  where  you  had  men  from  the  avia¬ 
tion  companies  right  out  on  the  front 
lines. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  They  went  there  of 
their  own  volition,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Well,  I  am 
not  going  into  that  phase  of  it.  Of 
course,  there  is  some  distinction.  This 
is  not  a  new  idea.  Germany  operated 
on  a  system  of  classifying  their  men  as 


one,  two  or  three  men — I  do  not  know 
how  many  classifications  they  had.  I 
am  talking  from  a  physical  standpoint, 
which  has  no  relation  to  a  job  analysis 
of  what  those  men  did  in  the  armed 
forces. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  Germans  had 
about  12  classifications,  but  they  were 
almost  entirely  based  on  physical  fitness 
and  physical  ability. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  But  they 
were  also  based  on  this.  Once  you  had 
physical  fitness,  they  were  put  in  billets 
or  jobs  that  they  could  properly  func¬ 
tion  in  and  they  did  not  have  to  know 
the  manual  of  arms  or  the  military  basic 
training.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  men 
would  do  better  if  you  trained  them  in 
what  you  wanted  them  trained  in. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  They  proceeded  cn  the 
theory  that  everyone  owed  an  obligation 
to  the  country. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Certainly, 
and  I  agree  with  that. 

Mr.  EROOKS.  I  fully  agree  with  that, 
too,  but  as  I  understand  the  gentleman’s 
perplexity  is  not  in  favoring  the  bill.  He 
favors  the  bill,  but  he  is  uncertain  as  to 
the  type  of  training,  satisfactory  train¬ 
ing,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  No;  I  do  not 
favor  the  bill  because  I  do  not  believe  the 
bill  has  been  properly  considered.  The 
committee  did  not  even  go  into  the  sub¬ 
ject  I  am  discussing;  in  other  words,  a 
job  analysis  of  what  the  people  in  the 
Armed  Forces  do. 

Now,  let  us  take  the  four  categories  we 
have  in  our  own  society  when  we  have  a 
war  or  an  emergency.  We  have  people 
in  defense  industries,  and  they  are  civil¬ 
ians.  We  have  people  in  the  civil  serv¬ 
ice  who  are  hired  by  the  Armed  Forces. 
They  are  civilians  and  they  are  not  in 
ifhiform.  Then  we  have  the  people  who 
are  doing  technical  work,  very  similar,  I 
might  add,  to  the  first  two  categories, 
who,  for  some  reason  or  other,  are  put  in 
uniform.  They  are  the  noncombatants 
that  I  am  referring  to.  And  finally,  you 
have  your  combatant  troops. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  do  not  recall  in  my 
experience — and  I  have  been  on  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  more  than  12  years — the  Con¬ 
gress  ever  attempting  to  write  a  training 
program  for  the  Armed  Forces.  That  is 
what  puzzles  me.  * 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  am  not 
advocating  that.  I  am  saying  that  the 
Congress  should  study  what  is  in  the 
military  mind,  and  the  Congress  should 
make  a  job  analysis  of  what  these  people 
are  doing  because  only  then  can  they 
write  an  intelligent  training  or  educa¬ 
tional  program  and  set  it  up. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  To  my  knowledge  the 
old  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  trav¬ 
eled  for  months  and  from  camp  to  camp 
to  analyze  all  of  the  training  programs. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  But  it  does 
not  show  in  these  reports,  sir.  All  I  am 
going  on  is  the  hearings  and  the  reports. 
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Mr.  DURHAM.  You  can  find  all  types 
of  reports  of  the  training  programs  in 
the  early  days,  even  in  the  Louisiana 
maneuvers  of  1939  and  1840. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  appreciate 
that.  In  closing  I  make  my  basing  point, 
and  that  is  this,  that  there  is  a  real  dis¬ 
tinction  between  your  combat  troops  and 
your  noncombat  troops,  and  the  same 
problem  we  are  faced  with  when  it  comes 
to  the  physical  standards  of  the  combat 
troops  and  the  physical  standards  now 
set  up  by  the  Armed  Forces  is  brought 
up  in  that  particular  manner.  If  you 
have  a  different  classification  for  physi¬ 
cal  standards  on  the  basis  of  what  a 
man  was  going  to  do,  you  wrouid  solve 
a  great  deal  of  this  IV-F  problem. 

Further,  in  getting  into  your  training, 
and  here  is  the  crux  of  the  matter,  is  it 
better  for  the  civilian  schools,  the  various 
trade  schools,  the  formal  schools,  the 
schools  operated  by  our  factories,  and 
the  school  of  hard  knocks,  to  be  train¬ 
ing  our  technicians  for  the  jobs  they 
might  be  called  upon  to  do  if  we  were  at 
war,  or  is  it  better  for  the  Armed  Forces 
to  train  those  technicians?  I  might  add, 
another  problem  that  would  be  solved, 
because  this  is  thrown  up  every  time  we 
talk  about  lowering  physical  standards, 
is  that  it  might  well  be  if  we  did  this  job 
analysis  that  when  we  came  to  consider 
veterans’  problems  we  would  not  be  con¬ 
fronted  with  the  problems  wre  are,  be¬ 
cause  if  veteran  privileges  and  the 
medals  and  the  honors  wrent  to  the  com¬ 
bat  troops,  where  they  belong,  and  no¬ 
where  else,  you  would  not  have  this  mass 
of  veterans  on  your  shoulders. 

I  think  there  is  another  point  where 
this  same  analysis  that  I  am  trying  to 
make  bears  fruit.  That  is  why  I  say  that 
I  am  against  this  present  bill,  in  joining 
together  the  service  and  the  training, 
because  the  service  is  an  immediate  thing, 
and  we  have  to  do  something  about  it, 
and  the  training  is  another  matter  that 
I  do  not  believe  has  been  gone  into  fully. 
I  think  we  should  give  a  great  deal  more 
consideration  to  it,  and  we  should  decide 
one  basic  matter:  Is  the  military  organi¬ 
zation  best  set  up  to  train  our  combat 
troops,  which  I  believe  it  is,  or  is  it  best 
set  up  to  train  our  noncombat  troops, 
which  I  believe  it  is  not?  I  think  that  if 
you  have  a  joining  of  the  two  you  will 
end  up  without  having  combat  troops 
properly  trained  and  you  will  not  have 
the  noncombat  troops  properly  trained, 
either. 

I  urge  that  the  bill  be  separated.  I 
know  there  will  be  a  bill  proposed  along 
that  line.  I  urge  that  the  training  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  bill  be  referred  back  to  the 
committee  for  further  and  thorough 
study. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  the  sincerity  of  his  position,  but  in 
absolute  fairness  to  his  proposal  I  want 
to  point  out  to  him  that  there  is  no  pro¬ 
posal,  I  think,  that  has  been  studied  more 
carefully,  more  thoroughly,  and  over  a 
longer  period  of  time  than  has  been  the 
universal  military  training  proposal. 


Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  appreciate 
that,  and  I  compliment  the  committee. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  have  sat  in  commit¬ 
tees  over  periods  of  months,  and  I  have 
read  tens  of  thousands  of  pages  of  hear¬ 
ings  cn  this  subject  covering  all  types  of 
proposals  for  training  and  other  phases 
of  this  program. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  appreciate 
that.  I  want  to  say  here  and  now  that  I 
have  high  respect  for  the  work  done  by 
this  committee.  All  I  am  trying  to  do  is 
point  out  some  thinking  that  I  do  not 
believe  has  been  considered.  It  certainly 
has  not  been  in  the  hearings,  and  there 
are  some  8Q0  pages  of  them  that  I  have 
read.  But  that  has  not  been  considered, 
and  that  is  what  I  am  urging. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bryson], 

(Mr.  BRYSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  an 
advocate  of  universal  military  training 
for  many  years  past,  I  am  delighted  to 
know  we  now  have  the  privilege  of  vot¬ 
ing  for  a  measure  embodying  this  much 
needed  and  too  long  delayed  type  of 
service.  The  bill  now  before  the  House, 
S.  1  as  amended,  has  been  referred  to 
as  a  one-package  bill.  In  view  of  the 
present  emergency,  this  type  of  legisla¬ 
tion  seems  desirable.  Of  course,  the 
universal  military  training  provisions  of 
the  bill  will  not  be  effective  now.  The 
most-needed  feature  of  the  pending  bill 
is  the  one  relating  to  extension  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act  so  as  to  include 
younger  men.  I  am  in  favor  of  the  en¬ 
actment  of  the  pending  measure  as  is; 
but,  of  course,  I  am  anxious  to  hear  the 
debates  in  full  so  that  I  may  determine 
what  needed  and  helpful  amendments 
may  be  desirable. 

It  is  my  purpose  to  offer  an  amend- 
men  to  the  bill.  On  page  36  thereof  at 
line  17  af  ter  the  word  “Corps”  and  before 
the  word  “Subject”,  change  the  period  to 
a  comma  and  insert  “including  the  sup¬ 
pression  of  vice,  gambling,  and  the  sale, 
furnishing  or  possession  of  alcolholic 
beverages  containing  over  one-half  of 
one  percent  of  alcohol  by  volume  upon 
or  in  close  proximity  to  any  place  or 
institution  to  which  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  may  be 
assigned  for  training.” 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  imperative  that 
this  amendment  or  something  similar 
thereto  be  written  into  the  measure,  for 
we  will  be  entrusting  to  the  care  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Commission 
thousands  of  our  young  American  sons. 
It  is,  of  course,  of  great  concern  to  all 
of  us  here  that  these  boys  be  given 
proper  care.  In  this  respect,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  feel  that,  unless  we  write  into  this 
bill  the  specific  provisions  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  I  am  proposing,  the  members  of 
the  Commission  will  have  great  difficulty 
in  curbing  vice,  gambling,  and  drinking 
in  places  close  to  stations  and  institutions 
engaged  in  training  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps.  It  is 
with  a  deep  sense  of  urgency  that  I  now 
appeal  to  the  distinguished  Members  of 
this  House  to  take  advantage  of  this 


opportunity  to  insure  the  well-being  of 
the  young  men  about  to  be  called  to 
defend  us  all.  Just  as  it  is  their  duty 
to  answer  the  call  to  arms  in  order  to 
protect  the  freedom  of  this  great  Nation, 
it  is  in  like  manner  our  duty  to  see  to 
it  that  every  precaution  is  taken  to  pro¬ 
tect  them.  That  there  is  need  for  pro¬ 
tecting  the  freedoms  of  this  Nation  can¬ 
not  be  denied:  neither  can  it  be  denied 
that  there  is  need  for  protecting  the 
character  of  the  young  men  who  will 
protect  those  freedoms. 

Mr.  Chairman,  today  one  can  hardly 
glance  at  a  newspaper  or  magazine  with¬ 
out  seeing  full-page  advertisements  of 
alcoholic  beverages.  Television,  radio, 
billboards,  and  almost  every  other  me¬ 
dium  of  advertising  color  the  various 
types  of  alcoholic  beverages  with  great 
attractiveness  and  appeal,  constantly 
seeking  to  expand  the  market  of  alcohol 
consumers.  Under  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  large  numbers  cf  our  youth  will  be 
brought  together  as  concentrated  targets 
for  those  who  would  corrupt  them  with 
alcohol,  gambling,  and  vice. 

Young  men  taken  away  from  the  in¬ 
fluence  and  guidance  of  their  parents 
and  projected  into  military  service  de¬ 
serve  a  wholesome  environment  in  which 
to  live  and  train.  Without  the  restraint 
of  their  parents  there  will  be  a  tendency 
for  these  young  men  to  escape  from  their 
routine  of  regimentation  by  succumbing 
to  the  temptations  put  before  them  by 
money-hungry  vendors  of  vice. 

It  has  long  been  recognized  that  men 
of  this  particular  age  are  highly  impres¬ 
sionable,  Mr.  Chairman.  Their  sur¬ 
roundings  during  these  few  years  will 
play  a  great  part  in  shaping  their  moral 
character;  their  entire  lives  will  be  in¬ 
fluenced  by  the  conditions  which  con¬ 
front  them  during  this  vital  period  of 
their  lives.  If  we  allow  gambling,  vice, 
and  liquor  to  contaminate  the  areas  in 
which  our  young  men  live,  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  them  will  suffer  irreparable  dam¬ 
age  spiritually  and  morally.  We  owe 
the  parents  of  these  young  men  the  tan¬ 
gible  assurance  that  this  amendment 
will  offer;  they  should  know  that  every 
effort  is  being  made  to  give  their  sons 
the  proper  atmosphere  in  which  to 
develop. 

Conscious  of  the  vice  and  corruption 
that  lias  inevitably  grown  up  around 
armed  services  installations  in  the  past, 
the  parents  of  the  boys  who  will  be  af¬ 
fected  by  this  bill  want  to  know  that 
gambling,  vice,  and  the  use  of  strong  al¬ 
coholic  beverages  in  and  around  military 
training  installations  will  not  be  tol¬ 
erated.  Experiences  of  World  War  II 
are  too  fresh  in  the  minds  of  many 
Americans  to  warrant  anything  less  than 
the  provisions  of  this  amendment. 

Today  drinking  has  been  made  to  look 
highly  attractive  to  the  youth  of  our 
country,  Mr.  Chairman.  Every  day  large 
numbers  of  the  youth  of  America  are 
taking  that  first  drink,  and  for  many  of 
them  this  is  only  the  first  step  toward 
broken,  shameful  lives  of  alcoholism.  It 
is  well  known  that  there  is  a  direct  con¬ 
nection  between  alcoholism  and  crimes 
of  nearly  every  sort.  The  noted  Dr. 
David  B.  Rotman,  director  of  the  Fsy- 
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chiatric  Institute,  Municipal  Court  of 
Chicago,  has  stated  that  for  the  10-year 
period  of  from  1936-46,  of  all  cases 
referred  to  his  laboratory,  alcoholism  led 
all  others  as  a  diagnostic  group.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  7,184  out  of  29,756  cases  fell 
into  the  category  of  alcoholism.  Think 
of  it;  nearly  24  percent  of  all  cases  fell 
into  the  category  of  alcoholism.  The 
tragedy  of  it  all  is  the  fact  that  every 
year  more  and  more  young  people  start 
down  this  road  of  degradation,  hardly 
aware  of  the  serious  consequences  that 
face  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  know  that  the  distin¬ 
guished  Members  of  this  House  share 
with  me  the  hope  that  the  young  men 
who  serve  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  will  return  from  their 
service  as  good,  responsible  citizens, 
ready  to  take  their  rightful  places  in  ci¬ 
vilian  life.  If  any  change  in  their  char¬ 
acter  takes  place  while  they  are  in  train¬ 
ing,  we  certainly  do  not  want  it  to  be  for 
the  worse.  We  do  not  want  any  of  these 
boys  to  return  as  alcoholics  and  crimi¬ 
nals  destined  to  spend  much  of  their  lives 
in  mental  and  penal  institutions,  suffer¬ 
ing  the  heartaches  of  broken  homes. 

The  court  records  of-  this  country  at¬ 
test  to  the  close  tie-in  between  alcoholic 
beverages  and  vice,  gambling,  and  all 
other  forms  of  corruption  and  crime,  Mr. 
Chairman.  It  is  my  contention  that  one 
of  the  best  ways  in  which  to  further  the 
moral  and  spiritual  growth  of  the  young 
men  affected  by  this  bill  is  to  reduce  the 
accessibility  of  alcoholic  beverages  in 
areas  surrounding  them.  By  doing  this, 
it  naturally  follows  that  their  chances 
of  falling  into  the  ways  of  vice  and 
gambling  will  be  reduced  automatically, 
and  we  will  have  a  stronger,  healthier, 
more  effective  fighting  force  made  up  of 
wholesome  young  men  who  will  be  proud 
to  return  to  their  homes  just  as  good  and 
just  as  clean  as  they  were  when  they 
left. 

If  we  fail  to  provide  every  possible 
means  of  promoting  better  moral  sur¬ 
roundings  for  these  boys,  we  will  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  degradation  into  which 
many  of  them  will  fall.  Mr.  Chairman, 

I  say  that  if  we  fail  to  enact  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  amendment  into  law  we 
will  be  guilty  of  criminal  neglect.  It  is 
our  moral  obligation  to  provide  for  the 
suppression  of  vice,  gambling,  and  the 
use  of  alcoholic  beverages  in  places  ! 
which  will  be  frequented  by  the  young 
men  of  the  National  Security  Training  \ 
Corps. 

I  maintain  that  the  very  forces  mak¬ 
ing  the  adoption  of  this  bill  necessary 
make  it  imperative  that  we  try  to  build  \ 
as  strong  a  force  as  possible  within  the  i 
limits  of  our  ability;  and  any  measure  j 
which  will  foster  the  development  and  [ 
preservation  of  character  and  the  moral f 
and  spiritual  growth  of  the  young  men  j 
we  propose  to  train  will  contribute  great¬ 
ly  to  the  strength  and  effectiveness  of  : 
our  military  forces.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
is  my  sincere  belief  that  such  will  be  the 
effect  of  this  amendment;  therefore,  I 
urge  that  it  be  considered  and  adopted 
by  this  House. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
have  no  further  requests  for  time  this  ; 
afternoon.  Therefore,  I  move  the  Com-  i 
mittee  do  now  rise. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  and  security  of  the 
United  States  and  to  permit  the  more 
effective  utilization  of  manpower  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  States  by  author¬ 
izing  universal  military  training  and 
service,  and  for  other  purposes,  had  come 
to  no  resolution  thereon. 

SPECIAL  ORDER - 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  Mis- 
|  sissippi  [Mr.  Smith]  is  recognized  for 
I  20  minutes. 

INFLATION 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  today  the  American  wage 
earner  and  every  other  individual  who 
must  live  upon  a  fixed  income  is  caught 
in  the  cruel  vise  of  relentless  inflationary 
forces.  The  American  taxpayer  is  a  vic¬ 
tim  of  the  same  circumstances.  He  is 
being  called  on  to  pay  rearmament  costs 
that  have  risen  more  than  50  percent 
I  since  the  beginning  of  our  immediate 
mobilization  effort.  . 

It  has  become  common  custom  in  the 
past  few  years  to  seek  a  scapegoat  for 
every  hardship,  for  every  discomfort 
which  we  are  called  upon  to  bear.  The 
elected  victim  at  this  moment  of  high 
prices  appears  to  be  the  American 
farmer.  A  large  segment  of  our  na- 
;  tional  press,  particularly  that  with  little 
;  rural  circulation,  is  in  the  midst  of  an 
apparently  concentrated  attack  on 
)  American  farm  prosperity.  This  irr£- 
;  sponsible  thinking  has  been  echoed  too 
;  often  even  in  the  Halls  of  Congress/ . 

It  is  true  that  many  food  prices/have 
:  recently  risen  out  of  proportion  tor  other 
■  price  increases.  Naturally  these  dis¬ 
proportionate  prices  should  be  Curtailed 
if  we  are  to  have  any  price  stabilization. 
We  cannot  destroy  a  fair  price  system 
for  farm  products,  however,  ji  we  are  to 
preserve  and  to  continue  to  develop  a 
prosperous  farm  economy/ 

At  a  time  when  corporation  profits 
have  mounted  to  an  all-time  record, 
when  the  national  income  is  at  its  high¬ 
est  level,  farm  income  in  the  country  has 
been  dropping  regularly  since  1946.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  the  Bureau  of  Agriculture 
Economics,  the  net  national  farm  in¬ 
come  was  seventeen  and  eight-tenths  bil¬ 
lion  in  1947;  sixteen  and  five-tenths  bil¬ 
lion  in  1948;  fourteen  and  one-tenth  bil¬ 
lion  in  1949;  and  thirteen  billion  in  1850. 
With  total  national  income  ranging  up¬ 
ward  well  beyond  $200,000,090,000,  the 
farmers’  share  has  been  regularly  de¬ 
creasing.  The  farm  population  is  about 
18  percent  of  our  national  population. 
Last  year  initial  estimates  indicate  that 
farmers  received  only  6  percent  of  our 
total  national  income. 

In  1949  the  average  income  for  the 
worker  in  American  industry  was  $2,900. 
Durihg  the  same  year  the  income  of  the 
average  farm  worker  was  $1,600.  In¬ 
come  per  person  on  American  farms  was 
6,1  percent  of  the  nonfarm  average  in 
,1947,  58  percent  in  1948,  and,  as  I  indi¬ 


cated  above,  barely  more  than  50  perji 
cent  in  1949.  When  the  1950  figures  are 
available,  it  is  likely  that  the  ratio  will 
drop  well  below  50  percent. 

The  immediate  target  of  this  antifarm 
element  raising  its  voice  so  loudly  today 
appears  to  be  the  system  of  parity  price 
supports,  which  stands  as  a  landmark  in 
American  farm  progress.  Parity  is  in 
actuality  the  farmers’  equivalent  of  a 
minimum  wage.  It  should  not  be  taken 
as  an  indication  of  what  a  fair  price  for 
farm  products  should  be,  any  more  than 
75  cents  per  hour  should  be  accepted  as 
a  fair  figure  for  the  wage  of  labor. 

Many  arguments  are  being  renewed  in 
opposition  to  parity,  while  new  ones  are 
being  devised. 

One  of  the  most  illogical  which  has 
been  recently  raised  is  that  which  asserts 
that  parity  should  be  down-graded  to 
allow  for  the  increased  productivity  of 
our  farms  as  contrasted  with  the  1910-14 
historic  base  period  for  parity.  This  is 
a  vicious  argument,  completely  contrary 
to  every  American  concept  of  higher  re¬ 
turns  and  better  standards  as  a  reward 
for  increased  efficiency  in  any  type  of 
business.  The  cornerstone  of  our  free- 
enterprise  system  is  the  incentive  to  bet¬ 
ter  reward  through  more  efficient  meth¬ 
ods  of  production  and  distribution. 
Shall  we  deny  any  laborer  the  reward 
for  increasing  his  individual  productiv¬ 
ity?-  Such  a  step  would  be  the  rankest 
kind  of  regimentation. 

In  the  period  1910-14  the  national 
average  for  corn  production  was  26  bush¬ 
els.  Today  the  average  is  37.6  bushels. 
The  average  price  of  corn  in  the  base 
period  was  65  cents  a  bushel.  The  parity 
price  today  is  $1.71.  Parity  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  comparison  of  the  cost  of 
what  the  farmer  buys  now  with  what 
he  paid  in  the  base  period.  The  current 
parity  index  is  266  percent  of  the  base 
period. 

In  that  base  period  a  man  employed  in 
common  labor  worked  from  60  to  72 
hours  a  week  and  made  from  $1  to  $2 
a  day,  while  skilled  laborers — carpenters, 
bricklayers,  and  other  artisans — earned 
as  much  as  $4  and  $5  a  day. 

Since  that  time  productivity  of  labor 
has  increased  with  the  advent  of  devices 
and  machines  permitting  greater  output 
per  man-hour,  with  greater  skill  on  the 
part  of  the  worker  himself.  Work  hours 
have  been  shortened.  Wage  scales  have 
gone  up  as  the  workers  shared  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  more  efficient  production. 

That  is  as  it  should  be.  By  the  same 
reasoning,  the  farmer  who  increases  his 
mechanical  know-how,  who  finds  better 
seed  and  grows  greater  crops,  should 
profit.  If  a  farmer  who  gets  266  percent 
of  his  1910-14  price  is  getting  too  much, 
what  of  the  laborer  who  worked  10  hours 
to  earn  $2  in  that  period,  but  who  now, 
by  Federal  mandate,  gets  a  minimum  of 
75  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  8  hours  and 
time  and  a  half  for  overtime?  Should 
he  be  cut  back  to  266  percent  of  the  20 
cents  an  hour  which  was  the  scale  in 
1910-14?  This  would  be  53  cents  an 
hour. 

On  the  same  basis,  the  skilled  work  irs 
who  made  40  to  50  cents  an  hour  in  the 
1910-14  period  would  be  held  to  $1.03  to 
$1.33  an  hour,  instead  of  present  pay 
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acreage  allotment  for  1952  and  any  subse¬ 
quent  year  among  the  counties  in  the  State 
on  tyie  basis  of  the  past  acreage  of  peanuts 
harvested  for  nuts  (excluding  acreage  in 
excess',  of  farm  allotments)  in  the  county 
during'  the  5  years  immediately  preceding 
the  yea\  in  which  such  apportionment  is 
made,  with  such  adjustments  as  are  deemed 
necessary \for  abnormal  conditions  affecting 
acreage,  fo\  trends  in  acreage,  and  for  addi¬ 
tional  allotments  for  types  of  peanuts  in 
short  supply,,  under  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (c) .  \  The  county  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  shall  be  'apportioned  among  farms  on 
the  basis  of  theCfactors  set  forth  in  subsec¬ 
tion  (d)  of  this  Motion. 

‘“(f)  Not  moreYthan  1  percent  of  the  na¬ 
tional  acreage  allotment  shall  be  appor¬ 
tioned  among  farms  on  which  peanuts  are 
to  be  produced  during  the  calendar  year  for 
which  the  allotment  is  made  but  on  which 
peanuts  were  not  produced  during  any  one 
of  the  past  3  years,  op.  the  basis  of  the 
following :  Past  peanut-producing  experience 
by  the  producers;  land,  labor,  and  equipment 
available  for  the  production  of  peanuts; 
crop-rotation  practices;  and  soil  and  other 
physical  factors  affecting  the  production  of 
peanuts.  \ 

“‘(g)  Any  part  of  the  acreage  allotted  to 
individual  farms  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  on  which  peanuts  will  not  be  pro¬ 
duced  and  which  is  voluntarily  surrendered 
to  the  county  committee  shall  be1  deducted 
from  the  allotments  to  such  farms  and  may 
be  reapportioned  by  the  county  committee 
to  other  farms  in  the  same  county  receiving 
allotments,  in  amounts  determined  by  the 
county  committee  to  be  fair  and  reasonable 
on  the  basis  of  land,  labor,  and  equipment 
available  for  the  production  of  peanuts, 
crop-rotation  practices,  and  soil  and  other 
physical  factors  affecting  the  production  of 
peanuts.  Any  transfer  of  allotments  under 
this  provision  shall  not  operate  to  reduce  the 
allotment  for  any  subsequent  year  for  the 
farm  from  which  acreage  is  transferred,  ex¬ 
cept  as  the  farm  becomes  ineligible  for  an 
allotment  by  failure  to  produce  peanuts  dur¬ 
ing  a  3-year  period,  and  any  such  transfer 
shall  not  operate  to  increase  the  allotment 
for  any  subsequent  year  for  the  farm  to 
which  the  acreage  is  transferred:  Provided, 
That,  notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  this  act,  any  part  of  any  farm  acreage  al¬ 
lotment  may  be  permanently  released  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  county  committee  by  the  owner 
and  operator  of  the  farm,  and  reapportioned 
as  provided  herein. 

“‘(h)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  section,  the  allotment  determined 
or  which  would  have  been  determined-  for 
any  land  which  is  removed  from  agricultural 
production  in  1950  or  any  subsequent  year 
for  any  purpose  because  of  acquisition  by 
any  Federal,  State,  or  other  agency  having  a 
right  of  eminent  domain  shall  be  placed  in 
a  pool  and  shall  be  available  for  use  in  pro¬ 
viding  equitable  allotments  for  farms  owned 
or  acquired  by  owners  displaced  because  of 
acquisition  of  their  farms  by  such  agencies. 
Upon  application  to  the  county  committee, 
within  5  years  from  the  date  of  such  ac¬ 
quisition  of  the  farm,  any  pwner  so  displaced 
shall  be  entitled  to  have  an  allotment  for 
any  other  farm  owned  or  acquired  by  him 
equal  to  an  allotment  which  would  have 
been  determined  for  such  other  farm  plus 
the  allotment  which  would  have  been  de¬ 
termined  for  the  farm  so  acquired :  Provided, 
That  such  allotment  shall  not  exceed  50 
percent  of  the'  acreage  of  cropland  on  the 
farm. 

“  ‘The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not 
be  applicable  if  (a)  there  is  any  marketing 
quota  penalty  due  with  respect  to  the  mar¬ 
keting,  /Of  peanuts  from  the  farm  acquired  by 
the  federal,  State,  or  other  agency  or  by  the 
ownfer  of  the  farm;  (b)  any  peanuts  pro¬ 
duced  on  such  farm  have  not  been  accounted 
for  as  required  by  -the  Secretary;  or  (c)  the 


allotment  next  established  for  the  farm  ac¬ 
quired  by  the  Federal,  State,  or  other  agency 
would  have  been  reduced  because  of  false  or 
improper  identification  of  peanuts  produced 
on  or  marketed  from  such  farm.’ 

“Sec.  2.  Section  359  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

“1.  Subsection  (a)  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  as  fol¬ 
lows:  ‘Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  this  title,  no  refund  of  any  penalty  shall 
be  made  because  of  peanuts  kept  on  the  farm 
for  seed  or  for  home  consumption.’ 

“2.  Subsection  (g)  is  amended  by  (1)  add¬ 
ing  after  ‘1947’  in  the  first  sentence  the  words 
‘or  1948,  if  no  peanuts  were  harvested  on 
the  farm  in  1947,’  (2)  striking  out  after  the 
word  ‘That,’  where  it  first  appears  in  the 
proviso,  the  following  words:  ‘for  the  1950 
crop,’  and  (3)  by  inserting  the  following  new 
sentences  after  the  fifth  sentence:  ‘As  an 
alternative  to  designated  agencies  paying 
the  prevailing  oil  value  for  such  excess  pea¬ 
nuts  of  any  type  in  insufficient  supply  and 
the  subsequent  distribution  of  sales  proceeds 
therefrom  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  subsection,  the  Secretary  j 
may  also  authorize  peanut  buyers  approved  , 
pursuant  to  regulations  of  the  Secretary  to 
purchase  such  peanuts  from  producers  at  i 
prices  not  less  than  those  at  which  such  pea£ 
nuts  may  be  sold  for  cleaning  and  shelling  ; 
by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation/  In 
the  event  of  such  authorization  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  producers  shall  have  the  option  of  ; 
either  delivering  such  peanuts  to  designated 
agencies  or  selling  such  peanuts  to  approved 
peanut  buyers,  and  such  salesyfo  approved 
buyers  shall  have  the  same  effect,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  avoidance  of  the  marketing  penalty 
and  classification  of  producers  as  cooperators, 
as  deliveries  to  designated  agencies.’ 

“Sec.  3.  The  first  sentence  of  section  363 
of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
‘Any  farmer  who  is  dissatisfied  with  his  farm 
marketing  quota  may,  within  15  days  after 
mailing  to  him  of  notice  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  362,  have  adch  quota  reviewed  by  a  local 
review  committee  composed  of  three  farmers 
front,  the  same  or  nearby  counties  appointed 
by  the  Secretary.’  ’’ 

The  3PEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
explain  what  the  amendment  is? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  effect  of  the  , 
amendment  is  to  decrease  by  about  50 
percent  the  peanut-acreage  allotment  ' 
which  had  been  authorized  in  the  House 
bill.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  will  re¬ 
call  that  the  bill  had  two  purposes:  j 
First,  to  permit  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture  to  liberalize  acreage  in  the  Vir-  | 
ginia-North  Carolina  area  where  the  edi¬ 
ble  peanut  is  grown,  so  that  the  acreage 
might  be  increased  as  much  as  might  be 
necessary  to  meet  the  consumer  de¬ 
mands;  and,  second,  to  correct  an  in¬ 
equity  in  Alabama  and  Texas  which  re-  1 
suited  from  a  bill  which  we  passed  in 
1949. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  un¬ 
derstand  there  is  general  agreement 
among  the  committee  members  and  that 
this  is  acceptable. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  shall  not  object  to 
this  request,  for  the  simple  reason  that 
the  bill  as  now  presented  to  us  is  a  little 


improvement  over  the  hideous  law  we 
now  have.  But  it  all  goes  in  the  wrong 
direction.  This  regimentation  of  the 
American  farmers  is  heading  toward  the 
same  kind  of  regimentation  suffered  by 
the  people  behind  the  iron  curtain.  I 
sincerely  hope  that  the  committee  will 
soon  bring  out  a  bill  to  repeal  this  whole 
program  and  restore  the  freedom  of  the 
American  farmers. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  concurred 
in. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  / _ .  _ • 

1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 
MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide 
for  the  common  defense  and  security  of 
the  United  States  and  to  permit  the 
more  effective  utilization  of  manpower 
resources  of  the  United  States  by  au¬ 
thorizing  universal  military  training  and 
service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  S.  1,  with  Mr. 
Davis  of  Tennessee  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
45  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden], 

(Mr.  BARDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  very  kind  and  generous  con¬ 
sideration  given  me  by  my  good  friend, 
Chairman  Vinson  of  Georgia.  I  do  not 
have  to  state  here  my  affection,  and  re¬ 
spect  for  and  my  confidence  in  that  gen¬ 
tleman.  I  like  to  deal  with  him.  Oc¬ 
casionally  I  am  indiscreet  enough  to 
disagree  with  him. 

You  know,  my  good  friend  occupies 
the  same  position  in  this  legislative  body 
that  the  Sherman  tank  occupies  in  Army 
ordnance — he  just  comes  through  the 
door,  cranks  up  and  rolls  on.  That  is 
the  result  of  years  of  fine  service  and  the 
confidence  of  the  House  in  his  actions. 
But,  as  I  say,  I  find  myself  at  this  time 
in  disagreement  with  him  concerning 
the  pending  bill. 

There  is  a  little  matter  that  my  friend 
referred  to  on  yesterday.  I  would  not 
accuse  him  of  attempting  to  leave  the 
wrong  impression.  But  the  manner  in 
which  he  dealt  with  it,  I  fear,  might 
have  left  the  wrong  impression.  I  inter¬ 
rupted  the  gentleman  on  the  floor,  and 
as  soon  as  I  had  said  as  much  as  he 
thought  I  should  have  said,  he  brushed 
me  off  by  saying,  “Yes,  I  heard  the  gen¬ 
tleman  in  1948,  and  he  is  of  the  same 
opinion.”  What  the  gentleman  intended 
to  convey  was  that  my  normal  position 
is  opposed  to  draft  acts. 

In  1940  the  gentleman  brought  a  draft 
bill  to  the  floor.  My  vote  was  “yea.” 
In  1941  the  gentleman  brought  a  draft 
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bill  to  the  floor.  My  vote  was  “yea.”  In 
1945  the  gentleman  brought  another  bill 
to  the  floor  and  my  vote  was  “yea.” 

In  1948  the  next  bill  came  to  the  floor. 
In  1948  the  gentleman  brought  a  bill  to 
the  floor  and  my  vote  was  “Nay.”  My 
vote  was  based  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
not  necessary,  and  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  passage  of  that  bill  the  War  De¬ 
partment  suspended  inductions  and 
never  used  it  any  more,  which  abso¬ 
lutely  justified  my  vote.  In  1950  the 
gentleman  brought  a  bill  to  the  floor  and. 
my  vote  was  “yea.”  So  I  am  afraid  the 
gentleman  unintentionally  intended  to 
leave  the  impression  that  probably  I 
had  wavered  in  my  support  of  measures 
that  dealt  with  the  safety  and  protec¬ 
tion  of  this  Nation. 

I  do  not  pose  as  an  arm-chair  general 
or  admiral.  That  is  the  nickname  that 
is  applied  generally  to  any  man  who 
dares  to  differ  with  those  in  military  au¬ 
thority.  I  am  perfectly  willing  for  the 
military  to  conduct  their  campaigns,  to 
run  the  military.  That  is  their  busi¬ 
ness.  That  is  what  we  pay  them  for.  I 
do  not  know  how  to  run  a  campaign.  I 
do  not  know  how  to  operate  an  army. 
But,  I  have  been  in  civil  government  for 
over  30  years,  and  this  is  the  second  leg¬ 
islative  body  that  I  have  served  in,  and 
in  that  department  I  do  not  bow  to  gen¬ 
erals  or  to  admirals,  and  I  have  no  hesi¬ 
tancy  in  saying  that  I  know  more  about 
the  civil  government  than  they  will  ever 
know.  I  do  not  distrust  them  so  long  as 
the  legislative  body  is  performing  their 
proper  function,  but  remember  this, 
gentlemen,  men  that  are  worth  any¬ 
thing,  men  that  get  anywhere,  are  ambi¬ 
tious  men,  and  a  general  would  not  be 
a  general  if  he  were  not  an  ambitious 
man;  he  would  probably  be  a  private. 
So,  we  have  our  Government  divided  into 
the  executive,  the  legislative,  and  the 
judicial.  For  what  purpose?  To  keep 
our  ship  of  state  in  balance,  and  we  know 
how  we  shudder  when  any  two  of  those 
departments  begin  to  get  close  to  merg¬ 
ing.  So  I  only  fear  the  military  chiefs 
when  we  ourselves  permit  them  to  in¬ 
vade  and  go  into  a  field  in  which  they 
are  not  well-versed  and  not  qualified  to 
be  trusted  with  the  internal  workings 
of  the  Government. 

I  went  before  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  I  spent  approximatey 
an  hour  and  a  quarter  there — I  do  not 
know,  some  lengthy  time.  The  chair¬ 
man  was  very  kind  to  me.  I  went  there 
because  I  was  chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Education  and  Labor,  and  I  did 
not  know  of  anything  that  made  any 
greater  contribution  to  America  and  to 
America’s  way  of  life,  to  its  productivity 
and  to  making  it  the  greatest  nation  on 
the  face  of  this  earth,  than  our  colleges, 
junior  colleges,  and  our  school  system. 
I  thought  there  was  where  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Education  and  La¬ 
bor  should  be,  and  I  did  my  best. 

I  attacked  the  first  bill  the  War  De¬ 
partment  sent  over  here.  If  I  have  ever 
seen  a  horrible  bill,  of  which  they  them¬ 
selves  should  be  ashamed,  it  was  that 
bill.  I  want  to  compliment  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  and 
his  great  committee  on  literally  tearing 
it  to  smithereens.  You  put  some  very 


fine  improvements  in  the  bill  that  you 
have  up  for  consideration  now,  because 
up  until  that  moment  the  War  Depart¬ 
ment  had  said,  “Away  with  the  colleges 
and  the  schools  and  the  institutions  of 
this  country;  the  military  is  what  we 
are  concerned  with.” 

I  say  to  you  today  that  when  America 
should  begin  to  shudder  is  when  you  be¬ 
gin  to  subordinate  your  economic,  your 
educational,  and  your  social  life  in 
America  to  the  military.  We  have  for¬ 
tunately  always  been  able  to  coordinate 
and  carry  the  military  along  with  our 
civil  government.  However,  as  ambitious 
men,  as  generals  so  often  are,  they  are 
not  content  with  going  along.  They 
want  to  lead.  They  want  you  to  follow. 

I  do  not  want  to  be  unkind  to  a  single 
one  of  them.  I  have  some  very  fine 
friends,  very  close  personal  friends,  that 
are  high  military  officials.  I  know  them, 
I  respect  them,  I  have  associated  with 
them.  There  is  not  a  man  in  this  House 
who,  if  you  had  been  exposed  to  the 
same  environment  and  in  command  of 
the  same  type  of  camps,  and  in  absolute 
command,  if  you  please,  would  not  before 
long  begin  to  arrive  at  the  point  where 
you  would  believe  that  you  were  very 
properly  in  absolute  command,  and  that 
the  only  thing  necessary  would  be  to 
extend  the  jurisdiction  so  you  could  run 
the  whole  works.  That  is  confidence  in 
one’s  self,  and  self-confidence  is  a  neces¬ 
sary  ingredient  of  a  successful  and  re¬ 
spectable  man,  be  he  general  or  private 
citizen. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  How  many  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  friends  of  the  military  could  be 
elected  to  Congress? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  do  not  know,  I  will 
say  to  the  gentleman.  There  are  prob¬ 
ably  some  of  them  that  are  better  quali¬ 
fied  than  I,  but  they  would  have  to 
change  some  of  their  ways  of  politick¬ 
ing.  They  are  probably  very  capable, 
but  I  am  afraid  the  first  order  they  would 
issue  might  not  be  fully  obeyed. 

Where  are  we  at  this  time?  We  are 
in  a  horrible  war.  You  can  call  it  a 
police  action,  you  can  call  it  what  you 
please,  but  when  60,000  American  boys 
are  being  killed  and  wounded  it  is  no 
police  action,  in  my  book.  It  is  a  war. 

I  have  no  hesitancy  in  making  this 
statement,  that  a  war  of  that  propor¬ 
tions  is  not  properly  in  existence  unless 
the  United  States  Congress  has  declared 
war. 

If  you  do  not  believe  the  American 
people  think  that  way,  go  down  and 
have  a  little  chat  with  them.  I  listen 
to  the  radio.  I  know  the  responsibility 
which  rests  on  my  shoulders,  and  that 
responsibility  rests  equally  upon  every 
one  of  you.  Here  we  sit  today  and  the 
American  people  feel  that  the  respon¬ 
sibility  is  on  our  shoulders  for  the  con¬ 
duct  of  this  war.  What  do  we  know 
about  it?  You  are  as  ignorant  of  the 
whole  operation  as  I  am.  You  do  not 
know  where  they  are  going  and  where 
they  are  going  to  stop.  You  do  not  even 
know  who  is  commander  in  chief, 
whether  it  is  Dean  Acheson  or  General 


MacArthur.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
as  long  as  I  am  dealing  with  legisla¬ 
tion  which  affects  the  American  people 
and  my  constituency,  to  the  extent  that 
this  legislation  affects  them,  for  in  ef¬ 
fect  we  are  measuring  out  their  blood 
by  the  gallon,  I  am  not  going  to  flinch 
from  an  expression  of  my  honest  and 
sincere  opinion  on  this  matter.  I  do 
not  care  whether  they  put  my  name  in 
some  kind  of  a  black  book,  or  what  they 
do,  but  I  know  one  thing,  my  people 
will  welcome  me  back  home  if  it  gets  too 
hot  for  me  here,  and  after  all  they  are 
the  ones  I  am  most  concerned  about. 

Now  we  are  fixing  to  pass  some  legis¬ 
lation  to  deal  with  this  war.  And  what 
do  we  do?  In  the  midst  of  war  with 
everything  geared  so  that  the  atmos¬ 
phere  is  tense,  we  are  not  thinking  along 
peaceful  lines  as  we  normally  would  if 
this  world  and  this  country  were '  at 
peace,  but  we  are  presented  with  a  Draft 
Act.  I  must  say  that  it  is  necessary  to 
continue  the  Draft  Act.  It  is  perfectly 
proper,  and  evex-y  man  and  woman  in 
the  House  of  Representatives  knows  that 
it  is  necessary  to  continue  the  Draft  Act. 
Everyone  knows  it  is  necessax-y  to  have 
it  now  and  everyone  in  the  House  knows 
that  to  tie  in  this  UMT  bill  will  not  help 
the  present  situation  for  it  will  not  go 
into  operation  for  from  1  to  3  years  from 
now.  They  cannot  put  it  into  effect  for 
a  year  or  two,  or  perhaps  3  years.  The 
chairman  kindly  skipped  over  that  yes¬ 
terday  and  he  was  very  indefinite  as  to 
when  it  could  be  put  into  effect. 

Who  are  we?  Have  we  lost  confidence 
in  our  democratic  form  of  government? 
Are  we  unwilling  to  trust  to  future  Con¬ 
gresses  to  pass  upon  such  momentous 
matters  when  they  present  themselves, 
or  are  we  at  this  time  to  assume  that  we 
are  the  best  Congress  that  will  ever  be 
here,  and  the  only  group  of  men  capable 
of  passing  a  universal  military  training 
bill.  The  issue  here  is  not  whether  you 
are  opposed  to  a  universal  military 
training  bill  or  not.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
I  can  easily  visualize  a  universal  military 
training  bill  which  I  could  go  along  with. 
If  our  educational  program  is  coordi¬ 
nated  with  it  in  such  a  way  that  our 
*  American  way  of  life  will  not  be  sub¬ 
ordinated  to  the  military.  But  for 
heaven’s  sake  why  should  we"  attempt 
to  write  it  in  with  an  emergency  war¬ 
time  draft  bill  at  this  time  and  then  in 
a  kind  of  halfway  measure? 

The  universal  military  training  bill, 
which  we  have  for  consideration  here  is 
not  a  complete  bill.  I  do  not  know  what 
is  going  to  happen  when  that  board  or 
commission  is  appointed.  I  do  not  know 
what  arrangements  they  are  going  to 
make.  You  do  not  know  what  distribu¬ 
tion  of  soldiers  or  of  the  marines  or  Navy 
men  will  be  made,  and  what  will  happen 
to  the  Marine  Corps  I  do  not  know.  I 
know  one  thing,  however,  if  that  bill  had 
been  in  effect  when  Louis  Johnson  was 
Secretary  of  Defense,  I  am  afraid  the 
Marine  Corps  would  now  be  a  has-been. 
That  is  just  an  honest  statement.  In 
my  book  thei’e  is  no  finer  group  of 
trained  men,  there  is  not  a  better  group 
of  fighting  men,  there  is  not  a  finer  out¬ 
fit  on  earth  when  it  comes  to  defending 
this  country,  than  the  United  States 
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Marine  Corps.  You  can  write  that 
down.  They  know  how  to  use  man¬ 
power.  In  the  last  war  97  percent  of 
their  officer  personnel  saw  combat,  and 
90  percent  of  their  enlisted  personnel. 
You  cannot  beat  that  record  for  using 
manpower.  And  they  used  it  effectively. 

I  am  not  going  to  say  anything  about 
some  of  the  other  percentages  because 
somebody  would  say  I  was  talking  about 
them.  And  I  am  sure  every  American 
boy  in  uniform  has  used  and  is  now  using 
what  training  he  has  had  to  the  best  of 
his  ability. 

Now,  I  have  introduced  H.  R.  3364. 
I  did  not  introduce  that  bill  as  an  ex¬ 
pert  on  military  affairs.  I  am  perfectly 
aware  of  my  limited  knowledge  in  that 
department.  I  have  learned  more  about 
it  since  I  started  this  study  than  I  had 
known  for  some  time.  So  I  took  the  ex¬ 
act  draft  bill  prepared  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  with  these  excep¬ 
tions: 

No.  1 :  I  changed  the  period  of  service 
from  26  to  24  months.  That  is  exactly 
the  number  of  months  provided  in  the 
Senate  bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Three  more  than  we 
now  have? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  That  is  right.  I  then 
increased  the  age  over  the  bill  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee,  from  18  y2  years  to  19  years,  the  very 
exact  and  same  age  provided  in  the  ex¬ 
isting  draft  bill  that  is  in  operation  now. 

Then  I  cut  out  the  universal  military 
training. 

Those  were  the  changes. 

The  draft  bill  has  only  been  regarded 
by  the  American  people  as  a  piece  of 
legislation  to  be  tolerated  in  time  of 
national  emergency,  in  time  of  war,  or  in 
time  of  threat  of  war.  That  is  what  has 
justified  it,  and  they  will  go  along  with 
it.  We  are  not  only  at  war  now  but  we 
are  in  a  declared  national  emergency: 
and  if  we  are  to  believe  what  we  hear  and 
see  every  day,  then  we  are  confronting  a 
threat  of  war,  and  that  does  not  require 
any  mild  type  of  legislation. 

I  sincerely  believe  that  the  thing  which 
confronts  this  Congress  today  is  to  pass 
legislation  necessary  to  deal  with  the 
emergency,  and  the  problems  that  we 
have  confronting  us  now.  When  you  go 
into  a  universal  military  training  bill 
and  begin  to  set  up  a  commission  and 
give  to  that  commission  that  all-inclusive 
power  of  writing  out  what  your  universal 
military  training  bill  will  be,  without  any 
authority  to  amend  it,  simply  send  it  up 
here  to  you  and  if  you  do  not  do  any¬ 
thing  at  all  it  becomes  law,  you  can 
approve  it  or  disapprove  it;  if  you  do  not 
do  anything,  then  you  have  given  to  that 
commission  the  power  and  authority  to 
write  more  law  than  we  have  ever  given 
authority  to  any  group.  That  is  a  cor¬ 
rect  statement. 

I  want  to  tell  you  this:  Right  at  this 
particular  time  the  American  people  are 
not  interested  in  our  passing  out*  any 
overdoses  of  authority.  They  have  been 
awakened  a  little  bit  lately  about  the  use 
of  authority.  But  you  pass  this  bill,  you 
pass  a  draft  bill  coupling  with  it  the 
makeshift,  skeleton  UMT  bill,  which  2 
or  3  years  from  now  will  slide  into  being 
and  begin  to  operate,  and  then  put  a 


5-star  general  in  the  White  House,  and, 
brother,  you  can  hold  onto  your  hat  then 
for  you  could  be  in  for  a  ride. 

And  do  not  think  that  is  beyond  the 
realm  of  possibility.  The  thing  for  us  to 
do  is  to  write  a  law  that  would  be  safe 
in  any  kind  of  storm  or  with  any  kind 
of  person  that  may  take  a  particular 
whim  about  a  particular  service.  I  have 
seen  the  time,  and  you  have  too,  when 
some  branches  of  the  service  would  not 
be  in  existence  today  if  some  of  the  other 
branches  had  had  their  way. 

Now,  I  want  to  say  a  little  bit  about 
the  administration  of  the  present  draft 
act  by  the  Department  of  Defense,  who 
determines  policy.  I  am  going  to  make 
this  definite  outright  charge,  that  in  my 
opinion  the  Defense  Department  has  in¬ 
tentionally  and  designedly  attempted  to 
whittle  down,  if  you  please,  the  number 
of  people  taken  in  under  this  draft  bill, 
trying  to  prepare  the  way  that  would 
grease  the  skids  to  where  you  could  tie 
on  this  makeshift  UMT  bill  to  a  draft 
bill  at  this  particular  time. 

You  say:  “All  right,  you  made  that 
statement,  now  prove  it”;  and  I  am  go¬ 
ing  to  do  a  little  bit  of  proving.  I  just 
went  to  the  headquarters  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  and  I  found  that  out  of  35,707  men 
examined  11,085  were 'turned  down  be¬ 
cause  they  failed  to  pass  the  mental  ex¬ 
amination;  and  in  that  group,  mind  you, 
were  college  students,  high-school 
students,  3-year  high-school  students,  if 
you  please,  that  had  made  anywhere 
from  1  to  6  on  an  examination  where 
they  could  have  made  a  possible  100.  Do 
you  say  that  was  not  brought  to  their 
attention?  It  was  brought  to  their  at¬ 
tention  by  myself,  and  it  was  brought  to 
their  attention  by  some  of  the  heads  of 
the  State  departments  of  the  various 
States  of  the  Union.  Did  that  have  any 
effect?  Why,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  read 
you  something  here.  On  April  1,  1951, 
appeared  an  article  headed  “High  rejec¬ 
tion  reported  for  Wayne,”  the  highest 
they  had  ever  seen: 

Out  of  125  men  from  here  examined  last 
week,  69  failed  the  mental  test. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Of  course,  that  was 
Fool’s  Day. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Well,  I  do  not  know 
who  was  qualifying,  that  is  what  dis¬ 
turbs  me;  I  do  not  know  who  was  quali¬ 
fying.  But  I  know  that  out  of  the  last 
quota  that  went  from  my  home  town 
some  of  the  boys  that  failed  the  mental 
test  at  Fort  Bragg  came  back  and  said: 
“Well,  I  am  going  in  anyway,”  went 
down  and  joined  the  National  Guard, 
and  they  were  delighted  to  have  them. 
Let  me  say,  by  the  way,  that  that  is  not 
a  dumb  outfit. 

I  have  a  whole  pile  of  figures  that  will 
back  up  that  very  thing.  I  have  ac¬ 
cused  and  I  have  made  the  statement  to 
their  own  officials  and  nobody  yet  has 
denied  it,  and  I  do  not  believe  the  chair¬ 
man  of  this  distinguished  committee  will 
deny  that  they  have  turned  down  thou¬ 
sands,  and  thousands,  and  thousands  of 
them  who  would  have  filled  that  man-, 
power  pool  about  which  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  was  talking  yester¬ 
day. 

Now,  that  is  kind  of  rough  talk.  I  do 
not  know  who  is  responsible.  You  can 


find  out  almost  anything  better  than 
you  can  find  out  who  did  what  in  the 
Pentagon  Building;  it  just  does  not  show 
up  when  you  go  to  look  for  it. 

Yesterday  I  listened  to  the  flag  waving 
and  the  drum  beating  about  how  Russia 
is  going  to  come  over  here  and  chew 
us  UP  into  sausage  meat  and  all  that. 
There  has  been  too  much  of  that  talk 
about  what  Russia  can  do.  At  this  time 
I  think  we  should  recall  a  statement 
made  by  President  Roosevelt,  and  that 
was:  “The  only  thing  we  have  to  fear  is 
fear  itself.”  I  am  not  a  defeatist,  I  am 
not  afraid  of  Russia;  I  have  never  seen 
or  heard  of  any  two  Russians  yet  that 
could  not  be  handled  by  one  of  our  boys 
if  our  boy  is  given  proper  equipment  and 
training.  But,  they  say,  they  will  tear  us 
up.  No,  that  is  not  so.  Our  boys  are 
free  men,  and  free  men  have  more  to 
fight  for. 

The  only  thing  we  must  fear  about 
that  is  that  in  all  their  glory  they  must 
not  go  to  sleep  again  as  they  did  at  Pearl 
Harbor,  else  someone  might  get  hurt. 
We  are  not  proud  of  the  operation  that 
took  place  there. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  United  States  Con¬ 
gress  is  not  responsible  for  many  of  the 
things  that  are  brought  down  on  our 
heads.  The  United  States  Congress  was 
not  responsible  for  setting  up  Berlin 
with  a  hundred-mile  circle  around  it  and 
giving  it  to  the  Russians. 

I  am  not  attempting  to  make  any  ugly 
charges  here.  Whoever  they  were  they 
used  their  best  judgment,  they  did  the 
best  they  knew  how,  and  I  am  not  ques¬ 
tioning  that  at  all.  You  and  I  will  make 
mistakes  as  far  as  that  is  concerned. 
That  is  why  you  and  I  do  not  put  our-, 
selves  up  as  being  perfect  men  and  you 
and  I  having  that  knowledge  had  better 
be  careful  when  we  set  up  other  men  as 
being  perfect.  I  have  learned  a  lot  in 
the  last  few  years.  I  have  learned  a  lot 
about  men.  I  have  seen  men  get  a  lot 
of  publicity,  I  have  seen  their  pictures  in 
the  paper  a  lot  of  times,  I  have  read  a  lot 
about  them,  then  when  I  began  to 
scratch  around  a  little  bit,  and  when  I 
saw  them  they  did  not  look  that  good  to 
me.  That  is  exactly  the  way  I  am  about 
those  things. 

But  when  men  in  high  positions  in  the 
Pentagon  come  over  here  and  begin  to 
exercise  influence  in  reference  to  legisla¬ 
tion  that  is  going  to  invade  every  single 
branch  of  our  economy  and  our  Govern¬ 
ment — our  civil,  social,  and  educational 
life — I  think  those  gentlemen  are  getting 
a  little  ambitious.  I  do  not  blame  them 
particularly.  But  I  warn  this  body  it  is 
our  responsibility  to  see  that  that  does 
not  happen.  So  the  gentleman’s  indig¬ 
nation  was  probably  a  little  bit  prema¬ 
ture  because  it  was  not  in  the  nature  of 
a  charge.  It  is  simply  a  statement  of 
fact  that  those  men  will  do  it.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  thirty-eighth  parallel 
decision  was  right  or  wrong.  They  tell 
me  it  was  made  in  the  field.  I  do  not 
know  which  field.  I  do  not  know  what 
it  is  going  to  take  to  establish  it  and  I 
do  not  know  where  we  are  going  to  wind 
up,  and  I  do  not  think  this  House  does. 
But,  I  do  know  this  one  thing,  that  at 
this  time  it  is  the  responsibility  of  this 
Congress  to  pass  the  type  of  legislation 
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that  will  best  defend  this  Nation  in  the 
emergency  which  confronts  us  now,  and 
I  think  the  draft  bill  will  do  it.  It  has 
always  carried  us  through.  It  will  carry 
us  through  now,  and  there  is  not  a  man 
in  this  House  that  could  tell  you  right 
now  that  it  would  be  even  safe,  sane,  or 
wise  to  put  even  the  type  of  UMT  they 
have  proposed  into  operation,  at  once. 
You  cannot  do  it.  It  has  np  business 
being  coupled  onto  a  draft  bill.  One, 
the  draft  bill,  is  a  wartime  emergency 
bill;  the  other,  UMT,  is  a  long-range 
peacetime  defense  measure. 

Now  we  come  to  this  question  of  man¬ 
power.  I  do  not  know  how  many  men 
they  need.  I  know  the  Army  is  talking  in 
terms  of  millions  and  in  numbers.  They 
do  not  talk  about  use.  They  talk  in 
terms  of  millions,  and  they  started  off 
with  3,200,000.  Is  that  not  right?  That 
is  what  the  record  says.  Then  the  first 
thing  you  know,  it  jumped  up,  I  think, 
to  3,500,000.  But,  what  was  the  explana¬ 
tion  for  the  additional  300,000?  I  do  not 
know.  I  think  the  explanation  was  that 
if  they  did  not  keep  building  it  up,  the 
first  thing  they  knew  they  would  have 
as  many  men  as  they  needed,  and  they 
could  not  get  the  skeleton  UMT  bill 
through.  And  then  what  happens?  On 
yesterday  the  distinguished  chairman 
talked  most  of  the  time  about  4,000,000 
men.  Now  I  do  not  know  where  the 
4,000,000  came  from.  I  do  not  know 
whether  they  have  gotten  almost  all  of 
their  men  or  not,  and  they  were  afraid 
they  would  not  get  them,  and  then 
somebody  talked  about  4,000,000  to  carry 
it  on  a  little  bit  further. 

Now  I  heard  some  of  the  discussion 
before  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv- 
*ices,  and  I  frankly  think  that  Mrs.  Ro¬ 
senberg  was  trying  to  be  frank  with  the 
committee,  and  I  noticed  how  disturbed 
at  times  she  got  when  the  information 
was  not  at  hand.  Frankly,  she  kind  of 
bawled  out  one  colonel  that  was  around 
there.  I  reckon  they  got  their  trou¬ 
ble. straightened  out,  but  she  struck  me 
as  trying  to  be  fair  and  frank  with  the 
committee.  In  talking  about  this  three 
and  four  million,  I  do  not  know  how 
many  it  will  take  to  defend  this  coun¬ 
try.  But  I  am  in  favor  of  defending 
this  country  and  whatever  the  number  is 
we  should  raise  it.  I  am  still  not  an 
arm-chair  general  or  an  admiral  so  far 
as  that  is  concerned,  but  I  know  one 
thing,  before  I  will  have  much  confi¬ 
dence  in  the  man  who  furnishes  these 
figures  I  would  pin  his  ears  down  a  little 
bit  and  get  definite  information  on  it, 
and  let  us  know  what  we  need,  and 
then  act.  We  should  deal  with  this 
emergency  quickly  and  adequately. 

Yesterday  there  was  considerable  dis¬ 
cussion  about  how  expensive  the  draft 
bill  was  and  how  inexpensive  the  UMT 
bill  would  be.  Well  now,  I  do  not  know 
much  about  that  either,  but  I  know  one 
thing,  I  found  a  report  here,  A  Pro¬ 
gram  for  National  Security,  May  29, 1949, 
a  report  of  the  President’s  Advisory 
Commission  on  Universal  Training, 
Among  the  list  of  signers  of  that  report 
is  Anna  M.  Rosenberg.  Now  what  does 
that  report  say? 

On  page  37  appears  this  statement: 

Universal  training  should  not  be  under¬ 
taken  at  all  unless  the  citizens  of  this  coun¬ 


try  understand  that  it  has  value  only  as  part 
of  a  program  that  will  demand  the  expendi¬ 
ture  of  a  much  larger  proportion  of  our 
national  income  than  we  have  ever  allocated 
for  national  defense  in  time  of  peace. 

On  page  38  this  appears: 

It  is  perfectly  apparent  that  the  over-all 
cost  of  an  adequate  program  is  staggering. 
We  have  no  desire  to  sugar-coat  this  fact. 

All  right;  of  course  it  is.  You  cannot 
make  it  inexpensive.  But  it  does  not 
make  any  difference  how  expensive  it  is. 
If  the  dollars  this  Congress  appropriates 
are  honestly  and  wisely  spent  for  the  na¬ 
tional  defense  of  this  country,  then  the 
American  people  are  perfectly  willing  to 
pay  the  premium  on  that  insurance 
policy  of  protection.  I  do  not  think  any¬ 
body  would  challenge  that. 

Now  we  come  to  something  else  on 
this  so-called  universal  military  training 
bill.  One  of  the  things  that  it  is  said 
are  going  to  make  universal  military 
training  cheap  is  that  you  are  going  to 
pay  the  trainees  $30  a  month.  I  do  not 
like  that.  I  do  not  have  an  18-year-old 
boy.  The  only  boy  I  have  is  27  years 
of  age  and  in  uniform  today.  I  want 
this  war  won,  and  I  want  him  home, 
his  wife  wants  him  home,  just  like  the 
rest  of  you,  if  you  have  a  son  in  uniform. 
But  I  do  not  like  this  business  of  taking 
these  boys,  if  you  please,  the  lSVk-year- 
old  boys,  and  paying  them  $30  a  month.. 
Why,  they  say,  they  are  the  best  soldiers 
on  earth,  so  they  are  going  to  take  the 
best  soldiers  on  earth  and  pay  them 
boys’  pay,  $30  a  month.  That  is  not 
right  or  fair — and  in  my  opinion  will  not 
work. 

It  is  not  right.  The  American  people 
do  not  demand  it.  I  say  to  you  that  the 
American  people  are  willing  to  pay  those 
boys,  if  they  are  soldiering,  just  what 
they. are  willing  to  pay  the  rest  of  the 
soldiers,  whatever  amount  may  be  es¬ 
tablished.  They  are  willing  to  pay  the 
premium  on  that  insurance  policy. 

We  come  now  to  the  18  V2  year  olds. 
I  do  not  like  it.  You  talk  about  drafting 
18-year-old  boys.  I  just  do  not  like  it. 
I  never  have.  When  a  man  tells  me  that 
an  18-year-old  kid  makes  the  best  soldier, 
I  tell  him  I  do  not  believe  he  is  telling 
the  truth.  All  you  have  to  do  is  read 
some  of  the  statements  made  by  some 
of  the  men  who  are  in  action,  not  division 
chiefs,  but  those  who  are  in  action  with 
the  men.  They  can  tell  you  something 
about  that  which  might  be  interesting. 
This  colonel  made  this  statement  before 
the  committee.  He  told  about  the  trou¬ 
bles  he  had  with  the  18-year-old  kids  and 
how  they  had  to  fall  out  and  how  he 
would  take  care  of  them,  and  so  on.  It 
is  a  bad  thing  to  read  so  far  as  that  is 
concerned.  They  talk  about  the  educa¬ 
tors  being  in  favor  of  that  at  this  time. 
This  comes  from  the  record  and  this 
comes  from  Dr.  Fuller  who  testified: 

The  survey  of  the  NEA  Department  of 
Higher  Education  shows  that  964,  81.25  per¬ 
cent,  of  the  1,187  colleges  and  university 
administrators  and  professors  are  opposed  to 
the  drafting  of  18-year-olds. 

The  18-year-old  draft  is  not  a  bit  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  18y2-year-old  draft. 
Virtually  every  State  in  the  Union  has 
the  provision  that  a  child  cannot  enter 
the  elementary  grades  until  he  is  6  years 
of  age.  At  least  half  of  them  cannot  get 
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in  because  they  are  a  few  months  too 
young.  Therefore  they  have  to  wait  un¬ 
til  the  next  school  term  starts.  Then  the 
rest  of  them  are  delayed,  either  through 
sickness  or  changing  their  residence  and 
so  forth.  And  the  result  is,  as  you  know, 
that  when  they  finish  they  are  18  and 
18  y2  years  old.  .Some  of  the  brighter 
ones,  who  have  apparently  been  provided 
for,  will  get  in  earlier.  To  prove  that, 
I  understand  the  freshman  class  in  col¬ 
lege  is  of  lower  average  age  than  the 
graduates  from  high  school.  Of  course 
the  older  ones  in  high  school  take  a  long 
time  to  graduate.  Many  of  them  do  not 
go  to  college,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  additional  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  gentleman  will 
yield — may  I  state  that  he,  being  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Education  and 
Labor,  I  am  sure  would  be  interested  to 
know  that  in  January  of  this  year  Gor¬ 
don  Gray,  former  Secretary  of  War,  now 
president  of  the  University  of  North 
Carolina,  the  gentleman’s  State,  and  I 
had  the  honor  to  address  the  Association 
of  American  Colleges  and  Universities 
at  Atlantic  City.  I  think  I  am  safe  in 
saying  that  at  least  100  of  the  800  men 
who  were  there  representing  institutions 
all  over  the  country  briefly  discussed 
this  subject  with  me  and  heartily  ap¬ 
proved  the  position  that  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  is  taking.  I  heard 
only  two  or  three  dissenting. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  appreciate  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri'. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  KELLEY  of  Pennsylvania.  Is  it 
the  gentleman’s  opinion  that  if  the 
armed  services  use  the  manpower  they 
have  and  use  it  judiciously,  and  also  re¬ 
duce  the  physical  standards  of  those  who 
are  assigned  to  noncombat  service,  that 
they  would  still  have  plenty  of  man¬ 
power  from  the  19-year-old  group? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Absolutely — and  may 
I  say  to  the  gentleman  that  they  do  not 
have  to  reduce  anything.  They  just 
have  to  use  a  little  common  sense  and 
real  integrity  in  administering  what 
they  already  have. 

When  a  sergeant — and  I  have  affi¬ 
davits  to  prove  this — when  a  sergeant 
comes  into  a  big  room  crowded  with 
draftees,  who  have  assembled  there  for 
their  examination,  and  tells  them,  “New, 
listen,  if  you  fail  this  examination  which 
I  am  fixing  to  give  you,  it  does  not  mean 
that  you  will  get  out  of  the  Army,  but  it 
just  determines  how  deep  in  the  ditch 
you  will  go.”  And  then  he  gives  them 
the  examination.  They  play  dumb,  like 
they  do  not  think  those  boys  know  what 
is  going  on.  The  result  of  it  is  that  the 
only  grade  that  a  lot  of  them  make  is 
when  they  think  they  are  answering  the 
questions  wrong  and  they  guess  right. 
And  they  know  it — they  know  it.  Why, 
heavens  above,  I  saw  one  class,  or  one 
group  going  off  and  virtually  all  of  the 
men  in  that  one  group  passed,  and  the 
other  group  had  failed.  The  next  time 
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the  other  group  that  had  failed  got  wise, 
and  almost  all  in  both  groups  failed  that 
time. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Can  the  gentleman  tell 
us  why,  in  World  War  II,  they  inducted 
the  men  and  then  gave' them  an  exam¬ 
ination  and  then  placed  them,  and  now 
they  want  to  give  them  an  examination 
first  and  then  determine  whether  or  not 
they  are  going  to  take  them  in? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  will  let  the  gentle¬ 
man  draw  his  own  conclusion.  I  do  not 
know  what  is  behind  all  this  because  I 
am  just  as  satisfied  and  convinced  of  the 
fact  as  I  am  that  I  am  living  that  who¬ 
ever  is  managing  and  operating  that 
job  has  better  sense  than  to  run  an 
examination  the  way  he  is  running  it, 
unless  he  is  using  good  sense  to  realize 
an  objective  which  he  seeks. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  have  seen  figures 
from  some  of  the  hospitals  where  the 
Korean  boys  are  being  returned,  show¬ 
ing  that  a  much  greater  percentage  of 
the  fellows  who  are  being  returned  are 
in  the  age  bracket  16  to  18  V2  than  those 
older.  What  significance  does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  attach  to  that  kind  of  a  study? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  a  little  reluctant 
to  pass  upon  just  what  takes  place  over 
there.  I  do  know  that  at  first  the  casu¬ 
alty  lists  carried  their  ages,  17,  18,  19. 
Then  they  cut  that  out  and  gave  only 
their  names.  I  have  to  rely  upon  infor¬ 
mation  that  comes  to  me.  However,  I 
am  going  to  say  I  have  always  felt  that 
defending  this  fair  land  of  ours  was  the 
responsibility  of  men  and  not  children. 
I  do  not  know  where  this  attitude  comes 
from  to  pass  the  responsibility  down  to 
the  18-year-olds.  They  have  not  lived. 
They  are  not  responsible  for  anything 
that  has  happened,  and  God  knows  they 
are  not  responsible  for  the  condition  of 
this  world.  The  poor  kids  have  not  even 
lived,  and  they  walk  out  of  high  school 
and  here  they  come,  and  from  there  on 
the  military  say,  “Hey,  Bub,  your  mom 
and  pop  are  old-timey.  We  can  train 
you  better  than  they  can.”  I  do  not  sub¬ 
scribe  to  it. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Yes;  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  We  were  told  yesterday 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  and  by  other  members  of 
that  committee,  speaking  here  about  the 
situation  with  reference  to  the  Reserves, 
with  which  I  fully  agree.  I  think  it  has 
been  a  very  shameful  situation.  We  were 
told,  however,  that  if  we  did  not  go  down 
into  the  18  V2 -year-old  group  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  to  continue  those 
boys  in  service  who  are  active  reservists 
and  who  served  anywhere  from  2  to  6 
and  7  years  in  World  War  II.  Does  the 
gentleman  have  any  definite  information 
as  to  that  particular  situation;  and  if 
that  is  true,  where  would  we  get  the  pool 
of  men? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  "Whoever  said  that  had 
better  go  back  and  rub  out  a  lot  of 
figures. 


Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Yes;  I  will  yield  with 
fear  and  trembling  in  my  heart. 

Mr.  VINSON.  You  need  not  have  any 
fear  and  trembling  in  your  heart,  but  I 
just  want  to  get  the  facts  in  your  head. 
I  want  to  say  this,  and  I  will  yield  you 
five  additional  minutes  in  order  to  make 
a  statement. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  You  have  already 
promised  me  10  minutes  if  I  needed  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  All  right.  I  want  to  say 
this  to  the  House,  that  under  the  state¬ 
ment  submitted  in  the  report,  if  you 
maintain  the  armed  services  at  3,500,000 
men,  and  reduce  the  educational  and 
physical  requirements,  you  could  raise 
a  pool  sufficient  between  19  and  26  to 
take  care  of  an  armed  force  of  3,500,000 
men.  That  is  exactly  what  we  said  here, 
not  to  mislead  the  House.  But  when 
they  raise  the  question  which  was  raised 
by  the  gentleman^  from  Arkansas,  if  you 
are  going  to  be  of  any  benefit  to  the  vet¬ 
eran  reservists  in  the  active  reserves,  you 
have  got  to  go  to  the  18  ^-year-olds. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  cannot 
quite  fit  that  with  the  rest  of  his  figures. 
The  gentleman  cannot  fit  that  with  his 
statement  that  if  you  lower  the  physical 
and  mental  tests  you  will  get  all  of  the 
thousands,  and  the  gentleman  says  he  is 
going  to  raise  three  and  a  half  million. 

Mr.  VINSON.  You  will  have  a 
pool - 

Mr.  BARDEN.  What  you  do  is  stop 
the  clock  and  say  you  are  not  going  to 
get  any  more. 

Mr.  VINSON.  No.  Let  us  get  this 
straight.  You  will  have  a  pool  of  1,200,- 
000  between  19  and  26. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Where  do  you  get  that 
information? 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  know  it  from  Mrs. 
Rosenberg’s  testimony  and  our  own 
figures. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  sure  she  being  a 
lady  was  approximately  accurate,  but 
definitely  an  interested  witness. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  figures  are  abso¬ 
lutely  accurate,  and  the  correctness  of 
them  is  proven  by  General  Hershey  that 
by  taking  all  of  these  people  that  we 
have  been  exempting  between  19  and  26, 
you  will  have  a  pool  of  1,200,000  men. 

There  must  be  deducted  from  that 
800,000  men  who  must  go  in,  giving  a 
net  total  of  some  400,000.  Now,  800,000 
reservists  have  been  called  who  have 
served  5  or  6  years,  and  if  you  are  going 
to  get  them  out  in  accordance  with  the 
bill  then  we  have  got  to  go  down  to  1814. 
So  where  is  the  error  of  saying  at  19?, 
Because  if  we  want  to  keep  them  in  you 
can  justify  19,  but  if  you  want  to  be 
of  any  benefit  to  these  reservists,  then 
you  have  got  to  drop  the  age  to  18  V2. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Just  a  minute ;  let  me 
say  this  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia : 
What  do  you  expect  me  to  believe  when 
the  War  Department,  the  people  over 
there  in  the  Defense  Department,  come 
along  and  exempt  more  men  than  they 
have  ever  exempted?  And  here  they  are 
right  now  cutting  their  draft  call  by  50 
percent  for  the  next  month.  Then  to 
come  here  and  tell  me  it  is  so  desperate 


that  they  have  got  to  have  those  young 
men.  They  started  out  wanting  3,200,- 
000. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  me  give  you  the  fig¬ 
ures  here.  The  net  pool  they  will  have 
on  June  30,  1951,  under  the  present  law 
and  with  present  standards — now  listen 
to  this,  I  will  give  the  gentleman  plenty 
of  time — is  410,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has 
again  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  10  additional  minutes, 
or  15,  if  he  wishes  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
can  do  that  only  by  unanimous  con¬ 
sent.  The  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  has  consumed  an  hour. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  be  permitted  to  yield  an 
additional  15  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas?  : 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  want  to  yield  to  the 
gentleman,  because  I  know  him  always 
to  be  very  fair. 

The  net  increase  available  on  June 
30,  1951,  between  the  ages  19  and  26  un¬ 
der  our  bill  is  822,000.  I 

The  net  pool  by  lowering  the  draft  age 
to  18 1/2  is  254,000.  That,  therefore, 
gives  you  a  net  pool  under  our  bill  of 
1,493,000  men. 

There  must  be  added  to  that  figure  the 
men  reaching  18 V2  years  in  1952,  which 
is  530,000.  Add  also  students  no  longer 
deferrable,  200,000.  This  makes  a  total 
pool  in  1952  of  2,230,000. 

There  must  be  taken  from  that  pool 
1,631,000  men,  and  that  takes  care  of  the 
800,000  reservists.  But  do  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  says,  hold  the  age  limit  at  19 
years  of  age,  and  not  a  single  reservist 
can  come  out  of  the  armed  service.  That 
is  the  only  justification  that  caused  the 
committee  to  lower  the  age  to  1814. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Now,  the  gentleman 
expects  us  to  take  that  bait  when  the 
Defense  Department  has  just  exempted 
and  deferred  around  800,000. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Yes;  I  shall  be  pleased 
to. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  chairman  of  our 
committee,  and  every  member  of  the 
committee  and  of  the  House  should  know 
that  if  you  lower  the  mental  and  physi¬ 
cal  standards  to  the  January  1945  figure, 
if  you  will  call  in  married  and  childless 
men  between  the  ages  of  19  and  26,  and 
tighten  this  law,  you  will  get  all  the  men 
required  without  drafting  any  18-year- 
olds  or  without  taking  any  veteran.  Now 
the  Chairman  knows  that. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is 
absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Sure,  I  am, 

Mr.  VINSON.  But  what  becomes  of 
the  828,000  reservists  that  we  want  to 
get  out  after  12  months? 
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The  issue  is  clean-cut:  You  can  keep 
the  reservists  in,  if  you  keep  the  age  at 
19  years.  But  if  you  turn  the  reservists 
out,  you  will  have  to  reduce  the  age  to 
18x4.  That  is  the  justification  for  it. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Let  me  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  this,  and  he  knows 
it,  that  a  part  of  the  reservists  are  in 
there  of  their  own  will  and  wish.  I  do 
not  say  all  of  them.  Some  of  the  reserv¬ 
ists  are  in  their  as  volunteers,  because  I 
have  had  trouble  trying  to  get  them  to 
be  taken  in. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  would 
see  the  hundreds  and  thousands  of  let¬ 
ters  that  the  Members  of  Congress  are 
receiving  about  the  injustice  that  has 
been  done  the  veteran  reservists  in  the 
volunteer  and  inactive  group,  who  served 
5  or  6  years  and  now  being  called  back, 
the  gentleman  would  conclude  that  they 
were  not  in  by  their  own  wish. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Yes;  and  the  gentle¬ 
men  knows  the  Defense  Department 
could  have  gotten  just  as  many  as  they 
have  right  now  and  never  touch  a  one 
of  those  if  it  had  wanted  to.  The  thing 
that  the  War  Department  needs  is  a  good 
going  over,  Mr.  Chairman;  that  is  what 
it  needs,  and  I  think  the  safety  of  this 
country  demands  it.  I  know  we  have 
some  wonderful  men  over  there;  I  know 
we  have  some  good,  men  over  there,  so 
far  as  that  is  concerned,  but  they  have 
been  kicking  everybody  in  the  teeth  long 
enough. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Is  it  not  true  that  in 
the  1940  Selective  Service  Act  the  Con¬ 
gress  said  that  all  men  would  st^y  in  the 
Reserves  and  if  the  War  Department  had 
carried  out  that  mandate,  or  the  Defense 
Department,  we  would  have  had  plenty 
of  men  in  the  Reserves? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  War  Department 
has  never  been  interested  in  the  Reserves. 
They  want  active  men  to  support  Com¬ 
missions.  We  had  a  big  fight  on  this 
floor  when  they  not  only  did  not  pay  any 
attention  to  the  Reserves  but  virtually 
destroyed  them,  and  so  they  did  the  same 
thing  with  the  National  Guard.  They 
did  it  in  both  instances  and  they  know 
they  were  not  fair  to  either.  Now,  this 
Congress  cannot  be  saddled  with  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  dropping  their  guard  on 
our  defense.  Who  was  it  that  stopped 
the  construction  of  the  Navy  ships  and 
airplane  carriers?  Who  was  it  that 
cut  down  the  70-group  Air  Force,  there¬ 
by  destroying  our  Air  Force?  Who  was 
it  that  cut  down  the  size  of  our  Army 
when  the  volunteers  were  coming  in? 
Do  not  pass  that  on  to  the  Congress.  I 
will  not  accept  that  responsibility  on 
my  shoulders. 

Mr.  EROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  This  Congress  has  a 
responsibility  of  doing  something  to  that 
Reserve  program  and  this  particular  bill 
will  help  in  that  responsibility. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  All  right.  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  also  accept  his  responsi¬ 
bility  by  seeing  that  the  Draft  Act  we 


have  already  passed  is  properly  admin¬ 
istered  and  carried  through.  That  is  the 
gentleman’s  responsibility  along  with 
this  other  matter. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  say  in  all  sincer¬ 
ity,  and  weighing  every  word,  that  if  this 
House  adopts  the  gentleman’s  suggestion 
of  keeping  the  draft  age  at  19  years,  not 
a  single  one  of  the  828,000  reservists  can 
be  relieved  from  active  duty. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  in  reply  that  I  disagree  with  him 
very,  very  stoutly  in  that  statement. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Well,  that  is  the  fact. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  If  that  is  true,  why  did 
they  cut  off  the  draft  for  the  next 
month? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  tell  the  gentle¬ 
man  why,  and  it  is  commendable  on  the 
part  of  the  Department. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  It  may  be  commend¬ 
able,  but  let  them  not  blow  hot  and  cold 
at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  is  not  the  intention 
of  the  Department  to  draft  any  men  un¬ 
less  they  are  necessary. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Now  we  are  getting 
somewhere.  If  they  are  not  necessary, 
of.  course  they  should  not  draft  them,  but 
does  not  the  department  take  them  if 
they  are  necessary,  if  they  feel  these  men 
should  be  taken?  Of  course,  they  do. 
That  is  no  answer. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  why 
it  is  that  we  have  so  many  letters  asking 
the  Navy  Department  or  the  Department 
of  the  Air  Force  to  allow  these  people 
who  want  to  enlist  and  work  for  their 
country  to  go  in,  and  why  they  are  not 
taken  in? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Well,  I  cannot  answer 
that  question.  I  do  not  know  why.  I 
do  not  understand  it.  I  do  not  under¬ 
stand  why  they  took  a  fine  young  doctor, 
a  6 -year  medical  student  down  in  my 
district,  and  sent  him  over  to  Belvoir 
digging  ditches.  I  do  not  understand 
why  they  do  a  lot  of  things,  but  that  is 
what  has  happened. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  believe  the  gentle¬ 
man,  as  the  rest  of  us,  has  criticized  the 
Armed  Forces  for  having  taken  men 
faster  than  they  could  equip  them  and 
train  them,  has  he  not? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Oh,  well,  now,  wait  a 
minute.  Go  ahead  and  ask  whatever 
you  want  in  one  question  and  then  I  will 
answer  the  gentleman.  I  am  not  a  good 
lawyer,  but  I  have  sense  enough  not  to 
be  led  to  slaughter.  Now  go  ahead. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  point  I  want  to 
make  is  that  we  have  all  been  critical 
and  resentful  about  the  Air  Force  for 
sending  70,000  recruits  to  my  town 
where  they  did  not  have  barracks  and 
equipment  for  them.  It  was  brought  out 
by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  that 


that  was  contrary  to  proper  procedure. 
Now  I  pose  the  question:  Should  the 
Army  take  in  April  80,000  when  it  can 
only  utilize  60,000,  and  take  80,000  in 
May  when  it  could  only  utilize  40,000, 
or  should  they  not  come  in  in  the  orderly 
manner  in  which  they  can  equip,  utilize, 
and  train  them? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  All  right,  let  some  of 
those  40,000  and  60,000  take  the  place  of 
some  of  those  reserves  that  ought  to 
come  out,  if  they  are  too  crowded.  That 
is  the  way  I  would  let  them  go.  Listen. 
Do  not  come  here  telling  me  that  the 
War  Department  has  not  had  enough 
money  to  build  camps  and  construct 
camps  and  other  facilities  for  those  men, 
because  they  have  all  the  darn  money  we 
have  and  then  some,  and  they  have  had 
all  the  money  they  need,  and  they  got 
every  darn  cent  they  asked  for. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Can  we  not  have  any 
more  light  than  heat? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Maybe  the  gentleman 
could  turn  on  some.  They  are  spending 
my  tax  money. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Very  well.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  says  “Why  not  use  some  of  them.” 

I  am  sure  the  gentleman  agrees  with  the 
provision  in  the  bill  that  a  man  should  be 
trained  6  months  before  he  is  sent  into 
combat,  and  if  the  training  facilities  are 
not  available,  no  matter  whose  fault  it 
is,  they  must  be  trained  before  they  are 
sent  into  combat,  and  I  take  it  that  the 
question  is  not  how  that  man  got  to 
Korea,  but  how  in  the  hell  we  are  going 
to  get  him  out. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  That  is  good,  but  I 
thought  the  gentleman  would  get  some 
religion  a  little  earlier  so  that  we  would 
not  have  these  boys  killed  over  there. 
They  can  give  them  good  training,  and 
they  ought  not  to  send  a  kid  or  grown 
man  into  battle  that  is  not  well  trained, 
and  when  they  have  done  it,  it  has 
been  their  fault  and  a  lack  of  their  own 
bookkeeping.  They  did  not  have  to  do 
that,  because  their  duty  is  to  train 
men. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  If  you 
want  an  example  of  the  type  of  peace¬ 
time  training  given  our  boys,  just  recall 
about  a  year  ago  when  the  peacetime- 
trained  men  went  into  Korea  and  were 
pushed  all  over  the  lot,  and  it  took  the 
reserves  and  the  trained  marines  to  get 
them  down  to  the  point  of  fighting. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Of  course,  they  ought 
to  have  training,  and  we  have  given 
them  the  money,  and  if  they  had  not  all 
been  sitting  on  rubber  cushions  over 
there  in  the  Pentagon  Building  they 
could  have  trained  these  men  and  they  .. 
know  it. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  afraid  somebody 
is  thinking  I  am  too  critical  of  the  army, 
and  I  do  not  have  a  single  gun. 

Mr.  SHORT.  But  the  Eightieth 
Congress  passed  a  $75,000,000  appro¬ 
priation  for  the  Air  Force  and  they  never 
spent  a  dime  of  it  and  they  did  not  build 
up  the  reserves.  They  dallied  in  order 
to  cram  this  thing  down  our  throats. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  We  know  the  respon¬ 
sibility  for  the  cutting  down  is  not  this 
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Congress,  and  I  am  not  going  to  accept 
responsibility  for  it.  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  can  if  he  wants  to,  but  I  am 
not. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  When  my  time  comes 
I  can  be  more  critical  of  the  Department 
than  the  gentleman  can  because  I  know 
more  about  it. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  satisfied  the  gen¬ 
tleman  does.  But,  I  am  not  trying  to  be 
destructively  critical.  I  am  trying  to 
offer  constructive  criticism.  I  am  con¬ 
cerned  over  these  things,  and  they  affect 
every  man  in  this  country,  and  what  I 
want  to  do  is  to  simply  reiterate  and  im¬ 
press  upon  you  this  fact  that  we  are  in 
an  emergency,  a  dangerous  emergency. 
The  draft  bill  is  an  emergency  bill,  and 
that  is  what  I  think  we  should  give  our 
attention  to  and  not  try  tp  stuff  in  and 
tie  onto  a  so-called  skeleton  UMT  bill  of 
this  kind  something  to  give  effect — the 
gentleman  would  not  say  it  would  be  1, 
2,  or  3  years,  but  we  are  going  to  pass 
something  because  we  have  allocated  to 
ourselves  all  the  wisdom.  That  piece  of 
legislation  is  the  type  of  long-range 
peacetime  legislation  that  should  be 
given  consideration  by  this  body  when 
our  minds  are  quiet  and  when  we  can 
take  care  of  and  give  consideration  to 
our  educational  and  our  economic  and 
all  the  other  ingredients  that  make  up 
our  American  way  of  life.  Let  us  not 
give  them  sulfa,  penicillin,  all  at  the 
same  time.  There  is  no  telling  what 
would  happen  to  the  patient. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  When  the  gentle¬ 
man  directed  a  question  a  moment  ago 
as  to  why  this  draft  quota  could  not  be 
increased  back  to  its  full  quota  next 
month  and  let  these  50  percent  that  they 
claim  they  cannot  use  take  the  place  of 
Some  of  these  reservists,  I  wonder  if  the 
gentleman  was  satisfied  with  the  answer 
he  got. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  When  a  man  begins 
smothering  me  with  figures  I  cannot 
keep  up  with  him.  I  served  in  the  State 
legislature  one  time  when  we  passed  a 
resolution  against  the  revenue  collector 
of  the  State,  that  he  had  to  give  a  de¬ 
tailed  accounting  of  everything,  all  the 
revenue  and  all,  and  it  had  to  be  read 
in  the  House  verbatim.  He  took  2 
months  to  prepare  it  and  wore  out  three 
reading  clerks,  and  the  second  day  of 
reading  there  was  not  a  soul  in  there 
but  the  reading  clerk.  I  learned  then 
not  to  get  tangled  up  with  too  many 
figures. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Frankly,  I  was  not 
satisfied  with  the  answer. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  not  satisfied  with 
a  lot  that  is  in  this  bill.  I  believe  I  am 
fairly  honest,  and  I  believe  I  try  to  be 
fair-minded,  but  I  just  do  not  believe 
that  anybody  would  deny  the  fact  that 
we  have  had  a  little  bit  of  slanted  infor¬ 
mation,  I  mean,  kind  of  on  the  tinted 
side,  preparing  the  way  to  tie  the  so- 
called  skeleton  type  universal  military 
training  to  the  draft  bill,  at  a  time  when 
the  smoke  of  battle  is  in  the  air,  at  a  time 
when  they  say — and  they  said  this  until 


somebody  clipped  them  on  it — that  if  we 
do  not  get  it  tied  to  it  now  we  will  never 
get  it  passed.  If  that  is  true,  it  never 
should  pass.  If  it  cannot  pass  this  Con¬ 
gress  in  time  of  peace  on  its  merit  and 
cool,  calm  deliberation,  it  never  should 
pass  and  become  a  law. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  seconds  to  make  a  correction. 
I  said  the  Eightieth  Congress  passed  an 
appropriation  for  the  Reserves  and  the 
Air  Force  of  $75,000,000.  I  meant  $750,- 
000,000.  To  be  exact,  I  think  it  was  $788,- 
000,000. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  wants 
to  be  correct,  it  was  $822,000,000. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  want  to  be  conserva¬ 
tive.  It  was  $822,000,000,  and  no  one 
fought  harder  for  that  appropriation 
than  the  chairman  of  our  committee, 
Carl  Vinson,  We  voted  $822,000,000,  and 
they  did  not  spend  anything.  They  neg¬ 
lected  shamefully  and  ignored  the  Re¬ 
serves.  You  can  draw  your  own  conclu¬ 
sion. 

Mi’.  Chairman,  I  now  yield  30  minutes 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Arends], 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill 
is  probably  the  most  important  measure 
to  come  before  this  Congress.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  we  are  here  dealing 
with  individual  lives.  We  are  here  de¬ 
ciding  who  shall  be  obliged  by  the  force 
of  law  to  give  up  their  normal  pursuits  as 
free  men  to  don  a  military  uniform  and 
to  obey  without  question  all  military 
commands.  Such  decisions  should  give 
us  pause.  Nothing  is  more  sacred  or 
more  precious  than  man’s  God-given 
right  to  life,,  liberty,  and  pursuit  of  hap¬ 
piness. 

As  a  peace-loving  people,  militarism 
in  any  form  is  abhorrent  to  our  thinking. 
As  a  people  who  love  liberty  even  more 
than  peace,  we  are  basically  opposed  to 
conscription  of  any  kind.  It  is  only 
when  we  are  convinced  that  our  coun¬ 
try’s  security  is  at  stake,  and  there  is  no 
alternative,  that  we  accept  compulsory 
military  service. 

I  am  convinced  that  our  country’s  se¬ 
curity  is  at  stake,  and  it  is  imperative 
that  we  build  up  our  defense.  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  international  situation  is 
presently  such  that  we  have  no  alter¬ 
native  but  to  increase  the  size  of  our 
armed  services.  To  do  this  we  must  have 
some  kind  of  draft  or  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  service  law.  We  have  no  alternative 
but  to  find  ways  and  means  to  raise  ad¬ 
ditional  men  for  the  respective  services 
in  order  that  we  may  have  a  national 
defense  prepared  for  any  emergency. 

As  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  I  accordingly  voted  to 
report  this  bill.  But  when  I  voted  to 
report  this  bill,  I  did  so  with  several 
strong  reservations,  which  I  expressed  in 
committee  and  which  I  expressed  before 
the  Committee  on  Rules  in  an  appeal  for 
this  liberal  rule  the  committee  has  given 
us. 

I  am  indeed  pleased  that  when  we  read 
this  bill  for  amendment  the  House  mem¬ 
bership  as  a  whole,  speaking  for  all  the 
people,  will  have  an  opportunity  to  weigh 
carefully  and  decide  upon  the  funda¬ 
mental  issues  which  the  bill  before  us 


presents.  My  differences  with  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill  are  not  on  matters  of  detail 
but  on  certain  basic  issues.  It  is  to  these 
basic  issues  that  I  should  like  at  this 
time  to  direct  your  attention. 

In  voting  to  report  this  bill  I  have 
accepted  the  thesis,  to  which  I  believe 
every  member  agrees,  that  we  are  faced 
with  a  defense  emergency  situation.  I 
have  also  accepted  the.  contention  of  our 
military  leaders  that  for  a  sound  de¬ 
fense  we  should  have  a  military  force  of 
3,467,000  men. 

The  problem  then  arises  as  to  the  best 
way  to  raise  a  military  force  of  this  size 
with  a  minimum  of  individual  hardship 
and  with  a  minimum  of  impact  on  our 
economic  and  social  life.  The  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services  has  diligently  ex¬ 
plored  all  aspects  of  this  difficult  prob¬ 
lem.  We  have  earnestly  sought  to  amend 
the  Selective  Service  Act  in  such  particu¬ 
lars  as  to  have  a  system  that  will  be  as 
sound,  as  fair,  and  as  equitable  as  can 
possibly  be  devised. 

I  do  not  believe  that  anyone,  how¬ 
ever  much  he  may  try,  can  possibly  de¬ 
vise  a  perfect  system  for  taking  men 
into  the  military  service.  There  are 
honest  differences  of  opinion  as  to  what 
should  be  the  age  groups  subject  to  in¬ 
duction,  what  should  be  the  required 
length  of  service,  and  what  persons 
should  be  deferred.  These  differences 
found  vigorous  expression  in  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  they  will  doubtless  find  simi¬ 
lar  expression  here  on  the  floor. 

Personally,  I  have  been,  and  continue 
to  be,  opposed  to  the  drafting  of  18-year- 
old  boys  into  the  armed  services  in  the 
absence  of  clear  and  convincing  evi¬ 
dence  that  such  a  step  is  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  our  country.  While  the 
administration  has  recommended  that 
we  reduce  the  draft  age  from  19  to  18, 
the  officials  who  appeared  before  our 
committee  were  unconvincing  in  at¬ 
tempting  to  show  us  why  this  was  neces¬ 
sary  to  fill  their  stated  manpower  re¬ 
quirements. 

I  am  inclined  to  the  view  that  we  can 
probably  raise  the  projected  military 
force  of  3,467,000  men  without  lowering 
the  present  draft  age  minimum  of  19. 
But  in  order  to  provide  the  military  with 
a  margin  of  safety,  that  they  may  have  a 
pool  of  available  men  from  which  to 
draw,  I  can  support  our  committee  in  its 
recommendation  that  the  draft  age  be 
lowered  to  1SV2  with  the  definite  stipula¬ 
tion  and  prohibition  in  the  law  that  no 
inductee  may  be  assigned  to  duty  in  a 
combat  area  until  he  has  had  at  least  6 
months’  training  or  before  reaching  the 
age  of  19. 

Without  entering  into  the  pros  and 
cons,  and  all  the  details  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  changes  in  the  Selective 
Service  Act,  suffice  it  to  say  that,  in  gen¬ 
eral,  on  this  feature  of  the  bill,  I  can 
support  the  committee’s  recommenda¬ 
tion.  That  is  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  I 
voted  to  report  the  bill.  I  recognize  the 
necessity  for  certain  changes  in  the 
Selective  Service  Act  and  the  necessity 
of  relieving  reservists  from  extended  ac¬ 
tive  duty. 

But  in  the  bill  before  us  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  has  not  confined  its 
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recommendation  solely  to  amendments 
to  the  Selective  Service  Act,  which  is  a 
temporary  emergency  measure.  It  has 
embodied  in  the  same  bill  a  permanent 
long-range  universal  military  training 
program.  That  part  of  the  bill  which 
amends  the  Selective  Service  Act  to  sup¬ 
ply  our  immediate  military  manpower 
needs  has  been  tied  in  with  that  part 
which  sets  up  a  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  program  for  the  distant  future.  To 
this  procedure  I  earnestly  object.  What¬ 
ever  the  merits  of  this  or  any  other  pro¬ 
posed  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram,  it  is  my  firm  conviction  that  such 
a  program  should  be  considered  separate 
and  apart  from  our  present  emergency 
needs- 

The  issue  is  not  whether  we  should  or 
should  not  have  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  I  am  not  now  arguing  the  case  for 
or  against  such  a  program.  I  am  simply 
insisting,  as  I  urged  in  committee,  that 
we  consider  such  a  program  on  its  own 
merits  and  not  endeavor  to  force  it  on 
the  country  by  tying  it  in  with  an  ob¬ 
viously  emergency  need. 

As  I  have  said,  conscription  of  any 
kind  is  repugnant  to  the  thinking  of  the 
free  people  of  this  great  free  country  of 
ours.  Our  people  do  not  like  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Act,  but  they  accept  it  be¬ 
cause  they  appreciate  its  necessity  for 
their  own  security  in  an  unsettled  world 
where  liberty  is  seriously  threatened. 

They  accept  it  because  it  is  a  presently 
inescapable  emergency  need  and  because 
it  is  temporary.  They  look  forward  to 
the  day  when  such  a  law  will  no  longer 
be  on  the  statute  books. 

The  bill  before  us  provides  for  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  by 
operation  of  law  in  1954.  A  fixed  ter¬ 
mination  date  in  any  emergency  legisla¬ 
tion  is  a  highly  important  provision.  It 
preserves  the  temporary  character  of  the 
legislation  and  forcer  a  periodic  review 
of  the  law  by  Congress. 

But  there  is  no  such  termination-date 
provision  in  the  universal-training-pro¬ 
gram  features  of  this  bill.  The  reason, 
is  obvious.  It  lacks  such  a  provision  be¬ 
cause  the  program  is  deliberately  de¬ 
signed  to  become  permanent  policy. 
This  part  of  the  bill  is  not  supposed  to 
be  temporary.  And  yet  it  is  made  part 
of  a  bill  which  comes  before  us  only  be¬ 
cause  we  are  confronted  with  an  emer¬ 
gency  situation.  ' 

It  is  one  thing  to  amend  and  extend 
the  Selective  Service  Act  and  quite  an¬ 
other  to  set  up  a  long-range  universal- 
military-training  program.  There  is  no 
justification  whatever  for  wrapping  in 
one  tight  package,  as  this  bill  does,  both 
a  short-range  emergency  program  and  a 
long-ranae  oermanent  program. 

It  may  be  that  many  of  the  Members 
feel  that  it  is  both  desirable  and  neces¬ 
sary  that  the  country  enter  upon  a  long- 
range  universal-military-training  pro¬ 
gram.  With  that  view  I  am  not  now  de¬ 
bating  the  pros  or  cons.  However  an 
ardent  advocate  one  may  be  for  such  a 
program,  I  cannot  understand  why  any 
objection  should  be  raised  to  the  House 
facing  the  issue  fairly  and  squarely.  I 
am,  therefore,  appealing  to  the  House  to 
separate  the  selective-service  features 
from  the  universal-military-training- 


program  features,  with  each  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  on  its  own  merits  separate  and 
apart  from  each  other. 

We  will  have  such  an  opportunity 
when  we  begin  to  read  this  bill  for 
amendment.  We  will  have  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  when  a  substitute  bill,  which  it¬ 
self  will  be  subject  to  amendment,  is 
presented  to  the  House. 

It  has  been  said  that  those  of  us  who 
seek  to  separate  the  draft  questions  from 
the  UMT  features  of  the  pending  bill 
are  really  seeking  to  defeat  UMT.  That 
may  be  the  objective  of  some,  but  it  is 
certainly  not  mine.  They  contend  that 
by  thus  dividing  the  bill  so  that  each 
program  is  considered  separately  the 
House  will  reject  UMT.  To  make  this 
contention  is  to  say  that  the  American 
people  do  not  want  UMT,  but  will  never¬ 
theless  force  the  program  upon  them  by 
tying  it  in  with  an  emergency  program 
they  know  the  country  must  adopt.  I, 
for  one,  will  not  be  a  party  to  such  a 
scheme,  plan,  method,  device — or  what¬ 
ever  you  wish  to  call  it — which  is  tanta¬ 
mount  to  deceiving  the  people  we  repre¬ 
sent. 

The  argument  has  also  been  made  that 
the  terms  of  the  pending  bill  itself  will 
provide  Congress  with  an  opportunity  to 
pass  on  the  proposed  universal  training 
program.  They  stress  the  fact  that  the 
bill  sets  up  a  national  security  commis¬ 
sion  of  five  members  to  prepare  a  uni¬ 
versal  training  plan  to  be  submitted  to 
Congress  to  be  accepted  or  rejected  with¬ 
in  60  days.  Let  us  not  be  deceived  by  this 
suggested  way  of  legislating.  The  deci¬ 
sion  to  be  made  at  that  time  will  not  be, 
as  they  apparently  would  have  us  believe, 
whether  we  will  enter  upon  a  universal 
military  training  program.  Not  at  all. 
That  decision  will  simply  be  as  to  the 
kind  of  training  program,  for  the  bill  by 
its  terms  will  have  already  established 
a  national  security  training  corps,  and 
once  such  a  corps  is  established  by  law 
we  are  certain  to  have  some  kind  of  a 
training  plan. 

As  I  said  at  the  time  I  testified  before 
the  Committee  on  Rules,  it  is  like  going 
to  a  doctor  to  see  if  you  need  an  opera¬ 
tion.  He  operates  and  advises  that  you 
do  not  need  the  operation.  You  get  it 
whether  you  want  it  or  need  it. 

If  the  House  should  decide  to  adopt 
this  or  some  other  universal  military 
training  program,  I  think  there  should 
be  a  definite  cut-off  date  as  in  the  in¬ 
stance  of  the  selective  service.  The  Con¬ 
gress  can  always  repeal  the  law,  but 
we  know  from  experience  that  once  a 
law  gets  on  the  statute  books  and  a  pro¬ 
gram  gets  under  way, 'it  is  likely  to  con¬ 
tinue  forever.  Vested  interests  develop 
and  new  and  additional  reasons  are 
found  for  its  continuance.  A  provision 
in  the  law  which  fixes  a  time  certain 
that  it  will  expire  automatically  forces 
a  periodic  review  by  the  Congress  and 
automatically  raises  the  question  be¬ 
fore  the  people  as  to  the  wisdom  or  ad¬ 
visability  of  the  program. 

There  is  a  third  basic  issue  which  I 
earnestly  believe  this  bill  presents  to 
us  for  decision.  I  shall  refer  to  it  briefly, 
as  I  may  avail  myself  of  the  privilege 
of  discussing  it  when  a  contemplated 
amendment  is  offered. 


The  bill  we  have  before  us  does  not 
provide  for  a  definite  ceiling  on  the  num¬ 
ber  of  men  who  are  to  be  in  our  armed 
services.  The  military  leaders  have  told 
us  that  our  present  defense  needs  call 
for  3,467,000  men.  If  we  thus  wrote  into 
the  bill  a  manpower  ceiling  of  3,500,000 
we  would  be  authorizing  more  than  con¬ 
templated  and  leave  a  sizable  pool  from 
which  they  can  draw. 

It  has  been  contended  that  fixing  a 
ceiling  would  tie  the  hands  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  leaders,  that  the  developments  may 
be  such  that  we  will  need  a  larger  Army, 
Navy,  and  Air  Force  than  presently  con¬ 
templated.  That  argument  is  not  per¬ 
suasive  with  me.  It  is  the  typical  argu¬ 
ment  advanced  whenever  it  is  sought  to 
have  Congress  abdicate  its  legislative  re¬ 
sponsibilities  so  that  the  executive 
branch  may  have  power  without  lim¬ 
itation. 

To  be  sure,  there  is  the  possibility  that 
the  international  developments  may  be 
such  that  we  will  be  obliged  to  raise  an 
even  larger  military  force  than  presently 
planned.  No  one  of  us  can  foresee  the 
future.  If  such  a  necessity  should  un¬ 
fortunately  develop,  Congress  can  always 
raise  the  ceiling,  just  as  we  can  always 
extend  the  date  that  a  law  will  continue 
in  operation.  The  Congress  is  a  con¬ 
tinuing  institution^  It  is  always  avail¬ 
able  and  ready  to  act  to  meet  a  national 
need.  And,  after  all,  the  primary  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  our  country’s  defense  is 
vested  in  the  Congress.  We  are  specifi¬ 
cally  charged  with  this  responsibility  by 
the  Constitution  itself. 

It  has  also  been  said  that  fixing  a 
ceiling  would  adversely  affect  the  morale 
of  the  people  in  Europe  who  are  allied 
with  us  in  opposition  to  communism. 
That  argument  is  even  less  persuasive 
with  me.  In  fact,  I  have  too  often  heard 
the  argument  about  the  effect  of  what 
we  do  here  in  the  United  States  on 
people’s  morale  abroad  that  I  sometimes 
wonder  whether  we  are  being  asked  to 
legislate  in  the  interest  of  our  own 
people  or  solely  in  the  interest  of  people 
of  other  nations. 

I  think  it  is  long  since  time  when  we 
should  begin  to  think  of  the  morale  of 
our  own  people  whose  boys  will  compose 
this  military  force  and  whose  taxes  de¬ 
fray  the  great  costs.  I  think  we  owe  it 
to  ourselves  and  to  the  people  we  repre¬ 
sent  to  say  definitely  how  large  this  mili¬ 
tary  establishment  shall  be.  To  do  so  is 
our  duty  and  responsibility  under  the 
Constitution. 

This  brings  me  to  the  fourth  basic 
issue  which  this  pending  bill  presents. 
I  believe  a  provision  should  be  written 
into  the  bill  to  provide  that  the  man¬ 
power  authorized  by  the  bill  cannot  be 
committed  to  a  continental  army  under 
the  Atlantic  Pact  without  authorization 
by  Congress. 

In  asking  that  such  a  provision  be 
written  into  this  bill  to  raise  our  military 
forces  to  3,467,000  men,  I  am  not  asking 
that  we  pass  upon  the  question  whether 
our  troops  should  be  sent  to  Europe  for 
integration  into  an  international  peace¬ 
time  army.  That  is  not  the  question  at 
issue.  Nor  is  the  question  at  issue  with 
respect  to  how  many  divisions  are  to  be 
sent. 
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The  proposed  prohibition  in  this  bill 
raises  one  fundamental  question  and 
only  one :  That  is  whether  the  Congress, 
which  represents  the  people  and  which 
is  charged  under  the  Constitution  with 
primary  responsibility  for  our  military 
forces,  shall  have  a  voice  in  whether  the 
troops  are  sent.  This  is  a  proposal  which 
should  be  supported  by  both  proponents 
and  opponents  of  the  plan  to  make 
American  ground  troops  a  part  of  an 
integrated  European  army.  Even  the 
most  ardent  advocates  of  this  proposed 
program  under  the  North  Atlantic  Pact 
should  support  the  right  of  the  people, 
through  their  representatives  in  Con¬ 
gress,  to  have  a  voice  in  this  momentous 
decision. 

I  am  not  a  lawyer.  And  I  do  not  in¬ 
tend  to  engage  in  any  legalistic  argu¬ 
ment  over  whether  or  not  the  President 
has  authority  under  our  Constitution  to 
take  such  action  without  authorization 
from  Congress.  The  President  claims 
he  has  such  authority  as  Commander  in 
Chief.  On  the  other  hand,  section  8  of 
article  I  of  the  Constitution  very  clearly 
sets  forth  in  several  successive  para¬ 
graphs  that  it  is  the  Congress  which  has 
the  power  “to  declare  war,  to  raise  and 
support  armies,  to  provide  and  maintain 
a  navy”  and  “to  make  the  rules  for  the 
Government  and  regulation  of  the  land 
and  naval  forces.” 

At  the  very  best,  the  authority  asserted 
by  the  President  is  questionable,  and  it 
is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  powers  that 
are  vested  in  the  people’s  Congress.  One 
might  well  ask,  “Upon  what  meat  doth 
this  our  Caesar  feed  that  he  is  grown  so 
great.” — that  he  arrogates  to  himself  all 
authority  over  our  Armed  Forces,  to 
send  them  wherever  he  wishes,  as  many 
as  he  wishes,  whenever  he  wishes,  and 
almost  for  any  purpose  he  may  wish. 
One  might  again  ask,  “Upon  what  meat 
doth  this  our  Caesar  feed”  that  he  is  not 
willing  to  let  the  Congress  so  much  as 
participate  with  him  in  this  historic  de¬ 
cision;  but,  on  the  contrary,  deliberately 
seeks  to  bypass  the  Congress.  “Upon 
what  meat  doth  this  our  Caesar  feed” 
that  he  callously  disregards  his  assur¬ 
ances  to  the  Senate  when  it  ratified  the 
North  Atlantic  Pact  that  the  Congress 
would  participate  in  the  decision 
whether  any  American  troops  would  be 
sent  to  Europe  to  implement  the  Pact. 

How  can  the  American  people  have 
confidence  in  the  President  when  he  is 
unwilling  to  take  the  people  themselves 
into  confidence?  How  can  we  possibly 
achieve  national  unity  in  meeting  this 
threat  to  our  security,  and  in  solving 
the  grave  problems  confronting  us,  if 
the  President  refuses  to  allow  the  peo¬ 
ple  any  voice  whatever  in  a  momentous 
decision  of  this  character?  How  can  we 
expect  the  people  to  give  their  support 
and  make  the  sacrifices  involved  in  a 
program  in  which  they  are  deliberately 
denied  a  voice? 

That  is  all  we  seek  by  proposing  that 
there  be  written  into  this  bill  a  specific 
prohibition  against  using  the  American 
troops  as  a  part  of  an  integrated  army  in 
Europe  until  authorized  by  Congress. 
We  do  not  seek  to  prevent  the  use  of  our 
troops  in  this  manner.  We  do  not  seek 
to  prevent  the  implementation  of  the 


Atlantic  Pact.  We  simply  seek  by  this 
proposed  amendment  to  give  the  people, 
through  their  Congress,  a  voice  in  the 
decision  as  to  whether  the  troops  are  to 
be  sent  and,  if  so,  in  what  number. 

Permit  me  to  remind  you  that  in  the 
1940  Selective  Service  Act  we  wrote  a 
prohibition  against  sending  troops  out¬ 
side  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Permit 
me  also  to  remind  you  that  in  this  bill 
itself  there  is  a  prohibition  against  send¬ 
ing  inductees  to  other  countries  without 
first  having  had  a  stipulated  amount  of 
training.  There  is  a  firm  legislative  ba¬ 
sis  for  this  proposed  prohibition. 

There  are  a  number  of  other  features 
of  the  bill  that  I  should  like  to  discuss.  I 
have  confined  my  remarks  to  four  basic 
issues  involved  in  this  pending  bill.  I 
have  sought  to  direct  your  attention  to 
four  principal  points  which  I  advocated 
in  committee  and  which  I  hope  will  be 
adopted  by  the  House:  First,  divide  the 
bill  between  the  selective-service  part 
and  that  pertaining  to  universal  military 
training;  second,  a  definite  cut-off  date; 
third,  a  fixed  ceiling  of  3,500,000;  and 
fourth,  a  prohibition  against  sending 
our  troops  for  service  in  the  Atlantic 
Pact  continental  army  without  authori¬ 
zation  from  Congress. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Of  course,  they  have 
mixed  the  orange  juice  with  the  castor 
oil  and  they  have  sugarcoated  the  pill. 
The  only  reason  on  earth  for  this  illicit, 
unholy  clandestine  marriage  is  because 
now  is  the  time  to  push  UMT  over. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  so  stated  in  my  re¬ 
marks,  but  in  much  less  colorful  lan¬ 
guage. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  If  I  understood  the  gen¬ 
tleman  correctly,  he  stated  that  he  voted 
to  report  out  this  bill  in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Yes;  with  definite  res¬ 
ervations.  As  I  explained,  our  defense 
needs  require  us  to  take  some  action  on 
the  selective-service  law  so  as  to  raise 
additional  men. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Has  there  been  a  minor¬ 
ity  report  filed? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  No. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Not  by  any  member  of 
the  committee?  . 

Mr.  ARENDS.  No  member  of  the 
committee  filed  a  minority  report. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield. 

Ml’.  SHORT.  No  minority  report  has 
been  filed,  but  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  have  made  their  positions  rather 
clear  and  unmistakable. 

Mr.  JONAS.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
any  question  about  that,  but  I  do  believe 
the  custom  is  to  file  a  minority  report. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Simply  to  say 
that  I  subscribe  to  the  gentleman’s  view¬ 
point  that  the  two  features  of  this  pro¬ 
gram  should  not  have  been  interwoven 
in  a  bill  that  it  might  be  difficult  for  the 
Members  to  separate  one  from  the  other. 


I  subscribe  to  his  position  that  there 
should  be  a  phase  of  the  bill  dealing  with 
the  draft  for  service  and  a  phase  with 
respect  to  the  training  program. 

‘Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Illinois. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  notice  the  gentle¬ 
man  referred  to  an  estimate  based  on 
the  defense  needs  of  this  country  as 
conceived  by  the  military.  I  have  been 
sitting  here  for  the  better  part  of  two 
afternoons  listening  to  estimates  of  3,- 
000,000,  3,100,000,  3,500,000,  and  the  4,- 
000,000  that  the  chairman  suggested. 

I  wish  to  ask  the  gentleman  whether 
before  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
there  came  any  explanation  of  what  the 
actual  military  need  of  this  country  is? 

_  Or  are  we  voting  from  3,000,000  to  4,- 
000,000  indefinitely  in  what  seems  to 
many  of  us  in  this  country  to  be  a  blank 
check  in  human  lives  to  carry  out  a 
policy  and  a  program  not  yet  defined? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  May  I  say  to  my  col¬ 
league,  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois 
that  my  understanding  is,  the  figure  of 
3,462,000  was  the  requirement.  They 
started  out  with  3,200,000;  then  the 
figure  was  3,600,000;  and  now  there  has 
lately  been  some  discussion  of  needing 
4,000,000  men. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  For  what  purpose  are 
we  raising  this  Army? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  To  provide  our  people 
with  security  against  the  existing  inter¬ 
national  threat.  Of  course,  those  in 
control  would  much  prefer  that  we  place 
no  ceiling  at  all  on  the  number  of  men 
so  that  they  can  do  just  as  they  please, 
permitting  the  ceilings  to  be  fixed  only 
through  appropriations,  which  is  an  in¬ 
effective  and  unsatisfactory  method  to 
control  the  size  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  The  question  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  from  Illinois  asked,  as  I  got  it, 
was:  Why  this  three  to  four  million  men 
to  implement  what  policy?  A  policy 
that  has  never  been  determined  or  enun¬ 
ciated. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  response  to  the  in¬ 
quiry  made  by  the  gentlewoman  from 
Illinois,  may  I  say  the  reason  why  we 
have  to  have  a  force  of  three,  three  and 
a  half  or  four  million  is  for  the  minimum 
security  of  the  country.  The  gentle¬ 
man’s  address  raises  the  point  that  there 
should  be  a  limit  of  three  million  or  three 
and  a  half  or  four  million,  or  whatever  is. 
Of  course,  the  gentleman  cannot  tell,  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  cannot  tell,  the  Con¬ 
gress  cannot  tell,  what  probably  may  be 
required  tomorrow,  the  next  day  or  the 
following  day.  World  conditions  are  so 
uncertain  it  would  be  a  most  dangerous 
thing. 

The  gentleman  says  he  cannot  tell  how 
large  it  has  got  to  be  but  for  the  time 
being  we  will  put  a  limit  on  it. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  That  is  right. 
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Mr.  VINSON.  And,  if  necessary,  we 
will  remove  it  tomorrow. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  That  is  right,  in  the 
same  manner  as  we  extend  the  draft  act. 
We  have  a  termination  date  for  the 
draft  in  this  bill.  We  can  extend  it  if 
necessary,  and  we  can  likewise  raise  the 
ceiling,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  draft  act  is  for  a 
period  of  three  years. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Yes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  says 
that  you  may  have  for  the  months  of 
April,  May  or  June  an  army  of  3,500,000, 
but  that  world  conditions  in  July,  August 
and  September  may  require  Congress  to 
say  you  shall  have  4,000,000. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Then  we  will  meet  the 
emergency  at  that  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  How,  then,  can  they 
make  their  plans  and  preparations  if 
they  are  held  down  in  such  a  straight- 
jacket  as  that? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  What  was  the  number 
that  they  wanted,  that  they  first  sent  up 
to  us? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  think  when  the  bill 
first  came  in  nearly  three  months  ago  it 
was  approximately  3,200,000. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Three  million  two  is 
correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Then  after  we  heard  the 
witnesses  and  by  their  own  figures  we 
proved  we  could  get  that  number,  they 
raised  the  figure? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Sure  they  did. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  do  not  deny  that. 

Mr.  SHORT.  They  raised  it.  Now 
they  have  it  at  three  million  four,  and 
General  Marshall  then  started  to  talking 
about  four  million.  The  gentleman  re¬ 
ferred  to  that  yesterday. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  SHORT.  If  we  can  raise  that 
without  UMT  they  will  boost  it  to  five 
million.  The  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  pointed  that  out. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  gentleman  has  used 
the  word  “emergency.”  That  word  has 
been  used  repeatedly  here  as  if  there  were 
some  emergency  period  during  which  we 
were  going  to  have  to  have  a  force  of 
3,500,000  men,  then  we  would  not  need 
those  men  and  we  could  consider  UMT. 
I  have  been  somewhat  familiar  with  the 
thinking  and  plans  and  knowledge  of  the 
military  and  our  diplomats,  and  the  best 
information  I  have  been  able  to  obtain 
from  the  optimists  is  that  ex-President 
Hoover  says  this  period  of  build-up  will 
last  for  10  years. 

He  hopes  we  will  not  have  war.  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  said  10,  20,  or  30  years, 
during  which  we  are  armed  to  the  teeth 
and  face  a  determined  and  resourceful 
foe.  The  pessimists  that  I  know  of  think 
the  emergency  is  going  to  break  possibly 
this  year  or  next  year  and  require  a 
whole  lot  more  than  3,500,000  men  in  our 
defense  forces,  but  certainly  you  would 


not  be  planning  UMT  for  use  for  a  world 
war.  I  am  trying  to  obtain  from  the 
gentleman  or  any  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  whether  they  got  any  information 
as  to  whether  this  emergency  period  was 
less  than  10,  20,  or  30  years. 

If  the  period  is  to  be  10  years  or  so, 
I  think  we  ought  to  leave  UMT  to  the 
next  generation.  Can  the  gentleman  in¬ 
form  us  about  that? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  As  a  member  of  the 
committee,  I  had  no  such  information. 
I  do  not  think  our  chairman  did,  or  any¬ 
body  else. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  would  like  to  say  this, 
except  for  2  years  since  1938  I  have  been 
voting  on  all  these  measures,  most  Of  the 
time  on  the  minority  side;  that  is,  I  have 
been  in  the  minority,  but  the  minority 
has  not  prevailed,  the  majority  has  pre¬ 
vailed,  and  the  majority  has  always  em¬ 
phasized  the  point  that  if  the  particular 
issue  that  we  had  before  us  failed  to 
carry,  that  we  would  be  in  an  awful  mess, 
and  here  we  are  in  this  mess  even  though 
the  majority  prevailed.  Well,  when  are 
we  going  to  win,  and  what  is  the  matter 
with  this  whole  business  and  why,  when 
we  win,  do  we  lose? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  whole  objective  of 
this  bill  and  all  defense  bills  is  to  get 
strong  enough  so  that  we  can  maintain 
peace,  because  Russia  only  respects  force, 
and  if  you  follow  the  recommendations 
coming  out  from  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  and  from  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  to  create  the  might  of  America 
in  steel  and  armed  forces,  you  will  then 
be  on  the  road  to  peace  and  then  the 
emergency  will  pass  away. 

Mr.  BENDER.  It  seems  to  me  that 
whenever  the  Democrats  are  in  power 
we  have  war. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  I  am  sure 
if  we  went  back  and  looked  at  the  record, 
in  reply  to  the  distinguished  gentleman, 
the  chairman  of  this  committee,  we 
would  find  this  same  argument  was  used 
when  we  voted  on  the  repeal  of  the  Neu¬ 
trality  Act,  lend-lease,  and  all  these  eth¬ 
er  measures.  Now,  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  this  question:  Was  there 
any  testimony  before  his  committee  as 
to  where  this  pool  of  men  was  going  to 
be  used? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  None. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Was  it  in 
Europe  or  all  over  the  world? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  No  testimony  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  response  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  statement  let  me  say  this: 
I  sat  here  in  1914,  1915,  1916,  and 
1917.  I  saw  the  unpreparedness  of 
America  again  involve  us  in  Europe.  I 
sat  here  during  the  World  War  and  I 
saw  the  failure  of  America  to  take  a  posi¬ 
tive  stand  on  its  own  defense  contribute 


more  to  involve  us  in  the  recent  war  than 
any  other  one  factor,  and  if  we  do  not 
take  lessons  from  World  War  I  and 
World  War  II,  you  are  on  your  way  for 
the  third  world  war,  and  if  we  can  avert 
it  and  America  can  stay  at  peace,  if  Con¬ 
gress  will  meet  the  challenge  of  the  time 
and  be  prepared,  we  should  do  it,  be¬ 
cause,  I  repeat,  that  is  the  only  thing. 
Russia  does  not  listen  to  the  oratory  of 
my  distinguished  friend  from  Missouri 
or  my  distinguished  friend  from  North 
Carolina  or  to  my  learned  friend  from 
Illinois  addressing  the  committee  now. 
But  Russia  does  listen  to  acts  and  deeds 
when  they  are  spelled  out  in  the  armed 
might  of  America. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  However, 
there  is  less  peace  today  than  there  has 
been  in  this  country  for  40  years.  -> 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes;  and  it  will  con¬ 
tinue  until  America  gets  strong. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  1  hour  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Kilday],  a  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

(Mr.  KILDAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  bill 
is  not  and  should  not  be  a  political  issue. 
It  is  the  type  of  measure  which  should 
be  considered  in  a  very  calm  and  dispas¬ 
sionate  fashion.  Unfortunately  we  have 
heard  a  number  of  violent  and  explosive 
speeches  made  with  reference  to  this  bill. 
More  unfortunately,  perhaps,  every  prej¬ 
udice  to  which  man  is  subject  has  been 
brought  into  the  discussion.  We  have 
heard  the  denunciation  of  the  brass — 
always  a  good  prejudicial  issue  because, 
of  course,  there  are  a  great  many  more 
enlisted  men  in  the  country  than  there 
are  generals. 

I  guess  no  one  knows  more  generals 
than  I  do.  I  appreciate  them  for  their 
qualities  and  I  certainly  know  their 
limitations.  We  have  had  every  major 
political  issue  now  current  before  the 
country  brought  into  the  discussion.  I 
do  not  believe  that  to  be  the  atmosphere 
in  which  this  bill  should  be  considered. 
We  all  agree — we  all  know  that  the  world 
is  in  a  violent  state.  It  might  explode  at 
any  minute.  No  one  can  deny  that.  We 
know  that  we  are  in  a  critical  position. 
We  know  that  we  have  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  troops  committed  in  bloody 
combat.  The  question  is  not  whether 
they  should  have  been  committed.  The 
fact  is  that  they  are  committed.  The 
question  is  not  how  they  got  to  Korea, 
but  how  we  are  going  to  get  them  out  of 
Korea.  It  is  a  situation  in  which  we  find 
ourselves,  and  from  which  we  must  ex¬ 
tricate  ourselves,  no  matter  how  we  got 
into  the  situation  or  who  is  responsible 
for  it.  We  should  approach  this  bill  with 
that  attitude. 

I  have  no  quarrel  with  my  friend,  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri.  I  hope  the 
gentleman  is  in  the  Chamber  because  I 
want  to  refer  to  his  remarks  and  I  would 
not  like  to  do  so  in  his  absence.  The 
gentleman  and  I  are  friends  of  long 
standing.  I  knew  his  position  on  this 
matter  before  the  bill  was  ever  offered. 
My  friend,  Mr.  Short,  of  Missouri,  is  op¬ 
posed  to  all  legislation  of  this  type. 
Ever  since  1940  on  the  /low  of  the  House 
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he  has  opposed  all  legislation  of  this 
type. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  certainly  am  not  op¬ 
posed  to  any  defense  measures.  I  op¬ 
posed  peacetime  military  conscription. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  said  “of  this  type.” 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes.  I  was,  I  am,  and  I 
will  be  tomorrow. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  what  I  am 
about  to  say,  that  the  gentleman'  from 
Missouri  is  perfectly  honest  and  per¬ 
fectly  sincere  in  the  position  he  takes.  I 
admire  him  for  his  position.  While  I  do 
not  agree  with  him,  I  certainly  grant  him 
the  right  to  take  that  position,  and  I 
would  defend  his  right  to  take  that  posi¬ 
tion. 

However,  this  is  not  a  question  of 
which  came  first,  the  egg  or  the  hen,  be¬ 
cause  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]  was  opposed  to  this  type  of  legis¬ 
lation  from  the  beginning,  and  being  op¬ 
posed  to  it,  he  then  went  back  to  fill  in 
the  reasons  why  he  was  opposed  to  it. 

I  recall  one  day,  it  was  August  8,  1941. 
On  -  that  day  I  listened  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]  speak  against  extension  of  the 
period  of  service  of  the  men  then  in  our 
Armed  Forces  under  the  Selective  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act.  I  have  it  here  on 
the  table  in  case  anyone  desires  to 
examine  it.  I  think  you  will  find  that 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  on  August 
8,  1941,  made  practically  the  identical 
points  which  he  made  here  yesterday.  I 
think  you  will  find  that  I  am  slightly  in¬ 
correct  in  that  position.  He  did  say  at 
that  time  that  no  matter  how  flat  a  pan¬ 
cake  might  be,  it  had  two  sides.  On  yes¬ 
terday  he  said  that  a  rose  by  any  other 
name  would  smell  as  sweet,  and  so  would 
a  skunk. 

Mr.  SHORT.  You  do  not  disagree 
with  that,  do  you? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  do  not  disagree  with 
it,  but  I  wanted  to  be  fair  and  point  out 
the  difference  between  the  speech  which 
you  made  on  August  8,  1941,  and  the  one 
that  you  made  here  on  April  3,  1951. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Just  to  make  it  a  mat- 
te*r  of  record,  August  8,  1941.  was  4 
months  before  Pearl  Harbor. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  You  stole  my  thunder. 

Mr.  PRIEST,  I  am  sorry. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Is  the  gentleman  trying 
Dewey  Short  or  are  you  discussing  this 
act?  I  will  follow  you. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  am  trying  to  point 
out  that  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
has  not  in  the  past  been  a  very  good 
prophet,  and  I  do  not  believe  he  should 
be  trusted  as  a  prophet  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  from 
Texas  is  scared. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  do  not  think  you  ever 
saw  me  scared.  I  am  attempting  to 
point  out  that  when  on  yesterday  the 
gentleman  from  Missoui’i  [Mr.  Short] 
attempted  to  lull  us  into  security,  and 
that  we  should  be  wary  because  of  the 
prophet  who  tried  to  lull  us  into  security 
back  in  1941. 


So  I  think  we  should  examine  the  mat¬ 
ter  further.  Here  is  what  that  advice  to 
the  House  almost  caused  us:  Exactly 
4  months  and  1  day  before  Pearl  Harbor, 
those  of  us  who  were  in  the  House  at  that 
time  will  never  forget  it,  we  recall  so 
vividly  when  that  roll  call  came  late  in 
the  evening,  on  the  first  tabulation  that 
we  had  kept  of  the  vote,  the  extension  of 
the  period  of  service  had  carried  by  three 
votes.  Then,  before  the  result  of  the 
vote  had  been  announced,  a  Democratic 
Member  from  the  State  of  New  York  who 
is  no  longer  here,  who  is  now  deceased, 
rose  and  changed  his  vote  from  “yea”  to 
“nay,”  leaving  the  extension  of  service 
carrying  by  only  one  vote.  That  was 
4  months,  less  1  day,  before  Pearl  Harbor. 
Had  we  agreed  to  the  advice  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  then,  when  Pearl 
Harbor  came  there  would  not  have  been 
an  effective  military  organization  in  the 
United  States  because  those  men  had 
been  integrated  into  every  organization 
that  we  had,  and  when  Pearl  Harbor 
came  we  would  have  been  in  the  process 
of  demobilization.  That  is  the  type  of 
legislation  we  are  considering  here,  and 
I  think  we  should  consider  it  very  care¬ 
fully,  very  quietly,  and  very  calmly. 

It  is  not  a  question  of  who  put  a  circle 
around  Herlin,  who  may  have  been  re¬ 
sponsible  at  Yalta,  and  things  of  that 
kind.  Instead  it  is  hoped  that  we  can  go 
forward  and  take  some  action  here  that 
will  prevent  in  the  future  what  has  hap¬ 
pened  in  the  past.  I  may  say  to  my 
friends  on  the  left  that  I  can  think  of 
many  things  the  administration  has 
done  in  the  more  than  12  years  that  I 
have  been  here  that  I  did  not  support. 

The  first  phase  of  this  bill — and  right 
there  while  we  are  talking  about  the  two 
phases,  when  General  Marshall  came  to 
open  the  hearings  on  this  debate,  the 
first  day  he  was  there,  I  had  studied  the 
bill,  I  had  been  assigned  by  our  chairman 
to  prepare  the  hearings  on  the  bill  to  be 
presented;  I  had  kept  up  with  the  daily 
revisions  which  had  come  from  the  De¬ 
partment,  and  I  found  the  bill  to  be  too 
intermingled  and  intertwined  between 
an  extension  of  the  so-called  draft  and 
universal  military  training.  So  when 
General  Marshall  was  testifying,  and  the 
hearings  will  so  show,  I  was  the  first 
to  raise  the  question  that  it  should  be 
divided  into  two  titles;  and  I  persisted 
in  that  view  and  in  that  insistence  un¬ 
til  the  committee  rewrote  the  bill  and 
placed  it  in  such  condition  that  you  could 
separate  the  two  and  have  a  separate 
vote  if  desired  by  the  House.  That  we 
were  successful  is  evidenced  by  the  fact 
that  as  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  has  said  here,  he  has  taken  from 
our  bill  the  provisions  with  reference  to 
the  draft  and  eliminated  the  other  pro¬ 
visions.  Therefore  this  question  that 
has  been  raised  here  as  to  separating  the 
bill  has  passed  out  of  the  picture.  It  was 
very  important  when  the  Pentagon  bill, 
we  will  call  it,  was  sent  up  to  the  House. 

On  the  first  phase  of  it  there  are  only 
two  major  differences  between  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  and  the  present  law.  We  re¬ 
duced  the  present  minimum  age  of  19 
to  18  V2;  we  increased  the  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  from  21  months  to  26.  I  will  sneak 


on  that  subject  first  because  J  think  it  is 
very  short  and  very  simple. 

I  think  that  the  impact  on  a  young 
man  comes  when  he  is  separated  from 
his  home,  his  surroundings,  his  work,  his 
studies,  or  whatever  he  is  doing.  Once 
he  is  parted  from  civilian  life  and  civilian 
pursuits,  6  months  one  way  or  the  other, 
is  not  of  anywhere  near  the  importance 
that  the  parting  is,  the  time  when  he  is 
taken  away  from  his  customary  pur¬ 
suits  and  sent  into  others.  As  our  chair¬ 
man  stated  on  yesterday,  the  difference 
between  21  months  and  26  months  is 
5  percent  in  dollars.  That  is  all  I  will 
say  about  that,  now. 

The  Department  requested  that  we  re¬ 
duce  the  draft  age  from  19  to  18.  The 
Congressional  Record  will  show  that  in 
the  fall  of  1942  I  spoke  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  advocating  that  the  draft  age 
be  reduced  from  20  to  18,  and  we  did  so. 
The  Record  of  April  1943  will  show  that 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  I  stated  that 
when  we  did  sp  we  made  a  very  serious 
mistake,  and  I  still  think  so.  I  think  that 
in  1942  we  made  a  very  serious  mistake 
when  we  reduced  the  draft  age  to  18.  I 
firmly  resolved  that  I  would  never  again 
vote  for  an  unlimited  draft  of  18-year- 
olds,  and  I  never  propose  to  do  so.  There 
are  many  reasons  that  brought  me  to 
that  conclusion.  If  you  could  get  the  fig¬ 
ures  separated  as  to  casualties  in  the 
Battle  of  the  Bulge  as  to  the  18-year- 
olds  I  think  you  would  find  them  to  be 
out  of  all  proportion.  My  firm  convic¬ 
tion  since  that  time  has  been  that  I 
would  not  vote  to  send  any  young  man 
or  boy  under  19  years  of  age  into  combat. 
Under  this  bill  we  have  assured  that  no 
one  under  19  can  be  sent  into  combat. 
We  will  take  him  at  18  V2.  We  insist  that 
he  secure  6  months  of  training-  That 
was  one  of  the  things  involved  in  the  un¬ 
limited  18-year-old  draft.  There  was 
no  fixed  period  of  training  So  we  have 
now  assured  here  that  we  are  not  going 
to  have  anyone  under  19  in  combat  and 
you  can  be  assured  he  will  be  19 
plus  or  a  little  more  before  he  will  get 
into  combat  because  you  have  what  the 
military  calls  the  logistics  problem. 
You  are  going  to  have  to  move  him 
around  back  and  forth  before  you  get 
him  into  combat. 

•  Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Under  this  bill  can  he 
be  sent  outside  of  the  United  States  be¬ 
fore  he  is  19? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  For  4  months  he  will 
have  to  be  retained  in  the  United  States, 
its  Territories,  or  possessions,  including 
the  Panama  Canal.  He  cannot  be  sent 
into  a  combat  area  until  he  has  had  6 
months  of  training.  So  that  is  why  I  say 
we  have  assured  that  he  cannot  be  sent 
into  combat  until  after  he  is  19  years  of 
age. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  In  the  Senate  bill 
there  is  a  proviso  that  if  the  local  draft 
board  has  exhausted  the  19-to-26  pool  in 
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that  particular  area  it  can  then-  call  on 
the  18-year-olds.  What  is  the  provision 
in  this  bill  on  that  matter? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  This  bill  has  no  such 
provision  because  it  does  not  permit  18- 
year-olds  to  be  taken  at  all.  Eighteen 
years  and  6  months  is  the  minimum. 
That  sounds  good  to  the  person  who  has 
never  had  any  experience,  but  it  is  a  gim¬ 
mick  and  it  is  a  gimmick  that  will  not 
work.  We  had  that  sort  of  thing  during 
the  war  in  the  Draft  Act  of  taking  the 
lower  category  in  one  board  when  the 
other  board  still  had  higher  categories. 
We  had  them  drafting  fathers  on  one 
side  of  the  street,  for  instance,  while 
single  men  were  still  on  the  other  side  of 
the  street. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  It  is  a  trouble¬ 
maker? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  is  a  troublemaker  for 
Congressmen;  you  can  be  sure  of  that. 
It  will  not  work  unless  you  put  it  on  a 
State-wide  basis  and  prohibit  the  State 
from  inducting  anyone  in  a  lower  cate¬ 
gory  and  it  will  not  work  then  unless 
you  make  it  so  mandatory  that  anybody 
called  within  his  category,  called  before 
the  higher  categories,  would  have  the 
right  to  discharge  under  writ  of  habeas 
corpus.  The  Selective  Service  System 
would  obey  that  completely,  but  unless 
you  have  it  in  that  form  it  will  be  re¬ 
garded  as  directory  only  and  it  will  be 
disregarded. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Does  my  friend  from 
Texas  agree  with  the  amalgamation 
here  of  UMT  and  extension  of  the  Draft 
Act? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Please  let  me  make  my 
speech.  I  am  going  to  put  that  in  its 
proper  place. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  That  is  just  a  simple 
question. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Would  the  gentleman 
tell  us  how  many  more  would  be  needed 
if  you  raised  the  service  from  21  months 
to  26  months?  How  many  more  would 
be  needed  if  you  used  21  months? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  cannot  furnish  that 
answer. 

Mr.  VINSON.  One  hundred  and  forty- 
nine  thousand  more. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Per  year? 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  fiscal  year  1952, 149,- 
000  to  be  drawn  out  of  the  pool. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  In  reference  to  the 
question  of  going  from  19  to  1814,  I  did 
that  reluctantly  and  I  did  it  only  after 
we  had  in  our  committee  very  carefully 
considered  the  available  manpower.  I 
think  in  one  respect  I  will  have  to  agree 
with  my  friend  from  North  Carolina. 
That  is,  you  cannot  discuss  figures  of 
this  kind  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  This 
is  no  place  to  audit  books.  It  cannot 
be  done.  That  is  why  we  have  com¬ 
mittees.  This  bill  was  sent  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  work  that  sort  of  thing  out. 
Just  as  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  said,  when  they  were  attempting 


to  question  the  State  auditor,  they  wore 
out  three  reading  clerks.  You  are  going 
to  have  to  have  some  confidence  in  your 
committee.  The  committee  received  in¬ 
formation  from  every  source  available, 
from  the  official  statistics  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  the  census,  of  the  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics,  and  the  Department  as  well. 
I  should  say  that  we  have  probably  the 
ablest  staff  ever  assembled  on  Capitol 
Hill.  It  was  assembled  in  the  Eightieth 
Republican  Congress  by  the  Republican 
majority  of  our  committee,  and  has  been 
retained  under  the  Democratic  adminis¬ 
tration;  an  able  staff,  qualified  in  all 
fields. 

Our  chairman  assured  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  that  our  figures  are 
totally  accurate,  and  I  was  amazed  when 
he  said  bluntly  that  he  simply  did  not 
believe  them.  But  all  we  can  do  is  to  as¬ 
sure  you  that  our  figures  are  accurate, 
and  if  you  want  to  examine  them,  if  you 
are  of  that  mind,  you  are  welcome.  But, 
you  are  going  to  have  to  trust  your  com¬ 
mittee  somewhere.  On  the  basis  of  the 
necessity  for  going  down  to  18  V2, 1  agreed 
to  it,  because  we  have  got  a  serious  prob¬ 
lem  in  Korea  that  has  probably  not  oc¬ 
curred  to  those  as  strongly  as  it  has  to 
those  of  us  who  are  concerned  constantly 
with  military  matters,  even  though  we  be 
civilians  and  have  always  been.  We  have 
men  in  combat  over  there  who  have  been 
there  since  June  1950,  without  relief  and 
a  good  many  of  them  without  ever  hav¬ 
ing  been  in  a  rest  area.  The  prpblem 
with  them  is  this:  The  Marines  have 
started  rotating,  and  unless  we  can  get 
some  soldiers  to  send  over  there  to  re¬ 
lieve  these  soldiers  who  have  been  in 
combat  all  these  months,  who  see  the 
Marines  in  line  with  them  being  rotated 
back  to  the  United  States  and  taken  from 
combat,  what'  is  going  to  happen  to  your 
Army?  So  we  have  got  to  get  enough 
men  to  provide  replacements. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Why  can  they  rotate 
the  Marines  if  they  cannot  rotate  the 
Army? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Very  simple,  because 
these  men,  subject  to  the  draft,  and  not 
wanting  to  be  in  the  Army,  volunteered 
by  the  thousands  in  the  Marine  Corps, 
and  they  are  constantly  volunteering  in 
the  Marine  Corps.  The  Navy,  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps,  and  the  Air  Force  are  profit¬ 
ing  by  the  draft  bill,  and  while  taking 
nobody  in  the  draft,  they  are  getting 
more  volunteers  than  they  are  able  to 
use.  But  the  Army,  with  its  troops  com¬ 
mitted,  cannot  rotate  its  men,  and  they 
see  the  Marines  going  home.  The  Air 
Force  will  soon  be  rotating.  The  Army 
is  left,  and  what  is  going  to  happen  to 
your  Army?  You  are  not  going  to  have 
any  Army  in  the  line  up  there. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Am  I  incorrect  in  my 
understanding  that  the  Senate  bill  S.  1, 
as  written  in  the  Senate,  would  have 
permitted  the  drafting  of  both  men  and 
women,  whereas  the  House  bill  is  con¬ 


fined  to  the  drafting  of  men?  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  If  it  permitted  the 
drafting  of  women,  I  am  not  familiar 
with  it.  I  am  not  familiar  with  it  to 
that  extent. 

•  Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  Senate  bill  says 
that  every  citizen  has  this  obligation 
whereas  the  House  bill  mentions  male 
citizens  only. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  think  perhaps  the 
gentleman’s  construction  is  correct.  I 
did  not  know  that  was  in  there. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  maybe  others  un¬ 
derstood  it,  but  I  did  not  understand  that 
was  the  reason  that  the  Marines  could 
rotate  their  men  and  the  Army  could  not. 
They  are  still  in  the  Army  the  same  as 
the  Marines.  If  they  are  both  in  the 
Army,  why  should  one  boy  be  pulled  out 
of  the  line  and  the  other  boy  not? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  why,  I  may  say, 
we  have  to  increase  our  pool. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  The  marines  are  stay¬ 
ing  in  the  service;  they  are  going  back. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Certainly,  but  they  are 
being  rotated.  The  gentleman  can  quote 
figures  possibly  better  than  I  can,  and 
they  run  into  the  thousands  that  volun¬ 
teer  in  the  Air  Force,  the  Navy  and  the 
Marine  Corps.  You  remember  what  hap¬ 
pened  in  San  Antonio,  where  they  had 
74,000  recruits  in  Lackland  Field.  Where 
did  they  get  them?  They  were  getting 
away  from  the  Army.  They  did  not  want 
to  serve  in  the  Army.  They  went  into 
the  Air  Force.  With  the  Marine  Corps 
it'is  the  same  way.  They  are  getting 
more  volunteers  than  they  can  take,  and 
having  that  great  pool  of  volunteers 
they  are  able  to  rotate  their  men,  and 
we  have  to  do  the  same  thing  for  the 
Army.  We  have  to  get  the  men  to  rotate 
the  soldiers  who  are  over  there  in  that 
mud  and  muck. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  The  reasons  the 
marines  are  rotated  is  because  the  ma¬ 
rines  have  only  one  division  committed 
in  Korea  while  the  Army  has  committed 
considerably  more. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  wilTthe 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Maine.- 

Mr.  NELSON.  Could  the  gentleman 
tell  me  whether  or  not  he  feels  that  the 
provision  in  this  bill  of  4  months  train¬ 
ing  in  the  United  States,  its  Territories 
and  possessions,  and  2  months  additional 
training  before  they  go  into  combat,  is 
binding  upon  the  President  as  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  do  not  believe  he 
would  violate  it.  I  do  not  think  he  would 
dare  violate  it. 

Mr.  NELSON.  The  gentleman  has  not 
answered  my  question. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  think  it  is  a  very, 
very  technical  question.  I  do  not  know 
which  position  the  gentleman  takes  on 
troops  to  Europe,  but  it  is  involved  in 
that,  as  to  the  power  of  the  President 
as  Commander  in  Chief  to  deploy  his 
troops. 
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Mr.  NELSON.  In  other  words,  if  this 
restriction  in  this  bill  is  good,  an  addi¬ 
tional  restriction  forbidding  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  send  troops  to  Europe  would  also 
be  good;  is  that  true? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  No;  I  think  this  pro¬ 
vision  is  probably  of  debatable  validity 
without  more.  It  should  be  followed 
up  in  the  appropriation  bill  with  a  re¬ 
striction  against  the  use  of  the  funds. 
We  have  that  power. 

Mr.  NELSON.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  think  it  is  a  very 
difficult  question,  and  nobody  on  the 
committee  to  my  knowledge  agrees  with 
me. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  The  knowledge  of  the 
problems  and  all  of  the  problems  involved 
in  the  pending  bill  displayed  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  now  having  the  floor  and  by  his 
chairman  [Mr.  Vinson],  and  their  fair 
and  forceful  presentation  of  their  argu¬ 
ments,  begets  confidence  that  should  give 
a  feeling  of  security  and  comfort  to  peo¬ 
ple  interested  in  the  security  of  the  coun¬ 
try  in  following  them  in  the  position 
they  now  take. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  COX.  It  is  surprising  to  me  that 
here,  at  a  time  when  we  virtually  are 
living  under  the  muzzle  of  Russian  guns, 
we  should  be  fiddling  over  the  drafting  of 
boys  of  18  or  the  adoption  of  universal 
military  training. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia.  He  embarrasses  me,  but 
I  like  it. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  In  connection 
with  this  rotation  of  marines,  is  it  not  a 
fact  that  a  good  share  of  the  marines 
being  sent  as  replacements  are  reserv¬ 
ists  who  have  been  called  up? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  My  Reserve  outfit  has 
been  over  in  Korea  for  months,  and  I 
think  that  practically  all  of  the  original 
Marine  Reserve  organizations  were  com¬ 
mitted. 

I  was  amused  with  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina’s  defense  of  the  Marine 
Corps,  because  sitting  next  to  me  was  a 
very  distinguished  combat  Marine  Corps 
major,  of  our  professional  staff,  who 
wrote  every  word  in  this  bill  after  we  had 
agreed  on  the  provisions  which  we  want¬ 
ed.  So  I  take  his  information  as  a  Ma¬ 
rine  Reservist,  and  I  think  all  the  com¬ 
mittee  does. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  The  gentleman 
mentioned  the  flight  to  the  Marines  since 
this  crisis  began.  They  are  not  being 
trained  or  sent  as  replacements  any  fast¬ 
er  than  the  Army  draftees,  are  they? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  any  faster  or  not,  but  the  numbers 
are  greater. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  The  point  I  am 
trying  to  get  to  is  that  the  marines  were 
able  to  send  replacements  sooner  because 
they  had  an  effective  reserve,  while  the 
Army  has  had  to  train  draftees  some 
months  before  they  could  send  them  as 
replacements. 


Mr.  KILDAY.  I  will  agree  thoroughly 
with  the  gentleman  on  that.  It  is  a  fact 
that  every  phase  of  the  naval-reserve 
program  has  been  in  far  better  condition 
than  that  of  either  the  Army  or  the  Air 
Force. 

Let  us  go  a  little  further;  When  the 
Pentagon  bill  came  here  I  studied  it  quite 
thoroughly,  and  I  found  myself  to  be  in 
violent  disagreement  with  it.  I  dis¬ 
agreed  on  many  things. 

I  have  mentioned  the  fact  of  the  inter¬ 
mingling  of  the  two  phases  of  the  bill 
and  the  18-year-old  draft.  Our  com¬ 
mittee  has  some  information  about  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  In  1945  the 
former  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
held  long  and  exhaustive  hearings  on  the 
question  of  universal  military  training. 
Later  a  special  committee  appointed  by 
the  Speaker  under  Hon.  Clifton  Wood- 
rum,  formerly  a  Member  of  the  House 
from  Virginia  and  now  deceased,  held 
months  of  hearings  and  took  volumes  of 
testimony  on  the  subject.  Later  the 
President  appointed  the  commission 
headed  by  Dr.  Carl  T.  Compton,  of  the 
Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology, 
and  a  number  of  others,  including  Mrs. 
Anna  Rosenberg,  who  signed  the  report 
and  repudiated  it  when  she  came  before 
the  committee.  That  committee  re¬ 
ported  favoi’ably.  Thereafter  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Towe] 
offered  a  bill  and  our  committee  held  ex¬ 
haustive  hearings  on  universal  military 
training  and  reported  the  Towe  bill  dur¬ 
ing  the  Eightieth  Congress.  So  we  felt 
we  knew  a  little  something  about  this 
subject  and  that  we  should  inquire  care¬ 
fully  into  it.  One  thing  to  which  I  ob¬ 
jected  in  this  bill  most  strongly  was  the 
fact  that  it  provided  for  no  civilian  com¬ 
mission.  It  placed  the  entire  program 
under  the  control  of  the  military.  That 
was  not  in  accordance  with  any  proposal 
for  universal  military  training  that  had 
ever  been  made  in  the  past.  None  of  the 
programs  advocated  by  the  American  Le¬ 
gion  or  the  Reserve  Officers  Association 
nor  the  Compton  commission  had  ever 
contemplated  that  the  trainees  under 
UMT  should  be  completely  controlled  by 
the  military,  but  that  there  should  be,  as 
the  Compton  commission  suggested,  a 
commission  composed  of  three. civilians 
and  two  military  men.  So  I  was  cer¬ 
tainly  opposed  to  a  complete  military 
control  of  the  18-year-old  boys  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Speaking  of  this  com¬ 
mission,  does  the  present  legislation  pro¬ 
vide  for  that  commission  to  report  to 
the  Congress  or  to  the  military  authori¬ 
ties?  That  question  has  been  raised. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  reports  to  the  Con¬ 
gress.  The  bill  requires  a  report  as  to 
the  program  and  the  number  under 
training  and  the  conditions  and  all 
about  it. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Will  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Texas  explain  to  the 
members  of  the  committee  how  that 
commission  is  selected  and  other  details 
concerning  it? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  Is  appointed  by  the 
President  with  the  confirmation  of  the 
Senate. 


Mr.  BAILEY.  And  it  reports  to  the 
Congress? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Yes;  the  commission 
has  to  report  to  the  Congress. 

The  bill  provides  that  the  Commission 
is  intended  to  be  a  part-time  commission. 
In  other  words  it  provides  a  $50  per  diem 
while  members  of  the  Commission  are 
engaged  in  their  duties.  I  am  probably 
somewhat  responsible  for  that.  I  took 
the  position  that  the  Commission  should 
not  be  a  full-time  commission  because 
I  wanted  men  of  the  caliber  of  Dr.  Karl 
T.  Compton  to  serve  on  it,  and  I  wanted 
men  of  the  type  who  would  not  resign 
their  civilian  and  private  pursuits  to  be¬ 
come  members  of  the  Commission,  but 
who  would  be  sincerely  interested,  such 
as  educators  of  the  highest  type,  and 
perhaps  religious  leaders  and  others  in¬ 
terested  from  a  civilian  standpoint  in 
the  military. 

I  understand  now  that  some  feel  that 
is  not  a  proper  provision  and  that  it 
should  be  a  full-time  commission.  Com¬ 
pared  to  the  major  issues  that  we  have 
here,  in  my  opinion  that  is  a  very  small 
question.  I  will  accept  either  provision. 
It  is  a  toss-up  whether  I  was  right  or 
wrong  on  that  question  of  the  $50  per 
diem.  I  think  a  commission  appointed 
by  the  President  and  confirmed  by  the 
Senate  would  necessarily  be  of  a  caliber 
so  much  higher  than  if  they  were  ap¬ 
pointed  by  an  administrative  agency. 
You  would  not  have  difficulties  with  such 
a  commission  as  you  may  have  experi¬ 
enced  with  civilian  agencies  where  ap¬ 
pointments  were  made  without  sena¬ 
torial  approval. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Another  thing  which 
was  proposed  in  the  Pentagon  bill  was 
that  there  should  be  no  separate  corps, 
but  that  these  boys  would  be  integrated 
into  the  regular  military  forces  of  the 
United  States.  How  anyone  could  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  American  people  would 
accept  that  is  beyond  me.  Every  pro¬ 
gram  suggested  has  indicated  that  there 
should  be  a  separate  corps;  that  these 
boys  should  be  segregated;  that  their 
morals  should  be  protected;  that  they 
should  not  be  subject  to  martial  law; 
that  they  be  retained  as  trainees  and  not 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces.  The  mil¬ 
itary  heretofore  had  always  agreed  to 
that.  At  Camp  Knox,  Ky.,  they  provided 
for  a  code  of  conduct.  This  bill  pro¬ 
vides  for  a  code  of  conduct  and  relieves 
them  from  court  martial. 

So  I  found  myself  in  disagreement  with 
the  Pentagon  bill. 

This  bill  takes  care  of  that  by  creating 
a  national  security  code.  These  boys 
will  be  segregated.  They  will  be  trained 
among  themselves.  Perhaps  the  most 
dangerous  provisions  of  that  bill  were 
the  two  following,  that  for  the  next  3 
years  75,000  annually  should  be  chosen 
by  an  agency  of  government,  and  ex¬ 
empt  from  service  in  order  that  they 
might  study  the  sciences,  the  healing 
arts,  and  the  humanities.  In  other 
words,  for  3  years  75,000  boys  would 
be  chosen  by  some  agency  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment — and  the  way  our  Government 
operates,  that  agency,  whatever  it  was, 
would  probably  have  originated  with 
the  present  military  program — so  that 
after  6  or  7  years  from  now  we  would 
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have  found  that  every  doctor  in  the 
United  States  was  someone  foreordained 
by  the  Government  to  practice  medi¬ 
cine.  I  say  that  that  is  totally  contrary 
to  everything  we  have  ever  believed  in 
the  American  system — that  some  agency 
of  government  is  going  to  determine 
who  our  doctors  and  our  scientists  are 
going  to  be.  But  that  was  contained 
in  the  Pentagon  bill. 

There  was  another  provision  by  which 
an  unnamed  number  could  be  selected 
by  the  military  to  be  assigned  to  col¬ 
leges,  to  take  ROTC  training,  and  sug¬ 
gested  that  they  be  subsidized  in  so  do¬ 
ing;  in  exchange  for  2  years  of  service 
if  educated  without  subsidy,  and  3  years 
of  training  if  educated  with  subsidy.  It 
was  indicated  that  under  that  provi¬ 
sion  approximately  175,000  would  be  se¬ 
lected. 

So  there  you  would  have  225,000  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  military  chosen  men  going 
to  your  colleges,  while  the  intake  in  col¬ 
leges  now  is  a  little  higher  than  normal ; 
in  normal  times  about  375,000  boys  go  to 
college  each  year.  So  that  out  of  your 
375,000,  225,000  of  all  of  the  college  stu¬ 
dents  in  the  United  States  would  be 
chosen  by  the  Government  before  they 
ever  began  their  courses  of  study.  I 
certainly  could  not  accept  that  part  of 
the  proposal  with  respect  to  the  hand¬ 
picked  75,000  men. 

Within  the  last  few  days  there  has 
been  set  up  a  system  of  examinations  to 
be  given  to  persons  in  colleges,  and  on 
the  basis  of  that  examination  they  are 
going  to  be  retained  in  college  or  they 
are  going  to  be  sent  into  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KIUDAY.  Yes;  I  yield  briefly. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Did  the 
committee  take  into  consideration  how 
the  number  of  students  to  these  various 
junior  colleges  and  universities  would 
be  affected  by  this  program?  How  many 
junior  colleges  would  have  to  go  out  of 
business? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  There  is  where  my  18 14 
comes  in.  As  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]  said,  the  average 
age  for  admission  to  the  freshman  year 
in  college  is  lower  than  the  average 
for  graduation  from  high  school.  Oddly 
enough,  that  is  the  fact.  It  runs  some¬ 
thing  around  18  years  in  graduating 
from  high  school  and  it  runs  somewhere 
between  17  years  and  1  month  and  17 
years  and  4  months  in  the  freshman 
year  in  college.  That  is  a  fact.  Prob¬ 
ably  the  boys  who  acquire  education 
easier  in  the  high  school  go  into  college 
younger.  I  suppose  I  have  seen  every 
college  president  of  the  United  States 
within  the  last  90  days;  some  of  them 
in  committees,  some  of  them  by  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  what  not.  All  that  I 
have  talked  to  agree  that  at  18 14  the 
average  college  student  will  be  able  to 
complete  his  sophomore  year,  and  that 
will  take  care  of  your  junior  colleges 
completely. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Could  the 
program  be  worked  so  as  to  utilize  the 
facilities,  the  buildings,  the  plants  of  the 
junior  colleges,  and  of  the  universities  so 
that  they  would  not  have  to  close  them 
down? 


Mr.  KILDAY.  Certainly,  it  can;  in  the 
plan  to  be  submitted  by  this  commission 
that  can  be  done.  Now,  let  me  go  ahead. 
I  have  a  whole  lot  more  important 
things.  The  gentleman  is  very  well  taken 
care  of. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for  one 
question  in  that  regard? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Would  the 
24  months’  service  required  be  counted 
in  on  the  training  that  is  set  up  in  this 
National  Security  Training  Corps  if  it 
went  to  a  college?  Or  must  we  depend 
upon  a  plan  that  may  be  submitted  by 
this  commission? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  24  months  in  col¬ 
lege  would  not  be  counted  as  military 
service. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  If  the 
commission  came  in  with  a  plan,  would 
they  be  compelled  to  submit  the  plan  for 
a  24  months’  period  for  selective  service 
as  required  in  the  first  part  of  the  act? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Yes;  it  is  26,  not  24. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Then  let 
us  say  26. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Yes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
pardon  an  interruption.  I  think  he  has 
been  misled  by  the  statement.  It  is  6 
months’  training  under  the  UMT  pro¬ 
gram;  that  is  all  the  plan  would  call  for, 
a  6  months’  training  program. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  thought  he  was  talk¬ 
ing  about  the  university  now. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Did  you 
make  any  study  as  to  the  length  of  time 
it  would  require  to  train  men  and  pre¬ 
pare  them  for  combat?  You  have  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  bill  that  they  should  not  go 
into  combat  for  a  period  of  6  months. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  Is  the 
committee  of  the  opinion  that  that  is 
sufficient  time  in  which  to  train  them? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  never  knew  an  Army 
commander  who  felt  that  a  man  ever  had 
enough  training.  Every  one  of  them  .was 
always  training,  training,  training  his 
men. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Colorado.  But  we  do 
provide  that  at  the  conclusion  of  6 
months’  training  period  they  could  be 
sent  out  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  We  were  sending  them 
with  less  training  than  that,  but  we  have 
increased  it  by  2  months  as  a  margin 
of  safety. 

Now  I  want  to  go  back  to  the  question 
that  was  raised  yesterday  about  the  an¬ 
nouncement  made  on  yesterday  or  Sun¬ 
day,  at  least,  within  the  last  few  days, 
that  men  now  in  college  may  have  the 
right  to  apply  for  an  examination  and 
on  the  basis  of  that  examination  it  would 
be  determined  by  the  Selective  Service 
System — the  papers  to  be  graded  by 
somebody;  I  do  not  know  whom — and  if 
they  received  a  score  of  70,  they  would 
be  deferred.  It  is,  of  course,  contem¬ 
plated,  as  the  bill  requires,  that  one  de¬ 
ferred  for  that  purpose  must  eventually 
do  his  service,  and  it  could  take  him  up 
until  the  time  he  was  35  years  of  age. 

The  objection  has  been  made  to  this 
announced  program  that  it  prefers  the 


man  capable  of  sending  his  boy  to  col¬ 
lege  over  the  one  who  is  incapable  of 
sending  his  boy  to  college.  I  agree  thor¬ 
oughly;  that  is  a  grave  disparity;  it  is 
not  a  uniform  service  required  in  this 
emergency  and  during  a  shooting  war, 
and  it  would  permit  one  capable  of  going 
to  college  to  get  into  college,  take  the 
examination,  and  stay  out  with  the  hope 
that  within  the  time  that  he  had  to  do 
his  6  monhs,  as  compared  to  the  present 
26  months,  there  would  be  no  shooting; 
that  if  there  was  still  shooting  he  would 
have  to  do  his  26.  But  things  are  going 
to  get  so  much  better  or  so  much  worse 
that  they  are  willing  to  gamble — and 
there  are  such  people  in  certain  parts  of 
the  country — he  would  delay  his  service, 
perhaps  reduce  it  by  20  months  if  the 
war  was  over.  That,  of  course,  is  a  very 
valid  objection  to  the  program  an¬ 
nounced;  I  disagree  with  that  program 
thoroughly  and  completely.  And  I  have 
another  disagreement  with  it  which  is 
equally  fundamental,  in  my  opinion,  and 
it  is  the  same  objection  I  voiced  in  per¬ 
mitting  an  agency  of  Government  to 
select  the  75,000  to  study  the  sciences, 
the  healing  arts,  and  the  humanities. 
At  the  proper  time  I  propose  to  offer  an 
amendment  substantially  as  follows — it 
will  appear  on  page  46,  line  13,  immedi¬ 
ately  following  the  word  “board”: 

Strike  out  the  quotation  marks  and  Insert 
the  following  sentence:  “Notwithstanding 
any  provisions  of  this  act,  no  person  shall 
have  his  induction  postponed  or  deferred  by 
reason  of  his  activity  in  study,  research,  or 
medical,  dental,  optometric,  osteopathic,  chi¬ 
ropractic,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  found 
to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest  as  the 
result  of,  or  on  the  basis  of,  any  test,  exami¬ 
nation,  selection  system,  or  any  other  means 
conducted,  sponsored,  administered,  or  pre¬ 
pared  by  any  agency  or  department  of  the 
Federal  Government  or  any  private  institu¬ 
tion,  corporation,  association;  partnership,  or 
individual  employed  by  any  agency  or  depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Government.” 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  The  gentleman,  in  my 
judgment,  strengthens  his  bill  very  ma¬ 
terially  by  inserting  that  amendment  in 
the  bill;  however,  they  should  not  have 
made  necessary  the  offering  of  the 
amendment.  This  announcement  should 
never  have  been  made. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  They  should  not  have 
made  necessary  many  things  in  the  last 
10  days. 

Mr.  COX.  It  should  not  have  been 
made  because  in  the  future  there  might 
be  justification  for  making  some  defer¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Let  me  explain  the 
amendment.  The  amendment  leaves 
the  law  as  it  at  present  stands. 

Mr.  COX.  That  is  all  right. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  boy  in  college  will 
be  deferred  on  the  basis  of  the  subject 
he  is  taking  just  as  it  has  been  ever  since 
1948  act  was  adopted,  just  as  it  always 
has  been  under  the  1940  act;  and  the 
law  will  remain  exactly  the  same  as  it  is. 
Our  educational  system  will  be  free  from 
selection  or  domination  by  an  agency  of 
the  Federal  Government.  Whether  a 
boy  goes  to  college  will  depend  on  the 
ability  of  the  parents  to  send  him.  as 
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has  always  been  the  traditional  Ameri¬ 
can  system. 

Another  provision — and  this  would  be 
amusing  if  it  were  not  so  serious — pro¬ 
vided  that  the  Federal  Government,  at 
its  expense,  should  undertake  the  reha¬ 
bilitation,  mentally  and  physically,  of 
every  boy  subject  to  this  service  found  to 
be  substandard,  either  mentally  or  phys¬ 
ically.  That  is  probably  the  greatest 
social-service  program  ever  proposed  to 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
Of  course,  I  will  argue  that  no  further 
because  it  is  not  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  COX.  The  question  is,  Who  is 
making  those  proposals? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  was  a  provision  in  the  bill  which 
our  committee  considered  that  would 
have  set  up  this  kind  of  a  program  and 
our  committee  rejected  it. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Why,  certainly,  and  we 
rejected  it.  We  rejected  every  one  of 
these  objectionable  features  I  have  re¬ 
ferred  to.  You  may  be  sure  this  is  one 
bill  coming  before  the  House  that  has 
been  written  by  a  committee  of  the 
House  and  not  by  an  agency  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Can  the 
gentleman  tell  us  who  sponsored  those 
proposals  before  the  committee? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  By  the  time  they  got 
through  we  had  so  expressed  ourselves 
that  they  ran  out. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Some¬ 
body  njust  have  been  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  sponsoring  such  proposals  and 
social  changes.  I  think  it  would  be  very 
interesting  to  know  who. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  do  not  recall  any 
particular  witness. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Is  it  in 
the  hearings? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  bill  sent  up  by  the 
Pentagon  in  the  first  instance  was  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  Defense  Department.  It 
was  supported  by  the  Madam  Secretary. 

Mr.  COX.  Do  not  try  to  defeat  your 
bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  the  country  know 
it.  There  is  no  secret  about  it.  We  re¬ 
jected  it  all. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Is  it  in 
the  hearings? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes,  it  is  in  the  hear¬ 
ings. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  It  will  be 
interesting  to  read  it. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Frankly  I  do  not  re¬ 
call.  Mrs.  Rosenberg  testified  for  it,  as 
I  understand. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  She  tes¬ 
tified  for  it? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  But  this  bill  does  not 
depend  on  the  testimony  of  Anna  Rosen¬ 
berg  or  I  would  not  be  here  defending  it. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas. 


Mr.  SCRIVNER.  The  gentleman 
stated  a  moment  ago  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  had  gone  over  this  bill  and  rejected 
many  of  these  provisions,  then  pro¬ 
visions,  then  proceeded  to  write  a  bill, 
ceeded  to  write  a  bill.  All  of  us  who  have 
served  so  closely  with  the  military  and 
who  have  watched  this  committee  per¬ 
form  know  the  make-up  of  the  chairman 
and  the  various  individual  members. 
The  question  naturally  arises,  in  view  of 
the  work  that  has  been  done  and  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  committee  went,  why 
it  did  not  go  a  little  bit  further  and  in 
connection  with  UMT  write  it  in  the  bill 
itself  instead  of  proposing  that  a  com¬ 
mission  bring  the  provisions  to  us.  I  do 
not  know  who  is  going  to  be  on  the  com¬ 
mission.  I  know  who  the  members  of 
this  committee  are,  and  knowing  them 
as  I  do,  I  feel  that  they  could  probably 
have  done  a  pretty  good  job  of  setting 
up  a  very  precise  program. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  am  coming  to  that 
point. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Did  the  members  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  testify  before  the 
committee? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  right.  I  think 
they  were  all  there. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  was  the  effective 
age  stated,  18  or  19? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Well,  they  all  said  18. 

Mr.  GROSS.  All  said  18? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Oh,  sure  they  did. 
Of  course,  General  Hershey  said  18. 
General  Hershey  loves  18-year-olds. 
At  that  age  they  estimated  450,000 
soldiers,  when  you  got  down  to  19, 
750,000,  and  at  21  years  of  age  it  fell 
down  to  500,000  soldiers,  and  General 
Marshall  said,  referring  to  the  figures 
presented  in  the  Senate  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  he  took  no  stock  in  the 
numbers  racket;  he  wanted  18  year  olds, 
because  they  were  good  soldiers. 

Now  I  have  shown  you  the  things 
proposed  and  which  we  have  eliminated 
from  the  bill.  Any  similarity  between 
this  bill  and  the  Pentagon  bill  is  purely 
coincidental.  We  wrote  this  bill  our¬ 
selves.  I  think  that  we  all  agree  on  the 
extension  of  the  draft  phase  of  it.  The 
question  then  arises  of  adopting  the 
UMT  program  at  this  time.  Some  Mem¬ 
bers  have  spoken  here  as  if,  for  some 
reason  which  has  not  existed  during  my 
service  in  this  House,  there  is  going  to 
be  a  termination  of  the  present  tense 
situation  in  the  world  and  we  are  going 
to  have  calmness  and  peace  throughout 
the  world.  I  have  not  seen  that  happen 
in  the  past  and  I  do  not  know  why  we 
should  expect  it  in  the  future.  We  must 
be  in  a  position,  after  Korea — and  this 
is  not  based  necessarily  on  Korea — after 
Korea  I  think  any  reasonable  man  is  go¬ 
ing  to  have  to  suppose  that  the  tense 
situation  will  continue  in  the  world 
probably  for  an  indefinite  period  of  time. 
The  gentleman  from  Ohio,  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  men¬ 
tioned  various  periods  of  time  that  dif¬ 
ferent  ones  had  proclaimed.  I  believe 
he  quoted  General  Eisenhower  as  saying 


30  years  or  more.  But,  I  do  not  think 
you  have  to  be  an  expert  in  Foreign 
Affairs  to  realize  that  the  condition  now 
existing  will  continue  for  a  long  and 
indefinite  period  of  time. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  might  say,  too,  that 
the  members  of  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  seem  to  question  many  fea¬ 
tures  of  this  bill.  I  note  that  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
have  not  been  so  alert  about  the  Korean 
situation  and  the  policies  and  a  lot  of 
matters  that  have  given  this  Nation  and 
our  people  a  great  deal  of  concern. 
They  certainly  have  not  been  on  the  ball 
to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Congress 
the  conditions  that  have  been  existing, 
so  I  do  not  see  any  particular  reason  why 
they  should  charge  into  the  affairs  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  refuse  to  yield  fur¬ 
ther,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  say 
to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
maybe  some  of  them  will  vote  with  us. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  They  have  plenty  to  do 
to  look  after  their  own  affairs  and  let 
us  handle  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  We  must  all  assume 
that  it  is  going  to  be  a  long  and  indefinite 
period  of  time.  We  cannot  continue  to 
maintain  under  arms  3,462,000  men,  if 
you  want  to  go  into  figures  of  that  kind. 
The  4,000,000  figure  was  mentioned  here 
and  I  might  say  in  passing  that  it  got 
into  the  debate  because  the  Senate  bill 
happened  to  contain  that  limitation. 
So  in  that  respect  it  is  before  the  House. 
It  is  in  the  stricken  out  portion  of  the 
bill.  We  cannot  continue  to  maintain 
such  large  numbers  of  men  under  arms 
in  this  country.  It  has  never  been  our 
traditional  policy.  The  traditional  pol¬ 
icy  that  has  existed  since  George  Wash¬ 
ington’s  army  has  been  to  maintain  a 
very  small  Regular  Establishment  ca¬ 
pable  of  rapid  expansion  by  the  use  of 
the  militia  and  the  civilian  population. 
We  must  get  back  to  that  system  or 
bankrupt  the  Nation.  We  cannot  con¬ 
tinue  to  withdraw  from  civilian  pursuits 
this  tremendous  number  of  men.  And 
we  have  to  do  it  in  an  orderly  fashion. 
There  is  not  going  to  be  a  period  of 
months  and  years  within  which  we  can 
formulate  a  system  and  get  going. 

Remember,  now,  that  this  provision 
for  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
can  come  into  effect  by  Executive  order 
of  the  President  or  a  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  of  the  Congress,  either  of  which 
would  find  that  the  draft  is  no  longer 
necessary  for  service,  but  you  will  still 
have  that  number  of  men  in  the  Army 
who  were  the  last  taken  in,  and  you  will 
have  that  period  of  time  in  which  to  get 
your  corps  started  and  your  reserves 
coming  out. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  Speaker. 

Ml'.  RAYBURN.  I  have  never  in  my 
long  service  in  this  House  said  a  thing 
or  done  a  thing  that  might  have  a 
tendency  to  deceive  the  Members  of  the 
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House!  Since  even  yesterday,  with  30 
enemy  planes  coming  over  in  Korea,  with 
the  massing  of  troops  in  Korea  and  Man¬ 
churia,  and  not  all  of  them  Communist 
Chinese  by  a  great  extent,  I  say  to  this 
House  in  all  earnestness  and  in  all  seri¬ 
ousness  that  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  we 
are  in  greater  danger  of  an  expanded 
war  today  than  we  have  been  at  any 
time  since  the  close  of  the  World  War 
in  1945. 

Before  this  debate  is  over,  especially 
under  the  5-minute  rule,  I  am  going  to 
claim  the  attention  of  the  Members  to 
tell  them  some  things  that  I  know  that 
they  in  all  probability  do  not  know  yet. 
But  this  complacency — this  winning  of 
a  little  battle  in  Korea — had  better  not 
lull  the  American  people  to  sleep  because 
I  think  that  we  stand  in  the  face  of  ter¬ 
rible  danger  and  maybe  the  beginning 
of  world  war  III. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  I  applaud,  of  course,  what 
the  Speaker  says,  but,  in  my  judgment, 
the  worst  sin  that  we  can  possibly  com¬ 
mit  against  the  public  security  is  to  lull 
the  people  into  a  sense  of  false  security. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  We  have  seen  that 
happen  many  times  in  the  past.  The 
gentleman  and  I  in  our  service  in  this 
body  have  seen  that  happen.  This  is  the 
time,  in  an  orderly  fashion,  to  set  up  a 
permanent  defense  system  for  this  coun¬ 
try.  No  longer  can  you  do  as  Washing¬ 
ton  did  and  call  in  the  civilians  from 
their  blacksmith  shops  and  their  plow¬ 
shares.  They  are  going  to  have  to  be 
prepared,  and  you  do  not  have  2  years  to 
get  ready  any  longer.  You  have  to  do  it 
on  the  spur  of  the  moment.  It  has  to  be 
done  without  any  delay. 

We  have  all  seen  in  our  lifetimes,  ex¬ 
cept  some  of  you  younger  men,  two  world 
wars  where  we  had  as  much  as  2  years  to 
get  ready.  We  can  never  hope  for  that 
in  the  future.  We  have  to  get  our  citi¬ 
zens  prepared  to  fight  wherever  it  is  nec¬ 
essary — maybe  in  our  own  streets. 

So  I  say  this  is  the  time  to  set  up  this 
system;  this  is  the  time  to  pass  both  of 
these  in  an  integrated  bill  which  can  be 
started  by  Congress  and  stopped  by  Con¬ 
gress,  and  which  remains  within  the 
complete  control  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  during  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  this  debate  we  will  find  a 
calm,  deliberate,  and  prayerful  consider¬ 
ation  of  this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  has  consumed  1  hour. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  such  time  as  I  may  require. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  simply  cannot  under¬ 
stand  it.  The  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Kilday]  always  and  invariably 
takes  great  delight  in  taking  a  dig  at  me. 
Always  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  in 
public  and  in  private  I  have  said  only 
nice  and  kind  things  about  him.  But 
anything  complimentary  I  have  ever  said 
about  him,  I  now  publicly  retract  totally 
and  completely. 

He  does  not  have  to  hunt  for  trouble 
to  find  it.  I  should  thank  the  gentleman 
for  complimenting  me.  Why,  I  am  so 
powerful  and  mighty  that  I  am  responsi¬ 
ble  for  World  War  II,  because  I  opposed 


the  draft  before  Pearl  Harbor.  I  voted 
against  it.  It  was  passed  by  only  1  vote, 
at  a  time  when  you  had  an  overwhelming 
Democratic  majority.  I  would  do  it  again 
under  the  same  circumstances.  You  said 
then  that  if  you  were  given  this  draft 
measure  for>peace  it  would  prevent  war. 
You 'said,  “Repeal  the  neutrality  law.” 
Who  passed  the  neutrality  law?  Pres¬ 
ident  Roosevelt  recommended  it  and  the 
Derijidcratic  Congress  passed  it,  and  I 
voted  for  it.  I  can  now  hear  John  Mc¬ 
Cormack  shouting  and  shaking  his 
finger,  saying,  “Repeal  this  neutrality 
law  and  it  will  bring  peace.”  You  did  re¬ 
peal  it.  Then  you  came  and  said,  “Re¬ 
peal  the  arms  embargo.”  Some  of  us 
did  not  want  to  send  weapons  made  in 
America  to  destroy  people  all  over  Eu¬ 
rope.  You  said  that  we  should  repeal  the 
arms  embargo  and  that  it  was  a  measure 
for  peace.  You  did  repeal  it.  I  voted 
against  it,  as  I  did  against  the  repeal  of 
the  neutrality  law.  Then  Great  Britain 
said,  “Give  us  the  weapons  and  we  will 
do  the  job.”  First  it  was  cash  on  the 
barrel  head.  Britain  was  going  to  pay 
for  them.  Then  they  ran  out  of  money 
and  they  said,  “Repeal  the  Hiram  John¬ 
son  Act  and  give  us  credit.  Sell  it  to  us 
on  credit  because  we  do  not  have  the 
cash  to  pay  for  it.”  We  did.  You  Demo¬ 
crats  demanded  repeal  of  the  Neutrality 
Act  and  repeal  of  the  Arms  Embargo  Act 
and  give  Britain  munitions.  So  we  sold 
to  them  on  credit  and  we  furnished  them 
the  money.  We  made  munition  mil¬ 
lionaires  and  piled  up  a  back-breaking 
debt.  They  were  not  satisfied  with  that, 
so  they  said,  “We  do  not  want  you  to  just 
give  them  to  us  in  New  York  but  to 
deliver  them  to  us  on  the  docks  in  Eu¬ 
rope.”  You  remember  that. 

Of  course  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
wants  to  forget  Yalta  and  Potsdam.  I 
do  not  blafhe  him.  You  remember  my 
vote  in  opposition  to  the  draft,  but  you 
want  to  forget  Yalta  and  Potsdam.  You 
would  forget  Yalta  when  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  broken  in  mind  and 
shattered  in  body,  incapacitated  and 
irresponsible,  with  that  great  adviser, 
Alger  Hiss,  a  convicted  perjurer  and 
traitor — yes,  maybe  you  can  forget  that 
but  a  lot  of  Americans  will  not  forget. 
We  can  never  forget.  You  repealed  the 
Neutrality  Act.  You  repealed  the  arms 
embargo.  You  sold  not  for  cash  on  the 
barrel  head,  but  you  sold  on  credit  and 
then  you  started  delivering  the  goods  by 
armed  merchant  ships.  We  armed  our 
merchant  ships  and  we  were  in  the  war 
before  Pearl  Harbor,  but  a  man  on  horse¬ 
back  with  a  faltering  memory  cannot 
remember.  We  were  shooting  in  the 
Atlantic  before  Pearl  Harbor  ever  took 
place.  We  know  that  now.  That  is  why 
Winston  Churchill  said,  “All  that  I  hope 
and  pray  for  is  to  get  America  into  this 
war.” 

In  1916  your  party  kept  us  out  of  war, 
and  returned  to  power  by  the  women  in 
California,  the  first  in  the  Nation  to  vote, 
believing  the  slogan,  and  yielding  to 
emotional  pressure,  “He  kept  us  out  of 
war.”  Then,  within  a  month  after  his 
second  inaugration  Woodrow  Wilson  had 
us  in  it. 

In  1940,  defying  third-term  tradition, 
because  the  fathers  and  mothers  of 
America  were  promised  “again  and  again 


and  again”  that  their  sons  would  not 
have  to  fight  on  foreign  soil,  another 
Democratic  Administration  was  returned 
to  power.  Now  we  are  in  a  police  action 
in  Korea.  I  hope  our  beloved  Speaker, 
when  he  takes  5  minutes  under  the  5- 
minute  rule,  will  tell  us  just  how  we  got 
into  it  and  when  we  are  going  to  get  out 
of  it.  We  have  overrun  Korea  three 
times  and  blasted  it  to  bits.  Surely  the 
Koreans,  with  all  the  missionaries  we 
have  sent  carrying  the  Christian  religion 
to  them,  are  going  to  love  us,  are  they 
not?  Do  not  forget  we  already  have 
suffered  nearly  60,000  casualities;  more 
than  in  the  War  of  1812,  Mexican  War, 
and  the  Spanish-American  War  com¬ 
bined. 

The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Kil¬ 
day]  knows  as  well  as  any  man  in  this 
House  that  not  only  I,  but  every  Repub¬ 
lican,  voted  for  every  single  appropria¬ 
tion  on  this  floor  after  we  got  into  the 
conflict,  and  voted  for  them  since  World 
War  II  ended.  It  was  the  Eightieth 
Congress  that  passed  the  unification  bill. 
It  was  the  Eightieth,  “do-nothing,  good- 
for-nothing,”  Republican-controlled 
Congress  that  set  up  the  National 
Security  Council  and  the  National  Re¬ 
sources  and  Development  Board.  It 
was  the  Eightieth  Congress  that  passed 
a  law  for  the  70-group  Air  Force,  that 
was  cut  back  by  Louis  Johnson  and 
Harry  Truman.  It  was  the  Eightieth 
Congress  that  voted  for  the  construction 
of  a  supercarrier,  which  you  canceled. 
We  voted  for  a  ceiling  of  more  than 
2,000,000  men  but  we  were  600,000  short 
at  the  Korean  crisis. 

Now,  I  am  getting  a  belly  full  of  this 
stuff.  When  you  jump  on  me,  sir,  you 
jump  on  the  wrong  man.  I  want  to 
read  what  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Kilday]  said  in  our  committee 
when  General  Marshall  appeared  the 
first  day,  after  I  whispered  to  a  colleague 
that  it  was  a  shot-gun  wedding,  tying 
Selective  Service  and  universal  military 
training  together.  This  was  on  January 
23,  this  year,  and  you  will  find  it  on 
page  25  of  the  hearings  on  universal 
military  training.  This  is  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday]  said 
then.  Oh,  he  was  bold  and  brave  that 
day.  He  was  a  courageous  Texan.  He 
said: 

General,  as  you  know,  I  have  from  the 
beginning  supported  universal  military 
training  and  I  feel  that  we  could  have  gotten 
it  in  1945  had  the  Department  under  your 
direction  gone  along  with  something  similar 
to  what  you  have  here  of  a  period  of  service, 
4  to  6  months,  rather  than  your  insistence  at 
that  time  that  it  be  no  less  than  1  year. 
That  is  where  we  lost  our  bill. 

This  is  Paul  talking.  This  is  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday]  : 

But  I  have  never  felt  that  we  could  get 
universal  mUitary  training  in  the  back  door 
or  under  the  table.  You  have  to  get  it 
straight  across  the  table,  openly,  frankly, 
sincerely.  And  I  think  it  is  absolutely  essen¬ 
tial  to  our  well-being,  but  X  think  the  people 
are  going  to  have  to  support  it  and  you  are 
not  going  to  be  able  to  tie  it  to  an  emer¬ 
gency  and  get  it  that  way.  You  are  going 
to  have  to  have  to  get  it  as  an  open,  above- 
the-table  matter,  and  not  go  in  through  the 
back  door. 

He  talks  one  way  in  committee;  he 
talks  another  way  on  this  floor.  He 
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blows  hot  and  cold  in  the  same  breath. 
He  goes  up  the  hill  today  and  down  it 
tomorrow.  I  do  not  know  when  to  be¬ 
lieve  him.  But  at  least  we  agree  on  one 
thing.  .1  am  glad  he  said  it  in  his  speech, 
because  on  September  17,  1945,  when  I 
stood  in  the  well  of  this  House — and 
there  were  only  two  or  three  of  us  with 
guts  enough  to  speak  our  minds  against 
quick  demobilization — read  the  whole 
speech.  We  were  in  danger  of  losing  the 
fruits  of  victory  after  the  expenditure  of 
so  much  money  and  so  many  men.  On 
September  17,  1945 — it  will  soon  be  6 
years — I  said  this  among  other  things: 

I  do  not  like  to  see  18-  and  19-year-old 
boys  drafted;  in  fact,  I  think  that  is  one  of 
the  mistakes  we  made  in  this  war.  I  never 
did  think  they  were  essential  and  I  think 
we  could  have  won  the  war  without  them. 
We  were  told  they  were  needed  because  of 
their  boldness,  their  daring,  their  resiliency. 
I  know  they  were  good  in  combat;  but  the 
casualties  were  high,  they  were  enormous 
and  terrific. 

Now,  you  are  not  trying  Dewey  Short 
when  you  vote  on  this  bill.  Forget  per¬ 
sonalities.  Listen  to  logic  and  follow 
reason. 

What  I  have  said  has  been  very  un¬ 
pleasant  and  distasteful  to  me,  but  when 
I  have  tried  to  be  nice,  and  kind,  and 
gentle,  to  have  someone  try  to  give  me 
a  dirty  dig — well,  I  think  you  all  know 
how  I  feel  and  where  I  stand. 

Mr.  VINSON  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]  . 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  it 
is  very  unfortunate  that  my  friend  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short] 
has  made  the  emotional  speech  that  he 
has  just  made.  The  gentleman  has 
made  some  statements  about  history 
which  are  inconsistent  with  the  true 
facts. 

The  gentleman  refers  to  the  Neutral¬ 
ity  Act  that  this  Congress  put  through 
during  the  Spanish  conflict.  Those  of 
us  who  were  here  in  those  days  knew 
what  we  were  doing;  we  all  knew  of  the 
terrific  situation  and  fighting  that  took 
place  in  Spain  some  years  ago  when, 
under  the  so-called  Loyalist  banner,  the 
Communists  were  trying  to  take  over 
that  country  and  make  it  another  Com¬ 
munist  nation.  We  then  put  through 
the  neutrality  law  of  those  days  because 
the  so-called  Loyalist  forces  in  that  con¬ 
flict  were  the  only  ones  who  controlled 
the  seas.  Those  who  were  fighting  com¬ 
munism  in  the  Spanish  conflict  had  no 
ships;  they  did  not  have  access  to  the 
Atlantic  to  come  to  our  shores  to  buy 
munitions,  clothing,  and  food.  The  only 
ones  in  that  conflict  who  could  have  got 
the  benefit  of  purchases  in  America 
would  have  been  the  Loyalists  or  the 
Communists,  and  we  deliberately  passed 
the  Neutrality  Act  in  those  days  so  that 
the  Communist  forces  in  the  Spanish 
conflict  could  not  have  the  benefit  of  our 
markets.  Later  on,  when  Hitler  came 
across  the  horizon,  that  Neutrality  Act 
was  harmful  to  those  nations  that  were 
fighting  Hitler  and  were  beneficial  to 
the  destructive  forces  in  the  days  pre-' 
ceding  World  War  II  and  during  World 
War  II,  and  cash-and-carry  and  other 
provisions  that  were  approved  in  the 
Spanish  conflict  then  became  adverse  to 


our  national  interests  with  Hitler  in  the 
saddle. 

The  fact  that  no  foreign  ship  could 
come  in  here  and  make  purchases,  no 
foreign  ships  could  come  in  here  to  trans¬ 
port  goods,  was  harmful  to  our  national 
interest.  So  the  Neutrality  Act  was  to 
our  interest  in  the  Spanish  conflict  but 
it  was  inconsistent  with  our  national  in¬ 
terest  in  the  days  preceding  World  War 
II  when  Hitler  was  on  the  march.  That 
is  the  reason  we  were  trying  to  repeal 
those  harmful  pieces  of  the  Neutrality 
Act.  They  were  inconsistent  with  our 
national  interest. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wanted  to  make  that 
explanation  because  Members  who  were 
here  in  those  days  know  that  those  of 
us  who  voted  for  the  Neutrality  Act  in 
the  Spanish  conflict  did  so  deliberately  so 
that  destructive  forces  in  that  conflict 
would  not  have  the  benefit  and  the  ad¬ 
vantage  of  purchases  in  the  United 
States.  JVhen  we  voted  to  repeal  that 
act,  it  was  on  the  same  basic  proposition 
that  the  foreign  policy  of  our  country 
should  not  be  such  as  to  help  the  destruc¬ 
tive  forces  in  any  conflict. 

I  remember  well  the  vote  of  202  to  201, 
yes,  2  months  before  Pearl  Harbor.  I 
lived  200  years  in  three-quarters  of  an 
hour.  I  stated  several  weeks  ago  and  I 
repeat  now,  impugning  the  motives  of 
no  one,  just  as  gocd  Americans  as  I  am 
but  sharply  disagreeing  with  their  judg¬ 
ment,  that  those  who  voted  against  that 
bill  seriously  erred  in  their  judgment. 
When  Pearl  Harbor  happened,  if  our 
country  had  lost  its  sovereignty  and  our 
people  had  become  the  slaves  of  Hitler, 
the  same  force  as  communism,  I  wonder 
what  would  have  been  the  conscience  of 
those  who  voted  “no”  2  months  before 
Pearl  Harbor.  If  I  had  voted  “no”  and 
my  vote  was  harmful  to  my  country  or 
had  lost  my  country’s  freedom,  I  doubt 
very  much  if  I  could  live  with  my  con¬ 
science. 

I  say  all  this  in  these  brief  few  min¬ 
utes,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  the  Members,  not 
as  Republicans  or  Democrats,  but  to  each 
and  every  one  as  Americans,  with  our 
individual  responsibility  as  Americans, 
not  as  a  Democrat  or  as  a  Republican. 
It  goes  above  allegiance  or  party  affilia¬ 
tion  but  comes  under  our  citizenship  as 
Americans.  I  beg  of  you  in  these  days  to 
think  and  if  you  are  going  to  err  to  err 
on  the  side  of  strength  rather  than  on 
the  side  of  weakness. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
20  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Johnson]. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON;  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  am  certain  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  leader  does  not  want 
to  make  any  statement  that  would  con¬ 
vey  an  incorrect  impression  about  the 
bill  passed  in  1941,  which  he  refers  to  as 
an  extension  of  the  Draft  Act.  If  he 
would  refresh  his  memory,  he  would  find 
that  the  sole  purpose  of  that  measure 
was  to  extend  the  1-year  training  period 
of  men  drafted  under  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  of  1940  to  18  months.  The  1941 
bill  did  not  terminate  the  Draft  Act  of 
1940  at  all.  In  fact,  the  bill  of  1940  was 
for  5  years.  It  was  passed  on  September 


16,  1940,  but  there  were  no  inductions 
under  it  until  the  last  week  of  November 
1940.  I  am  advised  by  the  Selective 
Service  Department  that  only  a  few  men 
had  been  inducted  by  December  7,  1940, 
which  was  1  year  before  Pearl  Harbor. 
To  be  exact,  only  20,000  men  were  in¬ 
ducted  between  the  last  week  of  Novem¬ 
ber  1940  and  the  end  of  the  year  1940. 
The  public  drawing  of  the  first  draftees 
did  not  take  place  until  October  29,  1940. 

Under  the  circumstances  if  the  bill 
to  which  the  majority  leader  refers  had 
been  defeated,  inductions  under  the  1940 
act  would  have  continued  without  inter¬ 
ruption  and  no  inductee  would  have  been 
eligible  for  discharge  until  the  last  week 
of  November  1941.  Moreover,  the  very 
few  who  would  have  been  released  by 
Pearl  Harbor  day  would  have  been  sub¬ 
ject  to  recall  to  active  duty  when  war  was 
declared. 

Bear  in  mind  that  the  act  of  1940 
provided  for  only  1  year  of  service  for 
those  inducted  under  it.  The  extension 
of  service  provided  for  in  the  1941  bill 
was  requested  by  the  military  authori¬ 
ties  on  the  representation  that  more 
than  1  year  was  required  to  properly 
train  those  who  were  inducted  under 
the  1940  act.  In  this  connection  it 
should  be  pointed  out  that  some  of  those 
who  were  contending  in  1941  that  a 
year’s  training  was  insufficient,  now  feel 
that  6  months’  training  is  adequate. 

In  the  light  of  these  facts  the  con¬ 
clusion  is  inescapable,  that  those  who 
claim  that  the  passage  of  the  Service 
Extension  Act  of  1941  by  a  margin  of 
one  vote  saved  the  Nation  from  disaster 
are  either  endeavoring  to  mislead  the 
members  of  the  committee  or  they  are 
wholly  unaware  of  the  true  facts.  I  am 
sure,  in  this  instance,  it  must  be  the 
latter. 

(Mr.  JOHNSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks). 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are 
here  today  with  a  very  important  bill. 
It  has  been  repeated  here  before  that 
it  probably  is  the  most  important  bill 
that  will  come  before  the  House  in  this 
session  of  the  Congress.  We  are  in  a 
critical  situation,  in  my  opinion.'  in  this 
country.  I  want  to  tell  you  how  I  came 
to  vote  for  this  bill  in  the  Committee 
and  why  I  intend  to  support  and  vote 
for  every  feature  of  the  bill.  In  order 
to  understand  this  we  have  to  have  back¬ 
ground  because  unless  you  interpret  the 
events  of  the  last  33  years  you  will  not 
have  a  clear  conception  for  the  need  of 
a  bill  of  this  kind. 

The  first  Selective  Service  Act  of  the 
United  States  was  passed  in  1917.  Then 
the  next  one  was  in  1940.  This  Act  was 
extended  in  1941  and  continued  in  force 
until  the  31st  of  March,  1947.  Then 
we  passed  a  bill  in  1948.  So  in  all  the 
time  that  we  have  been  out  of  the  shoot¬ 
ing  war  for  only  one  and  a  quarter  years 
have  we  been  without  a  selective  service 
law. 

It  must  be  obvious,  if  that  is  the  case  in 
peacetime,  we  must  be  in  some  kind  of  a 
critical  situation.  It  certainly  is  a  dis¬ 
mal  feeling  to  every  single  person  in  this 
House  that  after  winning  the  greatest 
war  in  the  history  of  the  world  in  the 
most  decisive  manner  a  war  was  ever 
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won,  namely,  by  complete  and  utter 
surrender  of  two  great  countries  of  the 
world,  that  we  are  still  having  to  take 
men  into  the  Armed  Forces  by  law.  The 
shadows  of  war  began  to  stretch  across 
this  continent  within  1  year  after  the 
war  ended.  Many  of  you  do  not  remem¬ 
ber  this,  but  in  the  fall  of  1945,  I  think 
it  was,  in  the  early  part  of  1946,  we  began 
in  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  to 
study  the  stockpiling  problem,  and  on 
July  23,  1946,  the  President  signed  the 
stockpiling  bill.  Everyone  here  knows 
that  you  only  stockpile  in  contempla¬ 
tion  of  a  war;  you  do  not  stockpile  in 
times  that  are  peaceful  and  stable.  So 
at  that  early  date  we  had  some  kind  of 
a  warning  that  perhaps  trouble  was  in 
the  wind.  As  I  see  it,  in  order  to  under¬ 
stand  what  we  are  to  decide  in  the  next 
few  days,  we  have  got  to  go  back  to  the 
first  World  War  and  see  what  happened. 
That  was  a  war  that  some  of  us  took  part 
in.  We  were  assured,  and  I  believed  it 
was  a  war  to  end  wars,  and  after  I  had 
seen  a  little  destruction  for  two  or  three 
months  on  the  western  front  I  was 
sure  that  there  had  to  be  a  way  to  end 
wars.  We  had  air  power  in  that  war. 
That  was  the  first  time  that  airplanes 
began  to  be  used  as  a  weapon  in  war,  and 
every  single  technique  that  we  had  in  the 
last  war  was  started  in  the  first  one.  We 
bombed,  we  strafed,  we  dropped  bombs  to 
harass  troops,  to  took  photographs,  we 
did  everything  that  they  did  in  the  Sec¬ 
ond  World  War  but  on  a  smaller  scale. 
As  I  came  out  of  that  war  I  felt  I  could 
see  that  if  any  future  conflict  ever  came, 
woe  be  unto  the  world,  because  the  de¬ 
struction  as  evidenced  at  that  time, 
which  was  minor  compared  to  what  came 
later,  was  really  terrible. 

Then  in  1918,  when  Alcock  and  Brown, 
two  Englishmen,  flew  a  plane  from  New¬ 
foundland  to  Ireland,  I  could  see  that 
the  world  had  gotten  smaller  and  that 
it  was  being  compressed  into  a  very  small 
scale. 

I  am  frank  to  confess  that  I  was  one 
of  those  who  believed  in  Woodrow  Wil¬ 
son’s  idea  of  a  League  of  Nations,  be- 
bause  I  believed  I  could  see  then,  and  I 
can  see  more  clearly  today,  that  unless 
we  have  some  type  of  collective  security 
we  could  have  a  war  that  might  destroy 
the  great  nations  of  the  world.  We  must 
find  some  way  to  build  a  world  of  law, 
and  it  must  be  backed  by  enough  force 
so  that  when  decisions  are  made  they 
will  be  obeyed. 

We  demobilized  too  fast  in  the  first 
war.  The  troops  were  sent  home  rather 
hurriedly.  We  did  not  take  our  occupa¬ 
tion  job  seriously,  and  soon  we  turned 
our  backs  to  the  rest  of  our  allies  and 
said,  “We  will  go  it  alone.” 

It  was  only  a  few  years,  a  little  over 
10  years,  from  the  Disarmament  Confer¬ 
ence  till  the  war  clouds  began  to  appear 
on  the  horizon  again.  A  dictator  was 
struggling  in  Germany  to  make  headway 
with  a  demoralized  country.  As  always 
happens,  he  emphasized  nationalism, 
dwelt  on  their  persecutions  and  suffer¬ 
ings,  and  said,  “Follow  me,  and  I  will 
get  the  justice  you  are  entitled  to.”  They 
did  not  take  him  seriously.  He  finally 
invaded  the  Ruhr.  In  the  pockets  of  the 
generals,  we  are  told,  were  orders  to 
retreat  if  resistance  was  offered.  It  was 


not  offered,  and  the  dictator  went  on 
and  soon  plunged  the  world  into  war. 

Another  dictator  appeared  on  the 
horizon  in  Italy.  He  persecuted  the  peo¬ 
ple,  and  with  ambition  tried  to  spread 
the  glories  of  the  old  Roman  Empire. 
Pretty  soon  we  could  see  that  war  was 
on  the  road.  We  all  saw  it.  Did  Amer¬ 
ica  get  ready  for  it?  She  did  not.  It 
came  right  at  us.  Every  person  in  1939 
to  1941  knew  very  well  that  that  world 
war  would  finally  engulf  us,  and  it  did. 
We  did  not  get  ready,  we  did  not  pre¬ 
pare,  just  as  in  the  first  war.  We  did 
not  prepare  for  the  war  when  it  was  com¬ 
ing  right  at  us.  The  Secretary  of  War 
quit  because  we  were  so  reluctant  to  get 
ready  for  the  war  that  was  advancing 
on  us  so  hurriedly. 

So  in  a  second  world  war  we  still 
ignored  the  danger  signs.  We  remained 
weak.  We  did  not  make  the  proper 
preparations.  About  the  only  prepara¬ 
tions  we  made  were  to  pass  a  Selective 
Service  Act  in  1940  and  renew  it  in  1941. 

Then  the  World  War  broke  out,  and 
it  caused  destruction  beyond  the  wildest 
nightmares  of  any  of  the  men  who  knew 
the  arts  of  war.  Nobody  ever  dreamed 
of  such  a  blood  bath  as  we  got  in  that 
war.  I  do  not  mean  America,  but  the 
world.  It  will  be  twice  as  bad  next  time. 

Then,  when  the  war  was  over  and 
America  had  won  it  what  did  we  do? 
As  one  of  the  gentlemen  here  told  us 
today,  we  sifted  through  our  fingers  the 
strength  we  had  by  demobilizing  head¬ 
long  into  weakness.  We  never  saw  such 
a  sad  thing,  as  I  look  back  on  it  now, 
I  am  one  of  those  who  are  responsible 
for  it.  I  confess  to  it.  I  came  back 
from  the  West  in  1945.  I  saw  the  chair¬ 
man  of  my  committee,  Mr.  May.  I  said, 
“Let  us  find  a  way  to  rush  the  men  out 
of  the  service.”  He  said,  “What  do  you 
suggest?”  I  said,  “I  suggest  we  break 
ourselves  up  into  committees  of  three 
and  go  to  every  separation  center  that 
we  can  and  try  to  force  them  to  let  the 
men  out  more  quickly.” 

That  is  exactly  what  we  did.  The 
gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr.  Sikes], 
the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Holifield],  and  I  traveled  around  urg¬ 
ing  them  to  get  the  men  out  and  they 
returned  the  men  to  civilian  life  so 
quickly  that  they  could  not  be  carried 
away  on  trains  and  steamships. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Perhaps  we  can  all  take 
some  responsibility  for  demobilization. 
But  when  the  gentleman  remembers 
that  Germany  and  Japan,  our  enemies, 
were  prostrate,  and  that  our  national 
policy  was  appeasement  of  Russia,  it  is 
rather  difficult  to  go  back  and  realize 
that  we  needed  to  have  any  forces  be¬ 
cause  our  Commander  in  Chief  had  the 
grand  design  of  killing  Russia  with  kind¬ 
ness  at  that  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  There  is  a  great  deal 
to  what  the  gentleman  says.  I  want  to 
add  this:  Besides  all  these  other  woes, 
we  had  some  very  inept  statesmanship 
and  diplomacy  which  has  gotten  us  into 
this  terribly  critical  situation.  I  do  not 
believe  you  can  solve  the  problems  of 
today  by  harping  on  the  mistakes  of  the 
past.  Let  us  learn  something  from  our 


mistakes.  Let  us  take  a  lesson  from  our 
failures  and  our  weaknesses  and  our 
mistakes,  and  build  with  what  we  have 
today  to  make  the  kind  of  a  world  we 
want  tomorrow.  But  I  do  think  that  the 
ineptness  in  our  statesmanship  and  di¬ 
plomacy  should  be  called  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  American  voters  at  the  ap¬ 
propriate  time,  when  I  hope  that  they 
will  take  steps  to  make  a  change  so 
that  we  will  not  have  these  things  again 
repeated. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  special  committees  with 
reference  to  demobilization.  I  was  a 
member  of  one  of  those  special  commit¬ 
tees  which  traveled  all  over  the  country 
urging  immediate  demobilization.  As  I 
look  back,  I  realize  it  was  a  horrible  mis¬ 
take.  The  percentage  of  demobilization 
was  even  faster  than  it  was  in  World 
War  I.  But  as  I  look  back  on  that  it 
seems  to  me  there  was  a  touch  of  com¬ 
munism  in  the  program  to  get  our  coun¬ 
try  prostrate  even  at  that  early  hour  and 
Russia  had  her  finger  in  the  pie. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  think  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  truth  to  that,  too,  and  we 
should  have  sensed  it  and  taken  steps 
to  neutralize  it.  Anyway,  here  we  are. 

We  have  this  bill  and  the  3,500,000- 
man  force  that  we  are  being  asked  to 
build  up  is  the  concept  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  as  to  what  is  adequate  to  pro¬ 
tect  us  under  the  present  conditions. 
It  is  hard  to  prove  that,  like  simply 
saying  2  and  2  makes  4,  but  that  is  the 
concept  of  the  highest  men  and  it  is 
the  combined  judgment  of  the  highest 
and  ablest  men  in  our  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment.  Also,  in  this  bill  there  is  a 
provision  for  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  That  is  the  thing  which  is  caus¬ 
ing  all  the  trouble.  In  my  opinion  we 
have  gambled  in  the  past  on  our  secu¬ 
rity.  We  have  gambled  on  having  allies 
who  would  hold  an  enemy  at  bay.  We 
have  gambled  on  time  being  in  our  favor. 
We  have  gambled  on  distance  being  in 
our  favor.  But  those  advantages  are 
gone  to  a  great  extent  today.  We  have 
no  strong  allies  that  can  hold  off  a  tough 
enemy.  We  do  not  have  the  time  that 
we  once  had.  Planes  span  the  ocean 
every  day.  We  do  not  have  the  cush¬ 
ion  of  distance  between  us  and  our  ene¬ 
mies  because  we  have  annihilated  dis¬ 
tances  with  our  new  weapons  and  new 
types  of  planes  and  machinery.  So,  as 
I  see  it,  the  problem  is  this:  How  can 
America,  how  can  the  United  States,  get 
itself  in  the  correct  military  position 
except  by  devising  some  scheme  which 
will  permit  the  inflow  of  appropriate 
manpower  continually  so  that  we  will 
always  know  that  men  will  be  coming 
in  to  be  trained  and  on  whom  we  can 
rely  quickly  to  help  defend  America  in 
case  of  sudden  emergency?  It  is  some¬ 
thing  like  this  situation:  Out  in  the 
West  we  have  hundreds  of  acres  of  arid 
land  on  which  not  a  thing  can  be  grown 
without  irrigation.  What  do  we  do? 
We  build  huge  dams  along  the  rivers. 
We  dam  up  the  water  and  in  the  sum¬ 
mertime  when  the  weather  is  right  we 
bring  the  water  through  these  irriga¬ 
tion  ditches  to  the  arid  lands  so  that 
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we  can  farm  those  lands  which,  with¬ 
out  irrigation,  would  be  impossible  to 
farm.  We  figured  that  out  and  built 
the  West  by  the  conservation  of  water. 
It  is  the  same  problem  that  we  have  in 
our  military. 

We  must  devise  a  similar  scheme  to 
have  a  firm  flow  of  trained  men  in  the 
military.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any¬ 
thing  backward,  that  there  is  anything 
underhanded  or  anything  secret  about 
putting  this  into  the  law  now.  When 
we  are  in  this  rather  critical  situation, 
when  our  minds  are  focused  on  the 
method  and  means  to  properly  protect 
ourselves  in  the  future,  why  should  we 
not  think  of  a  national  over-all  mili¬ 
tary  policy  that  will  give  us  security? 
I  cannot  see  that  there  is  any  objec¬ 
tion  to  thinking  about  it  now.  Now 
is  the  time  we  ought  to  do  it.  This  pro¬ 
vision  is  an  integral  part  of  this  bill. 
If  we  do  not  get  that  permanent  policy 
it  means  that  our  build-up  to  a  strong, 
virile  Nation,  that  will  perhaps  hold  off 
aggression,  will  not  continue  to  maintain 
a  strong  place  in  the  world. 

One  of  the  greatest  men  who  ever 
served  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
Mr.  James  Wadsworth,  whom  all  of  the 
older  Members  know  has  been  for  this 
plan  since  1915  or  1916  when  he  was  a 
Senator  from  the  State  of  New  York. 
You  have  heard  him  expound  it.  He  is 
no  militarist.  He  does  not  want  to  mili¬ 
tarize  America.  There  are  hundreds  of 
our  men,  educators,  the  Governor  of  my 
State  and  men  of  that,  type,  who  are 
thoroughly  dispassionate  in  their  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  problem,  who  favor  this 
measure.  Our  whole  history  has  been 
like  a  fever  chart.  Once  we  build  up 
and  then  we  drop  down  and  then  we  go 
up  again.  We  go  up  fast  and  then  we 
come  down  too  fast.  I  want  to  see  Amer¬ 
ica  get  the  proper  equilibrium  so  that  we 
will  always  have  a  flow  of  citizen  soldiers, 
sailors,  marines,  and  fliers,  ready  to  go 
into  action.  I  believe  if  we  have  this 
type  of  thing,  the  aggression  which  we 
fear  today  will  not  come.  We  can  lick 
Russia.  We  all  know  that.  But  let  us 
not  lick  her  on  the  battlefield.  Let  us 
beat  her  before  she  starts.  Let  us  scare 
her  by  our  power,  our  efficiency,  our 
production,  and  our  manpower. 

Just  think  this  over:  Since  1945  the 
Soviets  have  gone  from  a  nation  of  200,- 
000,000  to  a  nation  that  now  dominates 
800,000,000  people  in  the  whole  -world, 
and  perhaps  more  today,  considering  the 
fact  that  they  have  their  finger  in  China. 
They  keep  biting  off  a  chunk  here  and 
a  chunk  there  and  a  chunk  here  and  a 
chunk  there,  and  soon  America  will  be 
facing  them  on  both  oceans  and  we  will 
have  to  fight  the  battle  entirely  alone. 

We  have  allies  in  Europe.  It  was  my 
pleasure  to  be  sent  there  by  the  chair¬ 
man,  and  I  want  to  say  now  that  I  do  not 
know  of  a  better  man  as  chairman  than 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vin¬ 
son].  He  is  a  worker  and  he  is  intelli¬ 
gent.  He  compromises  when  he  has  to, 
and  he  sets  an  example  for  all  of  us. 
Someone  has  implied  that  he  runs  over 
us  and  disregards  our  rights  and  privi¬ 
leges.  He  does  not  do  that.  If  you  in¬ 
sist  on  your  rights  you  will  get  them.  If 


you  do  not  insist  on  them  you  will  get 
them.  I  know  of  no  man  in  the  last  30 
years  in  this  House  who  has  seen  all 
these  ups  and  downs  of  the  military  who 
has  done  more  for  the  national  defense 
than  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  Carl 
Vinson. 

There  is  no  freedom  without  security. 
We  talk  about  our  freedom,  and  that  is 
the  most  precious  thing  we  have. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  10  additiorial  minutes. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  One  out  of  every  five 
and  one-half  of  the  men  in  this  House 
is  the  first  of  his  generation  in  the 
United  States.  That  illustrates  the  won¬ 
derful  freedom  that  we  have  and  the 
opportunities  that  are  afforded  us.  But 
I  want  to  point  out  to  you,  and  I  wish 
you  would  all  remember  it,  that  this  bill 
will  be  an  economy  measure.  The  3,500,- 
000  celing  that  we  are  talking  about 
will  cost  $35,000,000,000.  You  know  that 
the  American  taxpayer  cannot  possibly 
take  care  of  an  expense  like  that.  You 
Know  that  they  will  rebel,  after  a  little 
while.  By  getting  these  trained  Re¬ 
serves,  my  idea  of  it  is  that  they  will 
serve  about  6  months,  get  their  basic 
training,  and  then  they  will  go  into  the 
Reserves  for  6  years. 

Then  we  can  reduce  the  ceiling  of  our 
professional  soldiers.  They  are  the  ones 
that  cost  the  big  money.  To  train  a 
National  Guard  man  per  year  costs  $624. 
To  maintain  a  reservist  costs  $523.  If  the 
training  were  twice  as  much,  which  it 
may  be,  to  keep  them  battle-worthy,  we 
would  soon  save  a  lot  of  money.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  we  will  get  about  500,000  men 
into  our  services  every  year,  maybe  more. 
In  5  years  we  would  have  turned  out, 
therefore,  2,500,000  men  and  by  keeping 
them  battle-worthy  in  the  Reserve  train¬ 
ing  that  we  know  will  be  properly  de¬ 
veloped  we  would  have  men  then  to  re¬ 
place  the  professional  soldiers  that  we 
turned  out. 

This  bill  is  the  first  time  since  I  have 
been  here  when  we  have  had  a  chance 
to  vote  on  whether  we  want  to  formulate 
a  permanent  plan  that  will  give  a  perma¬ 
nent  solution  to  our  security  problems. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  In  reference 
to  the  gentleman’s  statement  that  this 
is  the  first  time  he  has  had  a  chance  to 
vote  on  this  matter,  I  would  call  his 
attention  and  that  of  the  membership 
to  the  fact  that  during  the  Eightieth  Con¬ 
gress  this  same  proposal  for  a  program  of 
military  training  was  unanimously  adopt¬ 
ed  by  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
when  the  Congress  was  under  the  control 
of  the  Republican  Party.  But  because  of 
the  imminence  of  adjournment  that  year 
the  bill  never  came  to  the  floor  for  con¬ 
sideration;  so  that  this  is  not  the  first 
time  that  a  bill  of  this  nature  has  been 
submitted  to  the  House  for  action. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  understand  that, 
but  we  did  not  get  a  chance  to  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  I  yield. 


Mr.  TEAGUE.  Will  the  gentleman 
tell  us  why  there  is  so  much  difference 
in  this  bill  and  the  one  that  was  reported 
back  in  1946? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Frankly,  I  cannot  do 
it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  I  will  tell  the  gentleman.  It  is 
because  this  is  not  a  leaf -raking  bill, 
not  a  soil-conservation  bill,  not  a  CCC 
program  bill,  this  bill  is  designed  to 
have  men  trained  for  a  military  emer¬ 
gency  should  it  arise.  That  is  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  this  and  the  other  bill. 
There  are  teeth  in  this  military  training 
bill  and  that  is  what  we  need  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  In  my  opinion  the  1947 
bill  had  teeth  in  it.  The  question  was 
whether  we  should  write  our  own  bill  or 
take  suggestions  that  were  sent  down  to 
us. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  think  the  plan 
when  we  finish  with  it  will  be  a  good 
plan,  and  it  is  our  bill,  written  by  my 
committee.  If  the  plan  they  send  down 
to  us  is  not  a  good  plan  the  committee 
will  fine  comb  it  and  make  it  good.  The 
purpose  is  to  teach  men  to  fight,  to  train 
them  to  defend  themselves,  to  teach 
them  how  to  fight,  how  to  kill,  even 
though  that  may  go  against  the  grain  of 
our  past  thinking.  If  a  man  is  sudden¬ 
ly  called  upon  to  do  his  supreme  duty  of 
defending  America  he  must  know  how 
to  protect  his  life ;  it  is  important  to  him. 

1  hope  he  will  never  have  to  do  it  but 
that  is  what  we  are  training  them  for, 
giving  them  the  right  to  live  and  to  sur¬ 
vive  in  combat  if  it  should  come. 

The  program  will  also,  in  my  opinion, 
be  of  great  value  for  these  young  men; 
they  will  learn  discipline,  which,  God 
knows,  the  children  of  America  need 
badly;  they  will  know  how  to  get  along 
with  other  people;  they  will  learn  how 
to  subject  themselves  to  reasonable 
rules;  they  will  learn  team  play;  they 
will  do  all  these  things  that  I  believe  are 
the  things  that  we  need  in  America ;  and, 
above  all  that  they  will  have  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  knowing  that  they  have  sacri¬ 
ficed  something  of  their  time,  their  op¬ 
portunities,  and  their  talents — for  what 
purpose?  To  make  America  secure,  to 
protect  America,  where  they  are  going 
to  live  and  have  their  children.  That 
will  be  a  satisfaction  that  will  go  with 
them  to  the  day  they  die. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Do  you  want  to 
take  7  years  to  do  it  as  this  bill  proposes? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  No;  it  will  take  about 
6  months’  training.  Then  they  will  just 
have  refresher  courses  every  year  of  from 

2  weeks  to  a  month. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  yield  further? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Certainly. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Is  that  authorized 
in  this  bill? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  bill  just  provides 
a  general  plan  and  the  plan  will  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  Congress.  It  is  possible  that 
after  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  has  had  a  chance  to  fine  comb  it  and 
see  that  it  is  a  proper  plan  some  changes 
will  be  made.  But  it  will  not  be  sub- 
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mitted  to  the  House  for  approval  until 
it  has  had  the  considered  judgment  and 
approval  ci  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Is  that  the  esti¬ 
mate  of  General  Marshall  or  the  lady 
who  has  charge  of  this? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  is  a  composite 
discussion  of  what  occurred  there.  I 
cannot  give  you  all  the  details.  You 
must  have  a  little  faith  in  the  people 
who  will  be  appointed  as  members  of 
this  Commission,  that  they  will  know 
something  about  the  problem  and  use 
their  common  sense  and  intelligence  in 
bringing  it  to  fruition.  We  have  pro¬ 
vided  for  a  Commission  of  five  men, 
three  of  whom  are  civilians,  two  military 
men,  one  of  whom  will  'be  a  reservist 
and  will  understand  the  viewpoint  of 
the  reservist. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  program  is  differ¬ 
ent  from  what  we  have  ever  ljad  before, 
and  it  is  better  than  any  we  have  ever 
had  before.  We  need  something  differ¬ 
ent  in  this  changing  world  we  are  living 
in  at  this  time.  This  is  a  program  that 
fits  the  New  World  in  which  we  are  living. 
I  predict,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  if  we 
stay  strong  the  aggressors  will  be  very 
slow  in  attacking  us  and  that  ultimately 
we  may  get  to  the  point  where  negotia¬ 
tions  may  be  taken  up  and  we  can  find 
some  way  to  resolve  our  differences  and 
go  forward  in  a  peaceful  way.  I  am  look¬ 
ing  forward,  like  you  are,  to  a  world  of 
law,  backed  by  enough  force  to  make 
those  laws  virile  as  our  civil  law  is,  and 
ultimately  to  a  concept  by  all  citizens 
that  the  only  kind  of  a  world  to  have 
is  one  in  which  the  people  have  respect 
for  law  and  order.  That  is  what  I  hope 
this  kind  of  a  bill  will  bring  into  being, 
putting  us  in  a  position  to  expound  and 
bring  about  a  peaceful,  law-abiding 
world.  It  is  a  tough,  delicate,  difficult 
job,  but  of  all  the  countries  this  great 
Republic  that  has  demonstrated  it  knows 
how  to  develop  laws  and  to  change  them 
to  meet  varying  conditions  is  the  one  that 
can  furnish  the  leadership  which  will 
bring  this  about. 

If  we  have  an  appropriate  security 
system,  I  look  forward  to  the  day  when 
we  will  not  be  worrying  about  an  on¬ 
coming  war;  all  we  will  have  to  worry 
about  is  to  see  that  the  system  which 
we  devise  as  between  the  nations  will 
be  one  which  will  be  workable  and  suc¬ 
cessful. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  The 
gentleman  spoke  of  looking  for  new  ways 
to  meet  this  terrible  aggressive  force. 
The  gentleman  also  eloquently  referred 
to  the  fact  that  in  World  War  II  we  used 
many  things  developed  in  World  War  I. 
Among  the  things  developed  in  World 
War  II  was  the  efficient  use  of  an  under¬ 
ground  in  enemy-occupied  territory. 
Did  the  committee  in  its  consideration, 
in  addition  to  the  allies  we  have  in  vari¬ 
ous  parts  of  the  world,  consider  the  po¬ 
tential  allies  that  we  have  in  such  places 
as  China — the  guerrilla  army  of  China — ■ 
and  in  such  places  as  behind  the  iron 
curtain  in  Russia  itself,  the  allies  that 
may  be  there? 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  was  not  con¬ 
sidered  in  connection  with  this  particu¬ 
lar  bill,  but  we  have  had  testimony  on 
that  subject,  for  instance,  when  we 
passed  the  CIA  bill.  I  have  heard  that 
discussed  by  many  individuals  in  open 
and  executive  sessions  of  our  commit¬ 
tee.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  a  fair  pros¬ 
pect  that  the  underground  in  some  of  the 
countries  behind  the  iron  curtain  may 
finally  revolt,  but  remember  that  with 
the  police  state  we  have  today  revolution 
is  made  very  difficult.  Remember  that 
Czechoslovakia  developed  a  fine  repub¬ 
lican  form  of  government  and  then 
learned  that  without  security  your  liber¬ 
ties  go  out  the  window. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  three  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  In  line 
with  what  the  gentleman  just  said  in 
reference  to  the  possibilities  of  our  allies 
behind  the  iron  curtain,  does  he  not  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  present  policy  of  the  ad¬ 
ministration  in  trying  to  come  to  agree¬ 
ments  with  these  gangster  governments 
is  such  that  we  are  to  a  very  large  extent 
abandoning  those  allies  behind  the  iron 
curtain? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  There  may  be  some¬ 
thing  to  what  the  gentleman  says. 
There  is  a  lot  of  merit  to  his  statement, 
but  still  I  say  it  is  pretty  hard  to  get 
behind  there  and  do  anything  effective. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  I  rise  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  to  the  fact  that  the  gentleman 
from  California  who  is  now  addressing 
the  House  is  one  of  the  combat  pilots  of 
World  War  I.  He  knows  what  he  is 
talking  about  from  the  ground  floor 
on  up. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  very  much  for  his  complimentary 
remarks.  Knowing  his  sincerity  I  ap¬ 
preciate  his  comments  more  than  I  can 
really  express  in  words. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  I  respect  the 
gentleman’s  judgment  very  highly,  and 
I  congratulate  him  and  the  members  of 
his  committee  on  bringing  out  this  piece 
of  legislation  in  the  form  it  has  been 
brought  up. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Price]. 

(Mr.  PRICE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I  listen 
to  the  arguments  being  raised  against 
this  important  legislation,  I  wonder  if 
those  arguing  against  it  are  truly  famil¬ 
iar  with  the  purpose  and  the  title  of  the 
bill.  This  is  no  bill  to  prolong  the  draft 
and  to  establish  universal  military  serv¬ 
ice  and  training  merely  in  order  to  make 
ours  an  armed  democracy,  another 
Sparta.  The  times  are  too  serious  to 
permit  of  such  experimentation.  This 
is  a  bill,  called  for  by  the  times,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  common  defense  and  secu¬ 
rity  of  the  United  States. 


I  grant,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  how  de¬ 
fense  and  security  are  to  be  provided  is 
a  subject  that  falls  "properly  within  the 
scope  of  congressional  consideration. 
Unless  our  Government  is  to  become  a 
military  dictatorship.  Congress  must  con¬ 
tinue  to  exercise  the  authority  assigned 
to  it  by  the  Constitution,  and  raise  and 
support  armies,  provide  and  maintain 
a  navy.  But  the  arguments  over  this 
legislation  are  not  arguments  over  the 
authority  of  Congress.  That  is  granted. 
The  arguments  over  this  bill  are  argu¬ 
ments,  primarily  over  the  need  for  de¬ 
fense.  Surely,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pro¬ 
longation  of  the  arguments,  and  the 
acrimony  involved,  can  lead  to  no  other 
conclusion. 

This  is  a  very  sobering  and  a  very 
saddening  thought,  Mr.  Chairman,  be¬ 
cause  it  implies  a  decline  in  national  mo¬ 
rality  and  a  diminuition  in  the  patriotism 
for  which  Americans  were  once  noted. 
In  our  colonial  period,  when  danger  of 
attack  lurked  in  every  neighboring  forest, 
in  the  early  days  of  our  Republic,  when 
enemy  vessels  sailed  brazenly  along  our 
coasts,  and  even  into  our  estuaries, 
Americans  were  not  so  indifferent  to  na¬ 
tional  defense.  A  century  ago,  when 
Great  Britain  built  ships  for  the  Con¬ 
federacy,  and  France  sought  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  European  monarchy  in  Mexico,  the 
United  States  did  not  fail  to  recognize 
the  danger  to  the  security  of  our  coun¬ 
try,  and  to  take  steps  to  remove  it.  My 
reading  of  history  does  not  tell  me  that 
Congress  failed  to  support  Theodore 
Roosevelt  when  he  shook  the  big  stick, 
or  that  Congress  failed  to  support  Wood- 
row  Wilson  and  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  in 
their  defiance  of  Germany  and  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Powers.  But  today,  there  seems  to 
be  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  some 
Members  of  Congress  to  gamble  with 
American  security  because  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  have  asserted  the  need  for  a 
larger  Military  Establishment.  This  dis¬ 
position  to  deny  the  needs  of  national 
defense  seems  plainly  a  disposition  to 
ignore  the  existence  of  danger.  We  are 
living  in  a  time  of  danger  and  of  crisis, 
and  yet  the  disposition  of  many  Members 
of  this  House  is  to  do  nothing  but  argue 
about  it. 

If  this  is  true,  the  threat  to  our  na¬ 
tional  security  is  compounded.  It  is 
dangerous  to  deny  the  existence  of  dan¬ 
ger;  it  is  even  more  dangerous  to  become 
complacent  about  national  security. 
And  yet  I  fear  that  complacency  is  be¬ 
coming  a  national  vice.  Because  ours  is 
a  large  country,  we  think  it  is  a  strong 
country.  Because  ours  is  a  free  country, 
we  think  it  is  secure  from  all  aggressive 
attack.  Because  ours  is  a  rich  country, 
we  think  it  is  invincible.  Because  in  the 
year  1951,  150,000,000  people  are  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  we  are  not  im¬ 
pressed  by  the  fact  that  even  5  years 
ago  193,000,000  people  lived  in  the  Soviet 
controlled  countries.  Nor  do  we  take 
note  of  the  fact  that  in  1950,  795,000,000 
people  were  already  under  control  of 
communism,  whereas  there  are  only 
725,000,000  people  in  the  United  States 
and  all  the  free  countries  allied  with  us 
in  the  defense  of  western  democracy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  before  we  became  com¬ 
placent,  I  do  not  think  we  argued  very 


1951  CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  3417 


much  about  the  need  of  national  defense. 
We  did  something  about  it.  Now  that 
we  have  become  complacent,  we  argue 
instead  of  acting.  It  is  true  that  at  one 
time  we  could  afford  a  measure  of  com¬ 
placency.  Our  situation  between  two 
oceans,  and  among  the  friendly  democ¬ 
racies  of  the  Western  Hemisphere,  pro¬ 
tected  us  from  immediate  attack,  and 
gave  us  time  to  prepare  an  offense  in  any 
war  in  which  we  became  involved.  This 
fact  was  true  of  the  continental  United 
States  in  1941,  in  spite  of  what  happened 
at  Pearl  Harbor.  It  is  not  true  in  1951, 
as  the  U.  S.  S.  R.  reaches  closer  and 
closer  to  us,  and  the  intercontinental 
bomber — which  our  enemy  has,  as  well 
as  we — makes  what  distance  remains  of 
less  importance. 

Mr.  Chairman,  last  June  we  were 
called  upon  to  fight  a  war  we  had  not  - 
expected  in  a  part  of  the  world  in  which 
we  had  no  strength,  against  an  enemy 
we  have  not  even  yet  been  able  to  reach. 
And  yet,  in  spite  of  the  stern  warning  of 
that  situation,  and  the  heart-rending  re¬ 
versals  our  troops  in  Korea  have  endured, 
we  are  still  arguing  about  the  size  of  our 
Military  Establishment  and  the  obliga¬ 
tion  of  all  citizens  to  contribute  to  the 
strength  of  it,  instead  of  taking  steps  to 
increase  that  strength  while  we  still  have 
time. 

We  are  quibbling  about  the  draft  of 
men  of  18  or  at  18y2,  while  men  grow 
daily  older,  and  the  danger  to  all  of  us 
increases.  As  if  6  months  in  any  man’s 
life  was  important  to  a  nation  facing  a 
threat  to  its  very  survival. 

We  are  ignoring  the  considered  opin¬ 
ion  of  the  leading  military  experts  of  the 
Nation,  on  the  size  of  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  needed,  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  Russia  already  has  command  of 
trained  troops  outnumbering  ours  by  the 
thousands. 

We  are  denying  the  democratic  prin¬ 
ciple  of  universality  of  service — though 
our  military  leaders  tell  us  that  only  by 
maintaining  a  constantly  replenished 
reservoir  of  trained  personnel  can  we 
hope  to  build  a  lasting  defense  with 
which  to  withstand  the  insidious,  the  re¬ 
curring,  and  the  unpredictable  attacks 
of  the  Communist  world. 

Opponents  of  the  bill  raise,  among 
other  objections  to  it,  the  argument  that 
it  is  a  hybrid  bill — one  part,  the  part 
covering  the  draft,  to  meet  an  emer¬ 
gency;  the  other  part,  the  part  provid¬ 
ing  universal  military  training,  a  long- 
range  proposition.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  say 
both  parts  are  emergency  measures — the 
draft  for  the  immediate  present;  UMST 
for  the  lasting  emergency  into  which 
previous  failures  to  act  have  plunged 
us.  If  we  had  established  UMST  when 
George  Washington  asked  for  it,  if  we 
had  established  it  in  1946  when  Presi¬ 
dent  Truman  asked  for  it,  maybe  we 
would  have  achieved  a  stable  peace  that 
would  have  permitted  us  to  do  away  with 
UMST  before  now.  But  today  we  need 
UMST  as  an  emergency  measure — to 
guarantee  our  future  and  to  save  the 
United  States. 

Today  we  live  in  a  period  of  tension 
of  uncertain  duration.  True  peace  is 
something  living  generations  may  dream 
about  and  remember,  but  may  never 


know  again.  Armed  truce  is  something 
we  may  yet  bargain  for,  as  being  prefer¬ 
able  to  war. 

And  yet  neither  war  nor  armed  truce 
is  necessary,  so  long  as  we  maintain  a 
posture  of  strength  adequate  to  our  de¬ 
fense  and  sufficient  to  discourage  a 
would-be  aggressor.  If  we  are  poor  in 
manpower,  in  comparison  with  our 
enemies,  we  are  rich  in  technical  skill. 
And  if  we  will  substitute  for  compla¬ 
cency  the  firm  resolve,  the  boldness  in 
planning,  and  the  consuming  devotion 
to  our  country  that  our  forefathers  con¬ 
sistently  displayed,  we  need  not  dream 
of  peace,  but  obtain  it.  War  is  not  a 
necessary  condition  of  living,  but  the 
maintenance  of  strength  is  a  necessary 
condition  of  living  as  freemen. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  for  this  legisla¬ 
tion  because  it  creates  machinery  for 
building  our  security.  In  the  words  of 
that  distinguished  soldier  and  able  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  the  Honorable  George 
C.  Marshall,  it  seeks  to  “give  us  a  durable 
layer  of  military  protection  that  would 
survive  the  alternate  moods  of  public 
alarm  or  complacency.”  It  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  our  defense,  not  for  today  and 
this  year  but  for  the  future  and  the 
endless  years  ahead. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  for  the  separate 
provisions  of  this  bill  because  I  think 
each  is  essential  in  providing  the  com¬ 
mon  defense  and  security  which  is  the 
over-all  purpose  of  the  bill. 

I  am  for  continuing  the  draft,  so  long 
as  it  is  necessary  to  meet  the  present 
emergency,  or  to  continue  our  posture 
of  strength.  I  am  for  the  provision  of 
the  bill  that  makes  men  of  18  y2  eligible 
for  induction,  because  18 Mj  appears  to  be 
the  median  age  at  which  there  occurs 
naturally,  in  our  society,  a  break  between 
high  school  and  college  or  work  as  the 
case  may  be.  The  average  age  of  high- 
school  graduation  in  the  United  States 
is  17%  years.  The  deeds  of  men  of  18 
in  the  War  of  the  Revolution,  the  War 
Between  the  States,  and  the  World  War 
illuminate  the  pages  of  our  history. 
Eighteen  is  not  a  basic  dividing  line  on 
physical  development  or  between  ado¬ 
lescence  and  emotional  maturity.  Some 
men  are  mature  and  married  at  18. 
Some  are  boys  at  21.  But  18  is  an  age 
by  which  most  young  men  have  achieved 
stamina,  resourcefulness,  and  adapta¬ 
bility.  An  age,  in  short,  as  many  lead¬ 
ers  have  testified,  at  which  young  men 
make  excellent  soldiers. 

I  am  for  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
that  establish  universal  military  service 
and  training,  because  I  believe  that  serv¬ 
ice  to  our  country  is  a  privilege  and  an 
obligation  of  citizenship.  Furthermore, 
I  believe  that  training  in  self-defense— 
not  against  the  neighborhood  bully  only 
but  against  the  international  bully  who 
threatens  all  nations — training  in  such 
defense  is  something  that  every  young 
man  has  a  right  to  demand  that  his 
government  give  him.  I  think,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  if  we  asked  the  young 
men  of  this  country  about  universal 
military  training  instead  of  asking  the 
oldsters  we  would  hesitate  less  to  pro¬ 
vide  it.  Our  high  schools  with  their 
gymnasiums,  their  swimming  pools, 
their  football  fields,  their  classes  in 


physical  education,  good  diet,  and  clean 
living  are  providing  only  a  part  of  the 
training  our  young  men  need.  The 
House  bill  would  provide  that  extension 
of  high-school  training  that  would  en¬ 
able  our  young  men  to  lead  not  merely 
healthy  productive  lives,  but  free  lives, 
unhandicapped  by  fear  of  any  man  or 
any  enemy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  universal  military 
service  and  training,  with  selective  serv¬ 
ice  to  be  operative  when  necessary,  pro¬ 
vides  the  most  effective,  economical,  and 
democratic  answer  to  the  problem  of  de¬ 
fense,  of  security,  and  of  peace  in  a 
harassed  world.  George  Washington 
warned  us  that  eternal  vigilance  is  the 
price  of  liberty.  Surely  such  vigilance, 
consistently  maintained,  participated  in 
by  all  Americans,  affords  an  opportunity 
for  a  resolute  people  to  maintain  their 
liberty  at  a  reasonable  price. 

I  cannot  believe  that  any  Member 
of  this  Congress,  or  any  living  Ameri¬ 
can  could  be  against  this  legislation  if 
he  keeps  uppermost  in  his  mind  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  it,  “To  provide  for  the  common 
defense  and  security.”  This  is  no  meas¬ 
ure  of  expediency,  but  one  of  necessity — 
and  the  only  possible  insurance  of  our 
survival. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Buffett], 

(Mr.  BUFFETT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

UMTS  PLAYS  INTO  STALIN’S  HANDS 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
UMTS,  like  most  fair  deal  schemes  since 
UNRRA,  plays  into  Stalin’s  hands.  This 
scheme  for  regimentation  of  American 
youth  would  be  a  sort  of  delayed-effect 
atom  bomb  on  all  America. 

At  one  stroke  it  would  wipe  out  the 
foundation  of  individual  freedom  on 
yvhich  our  military  security  rests  and  at 
'the  same  time  poison  the  morale  of  the 
American  people. 

Still  proponents  try  to  sell  this  bill  of 
goods  as  a  weapon  against  communism. 

This  claim  comes  from  the  very  offi¬ 
cials  whose  bungling  made  Communist 
Russia  a  world  menace.  Yet,  they  now 
ask  us  to  again  take  their  advice. 

And  so  I  proposed  first  to  explode  the 
false  claim  that  this  scheme  would 
strengthen  our  defense  against  com¬ 
munism.  That  hoax  should  no  longer 
deceive  Congress. 

It  worked  with  UNRRA  in  1944 — and 
Congress  discovered  afterwards  that 
much  or  most  of  UNRRA  actually  went 
to  strengthen  communism. 

It  worked  for  the  Acheson  crew  in 
1945,  when  they  dressed  up  Bretton 
Woods  as  a  peace  measure.  Later,  the 
individual  v/ho  maneuvered  Bretton 
Woods  through  Congress  was  identified 
as  a  Communist  agent. 

In  1946,  the  Acheson  crew  worked  that 
trick  on  the  so-called  British  loan — using 
a  mantle  of  anticommunism  to  bulldoze 
it  through  Congress.  Now  we  know  that 
these  billions  expanded  and  entrenched 
English  socialism,  the  halfway-house  to 
communism. 

In  1948,  this  emotional  trick  was  used 
most  blatantly  when  the  House  passed 
selective  service. 
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Now  Anna  Rosenberg  repeats  this 
counterfeit  claim: 

it— 

UMTS— 

gives  us  our  first  solid  hope  of  bringing 
the  Soviets  to  the  conference  table  in  a 
serious  mood  to  make  peace. 

This  claim  has  been  the  trump  card 
in  the  propaganda  for  every  new  deal 
foreign  scheme  since  1945.  Yet,  the 
Acheson-Marshall  crew  that  offers  it  has 
nothing  but  blunders  on  its  scorecard. 

History  tells  us  that  he  who  blunders 
once  in  statesmanship  will  blunder  again, 
and  such  blunders  are  as  fatal  as  crimes. 

For  my  part,  I  choose  the  intellectual 
level  set  by  General  Bradley.  He  has 
declared: 

National  defense  is  the  only  Justification 
for  UMTS. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  House  should  not 
pass  UMTS.  It  is  unsound  in  at  least 
five  major  respects,  any  one  of  which 
could  prove  fatal  to  the  country.  I  dis¬ 
cuss  these  perils  briefly. 

conscription  has  always  brought  war 

First,  it  would  weaken  America  be¬ 
cause  it  would  propel  us  into  war,  yet 
sap  our  strength  as  hostilities  result. 

The  history  of  all  major  nations  which 
have  adopted  universal  military  training 
tells  a  single  story.  Each  such  nation 
went  down  the  primrose  path  of  military 
expansion,  foreign  war,  defeat,  and  na¬ 
tional  decline.  In  France,  Germany, 
Italy,  and  Japan,  the  consequences  were 
the  same.  Always  the  rulers  found  it 
expedient  to  involve  their  countries  in 
war  in  order  to  preserve  their  political 
power. 

I  challenge  those  who  assert  that  this 
consequence  will  not  result  here  to  pre¬ 
sent  some  concrete  evidence  to  support 
that  claim. 

The  second  way  in  which  this  measure 
would  weaken  America  is  equally  sig¬ 
nificant. 

UMTS  WOULD  END  INDEPENDENCE  OP  CONGRESS 

With  this  scheme  in  operation,  the 
power  and  independence  of  Congress 
would  soon  cease  to  exist.  Congress 
would  almost  certainly  become  a  lackey 
for  the  military.  This  is  a  strong 
charge — but  an  honest  examination  of 
the  facts  of  our  political  life  today  but¬ 
tresses  its  accuracy. 

This  year  the  military  departments 
will  spend  a  sum  equal  to  more  than 
$100,000,000  for  each  congressional  dis¬ 
trict  in  America. 

Would  the  spending  of  such  gigantic 
sums  ever  operate  to  reward  or  penalize 
Congressmen  as  they  favor  or  resist  the 
demands  oi  the  military  departments? 

To  ask  the  question  is  to  answer  it. 
Money  is  power,  and  military  men  are 
human. 

The  military  departments  are  headed 
by  men  who  owe  their  position  to  the 
Fair  Deal  political  organization — who 
must  be  expected  to  use  their  spending 
power  to  keep  in  office  the  Congressmen 
who  do  their  bidding. 

Mr.  Chairman,  add  to  the  financial 
vote-pressure  force  the  power  to  regi¬ 
ment  the  youth  from  every  home  and 
fireside  in  America,  and  you  would  have 
us  on  the  threshold  of  a  totalitarianism 
terrifying  in  its  outline.  No  men  can 


safely  be  trusted  with  such  concentrated 
power. 

If  Congress  is  to  exist  free  from  domi¬ 
nation  and  control  by  the  military,  uni¬ 
versal  military  conscription  must  be  de¬ 
feated.  For  next  to  the  American  peo¬ 
ple  themselves,  an  independent  Congress 
is  the  only  great  bulwark  of  human  free¬ 
dom  on  earth. 

UMTS  HEADS  US  TOWARD  SOCIALIZED  MEDICINE 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  third  reason  why 
this  measure  would  weaken  America  is 
that  it  would  constitute  a  detour  road 
into  socialized  medicine. 

This  measure  contemplates  that  90 
percent  or  so  of  our  males  reaching  18 
would  be  inducted  into  military  service. 
Most  certainly,  they  would  be  entitled 
to  Federal  medical  care  during  that  serv¬ 
ice — and  more  important — that  service 
would  create  a  base  for  future  Federal 
medical  treatment  for  illness  or  dis¬ 
ability. 

In  another  20  years  or  less,  most  males 
of  the  adult  population  would  be  covered 
by  governmental  medicine.  Socialized 
medicine  would  be  here. 

Here  is  the  fourth  way  in  which  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  and  service 
would  critically  weaken  America. 

CONGRESS  SHOULD  NOT  GIVE  UP  FREEDOM 

This  measure  would  deliver  into  the 
hands  of  this  administration  new  and 
greater  powers  than  Congress  has  ever 
before  surrendered  to  the  executive 
branch  of  this  Government. 

Here,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  proposal  ap¬ 
proaches  the  fantastic. 

Not  in  75  years  has  Congress  or  the 
people  had  less  confidence  in  the  com¬ 
petence  or  integrity  of  the  executive 
branch  of  this  Government  than  right 
now. 

The  American  people  do  not  trust  this 
administration. 

The  majority  of  the  membership  of 
this  Congress  do  not  trust  this  adminis¬ 
tration. 

The  people  are  demanding  that  Con¬ 
gress  not  give  this  administration  more 
power — instead,  that  Congress  recover 
some  of  its  responsibilities  now  in  Exec¬ 
utive  hands. 

Mr.  Chairman,  those  who  vote  for 
universal  conscription  should  remain 
silent  in  the  future  about  administration 
arrogance  and  bungling.  They  know 
the  record  and  makeup  of  this  adminis¬ 
tration. 

A  surrender  of  our  basic  freedom  to 
those  in  whom  the  American  people  have 
no  confidence  would  be  an  inexcusable 
betrayal  of  responsibility.  No  Member 
can  dodge  that  fact. 

LIBERTY  IS  SOURCE  OF  FREEDOM 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  fifth  reason  why 
universal  military  training  and  service 
would  weaken  America  is  that  it  would 
strike  a  fatal  blow  to  the  heart  of  free¬ 
dom. 

Listen  to  the  late  Prof.  John  W.  Bur¬ 
gess,  of  Columbia,  long  a  leading  au¬ 
thority  on  political  science: 

I  cannot  believe  that  the  framers  of  our 
Constitution  vested  the  power  in  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  raise  and  employ  conscript 
armies  for,  and  in,  foreign  war.  It  is  the 
most  despotic  power  which  Government  can 
exercise.  It  can  be  so  exercised,  at  any 
moment,  and  on  occasion  created  by  Govern- 
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ment  itself,  as  to  sweep  away  every  vestige 
of  individual  liberty  and  put  the  last  drop 
of  blood  of  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in 
the  country  at  the  arbitrary  disposal  of  the 
Government. 

Once  this  scheme  became  law  there 
would  remain  no  area  of  personal  liberty 
not  exposed  to  seizure  by  the  state. 

AIT  rights  could  and  would  ultimately 
be  swept  away,  unless  the  people  were 
able  to  break  the  shackles  and  regain 
their  liberty.  Personal  rights,  property 
rights,  and  freedom  of  conscience  would 
disappear  as  they  have  been  swept  away 
in  other  lands  that  went  beserk  when 
the  menace  of  communism  seemed  at 
their  door. 

Here  again,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems 
hard  to  believe  that  UMTS  should  have 
serious  consideration.  Never  has  a  les¬ 
son  been  written  so  plainly  on  the  pages 
of  history  as  this  one. 

In  the  last  25  years,  three  great  na¬ 
tions — Germany,  Italy,  and  Japan — be¬ 
wildered  by  terrifying  propaganda  on  the 
perils  of  communism,  surrendered  their 
liberty  to  rulers  demanding  absolute 
power. 

In  each  case,  almost  unlimited  disaster 
resulted,  not  from  the  Bolshevik  menace 
without,  but  from  militarism  and  regi¬ 
mentation  within. 

With  the  blood  of  these  disasters,  iden¬ 
tical  in  pattern  with  the  Fair  Deal’s  pro¬ 
posals,  not  yet  dry  on  the  ground,  dare 
Congress  lead  the  American  people  into 
the  same  ambush? 

IS  ROAD  TO  TYRANNY 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  remind 
this  House  of  the  declaration  by  Talley¬ 
rand  to  Napoleon,  “You  can  do  anything 
with  bayonets,  sire,  except  sit  on  them.” 

With  the  rapid  obsolescence  of  mod¬ 
ern  weapons,  Talleyrand’s  shrewd  an¬ 
swer  to  Napoleon  pinpoints  the  fatal  flaw 
in  universal  military  service  today  even 
better  than  it  did  150  years  ago. 

If  Amei'ica  continues  on  the  road  of 
all-out  military  expansion  and  unlimited 
meddling  in  the  affairs  of  foreign  lands, 
America  is  headed  for  permanent  futile 
war. 

Add  continuous  military  expansion  to 
the  political  attractions  of  war  prosper¬ 
ity — and  you  have  the  virtual  certainty 
of  perpetual  war  and  life  without  hope 
for  America’s  children. 

The  American  people  are  entitled  to  a 
better  fate  for  their  children  than  un¬ 
marked  graves  in  far-flung  futile  con¬ 
flicts. 

What  tyrant  in  all  history  has  sent 
the  youth  of  his  country  farther  from 
their  homes  to  die  than  recent  Presi¬ 
dents? 

This  question  measures  the  peril  of 
putting  more  power  in  the  hands  of  men 
who  are  moving  us  toward  another  blood¬ 
letting. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  Congress  betrays 
the  American  heritage  if  it  approves  the 
shackles  of  universal  conscription  and 
effectively  destroys  the  strongest  bastion 
of  America’s  liberty. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Holifield]. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  sat  on  the  floor  of  this  House  all 
afternoon  and  listened  to  all  the 
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speeches  and  I  was  somewhat  amazed  at 
certain  of  the  utterances  of  these  Mon¬ 
day  morning  quarterbacks.  It  is  mighty 
easy  to  be  a  Monday  morning  quarter¬ 
back  when  the  game  was  played  on  Sat¬ 
urday  afternoon.  You  can  look  back 
and  say :  Why  didn’t  the  quarterback  call 
for  an  end-run  in  place  of  a  forward 
pass?  But  it  is  a  little  bit  different  when 
you  are  down  there  on  the  benches  as  a 
coach,  or  you  are  out  on  the  field  playing 
the  game. 

These  continual  references  to  Yalta 
and  Potsdam  ought  to  be  put  in  their 
proper  place.  Let  us  go  back  to  March 
of  1945  when  the  Yalta  and  Potsdam 
agreements  were  made.  How  many  of 
these  Monday  morning  quarterbacks 
who  are  now  finding  fault  with  those 
agreements  stood  up  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  at  that  time  and  criticized  or  com¬ 
plained  about  them?  There  were  very 
few,  because  the  condition  at  that  time 
was  somewhat  different  from  what  it  is 
today.  It  was  in  March  of  1945,  as  I 
remember,  when  the  Potsdam  and  Yalta 
agreements  were  made,  not  as  a  decision 
of  the  Department  of  the  State  or  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  but  made 
as  the  result  of  a  military  decision  by 
the  Chiefs  of  Staff  of  the  Allied  forces. 

They  made  those  decisions  on  the 
ground  of  saving  the  lives  of  American 
boys,  French  boys,  English  boys,  and 
other  boys  in  the  Allied  forces.  What 
was  the  situation  in  the  Pacific  at  that 
time?  Remember  that  this  was  before 
the  surrender  of  the  Japanese,  and  it 
was  before  the  atom  bombs  were  dropped 
on  Nagasaki  and  Hiroshima.  It  was  at 
a  time  when  we  were  fighting  on  Oki¬ 
nawa,  in  the  South  Sea  Islands,  digging 
Japanese  soldiers  out  of  the  fox  holes 
with  flame  throwers,  and  when  Ameri¬ 
can  boys  were  dying  by  the  thousands. 
It  was  at  the  time  that  over  200  of  our 
ships  had  been  sunk  by  Kamikaze  fliers 
in  the  South  Pacific  and  we  had  found 
not  adequate  defense  against  them.  Yes, 
we  made  the  agreement  with  Stalin  at 
that  time  to  bring  Stalin  into  the  war. 
A  million  soldiers  were  on  the  line  in 
Manchuria,  a  million  Japanese  soldiers 
were  up  there.  When  VE-day  came,  as 
it  did  come  within  a  couple  of  months, 
and  if  those  million  soldiers  on  the  Man¬ 
churian  border  were  not  engaged,  they 
would  have  come  home  to  the  home 
islands  of  Japan,  and  there  would  have 
been  a  million  more  Japanese  soldiers  for 
the  American  soldiers  to  fight,  and  the 
military  staff  at  that  time  said  that  if 
the  scale. of  losses  that  obtained  in  the 
invasion  of  the  home  islands  of  Japan 
was  the  same  at  it  was  at  Okinawa,  that 
we  would  have  lost  half  a  million  Amer¬ 
ican  boys  at  that  time.  Yes;  we  were 
anxious  at  that  time  to  get  the  Russians 
into  the  fight  because  we  did  not  know 
that  the  atomic  bomb  would  explode.  We 
did  not  know  that  the  Japanese  Empire 
would  surrender  on  August  12.  I  want 
to  point  out  further,  they  talk  about 
the  appeasement  of  Russia  during  those 
days  when  Russia  was  our  fighting  ally. 
Russia  had  12,000,000  casualties  and 
lost  a  million  and  a  half  men  fighting 
the  Germans.  Yes,  Russia  was  fighting 
our  war  as  well  as  theirs  at  that  time. 


There  was  reason  for  us  to  give  lend- 
lease  to  Russia  and  be  friendly  with 
them.  We  did  not  know,  of  course,  what 
would  happen  in  the  years  that  lay 
ahead  after  the  World  War  was  ended. 
We  are  all  against  her  now,  and  rightly 
so.  But  at  that  time  Russian  lives  were 
being  sacrificed  instead  of  American 
lives,  and  that  may  have  had  something 
to  do  with  the  Yalta  agreement  to  get 
Russia  into  the  fight.  At  the  time  the 
Potsdam  agreement  was  made  and  the 
east-west  line  of  occupation  was  drawn 
throughout  Europe,  we  had  not  yet  cap¬ 
tured  Berlin.  We  did  not  know  that  the 
Germans  were  going  to  fold  in  front  of 
Patton’s  tanks  and  the  other  armies 
that  vteri  sweeping  across  Europe.  We 
did  not  know  whether  there  would  be 
a  last-ditch  stand  in  the  mountains  of 
Bavaria  or  Berlin,  and  we  wanted  the 
Russian  armies  to  go  into  the  great  city 
of  Berlin  and  save  half  a  million  Ameri¬ 
can  lives,  if  necessary,  as  was  true  at 
Stalingrad  with  Russian  losses  when  the 
Germans  were  trying  to  capture  that 
city.  Yes;  the  times  were  a  little  dif¬ 
ferent  then.  No  one  arose  in  the  House 
at  that  time  and  criticized  the  Potsdam 
or  Yalta  agreements  because  there  were 
American  lives  at  stake.  Let  us  put  these 
things  in  their  proper  timing,  in  their 
proper  framework  of  time  and  military 
importance.  It  is  easy  now  for  the  Mon¬ 
day  morning  quarterbacks  to  criticize 
the  strategy  of  Saturday’s  game.  Hind¬ 
sight  is  always  better  than  foresight. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  RadwanL 

Mr.  RADWAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
often  had  occasion  to  criticize  the  pres¬ 
ent  administration  and  I  certainly  would 
be  one  of  the  last  to  try  to  defend  the 
present  administration  on  a  partisan 
basis  or  along  partisan  lines.  But,  when 
it  comes  to  the  security  of  my  country, 
then  I  want  to  support  that  administra¬ 
tion  and  certainly  partisan  politics 
should  not  be  injected  into  this  impor¬ 
tant  debate.  I  have  often  criticized  the 
Yalta  and  Potsdam  Agreements  and  I 
intend  to  do  so  at  the  proper  time,  and  I 
agree  with  the  last  speaker,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California,  that  it  has  no 
place  in  this  debate.  As  a  boy  at  home 
$nd  in  school  I  absorbed  almost  all  the 
reasons  why  universal  military  training 
was  wrong,  why  it  was  contrary  to  Amer¬ 
ican  principles  and  ideals.  Thus  the 
idea  was  always  abhorrent  to  me.  Even 
today  if  I  should  listen  to  the  beat  of 
my  heart,  I  would  still  vote  against  any 
universal  military  training  measure. 
Many  Members  of  this  body  must  feel 
likewise.  But,  when  endowed  with  a 
mind  as  well  as  a  heart,  dictates  of  rea¬ 
son  should  and  must  prevail. 

After  the  year  1945  I  began  slowly  but 
surely  to  change  my  mind  about  the 
various  aspects  of  universal  military 
training.  The  change  in  my  mind  was 
definite  when  in  1947  I  introduced  in  the 
New  York  State  Senate  a  resolution 
which  would  memorialize  this  body  to 
enact  a  universal  military  training  law. 
I  felt  then  and  I  feel  now  that  it  would 
be  the  only  peace  insurance  that  this 
country  could  buy. 


During  the  debate  thus  far  I  have 
heard  arguments  that  universal  military 
training  does  not  cut  down  the  casualty 
rate.  Sure,  I  read  the  yellow  sheet  put 
out  by  the  National  Council  Against 
Conscription.  That  same  group,  those 
same  thinkers  pinned  my  ears  back 
when  I  introduced  my  resolution  endors¬ 
ing  universal  military  training  a  few 
years  ago.  To  that  argument  I  say,  is  it 
not  reasonable  to  assume  that  South  Ko¬ 
rea  would  never  have  been  invaded,  that 
our  casualties  now  would  be  zero  instead 
of  60,000,  if  2  or  3  years  ago  this  Con¬ 
gress  had  enacted  a  universal  military 
training  law?  The  least  that  can  be  said 
is  that  we  would  be  far  better  prepared 
instead  of  being  caught  sadly  unpre¬ 
pared. 

I  appreciate  the  fact  that  the  Penta¬ 
gon  has  had  a  strong  hand  in  this  mat¬ 
ter.  I  realize  in  more  ways  than  one 
that  this  is  a  Marshall  product  that  is 
before  us,  but  I  do  have  confidence  in  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  of  this  House. 
Certainly  it  would  have  been  much  bet¬ 
ter  to  enact  this  measure  at  a  time  of  ab¬ 
solute  peace,  but  did  we  do  it?  In  1945 
and  1946  it  was  widely  insisted  that  any 
action  taken  at  that  time  might  be  dic¬ 
tated  by  the  hysteria  of  war  psychology. 
We  were  told  to  make  haste  slowly  and 
let  excited  wartime  feelings  settle  down 
before  arriving  at  a  decision.  Well,  war¬ 
time  feelings  did  settle  down.  Our  war¬ 
time  Army  was  demobilized,  but  nothing 
was  done  when  it  should  have  been  done. 
I  am  wondering  how  many  men  who 
were  then  Members  of  this  body  can  now 
search  their  conscience  and  say,  “I 
would  have  voted  for  it  in  1948,  but  I  am 
not  going  to  vote  for  it  now.”  How  many 
can  say  that? 

While  I  raise  my  voice  today  in  favor 
of  the  general  principle  of  universal  mil¬ 
itary  training,  I,  too,  am  opposed  to  low¬ 
ering  the  age  limit  below  19.  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  a  successful  program  can  be 
carried  out  without  going  below  age  19, 
but  this  is  something  that  is  secondary 
and  will  probably  be  resolved  and  com¬ 
promised  before  final  enactment  of  the 
measure  before  us. 

There  are  other  items  in  the  legisla¬ 
tion  before  us  that  can  be  objected  to, 
yes,  but  as  I  see  it,  the  sole  question  be¬ 
fore  this  House  is  whether  or  not  we  will 
properly  implement  our  strong  foreign 
policy  which  has  been  virtually  agreed 
upon  by  the  enactment  of  this  legisla¬ 
tion. 

Three  times  in  one  generation  this 
Nation  has  been  caught  unprepared,  and 
on  each  occasion  our  isolationist  feel¬ 
ings,  our  state  of  unpreparedness,  did 
not  keep  us  away  from  war.  We  have 
stumbled  three  times,  and  there  we 
should  have  corrected  our  mistake  after 
the  first  fall  we  did  not.  We  cannot  re¬ 
make  the  past,  but  we  do  legislate  for 
the  future.  Is  it  not  only  fair,  is  it  not 
only  reasonable  that  we  try  universal 
military  training  as  peace  insurance? 
Of  course  the  idea  of  compulsion  is  dis¬ 
tasteful.  There  is  no  moral  satisfaction 
that  by  law  we  shall  compel  the  youth  of 
our  land  to  learn  how  to  kill  as  well  as 
to  keep  from  being  killed.  There  is  no 
moral  satisfaction  that  for  the  first  time 
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in  our  history  we  must  resort  to  com¬ 
pulsory  conscription,  but  we  do  not  live 
in  a  world  of  our  own  choice,  of  our  own 
comfort.  We  are  faced  today  with  an 
implacable  adversary  who  does  not  and 
will  not  understand  our  honorable  inten¬ 
tions  unless  these  intentions  are  backed 
by  unquestionable  might. 

Even  the  enactment  of  this  bill  and  of 
a  universal  military-training  program 
will  not  be  a  guaranty  against  war,  but 
we  will  be  prepared.  Those  of  you  who 
are  lawyers  know  that  it  is  easy  to  talk 
settlement  when  you  walk  into  the  court¬ 
room  with  your  case  prepared. 

If  settlement  is  not  reached,  whether 
it  is  in  a  courtroom  or  in  international 
affairs  preparedness  is  essential  and  cer¬ 
tainly  very  helpful. 

Mr.  Chairman,  each  day  we  pray  for 
Divine  guidance,  but  I  think  we  pray 
that  our  minds  be  guided  and  not  our 
hearts 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee,  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union,  reported  that  that 
Committee,  having  had  under  consider¬ 
ation  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  and  security  of  the 
United  States  and  to  permit  the  more 
effective  utilization  of  manpower  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  States  by  authoriz¬ 
ing  universal  military  training  and  serv¬ 
ice,  and  for  other  purposes,  had  come  to 
no  resolution  thereon. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

(Mr.  AYRES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  AYRES.  Mr.  Speaker,  under  nor¬ 
mal  conditions  it  is  perhaps  advisable  to 
accept  the  advice  of  one’s  elders.  By 
the  same  token  one  could  assume  that 
under  normal  conditions  in  Congress  the 
views  of  the  experienced  Congressman 
should  be  accepted  rather  than  doubted. 
However,  the  bill  under  discussion  de¬ 
mands  individual  consideration  by  each 
Member,  young  or  old,  experienced  or 
inexperienced. 

I  enjoyed  listening  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  but  as  he 
proceeded  with  his  argument  I  became 
more  skeptical  of  his  views.  Speaking 
in  the  vernacular,  I  kept  asking  myself: 
“What's  his  angle?”  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  answered  my 
question  in  his  opening  remarks  when 
he  said: 

There  is  no  man  who  is  foxier,  more  astute, 
or  resourceful  than  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia.  He  has  a  barrel  of  tricks  and  no 
one  can  tell  when  he  will  pull  one  from  the 
bottom  of  the  barrel  to  upset  his  opponent. 
This,  is  not  to  indict  him  as  a  master  of  arti¬ 
fice  or  chicanery  but  to  prove  that  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  is  always  deter¬ 
mined  to  win  his  point. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  are  not  interested  in  having  a  hap¬ 
hazard  draft  bill  thrown  at  them  so  that 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  can  win  his 
point. 


I  have  not  been  a  Member  of  this  body 
long  enough  to  become  involved  in  any 
factions,  if  there  are  such.  Nor  am  I 
owned  or  dictated  to  by  any  organiza¬ 
tions.  Although  I  am  a  member  of  the 
American  Legion  and  admire  the  many 
fine  things  they  have  done,  I  am  not 
obligated  to  vote  for  this  bill.  Although 
I  have  a  long  Methodist  background,  I 
am  not  committed  to  vote  against  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  I  am  only  in¬ 
terested  in  the  facts  and  after  receiving 
same  my  uncalloused  conscience  will 
exert  all  the  pressure  necessary  for  me 
to  vote  my  convictions. 

This  is  not  a  partisan  argument.  It 
is  not  a  military  argument,  but  rather 
a  problem  affecting  every  American.  In 
fact  as  I  see  it  there  are  two  problems 
to  be  considered:  One  is  of  a  temporary 
nature,  we  all  hope — that  of  getting  pre¬ 
pared  quickly  enough  to  defend  our  way 
of  life;  the  other  problem  is  after  we 
have  handled  the  temporary  one — what 
must  be  done  to  guarantee  America’s  pro¬ 
tection  in  the  years  to  come.  Our  future 
problem  is  one  of  economics,  morality, 
and,  yes,  even  survival. 

Now  is  not  the  time  to  decide  whether 
universal  military  training  is  the  solu¬ 
tion  to  our  problems.  Now  is  the  time 
to  make  ourselves  strong  and  secure  in 
the  present  emergency. 

Last  week  during  the  recess  I  received 
the  cooperation  of  the  county  school 
superintendents  in  my  district  and 
through  them  arranged  to  talk  with 
hundreds  of  18-year-old  high  school 
senior  boys  and  their  parents.  I  felt 
that  if  the  boys  were  old  enough  to  be 
drafted  they  were  old  enough  to  be  told 
why  they  are  needed.  It  was  encourag¬ 
ing  to  learn  that  the  young  men  are 
willing  to  be  drafted  when  they  finish 
high  school  even  though  they  may  be 
only  18  years  old.  However,  neither 
they  nor  their  parents  want  the  military 
to  have  sole  jurisdiction  in  determining 
their  future.  The  military  has  lost  so 
much  prestige  in  the  last  year  that  it 
is  impossible  for  the  American  people 
to  have  the  confidence  in  them  to  turn 
every  18-year-old  boy  into  their  camp. 

I  believe  it  is  entirely  possible  for  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  to  write  a 
selective  service  bill  that  will  guarantee 
a  strong  defense,  raise  morale,  be  eco¬ 
nomically  sound  and  equitable  to  all 
persons  affected.  It  is  possible  to  work 
out  a  training  program  in  conjunction 
with  educators  that  will  not  discriminate 
against  the  not-so-intelligent  boy  or  the 
financially  poor  chap. 

As  Mr.  Mel  Hartley,  editor  of  the 
Lorain  Journal,  said  and  I  quote: 

The  time  has  come  to  end  all  wishy-washy 
procedure  concerning  the  draft.  Parents 
and  youths  of  draft  age  want  a  definite  pro¬ 
gram  set  up  and  followed  so  that  young 
men  of  the  Nation  can  know  in  what  direc¬ 
tion  they  are  going.  Congressmen  face  the 
duty  of  prompt  and  Intelligent  action. 

I  am  confident  the  Members  of  this 
House  who  speak  for  the  people  can 
meet  this  challenge  if  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  will  have  his  committee 
submit  a  bill  to  this  House  free  of  any 
universal  military  training  entangle¬ 
ments.  At  a  later  date  he  can  likewise 
through  his  committee  submit  a  bill 
written  by  the  committee  providing  for 


a  national  preparedness  corps.  Then  the 
people  through  you,  their  representa¬ 
tives,  can  express  their  opinions  and 
determine  our  future  course. 

We  must  consider  first  things  first  and 
In  my  opinion  the  selective  service  bill 
comes  before  any  long-range  military 
program. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  MCCARTHY  asked  and  was  giver/ 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  3fl 
minutes  today,  following  the  disposition 
of  business  on  the  Speaker’s  desk  and 
the  conclusion  of  special  orders  hereto¬ 
fore  entered.  / 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  V.  WILLIAM 
L.  PATTERSON 

ftfr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
been,  subpenaed  to  appear  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  on 
April  f>,  1951,  at  19  a.  m.,  in  the  case 
of  the  United  States  against  William  L. 
Patterson,  which  is  a  congressional  con¬ 
tempt  proceeding.  Under  the  prece¬ 
dents  of  the  House,  I  am  unable  to  com¬ 
ply  with  this  subpena  without  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  House,  the  privileges  of  the 
House  being  involved.  I,  therefore,  sub¬ 
mit  the  matter  for  the  consideration  of 
this  body. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  send  to  the  desk  the 
subpena. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  subpena.  \ 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia — United  States  of 
America  v.  William  L.  Patterson,  No. 
Criminal  1787-50 

To  Hon.  Clyde  Doyle,  of  California,  House 
Office  Building 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  In 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  at  United  States  District 
Courthouse  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  5th  day  of  April  1951,  at  10  o’clock 
a.  m„  to  testify  in  the  case  of  the  United 
States  v.  William  h.  Patterson. 

This  subpena  is  Issued  on  application  of 
the  defendant. 

Harry  ifc.  Hull,  Cleric. 

By  Michael  J.  Sullivan, 

Deputy  Clerk. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
been  subpenaed  to  appear  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  on 
April  5,  1951,  at  10  a.  m.,  in  the  case  of 
the  United  States  against;  William  L. 
Patterson,  which  is  a  congressional  con¬ 
tempt  proceeding.  Under  the  prece¬ 
dents  of  the  House,  I  am  unable  to  com¬ 
ply  with  this  subpena  without  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  House,  the  privileges  of  the 
House  being  involved.  I,  therefore,  sub¬ 
mit  the  matter  for  the  consideration 
of  this  body. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  send  to  the  desk  the 
subpena. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia — United  States  of 
America  v.  William  L.  Patterson,  No. 
Criminal  1787-50 

To  Hon.  Joseph  P.  O’Hara,  of  Minnesota, 
House  Office  Building: 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  In 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  at  United  States  District 
Courthouse  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
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mis sioner .  Sen.  Ferguson  criticized  employee-loyalty  program 
objected  to  criticism  of  U.  S.  for  not  {riving  wheat  to  India* 
tary-training  bill. 


Sen.  Rickenlooper 
House  debated  mili- 


SENATE 

1  JNJjOM.IHATtOIT.  Received  the  nomination  of  Robert  L.  Farrington  to 'be  Cooperative 
Commissioner  of  FCA  (p*  3466). 

2.  HOUSING.^S<^ntinued  debate  on  S.  349  •  the  defense-housing  and  cpmtounity- 
faciiities 'frHl  (ttd^  3433»  344o-56,  3463-6). 

3.  TRAITS?  ORTAT 1 ON •  SenX^tennis  criticized  a  recommendation  by  the  Defense  Trans¬ 
port  Administration  thaXjoad  limits  on  -oublic  highways  be  relaxed  (pp. 

)  .  3U33-S) .  \  ‘ 

4.  EMPLOYEES'  LOYALTY.  Sen.  FergusonS^(gd<'that  the  employee-loyalty  program  be 

tightened  by  providing  for  dischar^gd  o^^employees  who  were  formerly  (but  not 
necessarily  at  present)  disloy^h'Top.  34^s3)» 

. 

5.  INDIA  AID.  Sen.  HickenloPoer  stated  that  RussiaX*ad  China  arc  being  commended 

for  selling  grain  to^^Jndia,  but  that  the  U.  S.  is  b^VQg  criticized  for  failing 
to  "donate  wheat ^ffithout  even  being  accorded  the  privilege  of  buying,  for  our 
dollars,  certain  strategic  supplies  which  India  has  in  abujbkqjace"  .(pp.  3463-4). 


6.  AUDIT  RJ^OET.  Received  from  the'  Comptroller  General  a  report  on  tRfcs^audit  of  the 

Institute  of  Int e r- American  Affairs  for  the  fiscal  year  1950b  to  Exoeh^tures 
„'tKe  Executive  Departments  Committee  (p.  3>»2T) . 

X 

7 .  RECEGHRT)  until  .  9  (p -  n 

HOUSE 

8.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military  training  and  service 

bill  (pp.  346S-99). 
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REPORTS.  Received  from  the, President  the  First  Quarterly  Report  of  the  Directc 
of  Defense  Mobilization,  and  the  report  of  the  Munitions  Board  on  the  Ratio] 
\l ndus trial  Reserve  (m. 3 500 ) . 


Received  the Fourth.  •S^t'a^ial' ■'Heport  of  the  U.  S.  Advisory  Commission  on 
'Information,  regarding- ttie^ *?6]?e"igh 'informational  program  (p.  3500) .  / 


H'i 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


10, 


A.A.ACT.\h.  R.  3552  and  H.  R.  355^.  "by  Rep.  Sasscer,  lid.,  to  ameiyr  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  153^;  ;t.Q  Agriculture  Committee  (p.  3501] 


11, 


T0BACC6.  H.  R*  3553,  "by  Rem.  Sasscer,  Md.,  to  amend  the  tobacco-market  ing-quot? 
■  •provisions  of%he  Agricultural  .Adjustment  Act  of  1933}  to  Agriculture  Committet 
In.  3501). 


.12. 


PER  SORTED.  H.  R.  35^5*  by  Re-'.  ¥ier,  Minn.,  to  decentralise  and  improve  adrain- 
isbration  of  the  Ci-yil  Service  Retirement  Act;  to  Pos/  Office  a_nd  Civil  Service 
.  Committee  (p.  3501). 

H.  R.  355^*  "by  RenARlein,  IT.  Y. ,  to  amend  th$?Civii  Service  Retirement 
Act  to  -provide  for  retirement  on  full  &nuity  at  fSq;e  55  after  30  years  servici 
and  with  optional  retirement  at  reduced  annuity/af  ter  30  yea.rs  service  when 
age  i  s  50  years  or  more,  hu^under  55;  to  Pos^  Office  and  Civil  Service  Commit¬ 
tee  (p.  3501). 

H.  R.  *3557,  by  Rem.  Klein, ’Sto  amend  thj^  Civil  Service  Retireme nt  Act  to  pre 
vide  a  full'  annuity  compute tionVor  employees  involuntarily  separated  after 
having  rendered  at  least  25  years\>f  service;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service 
Committee  (t>.  350l).  g 

H.  R.  3559 »  h.7  Rep.  McCormack,  Ms,,  and  H.  R.  35^0,  "by  Rep.  Shafer,  Mich, 
to  establish  the  Federal  Agency  .foBrHafadi capped,  and  to  define  its  duties;  to 
Education  and  Labor  Committee  ('o«V\5501, 


IS. 


EDUCATION.  H.  R.  3547,  hy  Ren^eller,  E.  to  amend  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  so  as  to  require  +hjt  at  lea°t  25  Percent  of  the  regular  urogram 
oner^ting  schedule  of  each  ^commercial  television  station  shall  he  devoted  to 
noncommercial  education  programs;  to  Interstate and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee 
(p.  3501) • 


i4. 


LAUDS.  S.  R.  3540,  tnarRep.  Berry,  S.  Dak.,  to  provide  for  boundary  adjustments 
of  the  Badlands  Rational  Monument,  in  the  State  of  So^th  Dakota;  to  Interior 
and  Insular  Affair#?  Committee  (n.  3501)- 


15, 


FIBER  PRODUCTS  L^BELIUG.  S.  IP.0J,  by  Sen.  Green,'  to  nrott^t  producers,  ma.nu- 
facturers,  distributors,  and  consumers  from  the  unreveclecPpresence  of  fiber 
content  in  spun,  woven,  knitted,  felted,  or  other  manufactured  fiber  products; 
to  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee . (p.  3^2S) 


GRAZllTGj/  S.  12o9,  by  Sen.  Chavez,  directing  the  issuance  of  a  grazing  permit 
to  Ha»ry  A.  Mosimann;  to  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  (n.  3^ 


RESJ&RCE.  H.  R.  353^*  hy  Ren.  Corbett,  Pa.,  and  E.  R.  353^,  by  Rep. 

provide  for  research  into  the  health  hazards  of  air  pollution;  to  interstate 
Foreign  Commerce  Committee  (p.  3501). 


WATER  UTILIZATION.  E.  R.  35'^'-,  by  Rem.  D1  Ewart ,  Mont.,  granting  the  consenSVand 
annroval  of  Congress  to  a.  compact  entered  into  by  the  States  of  Mont.,  IT.  Da 
and  Wyo.  for  utilization  of  the  waters  of  the  Yellowstone  River;  to  Interior 
and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  (p;  3501)* 
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NORTH  CAROLINA 

Sitele  I.  Ledbetter,  Mount  Gilead,  N.  C.,  In 
place  pf  J.  H.  Ledbetter,  deceased. 

Char  res  Braxton  Craven,  Ramseur,  N.  C.,  In 
place  of  X  R.  Steele,  retired. 

Berdis  R\Stone,  St.  Pauls,  N.  C.,  In  place 
of  W.  J.  Burl^r,  resigned. 

STCRTH  DAKOTA 

Charles  W.  Mcijeil,  Mott,  N.  Dak.,  In  place 
of  W.  T.  Wakefield,  retired. 

Vivian  M.  Hilden, TEeeder,  N.  Dak.,  in  place 
of  J.  F.  Ford,  retired. 

OHI0 

Harry  F.  McLaughlin,  Carrollton,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  E.  F.  Lawler,  retire 

Warren  D.  Huffmyer,  Cortland,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  J.  K.  Dilworth,  retired\ 

John  Bennett  Burford,  Farmd\e,  Ohio,  in 
place  of  G.  F.  Burford,  retired. 

Charles  R.  Kline,  Medway,  Ohio, 'in  place 
of  M.  C.  Rees,  resigned. 

Howard  R.  Thompson,  Piketon,  Ohlq,  in 
place  of  G.  J.  Stoll,  resigned. 

Donald  P.  Auxter,  Seville,  Ohio,  in  place' 

C.  L.  Hewit,  retired. 

OKLAHOMA 

Lorraine  S.  Fogarty,  Guthrie,  Okla.,  in 
place  of  G.  J.  Martin,  retired. 

Homer  Schneider,  Hitchcock,  Okla.,  in 
place  of  G.  T.  Wilkinson,  transferred. 

Francis  B.  Bordenkircher,  Jennings,  Okla., 
in  place  of  E.  B.  Simpkins,  transferred. 

OREGON 

Harry  E.  Way,  Aumsville,  Oreg.,  in  place  of 
A.  E.  Bradley,  resigned. 

Velma  F.  Evers,  Elmira,  Oreg.,  in  place  of 
E.  D.  Smith,  resigned. 

Chester  L.  Langslet,  Klamath  Falls,  Oreg., 
in  place  of  B.  E.  Hawkins,  retired. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Robert  W.  Ecelbarger,  Big  Run,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  H.  F.  Ecelbarger,  deceased. 

Charles  J.  F.  Ellis,  Connellsville,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  L.  M.  Clark,  deceased. 

Patrick  N.  Lindner,  Enon  Valley,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  E.  G.  Watt,  transferred. 

Louis  S.  Heins,  Huntingdon  Valley,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  R.  M.  Montayne,  resigned. 

Willis  P.  Kiehl,  Mayport,  Pa.,  in  place  of 
Harry  Reinsel,  resigned. 

Carl  F.  Hynek,  Jr.,  Meadowbrook,  Pa.,  in 
place  of  F.  M.  Rorke,  resigned. 

Guy  V.  Kingree,  Smoketown,  Pa.,  in  place 
of  G.  L.  Brookmye*,  resigned. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 


Willard  F.  Martin,  Pukwana,  S.  Dak.,  in 
place  of  H.  F.  Evers,  transferred. 

TEXAS 

Edgar  L.  Coale,  Angleton,  Tex.,  in  place  of 
A.  J.  LeRibeus,  resigned. 

Frederich  W.  Wiedner,  Cibolo,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  E.  H.  A.  Schlather,  retired. 

Frank  C.  Newbrough,  Hargill,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  Foster  Stewart,  retired. 

Kenneth  L.  McAdoo,  Higgins,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  L.  G.  Shejrieb,  resigned. 

Lillian  Belle  Burke,  La  Villa,  Tex.,  in  place 
of  Haroi^f'  Sparks,  removed. 

Genevieve  J.  Short,  Machovec,  Tex.,  office 
established  January  26,  1948. 

D.  Yoakum,  Milano,  Tex.,  in  place  of 
jella  Elam,  removed. 


VIRGINIA 

William  B.  Newton,  Ellerson,  Va.,  in  place 
of  B.  H.  Garrett,  resigned. 

William  E.  Phillips,  Gladys,  Va.,  in  place  of 
R.  C.  Morgan,  retired. 

WASHINGTON 

Sanford  M.  Lord,  Kelso,  Wash.,  in  place  of 
T.  H.  Van  Noy,  retired. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Bob  Henderson,  Sistersville,  W.  Va.,  in  place 
of  J.  C.  Archer,  retired. 

WISCONSIN 

William  R.  McCarville,  Darlington,  Wis.,  in 
place  of  N.  M.  DeMuth,  transferred. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  April  5  (legislative  day  of 
March  26),  1951: 

Postmasters 

ALABAMA 

Willie  Mae  Green,  Uriah. 

ARIZONA 

k  May  E.  Roebuck,  Tiger. 

COLORADO  jf 

Dorothy  R.  Arko,  Royal  Gorge. 

FLORIDA 

Mildr^L  p.  Thornton,  Ormond  Beach. 

GEORGIA 

Louise  S.  Drum ,  Franklin  Springs. 

Philip  R.  Bradford,  Lavonia. 

James  T.  Bray.  Scottdale. 
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Alvin  L.  Helin,  B: 


ANSAS 

wster. 

Paul  P.  Mudd,  Gorham. 

Lauren  Holt,  Hoyt. 

Omer  E.  Landry,  Zt 

KENTUCKY 

Raymond  D.  Stigall,  Danville. 
Rolfie  R.  Bell,  Philpot. 

LOUISIANA 

Garland  Bond,  Denham  Springs, 
George  M.  Scott,  Vamado 

MAINE 

Gardner  C.  Grant,  Cherryfield. 
Ernest  H.  Niles,  Monmouth. 

MARYLAND 

Joseph  H.  Johnson,  Cardiff. 

Laura  McC.  Lee,  Perryman. 

Jane  V.  Thume,  Trappe. 

MICHIGAN 

John  H.  McFarland,  Jr.,  Alma. 
Mancel  J.  Wintermute,  Deckerville. 
Frank  C.  Middel,  Detroit. 

Carl  Knepp,  Fairview. 

John  C.  Lane,  Galesburg. 

James  Post,  Grayling. 

Melvin  E.  Lietzke,  La  Salle. 

William  J.  Johnson,  Leland. 

Ivan  J.  Payne,  Middleville. 

Clayton  R.  Ramsay,  Mulliken. 

Earl  Willey  Kenrick,  Onaway. 
Robert  W.  Crawford,  Otisvllle. 
Stephen  J.  Doster,  Plalnwell. 
William  A.  Wright,  Tecumseh. 
John  Youngs,  Vandalia. 


MINNESOTA 

Robert  E.  Kennedy,  Ah-Gwah-Ching 

MISSOURI 

Alice  Rhodes  Sharp,  Gideon. 

William  J.  Onder,  Mapaville.. 

James  F.  Roberts,  Martin  City. 

.  Levi  Judson  Henry,  Jr.,  Rsfvenwood. 
Argyl  E.  Kistler,  Stella.  / 

MONTANA 

Glenn  L.  Buckingham,  Terry. 

John  R.  Vickers,  ylrginia  City. 

NEW  YORK 

John  EUgene  Robson,  Bovina  Center. 
William  A.  Murphy,  Irvington. 
Norman  S.  Wilber,  Mount  Tremper. 
Francis/V.  Leahy,  Newark. 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Auburn  E.  Andrews,  Banner  Elk. 
Birdie  W.  Twombly,  Barium  Springs. 

y 

/  OHIO 

George  F.  Graf,  Findlay. 

Michael  J.  Belardine,  Mingo  Junction. 
Cyril  S.  Gladden,  Mount  Gilead. 

Mark  R.  Seaman,  Peebles. 

Reva  J.  Snowden,  Rutland. 

Fred  P.  Jung,  Twinsburg. 

OKLAHOMA 

Edward  G.  Foster,  Talihina. 

Roger  W.  Butner,  Wewoka. 

OREGON 

Chester  R.  Merrill,  Hillsboro. 

Bernice  I.  Denson,  Seneca. 

Treva  K.  Reiss,  Weston. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Jack  Kiser,  Hungerford. 

Robert  Schneider,  Scenery  Hill. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Easton  M.  Rice,  Calhoun  Falls. 

Earl  S.  Dozier,  Marion. 

TEXAS 

Earl  G.  Saxon,  Boerne. 

Alfred  W.  Johnson,  Cayuga. 

Letha  M.  Garrett,  Center  Point. 
Donato  Flores,  Hebhronville. 

Alla  B.  Poynor,  Kamay. 

Mary  A.  Thomas,  Leggett. 

Claude  B.  Pottinger,  Lott. 

Una  M.  Watkins,  Markham. 

Nicholas  F.  Miller,  Waelder. 

VERMONT 

Harley  W.  Hutchins,  Alburg. 

X 

VIRGINIA 

James  A.  Mills,  Bayside. 

Henderson  B.  Harris,  Berryville. 

Aylor  Richardson  Stone,  Blairs. 

Grace  M.  Autry,  Denbigh. 

William  R.  Stamper,  Elk  Creek. 

Carson  H.  Turner,  Laurel  Fork. 
William  H.  Gillespie,  Monterey. 
Byron  P.  Lambert,  Richlands. 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Addie  M.  Burnett,  Crum. 

Erma  E.  Keeney,  Eastbank. 

Wayne  S.  Myers,  Ravenswoad. 

WYOMING 

Michael  J.  Koski,  Newcastle. 
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The  House  met  at  12  o’clock  noon. 

Rev.  Vernon  Yearby,  pastor,  First 
Baptist  Church,  Midland,  Tex.,  offered 
the  following  prayer: 

Our  Heavenly  Father,  great  God,  in 
humility  we  recognize  Thee  as  sovereign 
and  boldly  come  to  Thy  throne  of  grace. 
We  beg  divine  direction  in  these  unprece¬ 
dented  days  when  our  world  is  fear- 
ridden.  We;  pray  for  a  true  sense  of 
spiritual  values  when  we  see  men’s  minds 
are  warped,  t\eir  faith  damaged,  and 
values  are  distorted.  We  bring  these 
statesmen  to  Thee,  asking  that  Thy  hand 
may  rest  upon  them  to  bring  healing  to 
this  sick  civilization.  Grant  these,  our 
petitions,  and  may  Thy  mercy  and  grace 
be  demonstrated  in  spiritual  awakenings 
because  we  pray  in  Jesus’  name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of 
yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 

COMMITTEE  ON  EXPENDITURES  IN  THE 
EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  on  Government  Operations  of  the 
Committee  on  Expenditures  in  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Departments  may  sit  during  gen¬ 
eral  debate  this  afternoon. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 

There  was  no  objection.  J 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  ANFUSO  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  the  House  for  5  min¬ 
utes  today,  following  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

CORRECTION  OF  ROLL  CALL 

Mr.  REDDEN.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll  j 
call  22,  page  3396  of  yesterday’s  Record, 

I  am  not  recorded.  I  was/present  and  ; 
answered  to  my  name.  I  ask  unanimous  [ 
consent  that  the  Record  and  Journal  - 
be  corrected  according]/. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is/there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  North  f 
Carolina?  / 

There  was  no  .Objection. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

(Mr.  SIKES  Asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Hecord.) 

[Mr.  SIKES  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendik.] 

/  CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mi/  CORBETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the.point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  SPEAKER,  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present. 


or  Ke 


Thursday,  April  5, 1951 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered.  / 
The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol- 


lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names:  f 

[Roll  No.  23] 

Allen,  Ill. 

Evins 

Muiter 

Allen,  La. 

Gamble 

MurjShy 

Anderson,  Calif.  Gillette 

Miyray,  Wis. 

Armstrong 

Halleck 

OiKonskl 

Bakewell 

Heller 

Bbwell 

Barrett 

Hill 

/tains 

Beall 

Horan  J 

’Sabath 

Bolton 

Jackson,  Was/. 

Scott,  Hardie 

Boykin 

Judd  / 

Scott, 

Brehm 

Kearns  / 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Brown,  Ohio 

Keating  / 

Shelley 

Brownson 

Kee  / 

Siemlnski 

Buchanan 

Kenned/ 

Smith,  Kans. 

Burton 

Kilbum 

Smith,  Va. 

Carnahan 

King/ 

Tackett 

Celler 

Kirw&n 

Talle 

Chenoweth 

Klafn 

Thomas 

Combs 

Latham 

Tollefson 

Coudert 

McCarthy 

Vursell 

Curtis,  Mo. 

McGrath 

Welch 

Dawson 

/McKinnon 

Whitaker 

Deane  , 

<  Mansfield 

Widnall 

Dlngell  / 

Meader 

Wood,  Ga. 

Dollinger  r 
Dorn  / 

Engle  f 

Miller,  Calif. 

Morton 

Moulder 

Woodruff 

The  SPEAKER.  Three 

hundred  and 

fifty/six  Members  have  answered  to  their 
names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 

1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 

MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE 

ACT 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for 
the  common  defense  and  security  of  the 
United  States  and  to  permit  the  more 
effective  utilization  of  manpower  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  States  by  author¬ 
izing  universal  military  training  and 
service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill  S.  1,  with 
Mr.  Cooper  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Commit¬ 
tee  rose  on  yesterday,  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  had  con¬ 
sumed  4  hours,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  had  consumed  2 
hours  and  58  minutes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire 
to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  if  he 
will  permit  me  to  use  1  Sour  at  this  time. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to 
yield  to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
1  hour  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 


from  Louisiana,  ranking  majority  mem¬ 
ber  on  the  Committee  on  the  Armed 
Services  [Mr.  Brooks]. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
been  looking  forward  to  this  opportunity 
for  a  long,  long  time,  the  opportunity 
to  appear  in  the  well  of  this  House  to 
discuss  this  particular  bill,  S.  1,  as 
amended  by  the  Blouse. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  bill  has  two  funda¬ 
mental  purposes,  the  first,  that  of  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Selective  Service  System. 

Military  drafts  in  the  history  of  the 
United  States  are  not  new.  We  had 
military  drafts  many  years  back  and  in 
emergencies,  but  the  modern  draft — that 
is,  the  Selective  Service  System  as  we 
know  it  today — had  its  beginning  in  the 
First  World  War. 

We  entered  the  First  World  War  with 
no  Reserves  and  no  Selective  Service 
System.  It  was  not  until  approximately 
the  midpoint  of  the  First  World  War 
that  this  Congress  did  adopt  a  Selective 
Service  System  and  put  it  into  effect.  It 
was  in  full  operation  before  the  end  of 
the  war.  We  let  it  lapse  after  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  that  war. 

When  the  war  clouds  developed  over 
Europe,  when  Germany  attacked  Poland 
and  later  on  attacked  France,  we  moved 
quickly  to  adopt  again  a  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System  which  served  us  well  when 
this  country  was  engulfed  in  the  Second 
World  War. 

It  is  significant,  however,  that  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  System  that  we  adopted 
in  the  year  before  we  entered  the  Sec¬ 
ond  World  War  was  the  first  time  that 
a  peacetime  draft  law — that  is,  a  law 
passed  during  time  of  peace  for  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service — was  put  on  the  books. 
Since  then,  of  course,  we  have  extended 
the  Selective  Service.  We  carried  this 
act  on  the  books  for  a  number  of  years; 
then  in  1948  we  passed  another  major 
bill  extending  the  Selective  Service 
System. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  use  of  younger  men 
in  military  emergencies  is  not  new.  If 
you  study  the  history  of  the  world,  you 
will  find  young  men  have  always  made 
excellent  soldiers  when  they  were  used. 
Napoleon  found  that  out  in  the  course  of 
his  marches  over  the  hills  and  valleys  of 
Europe.  This  Nation  found  that  out 
during  the  Civil  War,  when  we  resorted 
not  only  to  18-year-olds  but  to  men 
much  younger  than  18. 

If  you  will  pardon  a  personal  refer¬ 
ence,  it* has  not  been  long  since  I  had 
occasion  to  drive  out  over  the  hillsides 
of  Virginia  to  Haymarlcet,  looking  for 
the  grave  of  one  of  my  great-uncles.  He 
was  killed  in  the  second  Battle  of  Bull 
Run.  When  I  uncovered  the  headstone 
and  removed  the  fungus  and  growth  of 
many  years  on  it  with  soap  and  hot 
water,  I  discovered  the  fact  that  he  had 
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been  killed  in  the  second  Battle  of  Bull 
Run,  a  first  lieutenant,  at  the  age  of  18 
years,  3  months  and  21  days.  On  both 
sides,  both  North  and  South  during  that 
war,  18-year  olds  did  perform  a  magnifi¬ 
cent  job  and  were  certainly  entitled  to 
the  recognition  which  their  age  and  their 
service  and  their  valor  gave  to  the  his¬ 
tory  of  this  country. 

I  might  make  a  further  personal  ref¬ 
erence,  if  you  will  overlook  it,  in  the  fact 
that  I,  too,  entered  the  First  World  War 
as  an  18-year-old  soldier;  not  as  a 
colonel  or  a  major,  but  as  an  enlisted 
soldier,  and  I  know  something  about 
what  the  18-year-old  soldier  can  do  from 
my  own  personal  experience.  I  say  to 
you  today.  Members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  that  sometimes  I  think 
we  would  be  far  better  off  here  if  the 
voice  of  the  enlisted  man  was  heard 
oftener  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  I 
was  an  enlisted  man.  Sometimes  they, 
too,  can  contribute  a  great  deal  to  the 
discussions  of  the  bills  and  the  resolu¬ 
tions  which  we  have  before  us  for  con¬ 
sideration.  I  would  like  to  have,  if  it 
were  possible,  a  statement  from  enlisted 
men  alone  as  to  what  they  think  the 
18-year-old  man  can  do  in  a  war  and  in 
a  battle.  I  think  it  would  b.e  most  inter¬ 
esting  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

So  much  for  the  draft  because,  after 
all,  that  is  not  the  serious  feature  of  the 
bill.  That  is  not  the  feature  of  the  bill 
that  has  given  us  concern  and  trouble 
and  major  discussion  at  the  present  time. 
On  the  contrary,  the  feature  of  the  bill 
which  is  of  great  interest  to  us,  certainly, 
and  concerns  us,  is  TJMT — that  is,  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  Universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  is  something  new  to  this 
country  and  yet  it  is  not  new  to  the  dis¬ 
cussions  or  to  the  forum  or  to  the  town 
meetings  in  the  United  States.  It  was 
shortly  after  the  First  World  War  that 
great  patriotic  organizations,  like  the 
American  Legion  and  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars  and  other  patriotic  and 
service  organizations,  thought  the  time 
had  come  in  the  history  of  the  country, 
if  we  were  going  to  stay  out  of  war,  that 
we  should  adopt  some  form  of  universal 
military  training.  Through  the  years 
these  patriotic  organizations  have  gone 
on  record  in  their  conventions,  in  their 
meetings,  in  their  posts,  in  their  discus¬ 
sions  in  favor  of  some  form  of  universal 
military  training.  It  was  not  until  the 
Woodrum  committee  was  officially  set  up, 
however,  that  we  recognized  the  force 
and  the  contents  of  the  argument  for 
universal  military  training.  I  served  as 
a  member  of  that  committee.  We  had 
hearings  lasting  3  to  4  months,  and  I 
heard  hundreds  of  witnesses  take  one 
view  and  then  another  view  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  need  for  universal  military 
training  in  the  United  States  of  America. 
I  came  out  of  that  convinced  that  the 
time  had  arrived  in  the  United  States  to 
liberalize  the  burden  of  national  defense 
by  adopting  some  form  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  As  inventions  and  me¬ 
chanical  contrivances  have  been  per¬ 
fected  and  the  world  has,  in  effect, 
shrunk,  and  our  problems  have  increased 
and  our  period  of  isolation  has  retreated 
further  and  further,  we  can  no  longer 
think  of  ourselves  as  a  nation  like  an 


ostrich  with  his  head  in  the  sand.  More 
and  more  I  am  convinced  that  if  this 
country  is  going  to  stay  out  of  another 
major  war,  if  we  are  to  make  the  country 
secure,  we  must  adopt  some  form  of 
universal  military  training. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  As  one  Member  of 
the  House  who  does  not  have  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  serving  on  the  gentleman’s  com¬ 
mittee,  I  would  like  to  know  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  in  any  position  to  tell  us  just  what 
kind  of  a  system  of  universal  military 
training  should  be  adopted — that  is,  the 
general  consensus  or  opinion  of  his  com¬ 
mittee.  Should  it  be  conducted  for  pe¬ 
riods  of  1,  2,  or  3  months  in  the  summer 
or  should  it  be  conducted  in  the  high 
schools  of  the  country,  or  just  how  does 
the  gentleman  feel  we  should  do  it? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  can  tell  the  gentle¬ 
man  my  own  opinion. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  wish  the  gentle¬ 
man  would. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  But  the  gentleman 
does  not  want  me  to  speak  for  the  other 
members  of  the  committee. 

I  like  the  plan  that  they  submitted  to 
the  committee  several  years  ago.  It  was 
embodied  later  in  the  report  of  the 
American  Legion  and  other  service  or¬ 
ganizations.  There  were  16  weeks’  basic 
training.  Others  may  have  a  different 
idea. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  that  as  a 
matter  of  concern  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  who  are  going  to  vote  on  this  biff 
and  vote  on  that  portion  of  it  to  which 
the  gentleman  has  just  referred,  we 
should  like  to  get  some  idea  of  what  the 
committee  feeling  is  concerning  this  very 
subject.  It  is  an  important  matter. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
the  important  thing.  I  think  the  im¬ 
portant  thing  is  the  reports  that  are 
brought  in  here  to  the  Congress  and 
what  this  House  decides  it  wants  in  the 
way  of  a  program  of  military  training. 
Under  the  contents  of  this  bill,  that  is 
the  way  it  will  work  out,  that  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  will  bring  us  such  a 
report  and  we  will  consider  it,  we  will 
advise  with  it,  we  will  act  upon  it,  and 
then  we  will  in  effect  decide  what  is 
going  to  be  done. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  What  is  in  the  bill 
now  in  respect  to  universal  military 
training?  Do  we  have  it  on  a  “take-it- 
or-leave-it”  basis  when  a  report  is  filed, 
or  what? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  When  the  report  is 
filed,  it  goes  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  It  is  considered,  and  they  have 
45  days  in  which  to  consider  it.  After 
that  the  House  can  consider  it  by  a 
simple  motion. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  But  not  by  amend¬ 
ment?  We  will  not  be  able  to  amend 
the  plan? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  They  must  vote  it 
either  up  or  down.  If  the  House  does 
not  like  it,  then  it  goes  back  to  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  for  such  changes  as 
the  Defense  Department  is  willing  to 
xxicilcc 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  my  distin¬ 
guished  chairman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  connection  with  the 
question  raised  by  the  gentleman  from 
California,  may  I  say  to  the  House  that 
I  propose  to  lay  before  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  for  its  consideration 
Monday  or  Tuesday  of  next  week  a 
change  in  reference  to  the  plan  sub¬ 
mitted,  that  when  the  plan  is  submitted 
to  the  Armed  Services  Committees  of 
the  House  and  Senate  it  will  be  open  to 
amendment  by  the  committee,  and  when 
the  plan  is  submitted  to  the  House  it 
will  be  open  to  amendment  by  the  House. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  that  is  a  very 
reasonable  proposal. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  am  going  to  lay  be¬ 
fore  the  committee  another  thought,  that 
the  commission  immediately  after  it  is 
appointed,  within  6  months  from  the 
date  of  its  appointment,  must  submit  to 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the 
House  and  Senate  its  plan,  and  that  after 
the  plan  has  been  adopted  by  the  House 
and  the  Senate,  any  time  thereafter  by 
concurrent  resolution  the  plan  can  be 
changed  or  modified  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  thank  my  chairman 
very  kindly  for  those  suggestions. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  me  say  further  that 
that  will  enable  the  Congress  always  to 
keep  complete  control  and  write  its  own 
plan. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  gentleman  in¬ 
tends  to'offer  this  proposal  as  an  amend¬ 
ment  when  the  bill  is  considered  under 
the  5-minute  rule? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  propose  next  Mon¬ 
day  to  respectfully  request  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services  to  consider  as 
a  committee  amendment  the  statements 
I  have  just  made  to  the  House. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Very  good,  sir. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  thank  my  chairman 
very  much. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS:  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  V/ ALTER.  May  I  ask  the  chair¬ 
man  cf  the  committee  this  question:  Is 
it  your  intention,  then,  that  a  plan  will 
be  considered  in  the  same  fashion  in 
which  the  House  considers  all  legisla¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Absolutely,  it  will  con¬ 
sider  the  plan  and  the  plan  will  be  open 
to  amendment  just  as  any  other  bill  is 
considered  by  the  House  and  the  major¬ 
ity  will  of  the  House  will  prevail.  That 
is  fair  and  democratic  procedure,  and 
no  Member  of  the  House  can  possibly 
complain  about  that  sort  of  procedure. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Then  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  plan  is  adopted  and  goes 
into  effect  it  will  go  into  effect  by  action 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  the  plan  that 
will  have  to  go  into  effect.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  And  if  the  House 
does  not  act  then  nothing  will  go  into 
effect? 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  House  does  not 
act,  the  plan  that  they  have  brought  up 
will  go  into  effect.  Otherwise  the  House 
must  act  within  60  days. 

May  I  add  further,  of  course,  that  the 
House  can  repeal  this  now  by  concurrent 
resolution. 
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Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Sev¬ 
eral  weeks  ago  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  and  I  were  involved  in  a  colloquy 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  in  which  the 
gentleman  assured  me,  and  I  took  his 
word  and  I  believe  he  was  sincere,  that 
there  would  be  nothing  brought  in  in  this 
bill  which  would  lower  the  emoluments 
and  the  pay  of  the  draftees,  and  those, 
as  I  understood,  who  were  taken  in  under 
the  provisions  of  this  bill.  I  would  ap¬ 
preciate  it  if  that  matter  could  be  cleared 
up  at  this  time  because  it  is  going  to 
affect  my  constituents. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  bill  to  lower  the  pay  of  those  purely 
under  military  control.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  bill  which  will  lower  the 
pay  of  anyone. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Is  it 
the  gentleman’s  conception  that  it  would 
not  affect  the  pay  or  other  benefits  of 
those  who  would  come  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  bill? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  It  would  not  affect  the 
pay  or  the  benefits  of  those  in  the  Reg¬ 
ular  Establishment  or  in  the  Reserves. 
The  only  stipulation  in  reference  to  pay 
or  emoluments  is,  you  might  say,  of  the 
men  under  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  program. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  can¬ 
not  go  along  with  any  plan,  I  will  say 
to  the  gentleman,  which  gives  these  boys 
who  are  taken  anything  less  than  what 
the  regular  soldier  gets. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  observation. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  have  asked  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana  to  yield  because 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  referred 
to  a  colloquy  between  us.  If  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  get  the  record  he  will  find  at 
that  time  he  was  speaking  of  the  draft 
of  18-year-olds  for  service  and  that  I  as¬ 
sured  him  as  one  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  that  I  would 
oppose  any  provision  for  unequal  pay  for 
military  service,  and  I  felt  the  committee 
would  sustain  me  in  the  proposition  that 
any  man  drafted  for  service  would  re¬ 
ceive  the  same  pay  as  any  other  man 
drafted  for  service.  But  the  theory  of 
the  Career  Compensation  Act  was  that 
there  should  be  equal  pay  for  equal  re¬ 
sponsibility  in  service  incurred.  This  bill 
does  not  affect  the  pay  under  the  Career 
Compensation  Act  of  any  person  called 
for  service.  But  as  for  those  who  enter 
the  National  Security  Corps  and  are  not 
subject  to  service  and  cannot  be  used  for 
military  service  but  must  be  used  for 
training  only,  the  pay  is  $30.  That  state¬ 
ment  is  in  accord  with  what  I  said  in 
my  colloquy  wi£h  the  gentleman  from 
New  York. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  history  of  the 
question  of  universal  military  training  is 
known  throughout  the  United  States  of 
America.  It  is  well  known  because  it  has 
been  debated  and  discussed  not  only  in 
the  Congress  but  outside  of  the  Congress 
as  much  as  any  other  proposal  or  any 
other  debatable  question  in  America  to¬ 


day.  So  these  things  come  to  us  today, 
not  as  someone  said  yesterday  or  the  day 
before,  without  proper  consideration. 
Not  only  did  the  Woodrum  committee 
consider  this,  but  the  Compton  commis¬ 
sion  studied  it  and  leaders  in  civilian  life 
gave  their  views  and  their  conclusions 
in  reference  to  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  After  it  came  from  the  Woodrum 
committee,  the  Military  Affairs  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  House — this  is  before  the  con¬ 
solidation  of  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs  and  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs  into  the  present  Committee  on 
Armed  Services — took  it  up  and  had  ex¬ 
tensive  hearings  which  ran  over  a  period 
of  several  months.  There  are  thousands 
of  pages  of  hearings  on  this  subject 
which  anyone  can  study.  During  the 
Eightieth  Congress  we  held  further  hear¬ 
ings  before  we  reported  out  the  Towe  bill. 
By  the  way,  the  Towe  bill  was  reported 
favorably  without  a  single  dissenting 
vote.  Many  of  our  members  today  who 
speak  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  were 
members  of  that  committee  and  they 
failed  to  dissent  from  that  vote.  It  came 
out  by  unanimous  vote  and  was  stifled 
in  the  Committee  on  Rules.  I  do  not 
think  it  was  exactly  to  the  credit  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  that  the  bill  was 
not  permitted  to  come  up  for  a  vote  on 
the  floor  of  the  House. 

So  at  long  last,  after  a  great  deal  of 
debate  and  discussion  throughout  the 
country  and  in  the  House  and  Senate  of 
the  United  States,  at  long  last  we  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  vote  on  this  sub¬ 
ject,  and  the  Members  of  Congress  can 
stand  up  and  be  counted  on  universal 
military  training. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  my  col¬ 
league. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  wish  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  would  explain  the 
fact  the  training  program  to  be  created 
by  the  Commission  appointed  by  the 
President  will  be  a  program  of  real  basic 
military  training.  I  am  of  the  opinion 
many  Members  of  this  House  believe  the 
five-man  Commission  will  prescribe  rules 
and  regulations  of  who  shall  be  called  and 
who  shall  not  be  called.  This  belief  is 
not  correct. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  think  the  bill  uses 
the  term  “full  military  training.’’ 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Let  me  make  an 
observation  from  my  own  experience.  If 
I  were  called  upon  to  train  men  for  the 
military  service  in  accordance  with  a 
military  training  program  constructed 
on  the  floor  of  this  House  I  would  quit 
immediately. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  We  all  know  what 
basic  military  training  is.  Personally,  I 
did  not  like  all  of  this  “squads  east”  and 
“squads  west,”  but  you  may  differ  with 
me.  What  we  want  is  a  full  and  ade¬ 
quate  military  teaming  program;  the 
type  which  will  save  lives  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  my  colleague 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  gentleman  is  chairman  of  the  sub¬ 
committee  that  will  handle  the  Reserve 
program  which  will  tie  in  with  the  uni¬ 


versal  military  training  program,  the 
National  Guard  and  the  Reserves,  I  won¬ 
der  if  you  would  want  to  discuss  your 
thinking  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
very  much. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  might  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman 'there  are  a  great  many  people 
concerned  as  to  what  program  is  going  to 
be  carried  on  after  they  have  received 
basic  training,  and  v/hat  kind  of  units 
they  are  going  into.  We  are  greatly  in¬ 
terested  in  that. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
very  much.  Let  me  move  on  with  what 
I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Is  it  not  true  that 
when  universal  military  training  would 
be  put  into  effect  by  a  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  of  the  Congress  or  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  the  inductees  would  be  subject  to 
a  6 -months’  military  program? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  No.  Four  months’ 
training,  but  6  months’  service.  They 
cannot  be  sent  overseas  into  combat 
areas  before  6  months. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  would  like  to  read 
from  the  report  that  I  have  here. 

Mr.  EROOKS.  The  bill  says  “4 
months’  training.” 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  would  like  to  clear 
that  up,  if  I  may.  The  report  says  that 
when  the  President  or  the  Congress  by 
concurrent  resolution  eliminates  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  service  for  all  persons  who  have 
not  attained  their  19th  birthday,  then  all 
persons  who  have  not  attained  their  19th 
birthday  will  be  left  for  induction  in  the 
National  Training  Corps  for  a  period  of 
6  months.  Why  keep  them  in  there  for 
6  months  if  you  are  going  to  train  them 
for  only  4  months? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Wherever  in  this  report 
the  word  “training”  is  used,  it  means 
universal  military  training.  Where  the 
word  “service”  is  used,  it  means  draft¬ 
ing  for  the  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  This  is  under  the  para¬ 
graph  of  initiating  for  universal  military 
training. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Six  months  for  train¬ 
ing,  and  no  time  for  service. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Then  he  will  be  induct¬ 
ed  for  training  for  6  months? 

Mr.  VINSON.  He  will  be  inducted  for 
training  for  a  6  months’  period,  and  the 
President  has  discretion  to  reduce  it  be¬ 
low  6  months,  if  he  sees  fit  to  do  so. 

N  Mr.  HARRIS.  The  gentleman  from 
California  [Mr.  Kinshaw]  asked  a  ques- 
•  tion  a  moment  ago  as  to  what  was  the 
plan — 16  weeks,  or  whatever  it  might 
have  been — and  I  understood  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  to  say  it  was  not 
outlined  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  EROOKS.  That  is  true.  The 
training  period  is  there,  but  there  is  no 
definite  plan  set  forth  in  the  bill.  The 
plan  is  to  come  from  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment,  to  be  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  for  its  consideration  end  approval. 
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Mr.  VINSON.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further.? 

Mr.  EROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  the  President  cannot  reduce 
the  6  months’  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  period. 

Mr.  HARRIS,  '.‘'hen  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  answer  to  the  question  asked 
by  the  gentleman  from  California  should 
have  been  “6  months.” 

Mr.  BROCKS.  I  gave  my  own  views 

ithat. 

will  yield?RHAW.  If  the  gentleman 
own  views  on  th’athe  gentleman  for  his 
in  that  way.  Then  the  clfLPi'esented  it 
committee  explained  that  he  wits0!  the 
to  submit  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  li 
the  committee  approved  it,  on  next  Mon¬ 
day  morning. 

Mr.  BROCKS.  Now,  let  me  proceed, 
if  I  may. 

They  ask  why  I  have  been  so  deeply 
interested  in  universal  military  training. 
I  will  tell  the  Members  of  the  House  why 
I  am  so  deeply  interested.  I  have  al- 
|  ways  been  interested  in  a  strong  Reserve 
program.  UMT  is  merely  a  part  of  a 
strong  Reserve  program.  I  basically  be¬ 
lieve;  fundamentally,  sincerely;  and  hon¬ 
estly  believe  that  the  type  of  defense  for 
tho-United  States  of  America  is  a  strong, 
efficient,  consolidated,  well-equipped  and 
well-trained  standing  army  of  a  small  or 
reasonable  size- dependent  on  the  inter¬ 
national  conditions.  But  behind  it  and 
backing  it  up,  a  well-trained,  well- 
equipped,  and  well-organized,  efficiently 
handled  Reserve  program;  and  I  believe- 
that  unless  we  have  such  a  program  we 
do  face  the  possibility  that  the  country 
will  go  too  far  in  the  military  line.  I 
sincerely  and  honestly  believe  that  the 
way  to  keep  our  country  safe  and  sound 
in  a  military  way  is  to  have  that  type  of 
defense.  , 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Would  the  gentleman 
agree  that  this  basic  military  training 
which  he  has  mentioned  could  be  given 
without  disrupting  the  educational  pro¬ 
gram? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  If  the  schools  will  co¬ 
operate,  and  I  am  satisfied  they  will,  it 
seems  to  me  it  might  be  handled  in  that 
way. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Will  the  gentleman 
tell  the  committee  where  General 
Marshall  received  his  basic  military 
training? 

Mi-.  BROOKS.  I  understand  he  is  a 
graduate  of  VMI.  But  going  further 
into  the  Reserve  program,  I  want  to  say 
that  !  have  become  interested  and  I  have 
at  times  been  able  to  conduct  hearings 
on  behalf  of.  the  Reserve  program ;  and, 
as  Members  of  the  House  know,  I  have 
tried  to  sponsor  legislation  that  would 
support  a  strong  and  adequate  Reserve 
program.  T  do  not  tell  the  House  that 
I  am  satisfied  with  what  has  happened 
in  the  past  in  our  Reserve  program;  on 
the  contrary,  I  have  been  anything  but 
satisfied.  But  as  the  years  have  gone 
by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
who  just  asked  me  a  question  about  the 
Reserve  program  will  agree  and  admit 


that  we  are  making  substantial  progress. 

I  do  not  think  we  are  making  enough 
progress,  and  I  do  not  think  we  can  make 
such  progress  unless  we  do  adopt  univer¬ 
sal  military  training,  at  this  point. 

We  have  a  very  good  Reserve  program. 
The  Navy  Reserve  program,  for  instance, 
at  the  beginning  of  Korea  numbered 
1,200,000  persons;  tile  Army  program  was 
around  1,000,000  people;  the  Air  had  had 
its  own  program  for  4  or  5  years,  but  the 
programs  were  constantly  shifting.  The 
Navy  program  was  fair;  I  am  satisfied 
of  that,  but  the  other  programs  were 
shifting,  they  were  changing,  and  in  the 
Army  we  had  merely  a  list  of  names  to  a 
very  large  extent  unknown,  not  kept 
down  to  date,  without  proper  contacts 
'g'e^e  organized  and  unorganized.  Re¬ 
type"  of' 00  was  n°t  adequate  or  the 
country  was  a  great  and  rich 

tee  us  the  national  ’s&Jtove'to  guaran- 
are  entitled.  -to  which  we 

Mrs.  ROGERS;  of  Massachusetts.,  ^ 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
an  observation? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Doubtless  the  gentleman  received  a 
telegram  from  the  Legionnaires  in  In¬ 
dianapolis  including  the  contents  of  a 
cable  from  Rome,  I  think  it  was  filed  by 
Commander  Cope,  saying  he  was  sure 
after  a  tour  of  Korea  and  Europe  that 
many  lives  could  have  been  saved  if  we 
had  had  universal  military  training. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  think  perhaps  we 
would  not  have  had  a  Korea  today.  I 
will  go  further  than  that  and  say  that  in 
my  opinion  if  we  had  had  universal 
training  some  years  back  we  possibly 
would  not  have  had  a  Second  World  War. 

Mr.  SUTTON!  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  The  gentleman  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  1947  Towe  bill,  saying  it 
was  reported  out  without  a  dissenting 
vote  on  universal  military  training. 

Mi’.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  is 
correct. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  And  the  gentleman 
said  there  were  thousands  of  pages  of 
hearings  on  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  said  there  have  been 
tens  of  thousands  of  pages  of  testimony 
taken  on  the  subject  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary-  training. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Did  the  National  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  oppose  it  at  that 
time — universal  military  training? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  Towe  bill? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Universal  military 
training. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  Towe  bill  was  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  Defense  Department. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I"  yield,  but  then  I 
must  proceed,  with:  the  discussion. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi;  I  wish 
to  say  first  that  I:  want  the  gentleman 
to  understand  I  am  not  opposed  to  the 
idea  of  universal  military  training,  al¬ 
though  L  am  opposed,  to  the  way  it  is 
presented  in  this  bill.  I  object  to  the 
subject  of  military  training  being  tied 
on  piggy-back  to  the  draft  bill'.  What 
I  would  like  to  know  from  the  gentle¬ 


man,  who  is  a  very  learned  member  of 
this  committee,  is  whether  ail  of  the 
problems  attendant  to  any  program  of 
universal  military  training  have  been 
ironed  out  by  the  committee,  such  as: 
Are  you  going  to.  give  these  boys  who  are 
given  6  or  8  months  training  under  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  GI  benefits?  If 
not,  why  not?  If  you  do,  how  much  is 
it  going  to  cost?  I  think  those  are  things 
that  the  Congress  should  know. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  L  want  to  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  that  he  has 
a  distinguished  war  record.  I  am  sure 
he  is  very  proud  of  and  the  State  of  Mis¬ 
sissippi  is  proud  of  his  war*  record;  but  I 
can  tell  the"  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
that  I  am  close  enough  to  the  people 
of  Mississippi  to  know  how  they  think 
and  I  can  tell  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  that  down  in  his  native  State 
of  Mississippi  they  want  adequate  na¬ 
tional  defense.  They,  want  it  whether  it- 
is  piggy-back  or  not. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Well, 
what  tntlernan  W’U  let  me  determine 
I  will  ltt  hKftnAdown  in' Mississippi,  and 


in  Louisiana. 


-"'mine  what  they  want 


Mr.  EROOKS.  The  gen-u^,  j 
able  and  conscientious  Repress;.,.^ 
from -Mississippi  and  I  hope  he  will  go 
along  with  this  legislation. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Will 
the  gentleman  answer  the  question  I 
asked,  Are  we  going  to  give  GI  benefits 
to  them? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Certainly  I  would  give 
GI  benefits,  but  under  the  tex*ms  of  the 
bill  we  propose  that  that  be  worked  out 
and  submitted  back  to  us  for  discussion- 
and  decision. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.'  Mi*.  Chairman, 


will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  -  The  gentleman 
will  recall  we  discussed  in  committee  the 
question  of  GI  benefits  for  the  youngster 
under  universal  military  training  and  I 
recall  w*e  decided  to  leave  it  in  the  hands 
of  the  commission,  hoping  the  commis¬ 
sion  will  come  up  with  a  program  of 
ether  than  GI  benefits. 


Mr.  EROOKS.  We  are  not  going  to 
take  these  young  men  out  of  the  schools 
and  out  of  the  homes  and  not  give  them 
adequate  protection  against  disease,  in¬ 
jury  when  they  are  on  an  errand  of  this 
sort  for  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
There  is  going  to  be  more,  legislation 
than  that  one  matter  come  up  behind 
this  bill.  There  is  bound  to  be  more  leg¬ 
islation  to  follow  through  as  that:  pro¬ 
gram  develops,  as-  it  should  develop,  in¬ 
to  the  greatest  bulwark  of  protection  f  or 
the  people  of  the  United  States  of 
America. 

Going  back  to  what'  I  had  in  mind  in 
reference  to  these  reserve  programs,  we 
had  no  reserve  program  in  World  War  I. 
We  entered  that  war  with  nothing  but  a 
very  small'  standing  Army  and'  nothing, 
but  the  protection  the  European  friends 
gave  us,  allowed  us  time  to  develop  an 
Army  and  later  on.  send  that  Army  over 
to  fight. 

As  we  entered  World  War  IL  we  found 
that  our  reserve  program  was  not  any¬ 
thing  to  be  proud  of.  The  individuals 
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in  the  program  were  capable,  efficient, 
and  patriotic  people  and  they  did  a  mag¬ 
nificent  job  for  the  United  States  of 
America;  but  we  did  not  have  an  ade¬ 
quate  reserve  program.  We  cannot 
boast  or  be  proud  of  what  we  had. 
There  were  many  troubles  and  difficul¬ 
ties  in  the  reserve  program.  For  in¬ 
stance,  they  found  that  we  had  110,000 
officers,  practically  all  officers,  available, 
physically  fit  and  of  proper  age  to  serve 
the  country;  but  that  is  all  we  had  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  And  the  reserve  pro¬ 
gram  was  very  poorly  administered,  was 
it  not? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  At  that  time? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  We  had  a  most  inade¬ 
quate  Reserve  program.  Does  that  an¬ 
swer  the  question? 

Since  the  Second  World  War,  I 
to  say  something  about  the^-'  of  the 
gram.  When  ^s^^nterest  them  in  a 

Res^vepr^^1  We  got  a  list  of  names 
frff Resiled  two  and  a  half  million, 

-$ffich  sounds  like  a  very  formidable 
force  in  the  Reserves,  but  it  was  not 
formidable  at  all  because  the  program 
was  not  backed  up  with  adequate  train¬ 
ing,  equipment,  and  support  from  Con¬ 
gress  as  well  as  support  from  the  Military 
Establishment.  We  did  not  have  what 
we  should  have  had.  Why,  for  instance, 
the  Congress  under  the  inactive  train¬ 
ing  pay  bill  allowed  only  enough  money 
for  900,000  reservists  out  of  the  two  and 
a  half  million. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  The  gentleman  agrees 
we  had  no  Reserve  program  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  recognizes  also  that  although  the 
chairman  of  our  great  committee  has 
asked  the  Department  of  Defense  over 
2  months  ago  to  come  up  with  some  kind 
of  a  Reserve  program,  they  have  not 
come  up  with  any  program  as  yet,  is  that 
not  right? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  they  are 
ready  to  come  up  whenever  we  are  ready 
to  hear  them.  We  hope  as  soon  as  this 
bill  is  out  of  the  way  that  the  subcom¬ 
mittee,  of  which  I  have  the  honor  to  be 
chairman,  with  the  consent  of  our  chair¬ 
man,  will  proceed  to  hear  the  Reserve 
program  which  they  have  to  present  to 
us. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Well,  the  gentleman 
quite  agrees  that  the  Members  of  the 
House  who  are  interested  in  UMT  should 
also  be  interested  to  know  what  kind  of 
a  Reserve  program  the  Department  of 
Defense  is  going  to  present,  and  there¬ 
fore  I  think  we  should  advise  the  Mem-* 
bers  of  the  House  what  this  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  is  going  to  be  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  it  ties  in  with  UMT. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  is  true.  I  think 
we  have  a  heavy  duty  to  keep  the  House 
advised;  and  I  appreciate  the  coopera¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  to  that  effect. 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  want  to  tell  the 
Members  of  this  House  that  the  chair¬ 
man  of  this  subcommittee  fully  under¬ 
stands  the  Reserve  program.  He  was  in¬ 
strumental  in  having  one  of  the  best  laws 
passed,  Public  Law  810,  that  gives  retire¬ 
ment  pay  to  Reserve  officers  and  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  officers.  The  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  was  the 
man  who  initiated  that  legislation.  You 
can  be  sure  of  a  guaranty  of  a  good 
plan  if  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Brooks!  is  going  to  listen  to  the 
hearings  and  present  the  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  is  vejy 
kind.  I  want  to  say  this  onJ^g’j^g 
the  gentleman,  that  in  hjSpi-eparedness 
been  in  favor  of  a 

-*'1  ^  °f  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair  - 
the  gentleman  yield? 
rMr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  After  the 
man  is  out  of  UMT  or  training  program, 
does  he  automatically  go  into  the  Re¬ 
serve  program? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  He  will  automatically 
go  into  the  Reserve  program. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  For  how 
long? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  For  a  total  of  6  years. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Another 
question  I  want  to  ask  that  puzzles  me. 
The  testimony  for  the  last  2  days  has 
been  to  the  effect  that  a  plan  would  be 
brought  in  that  we  would  have  to  ap¬ 
prove  here  in  Congress.  It  was  said  that 
no  amendments  could  be  offered  to  the 
plan  as  brought  in,  to  change  it.  The 
chairman  said  this  morning  that  he  pro¬ 
poses  to  offer  an  amendment,  a  little 
sugar  to  sweeten  it  up  somewhat. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  would  be  a  happy 
solution. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  me  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  it  is  not  sugar. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Well,  what 
Is  it? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  is  to  get  your  pro¬ 
found  wisdom  to  carry  out  your  views. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  When  you 
gentlemen  come  to  your  profound  de¬ 
cision,  yes,  because  2  days  ago  he  said  it 
could  not  be  amended;  we  would  have 
to  adopt  what  they  brought  in  here,  and 
it  is  in  this  report  right  here. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  true,  but  I  will 
answer  the  question  in  this  way. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  When  did 
you  come  to  that  great  decision,  over¬ 
night,  or  did  you  have  a  dream  on  it, 
or  somebody  tell  you  something  was  not 
just  right? 

Mr.  VINSON.  After  listening  to  the 
gentleman  I  thought  probably  there 
might  be  some  merit  in  his  suggestion, 
so  I  want  to  give  the  gentleman  credit 
for  changing  my  views  on  it. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Oh,  you 
are  so  gracious. 

Mr.  VINSON.  So  this  plan  will  be 
known  as  your  plan,  the  Miller  plan. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  I  appre¬ 
ciate  that.  I  want  to  congratulate  the 
gentleman  for  having  a  change  of  heart. 


I  think  the  plan  the  House  will  write 
here  will  look  like  a  bunch  of  Dukes  Mix¬ 
ture. 

Mr.  VINSON.  No ;  it  will  not.  Let  me 
make  this  statement  if  the  gentleman 
will  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  plan  that  will  be 
submitted  will  be  the  thought  of  the 
commission.  Then  435  men  will  contrib¬ 
ute  their  thought,  just  like  you  do  on  any 
other  bill  that  comes  from  the  depart¬ 
ment.  It  will  be  open  to  amendment 
open  to  any  thought  that  a  maj&’Ve  on 
the  Members  of  CongregSuQt  fair? 
the  matter.  No\y  Nebraska.  Was  it  in 

Mr.  MJ&J Wesenta tion  ? 
th&i'T VINSON.  No;  it  was  not  in  the 
original  bill. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Why  not? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  was  not,  because  we 
had  not  finished  thinking  on  this  sub¬ 
ject. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield,  because 
I  definitely  cannot  agree  with  my  chair¬ 
man  on  this. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  My  under¬ 
standing  is  that  what  he  now  proposes 
simply  is  to  spell  out  in  the  law  what  all 
of  us  anticipated  would  be  the  actual 
method  of  treating  this  problem  when 
we  reach  that  point.  There  is  no  change 
in  heart.  It  is  spelling  out  definitely  in 
the  law  what  everybody  thought  would 
be  the  mechanics  of  dealing  with  it. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  My  purpose  is  to  see 
that  the  country  gets  adequate  defense. 
Now,  this  small  thing  or  that  small  thing 
does  not  concern  or  interest  me  a  great 
deal.  If  they  bring  down  a  fair  program 
of  military  training,  I  am  going  to  be 
for  it.  I  think  the  greater  part  of  the 
American  people  and  the  Congress,  too, 
are  going  to  be  for  it. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman 
will  agree  when  the  committee  agreed 
to  the  five-man  Commission  we  made 
sure  the  Commission  would  be  controlled 
by  the  civilians? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  There  are  to  be 
three  civilians  and  two  military  men  on 
the  Commission,  and  one  of  the  military 
has  to  be  a  Reserve  officer.  Did  we  not 
agree  that  before  the  program  would  be 
presented  to  the  Congress  and  to  our 
committee,  the  Commission  would  come 
to  Capitol  Hill  and  sit  down  with  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  for  a  pre¬ 
liminary  study  of  the  program? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Of  course. 

Now  that  we  have  discussed  and 
agreed  with  the  Miller  plan,  may  I  pro¬ 
ceed? 

Up  to  the  present  time  we  have  grad¬ 
ually  obtained  appropriations  for  the 
Reserve  program  up  to  around  a  billion 
dollars  a  year,  and  the  Reserve  program 
is  making  progress,  but  it  has  not  made 
the  progress  it  should.  When  Korea 
burst  upon  the  troubled  world,  what  did 
we  find?  We  found  that  we  had  about 
2,500,000  names  on  our  Reserve  rolls, 
but,  as  I  say,  only  900,000  of  those  were 
receiving  pay. 

After  Korea  started,  the  emergency 
was  upon  us,  and  we  had  to  call  them 
into  our  Reserve  program  immediately. 
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This  shows  lihe  vital  necessity  of  hav¬ 
ing  a  strong,  efficient,  and  well-trained, 
and  well-equipped  Reserve. 

When  we  found  we  were  in  this  emer¬ 
gency,  what  -happened?  We  called  on 
our  National  Guard.  We  (called  our 
four  divisions  of  the  National  Guard 
and  they  have  received  months  and 
months  of  training,  good  training, 
throughout  the  United  States.  We 
called  out  two  guard  regimental  comhat 
divisions  and  we  called  out  some  sepa¬ 
rate  units  of  our  National  Guard.  At 
the  present  time,  we  have  nailed  out 
roughly  30  percent  of  the  National 
Guard.  I  might  say  that  60  percent  of 
the  Air  National  Guard  has  been  called 
into  active  service  in  this  emergency, 
leaving  us,  ns  you  can  see,  practically 
no  Air  National  Guard. 

The  Naval  Reserve  has  been  called.  I 
do  not  have  the  exact  numbers,  but  it 
is  a  goodly  percentage  at  the  present 
time.  The  'Marine  Reserve  has  been 
called  out  completely,  and  has  been  sent 
in  large  measure  overseas.  I  know  that 
in  my  own  home  town  within  just  a  few 
short  days  after  the  war  in  Korea  broke 
out  they  called  out  253  reservists  at  one 
time,  and  within  a  short  time  they  were 
moving  toward  the  camps  and  to  train¬ 
ing  and  for  overseas. 

I  want  to  mention  the  Army  Reserve 
program.  A  large  percentage  of  officers 
has  been  called  at  the  present  time 
and  practically  all  of  the  Enlisted  Re¬ 
serve  has  been  called,  but  the  'Enlisted 
Reserve  program  of  the  Army  has  not 
been  developed  as  it  should.  To  a  large 
measure  the  Army  Reserve  program  was 
one  of  officers  and  cadres,  and  very  few 
enlisted  men.  That  was  one  of  our  ex¬ 
tremely  weak  points  in  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram. 

As  I  said,  I  have  spent  long  hours  and 
lots  of  time  on  the  reserve  program.  I 
do  not  believe  there  is  any  Member  rof 
Congress  that  has  'received  more  letters 
and  more  criticism  from  more  reserv¬ 
ists — organized,  inactive,  volunteer — all 
reservists  in  the  United  States,  than  I 
have  received.  Not  a  mail  comes  into 
the  office  but  what  we  do  not  receive 
some  word  from  some  reservist  some¬ 
where  who  feels  that  he  is  in  trouble. 

1  am  not  telling  you  that  I  have  the 
answer  to  the  reserve  program.  I  do  not 
tell  you  that  I  can  give  it  a  solution, 
and  I  do  mot  tell  -you  it  has  been  handled 
right.  I  think  great  inequities  have 
grown  up,  and  unfairness,  and  injustices. 
But  I  do  say  that  in  presenting  this 
program  of  universal  military  training 
to  you  here  today  we  have  the  funda¬ 
mentals  of  a  program  that  can  be  made 
fair  and  equitable  and  just  and  adequate 
to  the  defense  of  a  great  power  such  as 
we  have  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  a  question  about  the  Re¬ 
serves,  since  he  is  talking  on  that  sub¬ 
ject  now.  In  my  community,  Reserve 
Navy  men  are  being  called  to  duty  who 
are  essential  to  be  deferred  for  the  health 
of  the  community.  There  are  hundreds 
cf  boys  of  draft  age  who  are  not  being 
called.  I  have  tried  my  best  for  the  sake 


of  ’the  health  of  the  community,  to  have 
them  defer  these  boys  and  they  say,  “No, 
we  meed  them.”  The  people  will  not 
stand  for  that. 

Mr.  BROCKS.  As  I  say  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  I  do  not  agree  with 
that  sort  of  procedure.  I  think  these 
cases  of  injustice  ought  to  be  ironed 
out.  When  we  give  the  country  this  uni¬ 
versal  training  program,  I  think  most  of 
them  will  be  ironed  out. 

If  I  may  proceed,  I  want  to  show  you 
another  injustice  and  I  think  everybody 
will  agree  with  me.  When  these  men 
came  out  of  World  War  II,  after  years  of 
service  in  many  cases,  when  they  came 
out  of  the  far  Pacific  and  came  back 
from  Europe,  we  encouraged  them  be¬ 
cause  of  their  training  and  their  experi¬ 
ence  and  ability  to  enter  the  Reserves. 
What  did  we  find  when  the  Korean  sit¬ 
uation  burst  upon  the  United  States 
and  the  world?  We  find  in  the  Marine 
Reserve,  for  instance,  that  90  percent 
of  the  Marine  Reserve  officers  were  vet¬ 
erans.  They  are  men  who  have  already 
served  and  fought  for  the  people  of  the 
United  States  sin  the  Second  World  War. 
We  .find  that  80  percent  of  the  Marine 
Reserve  enlisted  veterans  are  men  who 
have  already  given  the  full  measure  of 
patriotic  devotion  to  the  service  of  their 
country.  I  do  not  have  the  figures  on 
the  other  branches  of  the  service,  but  I 
will  say  (that  these  same  percentages 
substantially  will  be  found  tQ  exist. 

So  what  are  we  doing  in  Korea?  We 
are  calling  on  the  same  men  again,  men 
who  have  already  risked  their  lives  on 
the  field  off  battle.  We  are  calling  them 
again  to  go  to  Korea,  and  remain  there 
an  indefinite  period  of  time  to  defend 
the  people'  of  (the  United  States,  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  our  institutions. 

Mr . 'HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  ? 

Mi’.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  If  I  understand  the 
language  of  this  bill,  if  its  provisions  are 
adopted,  those  reservists  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  just  spoken  of  will  :be  re¬ 
leased  at  the  expiration  of  1  year’s  serv- 
iae? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  That  is  true  under  this 
bill? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Yes,  if  they  are  vet¬ 
erans  with  3  months  of  service  nr  if  they 
had  12  months  of  service  between  1941 
and  1945. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  That  applies  both  to 
the  active  and  inactive  reservists? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Yes,  and  I  will  go  fur¬ 
ther.  Mrs.  Rosenberg  said  that  She 
realized  the  injustices  that  have  been 
done,  and  it  is  her  program  and  purpose 
to  get  them  out  of  the  service  as  soon 
as  they  can  with  adequate  replacements. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Can  the  gentleman  ad¬ 
vise  the  House  whether  or  not  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  military  establishment 
to  call  into  service  more  of  these  reserv¬ 
ists,  the  inactive  reservists  who  have  not 
yet  been  called? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  have  a  letter  which 
I  am  going  to  place  in  the  Record — which 
I  cannot  ’read  now  because  time  will  not 
permit — but  in  this  letter  from  the  De¬ 
fense  Department,  the  letter  itself  is  the 
best  evidence  and  you  will  be  able  to 


see  it  in  the  Record  later.  The  De¬ 
partment  says,  that  as  far  as  the  inactive 
reservists  are  concerned,  it  is  the  pro¬ 
gram  where  x-eplacements  can  be  found 
to  (relieve  the  men  on  duty  and  not  to 
call  any  more  inactive  reservists. 

Mt.  HARRIS.  And  not  to  call  any 
more  inactive  reservists? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Yes. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  My  understanding 
of  the  question  propounded  by  the 
gentleman  from  Arkansas  was  this :  Will 
the  12-month  provision  permit  the  im¬ 
mediate  separation  from  the  service  of 
all  Reserves.  Is  that  your  question? 

Mr.  HARRIS.  At  the  end  of  12 
months. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  12-month  pro¬ 
vision  in  this  bill  provides  that  only  vol¬ 
unteer  and  inactive  reservists  who  have 
been  called  to  active  duty  shall  be  re¬ 
stored  to  inactive  duty  at  the  expiration 
of  12  months. 

.Mr.  BROOKS.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  If  he  makes  application 
to  be  separated  from  the  service  he  will 
be  separated. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  situation  as  it 
now  exists  is  that  by  July  1  we  will  have 
called  in  over  800,000  reservists  who  are 
largely,  perhaps  to  the  (extent  of  80  per¬ 
cent  or  90  percent,  veterans  of  the  Sec¬ 
ond  World  War,  men  who  have  already 
done  their  duty,  patriotic  men  who  are 
willing  to  go  into  the  reserve  program, 
to  do  it  again  if  we  had  an  all-out  war ; 
and  in  the  event  that  we  needed  the 
total  manpower  of  the  Nation.  They 
were  glad  to  do  it,  but  when  you  have  a 
war  in  one  part  of  the  globe  and  you 
have  a  constant  recurring  .-series  of  crises 
throughout  the  world  which  needs  an 
expanded  Military  Establishment  over 
a  long  period  of  time,  it  is  not  .fair,  it  is 
not  equitable,  it  is  not  just  that  this-Con- 
gress  expect  those  same  men  who  have 
fought  in  World  War  II  to  continue  to 
fight  indefinitely  in  Korea  or  serve  any¬ 
where  else  in  our  Military  Establishment. 

I  believe  in  rotation.  I  believe  the 
Department  is  on  the  right  track  when 
it  says  it  wants  to  rotate.  We  ought  to 
liberalize  the  burden  of  national  defense, 
if  you  want  to  know  the  truth  about  it. 
No  one  man  ought  to  be  called  upon  to 
carry  the  full  load.  It  ought  to  be  dif¬ 
fused  throughout  the  whole  manpower 
of  the  Nation,  within  the  proper  age 
groups,  and  there  is  no  escape  from  it. 
We  come  to  a  fair  program  of  universal 
military  training,  and  that  is  why  I  am 
speaking  to  you  today.  S.  1  will  give  us 
that  program.  S.  1  will  call  these  young 
men  out  at  the  age  of  18  for  6  months’ 
training.  S.  1  will  permit  those  of  older 
age,  who  have  not  had  prior  service,  to 
go  ahead  and  do  their  part  as  they 
should  in  carrying  the  burden  of  citizen¬ 
ship.  After  all,  the  obligation  of  citizen¬ 
ship  has  its  pleasures  and  its  benefits 
and  its  advantages,  but  it  has  its  burdens 
too,  as  we  find  in  modern  days.  It  will 
give  those  people  who  are  overseas,  who 
are  bearing  the  burden  cf  this  Korean 
conflict,  and  who  are  or  perhaps  will  be 
overseas  in  Europe  under  the  resolution 
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passed  by  the  Senate  yesterday,  a  rea¬ 
sonable  opportunity  to  be  rotated  out 
and  to  come  back  to  their  homes  and 
families. 

Now,  my  colleagues,  those  men  have 
the  right  to  life  and  home  just  as  much 
as  we  have  here  in  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  Because  they  are  6,000  miles 
away  we  do  not  hear  their  voices  as  loud 
as  we  hear  other  voices  on  the  floor,  but 
when  those  men  come  back,  800,000  of 
them,  we  will  hear  from  them,  and  we 
are  going  to  know  that  we  have  not  been 
fair  and  equitable  and  just  in  the  proper 
distribution  of  the  burdens  of  citizenship 
in  that  group. 

So  I  appeal  to  you  today  to  support 
S.  1  for  that  reason.  It  will  give  us  this 
uniform  universal  program  of  national 
defense.  It  will  liberalize  the  burden  of 
protecting  the  Government  and  will  dis¬ 
tribute  it  uniformly  among  all  of  the 
male  population  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  there  anything  in  this 
bill  pertaining  to  the  veteran  reserves 
that  would  prevent  the  President  from 
calling  them  back  into  service  24  hours 
after  they  went  out  of  service? 

Mr.  BROOKS,  No.  There  is  nothing 
In  the  bill  on  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  In  relation 
to  your  remarks  about  the  injustices  that 
have  been  accorded  those  reservists,  has 
any  plan  been  suggested  other  than  the 
universal  military  training  that  offers 
any  hope  of  being  able  to  work  out  this 
solution. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  No.  No  other  satis¬ 
factory  plan  has  been  offered.  Following 
the  gentleman’s  question  of  a  moment 
ago,  when  these  men  come  out  of  the  Re¬ 
serves,  do  not  think  they  are  going  back 
to  reenlist  voluntarily  in  the  Reserve 
program.  They  are  not  going  to  do  it. 
I  get  letters  from  them.  They  do  not 
write  me  that  as  soon  as  they  get  out 
they  are  going  back  into  the  Reserve 
program.  They  write  me  that  when  they 
get  out  they  are  going  to  stay  out.  I  have 
not,  to  this  hour,  heard  from  a  single 
reservist  who  was  a  veteran  of  World 
War  II  who  has  said  he  is  going  to  go 
back  into  the  program  when  he  gets 
away  from  Korea  and  gets  back  home. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  In  answer  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Smith],  I 
think  that  the  answer  to  that  is  that  the 
inductees  will  fill  up  the  ranks  and  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  rotation  system.  The  UMT 
will  not  do  that.  The  defense  chiefs  tell 
us  that  they  were  building  up  the  in¬ 
ductees  and  training  them  to  have  avail¬ 
able  a  pool  now  to  begin  replacements 
in  Korea. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Now,  let  me  follow 
through  before  I  have  too  many  inter¬ 
ruptions. 

The  point  I  am  getting  at  is  that  we 
have  800,000  of  these  men  in  active  serv¬ 
ice.  When  they  come  back  they  will  be 
well  trained.  We  do  not  want  the  Re¬ 


serve  program  to  fail.  If  they  do  not 
go  into  the  program  or  are  not  placed  in 
it,  where  is  your  Reserve  program  going 
to  be?  You  will  find  yourself  someday 
with  no  Reserve  program.  The  Congress 
of  the  United  States,  unless  it  acts,  may 
wake  up  some  morning  and  find  it  has 
nothing  to  protect  the  United  States  of 
America  except  the  regular  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment,  and  our  Reserve  program  is 
going  to  be  completely  wiped  out.  That 
is  going  to  be  the  way  it  may  work  out 
unless  we  provide  this  alternative. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  You  want  to  protect 
your  veteran  reservists  in  their  right  to 
return  to  their  homes  and  enjoy  life  as 
we  do  here  in  Congress.  Why  not  pro¬ 
vide  in  this  bill  that  they  can  resign 
from  the  Reserves  without  making  them 
subject  to  recall  within  24  hours? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  We  cannot  leave  our 
country  stripped  of  its  defenses.  I  would 
not  want  to  have  them  live  like  we  do 
here  in  the  Congress,  I  may  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa;  I  would  give  them 
a  different  type  of  life  if  it  were  left 
to  me. 

But  what  I  am  getting  at  is  this,  here 
we  are  with  another  crisis  coming  up  in 
the  world.  Our  great  Speaker  took  the 
floor  yesterday  and  told  us  about  the 
situation  which  he  had  learned  from 
immediate  first-hand  contact  with  our 
military  chieftains.  I  woke  up  this 
morning  and  heard  a  report  from  Lon¬ 
don  that  troubled  me  a  great  deal,  the 
report  that  there  were  some  3,000  So¬ 
viet  planes  massed  in  Manchuria  and 
apparently  ready  for  combat.  I  read 
further  in  the  morning  paper  that  Mac- 
Arthur  had  been  given  authority  to 
bomb  in  China.  Then  I  looked  at  the 
papers  of  2  days  ago  and  saw  where  our 
Mediterranean  Fleet  had  been  doubled 
in  size.  Then  I  read  in  a  paper  a  few 
days  older  than  that  where  some  po¬ 
tentate  in  the  Middle  East  had  been 
slain  and  a  little  later  where  his  suc¬ 
cessor  had  been  the  subject  of  several 
attacks  on  his  life,  and  in  both  cases  the 
men  were  friendly  toward  the  demo¬ 
cratic  powers  of  the  world,  and  that  is 
apparently  why  they  were  attacked.  I 
know  that  Soviet  planes  in  use  at  Korea 
at  the  present  time  are  not  the  best 
Soviet  planes.  When  they  bring  these 
new  jets,  we  may  find  that  some  of  our 
planes  are  outstripped  by  the  new  So¬ 
viet  jet  planes.  So  I  say  that  this  is  a 
critical  time  in  the  affairs  of  the  United 
States  and  in  the  affairs  of  the  world 
and  we  cannot  hesitate  or  vacillate;  we 
must  go  forward. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Right  at  that  point, 
does  the  gentleman  know  of  any  reason 
why  we  would  expect  to  have  less  than  a 
force  of  about  3,500,000  under  arms  in 
the  next  10  years,  say? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  program  is  3,500,- 
000  for  the  present.  But  if  we  can  build 
up  our  Reserves,  then  we  can  cut  down 
our  Regular  Establishment;  and  that  is 
the  program  advocated  by  George  Wash¬ 
ington,  the  father  of  his  country.  That 


is  the  program  advocated  from  time  im¬ 
memorial  throughout  the  United  States, 
that  in  a  democracy  the  proper  method 
of  national  defense  is  a  reasonably  small 
regular  establishment  with  a  strong  re¬ 
serve  from  the  citizenry. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  thoroughly  agree  with 
the  gentleman,  but  what  I  am  trying  to 
get  at  is  this:  We  hear  talk  about  3,500,- 
000  for  this  year;  I  wondered  if  the  ex¬ 
perts  before  the  gentleman’s  committee 
or  on  the  gentleman’s  committee  had 
any  idea  that  we  were  going  to  be  able 
to  have  within  a  period  of  10  years,  the 
period  that  President  Hoover  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  have  mentioned  as  a 
period  of  tension  that  we  must  be  armed 
to  the  teeth,  what  possibility  is  there 
that  we  are  going  to  have  any  force  less 
than  3.500,000  during  the  next  decade? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 
The  gentleman  has  consumed  1  hour. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  allowed  to  proceed  beyond  the  hour 
and  that  I  may  yield  him  five  additional 
minutes;  and  I  should  like  to  make  a 
little  observation  myself. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  gentleman  a  question  and  it 
should  not  take  him  more  than  a  min¬ 
ute  to  answer  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VORYS.  My  question  is,  Has  the 
gentleman  or  his  committee  any  infor¬ 
mation  that  would  make  any  of  us  be¬ 
lieve  we  are  going  to  have  need  for  less 
than  three  and  one-half  million  during 
this  period  of  tension  which  we  have 
been  told  may  last  for  10,  20,  or  30  years? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Certainly  this  pro¬ 
gram  provides  that  as  our  reserves  are 
built  up  in  power  and  efficiency  the  regu¬ 
lar  establishment  will  be  reduced  per¬ 
haps  a  million  or  more. 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Ohio  that  it  was  testified 
by  General  Marshall  he  hoped  world 
conditions  would  not  get  any  worse  and 
that  if  we  inaugurated  a  UMT  program 
and  built  up  a  reserve,  then  he  would  be 
In  position  to  reduce  the  standing  force. 
I  say  to  the  gentleman,  and  I  say  to  the 
House,  that  if  you  inaugurate  a  worth¬ 
while  military  training  program  and 
have  a  sufficient  force,  500,000  or  700,000 
just  as  soon  as  they  are  available  you 
will  see  the  standing  force  reduced  in 
proportion  to  the  number  of  reservists 
who  will  take  their  places. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  make 
no  mistake  about  this — the  American 
people  will  not  permit  this  Nation  to  be¬ 
come  weak  during  these  perilous  times. 
They  will  demand  protection,  as  they 
have  the  right  to  demand,  and  that  pro¬ 
tection  will  either  be  a  large  standing 
Army,  or  an  adequate,  well-trained  Re¬ 
serve.  We  propose  the  creation  of  a 
strong  Reserve — constantly  maintained 
by  freshly  trained  men  who  have  com¬ 
pleted  a  period  of  6  months  of  universal 
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military  training.  Our  proposal  pro¬ 
vides  security.  It  provides  security  at 
far  less  cost  than  the  maintenance  of  a 
large  standing  force.  And  it  provides 
security  with  far  less  disruption  of  Amer¬ 
ican  lives.  Which  do  you  prefer?  Keep¬ 
ing  our  World  War  II  veterans  on  active 
duty  and  drafting  men  for  26  months  of 
service;  or  a  system  by  which  young  men 
can  be  trained  for  a  short  period  of  time 
and  then  returned  to  their  communities 
for  normal  peacetime  pursuits  and  a  rea¬ 
sonable  Reserve  obligation. 

I  suppose  it  is  natural  for  a  general 
and  an  admiral  to  want  to  command 
more  and  more  men.  I  have  even 
known  Congressmen  who  have  wanted 
to  enlarge  their  constitutency.  But  it 
seems  to  me  that  we  ought  to  pause 
here  for'  a  moment  and  consider  just 
what  UMT  means  to  the  generals  and 
the  admirals. 

As  the  size  of  our  Reserve  increases, 
the  size  of  our  standing  forces  will  de¬ 
crease.  That  is  the  economic  justifi¬ 
cation  for  UMT.  And,  let  us  give  credit 
where  credit  is  due.  As  the  size  of  our 
standing  forces  decrease,  the  need  for 
general  officers  and  increased  rank  de¬ 
creases  proportionately.  No;  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  instead  of  criticizing  our  military 
leaders  for  favoring  UMT,  I  think  it  is 
time  we  gave  them  the  credit  that  is 
their  due. 

UMT  has  also  been  called  a  foreign 
ideology.  I  never  knew  that  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Legion,  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars,  and  other  patriotic  organizations 
sponsored  un-American  ideas.  It  is  the 
first  time  I  have  ever  heard  Dr.  Conant 
called  un-American.  It  has  surprised 
me  to  hear  that  George  Washington, 
Thomas  Jefferson,  and  James  Madison 
embraced  a  foreign  philosophy.  And, 
contrary  to  all  of  the  laurels  that  have 
been  heaped  upon  him,  it  is  the  first 
time  I  ever  heard  George  Marshall 
accused  of  favoring  the  destruction  of 
democracy. 

Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  the 
American  people  are  thinking  a  bit 
ahead  of  some  of  the  opponents  of  this 
bill.  I  believe  the  American  people,  be¬ 
ing  realists,  want  preparedness.  I  be¬ 
lieve  they  want  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  And  I,  for  one,  will  support  this 
measure  without  reservation.  If  it  is 
undemocratic  to  favor  national  security, 
then  I  am  undemocratic;  if  it  is  un- 
American  to  favor  UMT,  then  I  am  un- 
American;  if  the  proposed  bill  is  a  shot¬ 
gun  marriage,  then  I  can  think  of  no 
better  honor  than  to  be  the  best  man ;  if 
if  this  bill  is  an  unholy  alliance,  then  the 
preservation  of  freedom  and  liberty  is 
grim  mockery. 

Let  those  who  oppose  preparedness 
now,  as  they  did  in  1940,  and  again  in 
1948,  explain  their  actions  to  posterity. 
For  me  the  course  is  clear — preparedness 
now — or  disaster  later. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Under  this  bill 
will  we  not  abrogate  our  powers  and  let 
the  executive  department  carry  them 


out  so  far  as  sending  troops  abroad,  or 
anything  else,  is  concerned? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  No;  we  do  not.  Wa 
retain  more  congressional  control  under 
this  bill  than  we  do  under  the  Draft 
Act  of  1940  or  the  Draft  Act  of  1948. 
We  provide  for  civilian  control  and  con¬ 
gressional  check  on  it,  too. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Does  this  give  the 
President  the  right  to  send  troops  to 
Europe  without  the  consent  of  the  Con¬ 
gress? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  This  does  not  touch 
upon  that  point  whatsoever. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Arends], 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  yester¬ 
day  our  distinguished  and  beloved 
Speaker  took  the  floor  to  tell  us  that 
the  situation  in  Korea  is  much  more 
serious  than  we  think  and  that  in  due 
time  he  will  give  us  information  which 
he  says  the  most  of  us  probably  do  not 
have. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  Speaker  plans 
to  tell  us.  But  I  think  it  appropriate  to 
inquire  why  this  grave  information  has 
not  been  given  the  House  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

If  there  is  anything  that  is  bipartisan, 
it  is  our  national  defense  but  the  admin¬ 
istration  apparently  does  not  want  it  that 
way.  They  would  have  us  legislate  in 
the  dark  until  it  becomes  necessary  to 
creat  an  atmosphere  of  panic  and  hys¬ 
teria  to  accomplish  the  program  they 
have  in  mind.  When  a  key  vote  is  about 
to  be  taken,  when  it  is  felt  that  the  bill 
may  take  the  form  the  majority  of  Amer¬ 
icans  want,  they  will  then  reveal  to  us 
something  purporting  to  be  grave  and 
startling. 

This  side  of  the  aisle  recognizes  the 
seriousness  of  the  existing  international 
situation.  By  an  overwhelming  ma¬ 
jority  our  committee  reported  this  bill, 
and  by  an  overwhelming  majority  we 
will  support  the  proposed  changes  in 
the  Selective  Service  Act  to  increase  the 
size  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

It  is  naturally  difficult  for  the  Mem¬ 
bers  to  view  the  present  situation  as 
extremely  grave  when  we  read  in  the 
press,  as  we  did  this  morning,  the  re¬ 
laxation  of  the  regulations  with  respect 
to  deferments  under  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  for  college  students  and  even  to 
guarantee  high-school  gradutes  a  year 
in  college.  I  assume  that  these  regula¬ 
tions  were  promulgated  by  General 
Hershey  in  accordance  with  our  present 
military  needs  this  year  and  next.  If 
we  are  so  close  to  war,  as  the  Speaker’s 
remarks  indicate  and  he  may  be  right 
about  that,  why  not  immediately  build 
up  our  armed  might  through  selective 
service  to  the  necessary  strength  rather 
than  try  to  put  through  a  program  which 
looks  to  some  distant  date  as  to  what  we 
might  need. 

For  the  possible  guidance  of  the  new 
Members,  who  have  not  experienced 
these  last  minute  startling  revelations, 
I  venture  the  guess  that  our  distin¬ 


guished  Speaker  will  give  us  the  infor¬ 
mation  he  has  just  before  the  vote  is 
taken  on  a  pending  substitute  bill  or  just 
before  the  vote  on  some  amendment 
vitally  important  to  the  American  people. 

My  colleagues,  I  am  disturbed  about 
what  is  going  on  in  the  country  today, 
and  possibly  I  once  again  find  myself 
in  a  similar  position  to  that  prior  to 
World  War  II  when  we  were  forced  to 
legislate  in  the  dark  here  in  the  House 
of  Representatives.  I  did  not  know  in 
January  of  1941  that  America  had  been 
committed  to  war.  Did  any  of  you? 
How  many  Members  of  the  House  who 
were  here  at  the  time  were  aware  of  that 
fact? 

I  quote  to  you  now  from  the  Grand 
Alliance,  written  by  British  Prime 
Minister  Winston  Churchill.  This  is 
what  he  wrote,  and  it  will  be  found  on 
page  23  of  this  volume  of  his  memoirs : 

On  January  10,  1941  a  gentleman  arrived  to 
see  me  at  Downing  Street  with  the  highest 
credentials. 

Then  Mr.  Churchill  goes  on  to  tell  why 
received  this  gentleman  and  spent  3 
hours  with  him.  The  visitor  was  Harry 
Hopkins,  whom  Mr.  Churchill  received  as 
the  “closest  confident  and  personal  agent 
of  the  President.”  I  quote  again  from 
what  Mr.  Churchill  wrote: 

With  gleaming  eye  and  quiet,  constrained 
passion,  Mr.  Hopkins  said: 

“The  President  is  determined  that  we  shall 
win  the  war  together.  Make  no  mistake 
about  it. 

“He  has  sent  me  here  to  tell  you  that  at  all 
costs  and  by  all  means  he  will  carry  you 
through,  no  matter  what  happens  to  him — 
there  is  nothing  that  he  will  not  do  so  far  as 
he  has  human  power.” 

That  was  11  months  before  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor,  when  by  this  record,  we  were  com¬ 
mitted  to  World  War  II,  and  I  knew 
nothing  about  it  as  a  representative  of 
the  people  of  the  great  State  of  Illinois. 

Let  me  read  another  thing  that  Mr. 
Churchill  wrote  in  his  memoirs.  It  will 
be  found  on  page  593  of  the  same  volume. 
One  month  before  Pearl  Harbor,  in  No¬ 
vember  of  1941,  Churchill  wrote  a  letter 
to  General  Smuts,  which  he  incorpo¬ 
rated  in  his  book.  I  now  quote  from  this 
letter: 

I  do  not  think  it  would  be  any  use  for  me 
to  make  a  personal  appeal  to  Roosevelt  at  this 
juncture  to  enter  the  war.  At  the  Atlantic 
meeting  I  told  his  circle  that  I  would  rather 
have  an  American  declaration  of  war  now 
and  no  supplies  for  6  months  than  double 
the  supplies  and  no  declaration.  When  this 
was  repeated  to  him,  he  thought  it  a  hard 
saying.  We  must  not  underrate  his  constitu¬ 
tional  difficulties.  He  may  take  action  as 
Chief  Executive,  but  only  Congress  can  de¬ 
clare  war.  He  went  so  far  as  to  say  to  me — 

And  let  me  remind  you  these  are  the 
President’s  own  words  to  Mi’.  Churchill — 

“I  may  never  declare  war;  I  may  make  war. 
If  I  were  to  ask  Congress  to  declare  war,  they 
might  argue  about  it  for  3  months.” 

Gentlemen,  I  am  disturbed.  Do  we 
know  what  we  are  here  doing?  Do  we 
have  full  and  factual  information?  You 
can  always  be  sure  that  Congress  will 
make  the  right  decision  if  it  is  given  the 
facts  and  told  the  truth. 
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Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
20  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
New  York  [Mrs.  St.  George], 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Chairman, 
this  bill  comes  before  us,  it  seams  to  me, 
in  a  rather  garbled  condition.  We  all 
believe  in  preparedness.  We  all,  I  think, 
are  committed  to  selective  service.  It  is 
the  American  way.  We  have  had  the 
draft  lor  years  end  years. 

Why  is  it  necessary  to  bring  universal 
military  training  in  on  the  iieels  of  and 
wrapped  up  with  selective  service?  If 
it  is  necessary,  if  it  is  so  good,  if  it  is  to 
take  effect,  as  we  are  told,  not  before 
a  year  or  possibly  a  year  and  a  half,  why 
can  it  not  be  debated  coolly  on  its  own 
merits  and  apart  from  what  we  are  all 
anxious  to  do  and  willing  to  do?  No,  it 
is  the  same  old  story.  It  is  getting  the 
foot  in  the  door,  it  is  getting  the  camel’s 
nose  under  the  tent.  Then  when  it  is 
too  late  we  all  wake  up  and  say,  “How 
could  this  have  happened  to  us?” 

I  know  that  a  great  many  good  people 
and  a  great  many  good  women  in  this 
country  believe  that  universal  military 
training  is  a  necessity,  that  it  will  save 
us  from  war.  Where  have  I  heard  those 
words  before?  I  heard  them  years  ago 
in  Germany  on  the  floor  of  the  Reichstag 
when  the  people  of  Germany  were  tcild, 
“Unless  you  have  the  biggest  tarmy  in  the 
world  you  will  have  war.”  I  heard  it  in 
England  when  the  people  groaned  under 
the  taxes,  and  they  were  told,  “Unless 
you  spend  more  and  morenn  armaments 
you  will  have  war.”  I  heard  it  in 
Prance,  and  now  I  hear  it  in  my  own 
country.  It  is  nothing  mew. 

Universal  military  training, :Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  is  conscription.  Let  us  face  that 
fact.  Maybe  we  need  conscription.  I 
am  not  going  to  argue  with  that. 

I  would  like  to  take  you  back  ;a  little 
in  history  and  ask  you  to  consider  with 
me  what  ^conscription  has  'done  for  the 
world.  In  1770  .a  Frenchman,  Comte  de 
Guibert,  wrote  as  follows — and  mark 
you,  this  was  in  the  year  1.770  when  there 
were  no  conscript  armies  in  Europe.  I 
Quote : 

Today  the  whole  .of  Europe  is  civilized. 
Wars  have  become  less  cruel.  .Except  -in 
combat  no  blood  is  shed.  Prisoners  are  re¬ 
spected.  Towns  are  no  longer  destroyed. 
The  country  is  no  more  ravaged. 

That  was  true  in  1770.  Can  we  say 
that  today?  Can  we  say  that  after  the 
bombing  of  Dresden,  where  250,000  civil¬ 
ians  were  killed  in  two  nights?  No. 
After  1770  came  the  French  Revolution 
and  after  that  came  the  conscript  armies 
of  Europe.  Since  that  day  war  has 
wracked  that  continent  and  now  we,  too, 
are  being  brought  into  this  same  pattern. 
It  seems  to  me  one  of  the  greatest  con¬ 
tributions  which  has  been  made  to  this 
debate  was  the  contribution  of  our  col¬ 
league  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Werdel]  when  he  explained  the 
tie-up  between  the  philosophy  of  the 
German  General  Staff  and  the  philoso¬ 
phy  of  our  own  General  Staff.  I  do  not 
blame  the  generals  in  the  Pentagon  for 
going  to  General  Guderian  and  those 
other  great  geniuses — because  they  were 
military  geniuses — and  asking  them  how 
to  build  up  military  power.  Of  course, 
if  you  are  a  soldier  you  want  to  see  mili¬ 


tary  power.  Why  not?  Do  we  have 
football  teams  in  our  colleges  not  to  play 
football?  Are  we  going  to  have  one  of 
the  greatest  armies  in  the  world  kept 
up  by  ever- rising  taxes  and  nsver  to  be 
put  in  the  held  of  battle?  Oh,  no,  that 
is  not  human  nature,  and  it  will  not  be 
true  here  any  more  than  it  has  been  in 
Europe. 

Let  us  took  at  what  is  prqposed  in  the 
present  bill.  Let  us  compare  it  a  little 
bit  to  what  the  nations  of  Europe  who 
are  living  under  the  guns  are  doing. 
The  present  proposal  is  that  the  United 
States  shall  draft  18 -year -olds  to  serve 
27  months  anywhere  in  the  world.  Let 
us  see  what  other  nations  have  done  and 
are  doing. 

In  Belgium — and  Belgium  has  been 
invaded  and  ravaged  twice — they  draft 
young  men  at  the  age  of  20  years  to 
serve  14  months  in  Belgian  territory. 

In  Danmark  men  are  drafted  at  21 
years  of  age  to  serve  11  months  at  home. 

In  France  they  are  drafted  at  the  age 
of  20  years  for  12  months  of  service  in 
French  territory. 

In  Holland  they  are  drafted  at  20 
years  of  age  to  serve  12  months  in  Dutch 
territory. 

In  Italy  they  are  drafted  at  21  years 
of  age  for  18  months  of  service  at  home. 

Luxemburg  drafts  young  men  at  the 
age  of  i8  years  for  6  months  service  at 
home. 

Norway,  again  a  country  which  has 
been  ravaged  and  conquered,  drafts  its 
young  men  at  the  age  of  20  years  with 
provisions  for  9  to  12  months  of  service 
at  home. 

Portugal  drafts  young  men  at  the  age 
of  20  years  for  18  months  of  service  at 
home. 

The  United  Kingdom  drafts  young 
men  at  the  age  of  18 14  years  for  24 
months  .of  service,  but  only  under  cer¬ 
tain  conditions,  and  in  British  territory. 

It  is  a  very  far  cry  from  that  to  hav¬ 
ing  an  army  of  3,500,000  destined  to  go 
all  over  the  world.  As  it  seems  to  me, 
before  our  people  are  committed  to  such  a 
program,  we  should  pause.  We  should 
not  be  carried  away  by  hysteria,  Mr. 
Chairman,  we  should  think  and  look 
back  at  the  history  of  the  world.  We 
should  see  what  conscription  has 
brought  to  Europe.  We  should  see  what 
Americans  have  done  in  our  American 
way  in  the  past.  Surely  what  we  have 
done  in  the  past  we  can  again  do  in  the 
future.  Every  year  in  this  House  we 
dust  off  George  Washington’s  Farewell 
Address,  and  it  is  read  aloud  to  a  very 
small  audience.  Everyone  says  how 
wonderful  it  is,  and  it  is  put  back  again. 
I  would  like  to  read  to  you  two  sentences, 
because  the  father  of  our  country  dealt 
in  very  tong  sentences,  from  that  ad¬ 
dress.  I  would  like  to  point  out  before 
I  read  those  two  sentences  that  he  was 
by  profession  a  soldier.  Therefore,  he 
cannot  be  expected  to  be  anti-army  or 
anti-military.  He  said  this: 

They  will  avoid — 

He  is  speaking  of  his  countrymen — 

They  will  avoid  the  necessity  of  these 
overgrown  military  establishments  which, 
under  any  form  of  government  are  In¬ 
auspicious  to  liberty,  and  which  are  to  be 


regarded  as  particularly  hostile  to  repub¬ 
lican  liberty. 

Then  he  said  again: 

It  is  important,  likewise,  that  the  habits 
of  thinking  in  a  free  country  should  inspire 
caution  in  those  entrusted  with  its  ad¬ 
ministration,  to  confine  themselves  within 
their  respective  constitutional  .-sphere,  avoid¬ 
ing,  in  he  exercise  of  .the  powers  in  one  de¬ 
partment  to  encroach  upon  another.  The 
spirit  of  encroachment  tends  to  consolidate 
the  powers  of  all  the  departments  in  -one, 
and  thus  to  create,  in  whatever  form  of  gov¬ 
ernment,  real  despotism. 

We  are  in  danger  today  of  .having  the 
Department  of  the  Army  and  .the  mili¬ 
tary  encroach  on  other  departments.  It 
is  for  us,  the  representatives  of  the  peo¬ 
ple,  to  keep  cool  heads  and  clear  minds, 
and  to  see  that  this  does  not  happen. 
It  is  for  us  at  this  time  not  to  he  pres¬ 
sured  by  the  clamor  and  hysteria  that 
is  all  around  us.  It  is  for  us  at  this  time 
to  go  back  to  the  wisdom  of  our  fathers. 

Oh,  it  has  been  said  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  that  surely  none  of  us  was 
subject  to  the  influence  of  foreign  ide¬ 
ology.  Nothing  could  be  further  from 
the  truth.  We  are  subject  to  those  ide¬ 
ologies.  We  have  .heard  of  them  and 
we  have  been  .pressured  by  them  for  a 
long  time.  Take  just  what  was  read  a 
few  minutes  ago  from  the  hook  of  Win¬ 
ston  Churchill.  Do  you  think  that  Win¬ 
ston  Churchill  .did  not  have  an  influence 
on  the  United  States?  He  hadfar  great¬ 
er  influence  on  our  policy  than  any:man 
or  woman  sitting  in  this  House today.  Do 
you  believe  that  General  Guderian  over 
there  in  Germany,  who  wrote  out  this 
elaborate  plan  and  gave  it  to  our  officers, 
and  showed  them  the  one  flaw,  the  one 
reason  that  the  German  General  "Staff 
failed — and  wo  all  know  what  that  was; 
it  was  because  they  blamed  the  civil 
power  which  prevented  theirtaking  com¬ 
mand  of  the  entire  government  and  en¬ 
tire  economy.  He  has  warned  our  .peo¬ 
ple,  our  generals  in  the  Pentagon,  against 
that  very  thing. 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Yes,  I  yield. 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  Will  you 
not  have  an  opportunity  under  this  bill 
to  vote  and  speak  calmly  and  clearly 
whether  you  want  military  training 
when  the  commission  reports  to  the 
Plouse. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  From  what  1 
know  of  the  working  of  the  House  and  of 
these  commissions,  I  think  it  will  be  very 
unlikely  that  you  will  be  able  to  change 
anything  by  that  time.  I  think  we  have 
got  to  make  a  decision  now.  I  think 
this  is  the  time.  I  believe  firmly  that 
this  is  one  of  the  most  important  pieces 
ef  legislation  ever  to  come  before  this 
House.  I  am  saying  that  very  advisedly 
and  very  sincerely.  I  think  the  whole 
destiny  of  our  country  is  going  to  be 
changed  by  this  legislation.  It  may  be 
necessary  for  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica  to  become  a  great  military  empire. 
I  foresee  that  future  but  I  would  like 
to  pause  and  think  carefully, .and  1  might 
say  prayerfully  before  we  do  so. 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  I  agree 
with  the  gentlewoman  from  New  York, 
but'under  this  bill  it  does  not  establish 
universal  military  training;  it  only  es- 
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tablishes  a  commission  to  report  to  us 
in  this  House,  and  you  will  at  the  time 
the  report  is  submitted  have  an  Qgcide 
tunity  clearly  and  qui&\iversal  mili- 
whether  we  should.1 
tary  train;  ^TEORGE.  We  need  selec- 

MJfe'rvice  now;  I  am  sure  my  colleague 
appreciates  that.  Why  tie  the  two 
things  together?  Why  not  let  us  put 
through  the  draft  that  we  need  and  that 
we  have  got  to  have — I  acknowledge 
that — and  then  wait  a  little  and  delib¬ 
erate  this  as  a  separate  bill? 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  Then  the 
gentlewoman  possibly  wants  to  call  up 
the  Reserves  who  have  served  their  time 
previously? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  am  not  at  all 
sure  that  that  is  necessary.  In  view  of 
some  of  the  testimony  that  has  been 
given  on  this  floor  I  do  not  believe  we 
peed  to  call  up  a  great  many  Reserves. 
It  Is  a  thing  that  should  be  very  care¬ 
fully  considered  before  it  is  done.  We 
know  that  the  Army  has  cut  down  the 
call  by  50  percent.  Either  they  cannot 
need  men  quite  as  badly  or  else  some  very 
terrible  mistake  has  been  made. 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  Does  not 
the  gentlewoman  believe  that  the  world 
and  our  country  are  in  desperate  condi¬ 
tion  at  this  time  and  need  the  security 
and  protection  of  Reserves  and  possibly 
our  18y2-year  olds? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  disapprove  of 
the  18V2-year-old  provision;  I  think  the 
19-year-olds  are  quite  young  enough  and 
will  make  better  soldiers.  I  am  sure 
that  the  gentlewoman  from  New  York 
knows  boys  of  18  as  well  as  I;  and  I  will 
ask  her  very  frankly  if  she  thinks  they 
make  good  military  material?  I  do  not. 

Mrs.  KELLY  of  New  York.  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  believe  that.  I  only  hope 
and  pray  and  wish  that  my  boy  had  had 
military  training  for  the  last  4  years.  I 
would  be  very  happy  at  this  time  had 
that  been  the  case  rather  than  to  think 
that  he  will  be  called  into  service  and 
possibly  have  only  6  months’  training. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  my  col¬ 
league  from  Illinois. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Merely  for  a  question 
of  fact  after  a  most  informative  speech: 
There  has  been  some  discussion  between 
two  of  the  gentlewomen  of  the  House 
concerning  the  result  of  bringing  in  plans 
by  the  Commission;  am  I  right,  after  a 
careful  reading  of  the  bill,  in  assuming 
that  any  plan  coming  in  under  the  form 
now  presented  would  not  be  open  to 
amendment  by  any  Member  of  this 
House? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  believe  it 
would  be  subject  to  amendment. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  It  would  be  available 
for  amendment  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
by  any  Member? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  It  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  amendment  or  a  substitute  could 
be  offered,  as  I  understand. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  do  not  think  so, 
from  my  reading  of  the  bill.  If  the 
gentlewoman  would  permit,  I  wonder 
if  the  chairman  would  be  willing  to  tell 
us  whether  the  plan  could  be  amended. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentlewoman 
from  New  York  will  yield,  I  am  really 


-^arrassed  to  enter  this  argu- 
rm'Tbut  I  may  say  to  the  gentlewoman 
from  New  York  that  under  the  bill  as 
written  today  the  plan  could  not  be 
changed  or  modified  either  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  or  by  the  House.  But  I  did  an¬ 
nounce  that  I  would  offer  an  amendment 
to  make  it  subject  to  all  amendments 
just  like  any  bill  that  comes  before  the 
House. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  And  may  I  say  I 
feel  very  sure  this  bill  has  already  been 
greatly  improved  through  the  good  offices 
of  the  beloved  chairman  of  our  Armed 
Services  Committee.  I  only  hope  that 
he  will  continue  his  work  of  improve¬ 
ment  until  we  can  finally  pass  the  legis¬ 
lation  with  a  good  conscience. 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  view  of  the  state¬ 
ments  which  the  gentlewoman  from  New 
York  has  just  made,  it  causes  me  no 
hesitancy  to  have  entered  into  the  collo¬ 
quy  a  moment  ago. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentlewoman  yield  further? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  was  struck 
by  the  reference  of  the  gentlewoman  to 
the  statement  of  General  Washington, 
in  which  he  expressed  apprehension  that 
this  country  might  pick  up  the  tools  of 
the  old  country,  and  I  am  wondering  how 
the  gentlewoman  can  reconcile  that  ap¬ 
prehension  with  General  Washington’s 
own  fervent  or  ardent  advocacy  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  universal  military  training  for 
his  own  country. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  cannot  quite 
reconcile  the  two,  but  I  read  one  sen¬ 
tence  which  I  think  is  very  typical  of 
General  Washington’s  thinking  in  which 
he  warned  against  allowing  the  military 
to  take  over  undue  strength,  and  in 
which  he  also  warned  of  letting  one  de¬ 
partment  overcome  or  override  another. 
That  is  my  meaning.  I  am  not  against 
the  military.  I  do  not  want  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  to  think  that  one 
minute  I  am  opposed  to  conscription;  I 
am  opposed  to  militarism  as  it  existed  on 
the  continent  of  Europe;  I  am  fearful 
that  we  may  get  something  similar  in  this 
country ;  I  cannot  believe  that  the  father 
of  our  country  wanted  to  see  the  United 
States  Prussianized. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  the  gentle¬ 
woman  opposed  to  a  program  of  univer¬ 
sal  military  training? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  am  opposed  to 
the  program  outlined  in  this  bill.  I  am 
in  favor  of  the  draft  and  for  enlarging 
the  draft  principles.  I  would  like  to  see 
this  particular  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  feature  revamped  and  changed. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  An  inspection  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Washington’s  recommendations  will 
show  that  he  advocated  a  system  of 
service  in  a  universal  militia,  a  militia 
under  the  control  of  the  States,  a  militia 
that  could  only  be  called  into  service  to 
suppress  insurrection  or  rebellion.  He 
never  said  anything  about  having  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  thank  the  gen¬ 
tleman  for  the  contribution.  May  I  point 
out  that  is  the  very  thing  that  has  been 
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destroyed  in  this  country,  and  I  refer 
to  the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserves. 
This  is  going  to  take  over  in  its  stead 
and  this  is  conscription. 

I  want  to  say  in  conclusion,  and  may 
I  repeat,  this  is  one  of  the  most  serious 
and  one  of  the  most  difficult  things  to 
come  before  the  House.  It  seems  to  me 
at  this  time  we  all  from  now  until  next 
week  should  do  what  one  very  distin¬ 
guished  Member  of  this  House  told  me 
he  is  doing — get  down  on  our  knees  and 
pray  for  guidance.  To  my  mind  this  is 
the  time  when  we  must  think  only  of  our 
country.  Let  us  stop  thinking  of  the 
pressure  groups,  let  us  stop  thinking  of 
the  mail,  let  us  stop  thinking  of  the  next 
election.  It  is  a  matter  of  no  impor¬ 
tance  whether  any  of  us  come  back.  Let 
us  think  of  our  country  and  let  us  turn 
to  our  God. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  In  view  of  state¬ 
ments  that  were  made  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  by  Members  representing  our  lead¬ 
ership  yesterday  with  respect  to  the  ex¬ 
treme  critical  condition  in  which  they 
believe  our  country  is  faced  at  this  time, 
would  this  not  be  the  proper  time,  here 
and  now,  to  bring  all  facts  to  the  floor 
of  the  House  and  not  wait  until  the  last 
moment  to  present  them?  If  the  situa¬ 
tion  is  as  critical  as  was  presented  to  us 
yesterday,  why  wait  until  next  week? 
We  should  have  all  of  the  facts  now. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  We  should  know 
the  truth.  Only  through  the  truth  can 
we  keep  our  freedom  and  our  liberty. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa 
[Mr.  Gross]. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
consideration  of  the  measure  now  before 
us  there  are  many  questions  that  need 
to  be  asked  and  answers  given,  not  only 
for  the  benefit  of  Members  of  the  House, 
but  for  the  public  as  well. 

First  of  all,  let  me  make  it  plain  that 
I  believe  the  United  States  must  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  defend  this  continent.  That 
is  the  first  and  major  requirement. 
What  it  is  possible  to  do  beyond  that 
depends  entirely  upon  the  ability  of  the 
American  people  to  supply  the  military 
manpower  while  still  maintaining  pro¬ 
duction  and  the  solvency  of  the  United 
States  Treasury.  It  will  be  fatal  if  we 
attempt  to  maintain  a  huge  Military 
Establishment  at  home  and  abroad  if  we 
at  the  same  time  bankrupt  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people,  morally  and  financially, 
lower  the  standard  of  living,  and  force 
upon  the  Nation  a  dictatorial  form  of 
government.  / 

We  are  told  that  we  are  embarked 
on  the  process  of  building  an  armed 
force  of  3,462,000  men.  What  is  the 
basis  for  that  figure,  and  how  is  it  pro¬ 
posed  to  use  these  men?  Are  there  more 
Koreans  in  the  making?  Is  it  planned 
to  ship  8  or  10  divisions  to  Europe?  Or 
is  it  necessary  to  have  three  and  one- 
half  million  men  mobilized  to  defend 
this  country? 
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And  this  measure  provides  26  months 
of  service.  Since  the  necessary  period 
of  training  is  admittedly  much  less  than 
that,  then  why  26  months?  Is  it  be¬ 
cause  Anna  Rosenberg  wanted  27 
months  and  she  would  agree  to  shav-- 
ing  off  30  days? 

There  has  been  much  discussion  with 
respect  to  the  opinion  of  experts  on  the 
proper  age  at  which  the  draft  should 
take  effect.  I  want  to  make  my  con¬ 
tribution  by  reading  a  letter  which  I 
wrote  to  Gen.  Omar  N.  Bradley,  and  his 
answer  on  this  subject. 

My  letter  to  General  Eradley  is  dated 
September  18,  1950,  and  reads  as  follows: 

As  you  are  well  aware,  those  of  us  In  the 
legislative  branch  of- the  Government  face 
vital  decisions  as  to  manpower. 

Endeavoring  to  approach  the  subject:  of 
universal  military  training  on  an  honest  and 
human  basis,  X  would  like  to  ask  you  this 
question :  At  what  age  does  a  man  make  the 
best  combat  soldier? 

And  in  your  opinion,  how  long  does  it' 
take  to  train  a  man  to  be  an  efficient  combat 
soldier?  ' 

Your  views  on  these  questions  will  be 
appreciated. 

General  Bradley’s  reply  dated  October 
5,  1950,  is  as  follows: 

I  have  your  letter  in  which,  you  ask  two- 
questions  concerning  age -and  length  of-serv- 
ice  desirable  for  soldiers.  As  you  undoubt¬ 
edly  know,  there  is  naturally  difference,  of 
opinion  among  authorities  as  to  just  how 
long  it  takes  to  properly  train  a  soldier  and 
as  to  the  age  when  he  receives  this  training, 
with  maximum  advantage.  I  might  further 
add  that  each  of  the  three  services  have 
different  problems  in  training. 

As  to  my  own  personal  views,  I  think  that 
the  average  man  between  the  ages  of  19  and 
35  can  stand  the  rigors  of  combat.  Of  course, 
there  are  exceptions;  some  men  stay  in  good 
physical  shape  longer  while  at  the  same  time 
some  men  35  years  old  require  longer  to  get 
in  good  physical  condition  ..and  cannot  stand 
so  much  exposure  in  combat.  Quite  often 
it  is  a  question  of  offsetting  resiliency  and 
physical  condition  with  judgment  that  comes 
with  greater  age. 

During  the  last  war  we' tried  to  give  each 
soldier  basic  training-  of  at  least  13  to  15 
weeks  before  using  him  as -a  replacement  in 
a  well-trained  unit.  However, ,  to  train  an 
individual  for  all-around  service  and  as.  a 
key  member  of  the  unit  most  people  thought 
that  the  time  required  was  at  least  a  year. 

All  the  services  reqi.ire  a- large  proportion 
of  specialists.  Specialist  training,  of  course, 
requires  considerable  longer  time  than  indi¬ 
cated  above. 

Hoping,  that  this  answers  your  questions, 
X  am, 

Sincerely, 

Omar-  N.  Bradleyv 

You  will  note  that  General  Bradley 
made  no  mention  whatever  of  18-year- 
olds.  His  effective  age -bracket  was  be¬ 
tween  19  and  35,  and  his  effective  train¬ 
ing  period  was  approximately  a  year. 
Then  why  this  talk  about  24  or  even  26 
months  of  military  training  and  service? 
If  this  is  such  a  good  thing  for  the  youth 
of  America,  let  us  spread  the  good,  to 
the  greatest  number  by  drafting,  for  18 
months  at  the  age  of  19,  with  a  continu¬ 
ation  of  service  in  the  Reserve.  Under 
such  a  program  there  would  be  no  ex¬ 
cuse  to  set  up  an  educational  deferment 
deal  by  which  President  Truman  .or  any¬ 
one  else  could  make  fish  of  one  youth  and 
fowl  of  another. 


Much  has  been  said  by  some 
brass  hats  in  Government  about  equality 
of  service  and  equality  of  sacrifice.  It 
seems  to  me- it  is  about  time  that  those 
who  espouse  the-  Truman-Rosenberg 
scheme  demand  some  equality  in  the 
matter  of  military  manpower  from  those 
so-called  freedom-loving  nations  over 
the  world  who  have  taken  so  much  from 
us  in  the  last  few  years  and  given  so 
little  in  return.  Since  it  has  already 
been  made -a  part  of  the  record  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  more  than  reiterate 
the  cold  fact  that  under  the  terms  of 
this  bill  it  is  proposed  that  the  United 
States  conscript  youth  at  the  earliest 
age  and  for  a  longer  period  of  service 
than  any  other  nation  in  the  world. 

Incidentally*  it’  is  interesting  to  note 
that  while  breaking  their  collective  backs 
to  inaugurate  universal  conscription,  the 
Truman-Rosenberg  crowd  makes  no  rec¬ 
ommendations  for  universal  conscription 
of  all  resources,  financial  and  material, 
as  well  as  manpower. 

Which  is.  more  important  lives  or 
money? 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  connection  with  this 
military  manpower  bill,  the  most  sweep¬ 
ing  ever  brought  before  a  United  States 
Congress,  there  are  some  things  that 
need  to  be  said  about  the  recent  ap¬ 
pearance  of  General  Eisenhower  in 
Washington. 

In  the  firsts  place,  the  attempt  has 
been  made  to  sell  Congress  and  the 
American  people  a  phoney  bill  of  goods 
that  Eisenhower  toured  Europe  and  as¬ 
certained  that  we  have  allies  in-  fact  as 
well  as  in  name. 

In  his  appearance  before  a  joint  meet¬ 
ing  of  Congress  the  first  of  February, 
Eisenhower  dealt  in  glib,  if  not  glittering 
generalities*-  He  gave  it  as  his  belief,  un¬ 
supported  by  •  facts  or  figures,  that  the 
will  to  resist1  was  growing  in  Western 
Europe.  How  did  he  know?  By  his  own 
admission  he  made  hit-and-run  visits  to 
13  capitals  in  something  less  than  21 
days,  including  that  great  military  power 
known  as  Luxemburg.  In  those  13  capi¬ 
tals,  he  talked  with  the  brass  hats  of 
government  and 1  the  generals.  He  did 
not  talk  to  the  pecpls — those  who  will  do 
the  dying,  if  they  elect  to  fight. 

Eisenhower  said  the  French  agreed  to 
raise  what  he-  called  25  battle-worthy 
divisions.  It  was  the  only  specific  figure 
for  any  nation  in  terms  of  actual  divi¬ 
sions.  No  information  was  provided  as  to 
the  numerical  strength  of  these  divisions 
or  how  many  of  these  pitifully  few  divi¬ 
sions  the  French  . would  leave  on  the  con¬ 
tinent  of  Europe  when  they  have  a  play¬ 
boy  emperor  to  maintain  on  the  throne 
of  Indochina  and  at  the  same  time  give 
protection  to  some  Vichy  French  who 
still  insist  on  fattening  themselves  on 
the  bones  of  the  natives  of  that  hapless 
country. 

It  is  easily  within  the  memory  of  many 
Americans,  if  not  that  of  Eisenhower, 
that  France,  in  1939,  modestly  admitted 
to  all  who  would  listen  that  her  army 
was  the  best  in  the  world.  Are  we  sup¬ 
posed  to  assume  that  Eisenhower,  alone 
of  all  Americans,  was  not  stunned  when 
the  Germans  ripped  that  army  apart  in 
1340  in  a  matter  of  days? 


And  today,  with  thousands  of  publicly 
anbflftLCommunists  in  France,  and  with 
the  French  pgtyi  fresh  in  the  minds  of 
there  to  believe  tha^AJogical  reason  is 
greater  resistance  than  it  “fLAViH  offer 
against  the  Germans,  a  traditMliO 
enemy? 

Permit  me.  to  say  for  the  record  that 
I  am  opposed  to  uprooting  young  Amer¬ 
icans  to  serve  in  and  for  the  interests 
of  European  countries  who  drag  their 
own  feet.  Let  these  so-called  foreign 
friends  provide  substantial;  military, 
forces  to  protect  their  own  countries, 
if  the  danger  is  as  dire  as  claimed  by 
those  beating  the  war  drums.  If  they 
fail  to,  do.  so,  we  can.  only  assume  they 
would  be  of  less  than  no  help  to  our 
troops  if  the  Russian- war  machine  rolled 
westward,  in  that"  case,  what  would 
happen  to  8  or  10  A  meric  an  divisions? 
If  our  alleged  allies  will  fight  on  their 
own  soil,  as  they: have  not  done  to  any 
appreciable  extent  in  Korea,  let  them 
prove-  it.  Let"  them  stand  up  and  be 
counted  in  terms  of  men,  equipment,  and 
sacrifices  necessary  to  supply  the  same. 
In  the  name  of  survival  of;  the.  United 
States,  we  simply  cannot  continue  to 
squander  American  lives,  resources;  and 
money  all  over  the-  world,  including  a 
slothful  Western:  Europe. 

And  make  no  mistake  about  it,  the 
Truman  administration  appears-  to  be 
equally  as  adept  at  squandering  lives 
as  resources  and  money.  That  was 
tragically  demonstrated  when  Truman 
launced  our  forces  into  war  in  Korea 
without  consulting  Congress.;  after  his 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  testified,  in  1948 
that  Korea  would  be  untenable.,  in  the 
event  of,  a  major  military  move  by- the 
Communists;  after  practically  all: Ameri¬ 
can  combat  troops  were  pulled,  out  of 
Korea  in  1949;  and  after  Secretary  of 
State  Acheson  announced'  to  the  world 
as  late  as  January  12,  1950,  that  the 
United  States  would  not  defend  Korea. 

As  a  result,  thousands  of  American 
homes  were  broken,  with  reservists  in¬ 
discriminately  recalled  to  active  duty. 
Thousands,  of  Americans  .have  been 
slaughtered,  and  the  economy  of  this 
country  convulsed.  This  is  a  terrible 
price,  and  Americans  have  paid  almost 
all  of  it,  alone,  with  virtually  no  help 
from  our  paper  allies.  Yet,  how  much 
has  all  this  cost  Stalin?  How  many 
Russians  has  he  lost  in  this  blood  let¬ 
ting?  Are  we.  to  permit,  a  continuance 
of  the  debauchery  of.  American  lives,  in 
'perhaps  more  and  more  Koreas  by 
clamping  our  youths  under,  the  heel  of 
the  military  for  6' years  in  one  way  or 
another.  I  say,  we  have  ample  evidence 
that  American  liyes  are  .no  more  sacred 
to  the  squanderers  than  the  taxpayers’ 
money  or  our.  national  resources. 

A  few  days  ago,  the  congressional  weir 
come  mat  was  rolled  out  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of. France.  I  read  his  speech  care¬ 
fully  but  in  vain  as,  I  sought  specific 
figures  and,  facts  upon  which  to  base  a 
hope  that  France  is  now  ready  and  will¬ 
ing,  to  lift  her  burden  from  our  shoulders. 
The  French  President  failed  even  to 
substantiate  the  25  paper  divisions  about 
which  Eisenhower,  spcke  so  warmly. 
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I  hope  I  have  not  misjudged  the 
French  in  this  situation.  France,  with 
her  manpower  and  productive  potential, 
is  the  present  key  to  the  fortunes  of 
Western  Europe.  Perhaps,  as  a  result 
of  the  French  President’s  visit,  there 
were  some  secrets  left  behind  at  the 
other  end  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue  in 
that  repository  of  knowledge  and  good 
cheer.  Once  in  a  while  the  common 
herd  in  Congress  is  permitted  to  recall 
the  secret  agreements  made  at  Yalta — 
agreements  that  were  locked  away  at 
the  far  end  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue- 
agreements  that  handed  to  the  Russians 
Eastern  Europe  and  set-  the  stage  for 
exactly  what  is  being  attempted  here  in 
this  House  today. 

I  listened  with  much  interest  on  Tues¬ 
day  when  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson!  alleged  that  the  Russian 
bear  has  reached  out  to  grab  territory 
throughout  the  world.  I  disagree  with 
him  in  this  respect;  it  was  not  even  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  Russians  to  exert  them¬ 
selves  by  reaching.  All  they  had  to  do 
was  swallow,  because  practically  all  the 
territory  consumed  by  the  Russians  was 
fed  to  them  on  a  silver  platter  by  the 
previous  and  present  administrations  at 
Tehran,  Cairo,  Yalta,  and  Potsdam  in  a 
succession  of  the  most  stupid  displays  of 
statecraft  known  to  modern  times.  Let 
us  not,  for  the  purpose  of  enacting  this 
legislation,  sidestep  the  moral  and  terri¬ 
torial  sell-outs  and  hand-outs  rubber 
stamped  by  the  Truman  administration. 
Let  us  not  deceive  the  American  people. 
Let  us  focus  the  blame  where  it  belongs. 

But  let  me  return  to  Eisenhower.  In 
his  Library  of  Congress  performance  be¬ 
fore  Members  of  Congress,  he  decried  use 
of  Germans  in  any  army  he  would  com¬ 
mand,  asserting  that  would  be  on  the 
Hessian  pattern  of  the  Revolutionary 
War.  Yet,  the  next  day,  appearing  before 
a  congressional  committee,  he  advocated 
the  formation  in  the  United  States  Army 
of  a  Foreign  Legion  on  the  pattern  of  the 
French  Foreign  Legion.  What,  I  would 
like  to  ask,  is  the  fundamental  differ¬ 
ence?  Does  a  name  make  them  any  less 
mercenaries? 

And  what  is  the  complexion  of  the 
French  Foreign  Legion?  It  has  long 
been  a  sanctuary  for  assorted  rascals, 
fleeing  before  the  law.  Is  this  the  pat¬ 
tern  for  a  Foreign  Legion  in  our  Army? 
Would  the  ranks,  if  shot  out,  be  refilled 
with  kindred  spirits  from  this  country  or 
would  the  replacements  be  the  18-year- 
olds  that  would  be  conscripted  under  this 
measure? 

At  no  time  did  Eisenhower  tell  the 
assemblage  of  Congressmen  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  ship  American 
divisions  to  Europe,  yet  a  few  hours 
later,  before  congressional  committees, 
he  was  urging  the  early  shipment  of  ad¬ 
ditional  American  troops  across  the  At¬ 
lantic.  Is  it  possible  he  made  that  de¬ 
cision  or  was  the  decision  made  for  him 
in  the  few  hours  that  elapsed  between 
his  appearance  in  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress  and  then  before  congressional 
committees? 

Again  returning  to  the  Library  of 
Congress  performance,  Eisenhower  said 
this: 

I  do  not  believe  *  *  *  that  the 

United  States  can  pick  up  the  world  on  its 


economic,  financial,  and  material  shoulders 
and  carry  it. 

Yet,  with  the  greatest  of  ease,  he  made 
it  plain  that  the  United  States  must 
continue  to  drain  her  financial  and  ma¬ 
terial  resources  and  further  convulse 
the  economy  by  shipping  vast  quantities 
of  war  materials  to  Europe,  already  the 
recipient  of  billions  upon  billions  of 
American  gift  dollars  plus  uncounted 
tons  of  materials.  Is  it  too  much  to 
expect  Eisenhower  to  step  down  from 
his  pedestal  and  tell  the  American  peo¬ 
ple,  hungry  for  facts  upon  which  to 
base  reason  and  logic,  just  how  many 
more  billions  he  expects  his  European 
program  will  cost? 

In  one  breath  he  called  for  the  spend¬ 
ing  of  billions  for  arms,  ships,  muni¬ 
tions,  and  maintenance  of  troops  in  Eu¬ 
rope  while  in  the  next  breath  he  de¬ 
cried  -  against  the  United  States  being 
made  a  twentieth-century  Atlas. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  Eisen¬ 
hower  made  no  mention  to  the  joint 
meeting  of  Congress  about  his  feeling 
that  pay  scales  for  European  soldiers 
should  be  raised  because  of  the  higher 
pay  of  United  States  troops.  Before  a 
Senate  committee,  he  insisted  European 
soldiers  must  be  paid  more  because,  he 
said,  “American  soldiers  have  more 
money  to  spend  on  wine  in  the  villages’’ 
and  “on  the  girls.” 

So  it  looks  as  though,  in  time,  Amer¬ 
ican  taxpayers,  will  be  asked  to  pick  up 
the  check  for  millions  of  dollars  worth 
of  pay  increases  to  Europeans.  And 
these  are  the  same  American  taxpayers 
to  whom  Eisenhower  gives  lip  service 
when  he  says  the  United  States 
cannot  carry  the  world  on  its  collective 
shoulders. 

At  this  point,  I  want  to  compliment  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short], 
for  his  statement  made  on  Tuesday  that 
it  is  high  time  the  military  leaders  of 
this  country  ceased  being  policymakers 
and  devoted  their  time  to  carrying  out 
the  orders  given  them.  This  form  of 
government  was  never  designed  for  the 
luxury  of  diplomats  and  policymakers  in 
uniform.  It  is  the  cloth  from  which  dic¬ 
tators  are  cut. 

Yesterday,  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Ray¬ 
burn],  took  the  floor  to  assert  that  30 
enemy  planes  were  over  Korea  Tuesday 
and  he  further  asserted  that  enemy 
troops,  not  all  of  them  Communist  Chi¬ 
nese,  were  being  massed  in  Korea. 

May  I  remind  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
that  this  is  not  the  first  time  enemy 
planes  in  numbers  have  been  over  Ko¬ 
rea,  and  if  Russian  troops,  as  the  Speak¬ 
er  seems  to  imply,  are  being  massed  in 
Northern  Korea  then  Congress  and  the 
American  people  ought  to  be  let  in  on 
the  secret. 

It  has  been  my  observation  that  during 
the  past  2  years  almost  every  time  a 
major  piece  of  legislation  came  before 
the  House,  with  the  question  of  passage 
in  doubt,  a  situation  of  emergency  or 
crisis  was  evolved  in  an  effort  to  obtain 
a  favorable  vote  for  the  administration. 

I  do  not  say  that  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  is  attempting  to  deceive  the  Mem¬ 
bers.  I  do  say  that  during  the  past  2 
years  this  administration  has  operated 
from  day  to  day  on  the  basis  of  emer¬ 


gency  and  crisis  and  I  am  one  of  those 
Members  who  does  not  now  know  whom 
to  believe. 

The  Speaker  has  promised  he  will 
speak  again  on  the  pending  measure 
when  it  is  considered  under  the  5-minute 
rule.  I  hope  he  will  address  some  of  his 
remarks  to  the  reasons  why  confusion  is 
compounded  in  Washington  and  why  the 
American  people  have  so  little  confidence 
in  the  present  administration.  I  can  say 
to  the  Speaker  that  the  people  at  the 
crossroads  of  Iowa  believe  the  Truman 
ship  of  state  is  rudderless  and  drifting 
in  the  storm.  They  need  more  than  any¬ 
thing  else  strong,  honest,  and  decent 
leadership.  They  need  to  know  where 
they  are  going  and  why.  There  will  be 
no  real  unity  of  purpose  until  they  are 
given  the  facts  of  life  and  I  hope  the 
Speaker  will  recognize  this  crying  need. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  pending  bill  be¬ 
cause  it  is,  as  aptly  described,  a  legisla¬ 
tive  abortion.  I  am  convinced  the  mili¬ 
tary  manpower  needs  of  this  Nation  can 
properly  and  adequately  be  met  at  this 
time  by  extension  and  revision  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act. 

It  is  unnecessary  to  sustain  this  un¬ 
holy  wedlock  of  selective  service  and 
universal  military  training.  I  trust  that 
the  Barden  bill,  with  certain  amend¬ 
ments,  will  prevail. 

Members  of  this  House  will  do  well  to 
remember  that  President  Truman  ap¬ 
pears  determined  to  fasten  permanently 
upon  this  country  an  economy  based  on 
emergency  spending.  It  is  not  enough, 
apparently,  to  proceed  with  some  degree 
of  sanity  to  build  the  defenses  of  the 
United  States,  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
and  the  island  perimeter  in  the  Pacific, 
give  whatever  aid  we  can  elsewhere  and 
remain  solvent. 

This  is  a  time  and  place  for  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  speak  with  a  col¬ 
lective  voice  against  a  perpetuation  of 
this  world  of  make-believe  here  in  the 
United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Nebraska  who  has  made  sev¬ 
eral  valuable  contributions  to  this  de¬ 
bate.  _ 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  The  gentleman  was 
not  here  in  1948,  but  I  recall  that  in 
April  1948,  when  the  Marshall  plan  was 
before  the  Congress,  there  were  whispers 
going  up  and  down  the  cloakroom  that 
we  would  be  in  war  with  Russia  in  30 
days,  and  the  same  type  of  talk  was  used 
then  just  as  it  is  being  used  here  now, 
and  in  my  book  that  type  of  mental 
terrorism  is  an  insult  to  the  intelligence 
of  this  House. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  his  observation. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  gladly  yield  to  my  col¬ 
league  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  What  does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  say  to  this  suggestion  that  if  the 
spark  of  world  war  III  is  about  to  be 
ignited,  as  has  been  mentioned  by  our 
affable  Speaker,  on  yesterday,  and  that 
the  outbreak  of  world  war  III  is  so  im¬ 
minent,  would  not  the  gentleman  think 
that  our  Commander  in  Chief  should 
convoke  a  joint  session  of  the  Congress 
immediately  and  state  those  facts  to  us? 
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Mr.  GROSS.  I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  The 
gentleman  made  a  very  fine  contribu¬ 
tion  when  he  mentioned  pay.  I  have 
been  trying  to  get  some  information  for 
the  last  2  days,  in  asking  the  question 
which  I  expect  to  ask  the  gentleman, 
and  perhaps  he  can  give  the  answer  for 
me.  Do  I  understand  that  the  18-year- 
olds  who  will  be  taken  in  under  the  draft 
law  will  enjoy  a  different  status  than 
the  18-year-olds  that  we  place  in  UMT, 
side  by  side,  so  that  you  will  have  one 
group  of  young  men  obtaining  the  same 
benefits  as  a  soldier,  and  the  other  group 
getting  $30  a  month,  with  no  benefits 
whatsoever?  I  wish  the  gentleman 
would  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  will  be  glad  to  an¬ 
swer  you.  UMT  conscripts  will  have  a 
different  and  much  lower  pay  status  than 
selective  service  draftees.  These  18- 
year-old  conscripts  would  be  paid  $30  a 
month  during  their  training  period. 
There  are  no  mandatory  GI  benefits  in 
this  bill  for  conscripts  under  UMT. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  That  is 
discrimination,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  GROSS.  That  is  discrimination, 
of  course. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  And 
they  will  not  get  the  emoluments? 

Mr.  RIVERS.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  the  situation  you  raised  could  not 
happen  in  a  thousand  years. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  That 
is  exactly  what  I  was  told  a  half  an  hour 
ago. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  I  realize  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  given  a  great  deal  of  study 
to  the  statement  he  has  presented  today. 
I  would  like  to  ask  this  question:  What 
reason  or  justification  exists,  in  your 
opinion,  if  any,  for  the  taking  of  Ameri¬ 
can  boys  at  18  years,  when  the  European 
nations,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  set 
the  age  at  20  years? 

Mr.  GROSS.  There  is  absolutely  no 
justification  for  it,  and  I  am  glad  the 
able  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  empha¬ 
sized  that  point  by  his  interrogation. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Rivers]. 

Mr.  RIVERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
not  presume  to  change  the  opinion  of 
anybody  on  this  floor,  for  those  who  are 
opposing  the  philosophy  of  universal 
military  training  I  doubt  that  I  can 
change,  and  I  will  not  even  insult  their 
intelligence  by  making  an  effort  to 
change  them  against  their  will.  But  for 
those  who  are  on  the  fence  and  are 
willing  to  listen  or  who  are  undecided, 
I  am  going  to  make  an  effort  to  direct 
my  remarks  to  the  point  of  universal 
military  training  and  endeavor  in  some 
measure  to  answer  as  honestly  as  I  can 
and  with  whatever  capacity  I  possess, 
your  question. 

To  begin  with,  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Services  spent  60  days  on  this 
legislation;  and,  brother,  “that  ain’t 
hay”;  that  is  not  pleasant.  Under  Carl 
Vinson,  you  either  work  or  they  work 


without  you,  and  35  members  of  that 
committee  languished  morning  and  eve¬ 
ning  in  an  effort  to  write  a  bill  for  you; 
and,  good  or  bad,  this  is  our  bill  and  not 
the  bill  of  the  military,  and  not  the  bill 
of  the  administration.  I  am  not  here 
to  defend  either  group.  I  come  here  not 
speaking  as  a  Democrat  or  Republican; 
I  am  speaking  as  an  American  and  a 
southern  American.  A  lot  of  people 
call  us  other  names,  but  for  the  moment 
I  am  a  southern  American  and  speak¬ 
ing  for  a  section  of  the  Nation  that  once 
lost  a  war,  and  we  do  not  want  to  lose 
another.  While  there  is  still  time  I  want 
to  prepare  my  Nation.  I  am  not  here  de¬ 
fending  any  administration;  they  will 
have  their  day  some  other  time.  But  for 
today  this  is  Mendel  Rivers’  responsi¬ 
bility,  and  to  the  best  of  my  obviously 
limited  capacity  I  am  going  to  discharge 
my  obligation  with  whatever  tools  the 
good  Lord  temporarily  entrusted  to  me, 
but,  I  admit,  with  obvious  incapacity. 

Now,  what  does  this  bill  contain? 
And  this  is  our  bill.  Let  me  tell  you 
something.  I  heard  the  distinguished 
gentlewoman  from  New  York,  and  I 
want  to  say  this,  that  if  I  were  a  person 
who  wanted  to  be  persuaded  I  know  of 
no  one  in  this  House  who  could  do  it 
better,  but  I  am  just  not  going  to  be 
persuaded.  I  am  just  old,  brother,  but 
I  can  look.  But  may  I  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  New  York  that  she  was 
wrong  in  her  presumptions  and  assump¬ 
tions  about  our  committee.  We  were 
not  mesmerized  by  the  military.  We 
have  had  the  military  come  to  us  deco¬ 
rated  like  a  Christmas  tree  that  shook 
in  the  light,  but  more  than  one  of  them 
have  said:  “I  think  I  will  change  my 
assignment  tomorrow;  I  would  rather  be 
in  Korea  than  before  Carl  Vinson  and 
his  crew.”  I  want  to  tell  you  this,  we 
do  not  take  orders  from  the  military; 
we  give  orders  in  that  committee.  We 
searched  this  thing  with  a  fine-toothed 
comb  in  an  effort  to  bring  something  to 
you  because  we  realized  then  and  we  re¬ 
alize  now  that  we  are  going  to  make  his¬ 
tory  within  the  next  few  days. 

I  know  that  you  are  going  to  vote  for 
the  extension  of  the  draft  as  it  is  here; 
there  is  no  question  about  that;  I  know 
you  are  going  to  vote  for  it  by  a  tremen¬ 
dous  majority.  You  will  either  vote  for 
this  bill,  the  Barden  bill,  or  an  amend¬ 
ment  of  some  other  name,  but  substan¬ 
tially  it  will  be  the  provisions  contained 
in  this  bill;  it  may  be  the  Towe  bill.  I 
was  for  the  Towe  bill  when  it  was  re¬ 
ported  out  some  years  ago,  and  I  am  for 
its  1951  edition,  which  is  the  Rivers  bill. 

Now,  here  is  what  this  UMT  bill  con¬ 
tains,  and  let  me  give  you  this  little  back¬ 
ground:  The  Federal  income  for  Federal 
purposes  is  approximately,  and  in  round 
figures,  $38,000,000,000.  That  is  a  lot  of 
money.  The  military  budget  is  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $34,000,000,000.  That  is  a  lot  of 
money  also.  We  cannot  continue  to  go 
along  under  those  astronomical  figures 
for  even  one  segment  of  our  military. 
Why,  people  in  foreign  countries  pay 
taxes,  too,  but,  like  you,  they  do  not  like 
it.  We  want  to  get  away  from  that. 

This  universal-military  proposal  we 
have  here  is  composed  of  a  civilian  com¬ 
mission.  One  man  says:  “Do  you  not 
know  that  commission  is  going  to  be  in¬ 


competent?”  I  said:  “It  may  be,  pre¬ 
sume  that  it  will  be,  but  here  is  the  safe¬ 
guard:  They  will  have  to  come  before 
our  committee,”  and,  like  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Cole]  said,  we  are  not  going  to  take  that 
thing  hook,  line,  sinker,  and  all.  This 
committee  we  are  on  does  not  do  business 
that  way.  We  are  going  to  have  the 
right  to  amend  their  proposal.  The 
chairman  of  the  committee  has  made 
that  plain  today.  You  are  going  to  have 
the  right  to  amend  the  proposal  before 
anything  is  set  up.  But  in  this  bill  to¬ 
day,  let  me  tell  you,  you  are  not  set¬ 
ting  up  universal  military  training.  Far 
from  that.  As  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Edwin  Arthur  Hall]  asked, 
“How  can  you  have  universal  military 
training  and  the  draft?”  You  do  not 
have  it,  that  is  all.  When  one  comes  in, 
the  ether  goes  out.  When  a  boy  gets  to 
be  eighteen  and  a  half  he  is  inducted 
into  the  training  corps.  Now,  that  may 
be  a  college  program;  I  do  not  know 
what  it  is  going  to  be.  That  is  going  to 
be  your  responsibility,  not  my  responsi¬ 
bility  today  and  not  your  responsibility 
today.  That  is  going  to  be  your  respon¬ 
sibility  tomorrow  when  this  thing  is 
finally  worked  out.  All  we  do  is  set  up 
here  the  commission.  I  do  not  believe 
I  will  love  it  anymore  than  you  will,  may 
I  say  in  passing. 

Someone  asked,  “Why  bring  it  up  in 
this  piggy-back  fashion?”  I  would 
rather  get  there  piggy-back  than  not  at 
all  while  there  is  still  time.  My  con¬ 
science  tells  me  to  prepare  my  Nation. 
I  think  it  was  George  Washington  who 
said:  “In  time  of  peace  prepare  for  war.” 
If  he  did  not  say  it,  I  say  it. 

Let  me  tell  you  that  I  came  to  this 
Congress  11  years  ago.  The  first  thing 
they  fed  me  was  to  vote  for  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  draft.  I  did  not  know  any 
more  about  that  than  the  man  in  the 
moon.  Do  not  say  what  you  think,  but 
I  know  a  little  more  now.  I  had  to  vote 
for  the  draft  with  great  misgivings.  The 
Speaker  paid  me  the  high  compliment 
of  discussing  it  with  me,  and  I  voted  like 
the  rest  of  you.  That  passed  by  one 
vote.  I  had  not  been  here  long  enough 
to  know  many  Members  of  the  House, 
and  I  do  not  know  so  many  more  now. 
All  of  you  are  delightful  people,  may  I 
interject. 

When  the  war  came  on  we  were  about 
as  prepared  as  the  man  in  the  moon. 
The  then  Chief  of  Staff  did  not  recall 
where  he  was  at  a  certain  time.  That 
is  his  responsibility.  But  for  the  time 
being  I  want  to  prepare  my  nation  for 
any  eventuality.  Two  years  from  now  or 
one  year  from  now  this  country  is  going 
to  be  putting  out  138,000,000  tons  of  steel, 
while  we  have  only  been  putting  out  100,- 
000,000  tons  in  the  immediate  past. 

We  stumbled  along  by  our  mixed  up 
foreign  policy,  and  you  know  it  was 
mixed  up.  The  whole  world  looks  to 
this  Nation  for  leadership.  We  have  in¬ 
vested  untold  billions  of  your  money  to 
get  into  that  position,  and  I  am  not  go¬ 
ing  to  falter  in  that  responsibility.  I  did 
not  put  this  country  in  its  present  con¬ 
dition,  I  am  not  apologizing  for  it,  but 
I  have  three  babies  and  I  am  going  to 
try  to  prepare  for  them  while  time  still 
remains. 
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Now,  getting  back  to  this  universal 
military  training  commission.  We  set 
up,  as  I  stated,  only  the  commission. 

I  say  to  you  that  I  do  not  have  any 
special  information  on  what  is  happen¬ 
ing  in  Korea.  I  know  we  have  60,000 
casualties;  I  read  that  in  the  newspaper. 
Nobody  comes  to  me  with  special  Infor¬ 
mation.  Maybe  they  have  good  reasons 
not  to  do  it,  but  I  have  no  special  infor¬ 
mation.  But  I  do  have  this,  I  have  a  re¬ 
sponsibility,  and  I  know  this,  I  do  not 
believe  we  are  going  to  have  a  war  this 
year;  I  just  do  not  believe  it.  I  know  one 
thing,  though,  if  we  have  our  Army  in 
good  condition,  our  Air  Force  in  good 
condition,  and  our  Navy  in  good  condi¬ 
tion,  we  will  not  have  a  war  next  year 
either  because  Russia  is  not  looking  for 
a  push  over.  Regardless  of  what  you 
think  about  Korea,  I  am  as  bitter  on  cer¬ 
tain  phases  of  it  as  are  you. 

Regardless  of  what  we  think  of  some 
kind  of  Korea,  it  had  to  be  met  some¬ 
where  in  the  world,  but  when  we  meet 
it  again,  if  we  have  to  meet  it  again,  my 
colleagues,  I  plead  with  you,  let  us  put 
out  Nation’s  military  house  in  order. 
Keep  it  under  control  of  the  Congress. 
That  is  what  Carl  Vinson  told  you  we 
are  going  to  do.  You  can  read  it.  This 
is  not  universal  military  training.  This 
sets  up  a  commission  to  bring  some  pro¬ 
gram  back  to  you.  If  you  do  not  like  it 
you  have  your  conscience  to  sleep  with, 
and  then  do  what  you  want  to  do.  But, 
you  have  got  to  meet  it  some  time.  Let 
us  meet  it  now.  Carl  Vinson  has  told 
you  when  we  have  this  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training,  we  pay  those  boys  $30  a 
month.  Now  we  pay  them  in  the  service 
at  least  $90  a  month  or  thereabouts. 
What  is  the  difference  in  a  large  armed 
force?  Do  you  not  know  that  that  boy 
can  program  his  life  so  that  when  he 
gets  to  be  18  V2  years  old,  he  knows  he 
will  be  in  for  6  months,  and  then  go  into 
the  Reserves?  The  gentlewoman  from 
New  York  said  we  have  no  Reserves  or 
National  Guard.  I  wish  you  could  have 
heard  the  questions  I  asked  in  committee 
as  to  what  happened  to  the  National 
Guard  and  the  Reserves.  Of  course,  our 
Reserve  is  composed  of  veterans;  you 
know  that,  and  if  this  thing  affects  the 
National  Guard,  I  am  against  it,  and  so 
are  you.  This  thing  will  make  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  and  the  Reserve,  that  is 
what  it  is  designed  for,  and  I  am  not 
going  to  vote  to  take  that  National  Guard 
away  from  the  governors,  either,  and 
neither  are  you.  That  is  our  force,  and 
they  are  in  the  Army  now  because  the 
Congress  never  declared  war  to  be  at  an 
end.  If  there  is  anything  wrong,  you 
are  as  much  to  blame  as  the  boys  down 
the  street,  and  so  am  I.  We  never  de¬ 
clared  peace ;  that  is  why  they  are  taking 
the  National  Guard.  We  never  declared 
the  national  emergency  at  an  end,  and 
I  am  going  to  fight  to  keep  that  National 
Guard  under  the  governors  and  keep 
the  reserve  in  a  healthy  condition.  As 
Carl  Vinson  told  you,  we  appropriated 
$822,000,000  for  the  Defense  Department 
to  create  and  operate  a  Reserve  program. 
They  did  not  do  it,  and  you  know  it.  I 
am  not  taking  the  responsibility  for  it, 
but  now  I  am  face  to  face  with  my  own 
responsibility.  What  am  I  going  to  do? 


I  am  going  to  vote  to  build  my  Reserves 
up  for  my  Nation  in  the  democratic  way. 
If  they  bring  something  here  that  is  not 
democratic,  do  not  pass  it,  and  if  you 
think  you  can  go  back  to  South  Carolina, 
if  you  do,  brother,  you  have  not  been 
down  there  recently.  We  have  a  big 
stake  in  this  set-up,  and  we  have  always 
enjoyed  the  distinction  of  having  a  large 
percentage  of  our  boys  join  voluntarily. 
They  did  not  have  to  be  sent  for.  In  my 
district  there  is  one  of  the  finest  police 
schools  in  the  world,  at  Parris  Island,  the 
marine  base.  You  have  heard  of  that. 
It  has  the  finest  police  school  in  the 
world.  And,  there  is  a  big  Navy  ship¬ 
yard  there,  and  we  are  very  proud  of 
that,  too,  and  we  are  going  to  fight  to 
keep  it  in  the  democratic  fashion  in 
which,  I  am  sure,  you  are  interested. 

Now,  what  about  this  corps?  The 
Congress  can  put  an  end  to  this  training. 
Is  that  not  democratic?  If  you  do  not 
like  it,  stop  it.  You  do  not  have  to  make 
any  appropriations.  You  have  a  trigger 
set  up  on  it.  Now,  somebody  told  me 
they  did  not  like  this  negative  action.  I 
would  not  fight  if  it  were  changed,  but  it 
is  democratic  throughout.  Our  whole 
proposition  is  democratic.  We  have  a 
committee  that  looks  at  everything  with 
a  fine-tooth  comb.  I  wish  you  could  hear 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  New 
York  with  his  analytical  mind;  he  can 
analyze  anything.  I  am  speaking  of  my 
dear  friend,  Stu  Cole.  I  sat  with  him 
for  6  years  on  the  old  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairs.  We  are  proud  of  our 
committee,  we  are  proud  of  the  handi¬ 
work  of  our  committee.  You  may  not 
agree  that  this  is  exactly  the  way  to 
handle  it.  Well,  change  it,  but  let  us  get 
to  the  point  where  we  will  have  some 
form  of  training  and  some  form  of  re¬ 
serve  and  National  Guard  in  the  days 
that  lie  ahead.  This  may  be  your  last 
chance.  If  it  is,  let  us  perform  our  duty 
in  a  dignified  manner  of  which  we  are 
capable,  thinking  always  not  as  a  party 
but  as  Americans. 

In  the  days  that  lie  ahead,  if  we  have 
this  integrated  force,  well  trained  and 
well  reserved,  no  nation  on  the  face  of 
the  globe  will  dare  attempt  another 
Korea. 

You  know  that  if  they  invaded  West¬ 
ern  Europe  we  would  be  at  war.  You 
know  that.  I  do  not  want  to  be  at  war 
with  a  token  force.  There  is  time  yet 
remaining.  This  is  our  day  in  history. 
We  cannot  falter. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Dakota  [Mr.  Burdick], 

Mr.  BURDICK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can 
say  all  I  want  to  say  in  less  than  8 
minutes. 

0  Mr.  Chairman,  no  one  in  this  debate 
has  taken  a  position  yet  against  the 
draft  bill.  Technically,  we  are  not  at 
war,  but  no  one  can  brand  the  Korean 
police  action  as  just  a  matter  of  keep¬ 
ing  order,  with  casualities  of  60,000  on 
the  side  of  the  Americans. 

I  am  not  here  to  debate  the  question 
of  a  selective  draft  or  a  compulsory 
military  training.  That  is  not  what  I 
rose  for  on  this  occasion.  I  rose  for  a 
deeper  purpose  than  that. 


The  President  has  stated,  and  everyone 
knows  it,  Democrats  as  well  as  Republi¬ 
cans,  that  he  will  send  troops  anywhere 
in  this  world,  where  he  thinks  it  is  ne¬ 
cessary  to  send  them,  regardless  of  Con¬ 
gress.  That  is  why  I  am  here.  If  the 
President  can  do  that,  do  you  suppose  I 
am  going  to  sit  here  in  this  House  and 
vote  reservoirs  of  men  for  him  to  draw 
upon,  either  in  the  draft  of  the  military 
training,  unless  we  have  some  informa¬ 
tion  on  what  he  is  going  to  do  with 
them?  I  for  one  will  not  do  it. 

When  I  became  a  Member  of  this  body 
I  took  an  oath  that  I  would  support  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and 
I  meant  it.  I  am  going  to  do  it.  That 
Constitution  provides  that  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  war  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  shall  determine  that  matter.  I 
am  not  going  to  be  a  party  to  creating 
any  reserves  of  men  for  somebody  to 
draw  upon  that  acts  independently  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  This 
body  represents  the  people  of  the  United 
States  of  America  right  now.  We  are 
the  representatives  of  the  people.  When 
our  forefathers  created  this  Congress 
they  left  in  the  hands  of  this  body,  not 
the  Senate,  but  in  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  the  power  to  preserve  this 
democracy,  because  the  Px-esident  can¬ 
not  do  anything,  he  cannot  make  a  move 
without  the  support  of  this  Congress  in 
the  matter  of  appropriations. 

Suppose  the  President  now  or  at  any 
time  takes  another  notion  to  start  a 
war  without  the  consent  of  Congress, 
he  can  be  definitely  stopped  by  this 
Congress  in  refusing  appropriations  or 
the  drafting  of  men  when  Congress  does 
not  know  where  the  President  intends 
to  send  them  or  when. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  grow¬ 
ing  power  of  bureaus  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  in  usurping  the  power  of  Con¬ 
gress.  No  bureau  has  ever  exercised  any 
power  that  was  not  first  given  to  them 
by  Congress. 

It  is  time  for  you  to  ascertain  the  fact 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
represents  the  people  of  America.  You 
have  given  away  this  power — every  one 
of  you.  There  is  no  bureaucrat  that 
makes  a  rule  or  a  regulation  this  eve¬ 
ning  or  tonight  who  does  it  without  the 
consent  of  the  Congress.  Men  are  in¬ 
carcerated,  tried  and  convicted  and  sen¬ 
tenced  upon  the  basis  of  laws  that  you 
do  not  know  anything  about — laws  that 
are  made  in  the  nighttime  by  some  bu¬ 
reau  in  the  city  of  Washington.  I  know 
what  I  am  talking  about  because  I  have 
visited  them  in  jail  after  they  were  con¬ 
victed.  One  of  them  asked  me,  “Is  there 
any  law  against  selling  100  pounds  of 
sugar  to  a  legitimate  buyer?” 

I  said,  “No,  for  God’s  sake,  there  can¬ 
not  be.  But,”  I  said,  “I  am  living  in  a 
complex  government.  I  will  ask  the 
Library  of  Congress  Reference  Bureau.” 

They  told  me  there  was  no  such  law. 
So  when  I  went  back  at  night  this  grocer 
said  to  me,  “What  did  you  find  out?” 
“Oh,”  I  said,  “just  as  I  said,  they  can¬ 
not  convict  you  for  selling  100  pounds 
of  sugar  to  a  legitimate  buyer.”  “Well,” 
he  says,  “what  will  I  tell  them  when 
they  come  around?” 

Well,  you  can  imagine,  from  the  dis¬ 
trict  I  am  from,  what  I  told  him  to  tell 
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them.  Well,  he  told  them,  and  the  next 
time  I  saw  him  he  was  in  jail  down  in 
Virginia.  He  had  violated  a  regulation 
of  the  Treasury  Department. 

There  is  one  curb  that  this  body  has 
upon  the  President  of  the  United  States 
or  anybody  else,  and  personally  I  do  not 
refer  to  Mr.  Truman  alone  but  refer  to 
any  President  we  may  have  in  the  United 
States  who  may  take  a  notion  that  he  is 
bigger  than  the  Congress.  We  hold  the 
purse  strings  and  the  draft  law.  If  we 
will  exercise  the  power  we  already  pos¬ 
sess,  which  the  fathers  of  our  Consti¬ 
tution  placed  in  our  hands,  you  will  never 
have  a  charge  leveled  against  us  that  we 
are  surrendering  the  power  of  Congress. 
They  cannot  do  a  thing  unless  Congress 
furnishes  the  money. 

Even  this  august  body  across  the  hall, 
which  never  makes  an  error,  cannot  draw 
a  dime  unless  we  first  pass  an  appro¬ 
priation  and  the  President  cannot  draw 
a  nickel  unless  we  pass  it  first.  So  the 
people  of  America  have  left  the  purse 
strings  of  the  Nation,  the  most  powerful 
control  in  this  Nation,  in  the  hands  of 
this  body  of  their  own  representatives. 
They  elect  you  for  only  2  years.  Two 
years  is  long  enough,  if  you  are  no  good. 
It  will  not  hurt  you  to  come  up  for  re- 
election.  You  are  always  close  to  the 
people.  You  get  one  of  these  Senators 
elected  for  6  years,  and  nobody  at  home 
will  often  see  them  again. 

If  any  President  of  this  Nation  would 
take  us  in  his  confidence  and  say  to  us, 
“I  do  not  intend  to  send  troops  anywhere 
unless  it  is  approved  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,”  you  would  not  have 
any  trouble  on  the  draft.  You  would  not 
have  any  trouble  on  military  training. 
But  when  one  who  occupies  that  posi¬ 
tion  of  President  says  in  the  public  press 
that  he  will  send  men  anywhere  he 
wants,  and  any  time  he  wants  to,  I  say 
to  you  that  is  a  violation  of  the  consti¬ 
tutional  provisions  of  this  Government. 

If  this  unbridled  demand  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  military  is  not  stayed  and 
the  authority  of  Congress  over  war  re¬ 
stored,  it  is  the  first  effective  thrust  ever 
made  against  freedom  in  this  country 
and  may  well  lead  to  the  complete  de¬ 
struction  of  our  constitutional  liberties. 
I  have  no  objection  to  our  contributing 
as  much  as  we  possibly  can  to  the  spirit 
of  freedom  throughout  the  world,  but 
while  we  are  engaged  in  this  altruistic 
enterprise,  we  want  to  make  sure  that 
we  do  not  lose  our  own  freedom  here 
at  home. 

When  we  deliver  the  greatest  power 
we  possess  to  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  this  Nation  and  strip  this  Congress 
of  power  to  preserve  democracy,,  we  have 
indeed  lost  our  liberty. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  the  gentleman 
one  additional  minute,  if  that  will  be 
enough. 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  just  want  to  ex¬ 
plain  this  emergency. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Can  the  gentleman  do 
it  in  a  minute? 

Mr.  BURDICK.  I  am  not  so  keen  as 
others,  but  I  have  noticed  that  the 
Democrats  are  long  on  emergencies— 
wre  have  had  them  ever  since  1932.  In 
tins  present  emergency  the  administra¬ 
tion  is  attempting  to  turn  what  emer¬ 


gency  we  have  into  fear  and  frenzy  in 
order  to  strip  this  Congress  of  the  power 
to  say  what  wars  we  shall  have  and 
when  and  where  our  men  shall  be  sent 
overseas  to  fight. 

Probably  some  of  you  Democrats  do 
not  like  my  reference  to  Democratic 
emergencies,  but  let  me  tell  you  I  have 
voted  with  you  and  stood  against  my 
own  party  time  after  time  when  I 
thought  you  were  right,  but  this  time 
you  are  wrong. 

As  one  Member  of  this  Congress,  I 
propose  to  maintain  this  democracy  and 
keep  alive  on  this  continent  the  spirit 
of  independence  and  liberty  transmitted 
to  us  by  the  signers  of  the  Declaration 
of  Independence  and  translated  into 
government  at  the  Constitutional  Con¬ 
vention  in  Philadelphia  in  1787. 

All  the  enemies  of  this  Republic  are 
not  in  foreign  countries,  but  many  are 
right  here  among  us.  Those  who  seek 
to  usurp  the  constitutional  powers  of 
the  Congress  of  the  people  are  more  to 
be  feared  than  all  assaults  ever  made 
upon  this  Government  by  any  foreign 
power.  Remember  the  caution  that  has 
come  down  through  150  years  of  our 
history:  “Eternal  vigilance  is  the  price 
of  liberty.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
happy  to  yield  10  minutes  to  our  distin¬ 
guished  minority  leader,  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin]. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  Speaker,  for  whom  I  have 
an  affectionate  regard  and  whose  judg¬ 
ment  I  value,  told  us  yesterday  that  be¬ 
cause  of  the  current  massing  of  Com¬ 
munist  troops  in  Korea  and  Manchuria, 
it  is  his  “firm  belief  that  we  are  in 
greater  danger  of  an  expanded  war  to¬ 
day  than  we  have  been  at  any  time  since 
the  close  of  the  World  War  in  1945.” 

Mr.  Rayburn  said: 

I  think  that  w,e  stand  in  the  face  of  ter¬ 
rible  danger  and  maybe  the  beginning  of 
world  war  III. 

It  should  be  evident  that  the  adminis¬ 
tration  apparently  has  information 
which  it  has  not  imparted  to  the  other 
Members  of  Congress  and  to  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people.  We  all  know  that  we  are  in 
a  critical  period  in  our  international  re¬ 
lations.  And  that  we  must  use  every 
resource  at  our  command  and  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  wisdom  if  we  are  to  survive. 
We  have  known  that  for  some  time  that 
is  why  we  have  the  draft  and  are  spend¬ 
ing  billions  for  armaments.  Whether 
we  are  on  the  immediate  brink  of  an¬ 
other  world  war,  I  cannot  say. 

But  I  do  know  this' — because  of  ad¬ 
herence  to  policies  long  since  proven  dis¬ 
astrous,  our  State  Department  today  is 
blocking  the  use  of  the  fullest  resources 
available  to  us. 

I  refer  to  the  failure  to  employ  the 
800,000  anti-Communist  Chinese  troops 
on  Formosa  under  the  command  of  Gen¬ 
eralissimo  Chiang  Kai-shek.  I  discussed 
this  failure  to  use  Formosan  troops  in  a 
speech  I  delivered  in  Brooklyn  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  and  I  have  reexamined  this 
question  in  several  speeches  since. 

Under  the  legislation  we  are  consid¬ 
ering  here  today,  we  contemplate  call¬ 


ing  up  tens  of  thousands  of  additional 
American  boys  to  hold  the  front  in  Ko¬ 
rea,  and  for  dispersal  to  Europe.  We 
have  had  the  testimony  of  General  Ei¬ 
senhower  and  the  highest  officers  of  the 
Pentagon  concerning  the  European 
theater.  The  Congress  unfortunately 
has  not  had  the  benefit  of  similar  ad¬ 
vice  from  our  Far  Eastern  Command. 

I  want  to  say  to  this  House  that  if 
we  are  closer  to  a  third  world  war  to¬ 
day  than  at  any  time  since  1945  be¬ 
cause  of  the  current  massing  of  Commu¬ 
nist  troops  in  Korea  and  Manchuria, 
then  I  think  it  is  imperative  for  the 
safety  of  our  Nation  that  we  know  com¬ 
pletely  and  thoroughly  the  views  of  the 
Far  Eastern  Command,  and  at  once.  It 
is  because  of  this  belief  I  have  decided 
to  make  public  a  letter  that  I  received 
a  week  ago. 

Several  weeks  ago  I  wrote  General 
MacArthur  a  note  and  I  enclosed  a  copy 
of  my  February  12  address.  I  wanted 
to  make  sure  my  views  were  not  in  con¬ 
flict  with  what  was  best  for  America. 

General  MacArthur  was  kind  enough 
to  reply  to  my  letter,  and  I  wish  at  this 
time  to  read  it  to  the  House : 

Dear  Congressman  Martin:  I  am  most 
grateful  for  your  note  of  the  eighth  forward¬ 
ing  me  a  copy  of  your  address  of  February 
12.  The  latter  I  have  read  with  much  in¬ 
terest,  and  find  that  with  the  passage  of 
years  you  have  certainly  lost  none  of  your 
old  time  punch. 

My  views  and  recommendations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  situation  created  by  Red  China’s 
entry  into  war  against  us  in  Korea  have  been 
submitted  to  Washington  in  most  complete 
detail.  Generally  these  views  are  well  known 
and  clearly  understood,  as  they  follow  the 
conventional  pattern  of  meeting  force  with 
maximum  counter  force  as  we  have  never 
failed  to  do  in  the  past.  Your  view  with 
respect  to  the  utilization  of  the  Chinese 
forces  on  Formosa  is  in  conflict  with  neither 
logic  nor  this  tradition. 

It  seems  strangely  difficult  for  some  to  real¬ 
ize  that  here  in  Asia  Is  where  the  Communist 
conspirators  have  elected  to  make  their  play 
for  global  conquest,  and  that  we  have  joined 
the  issue  thus  raised  on  the  battlefield;  that 
here  we  fight  Europe’s  war  with  arms  while 
the  diplomats  there  still  fight  it  with  words; 
that  if  we  lose  the  war  to  communism  in  Asia 
the  fall  of  Europe  is  inevitable,  win  it  and 
Europe  most  probably  would  avoid  war  and 
yet  preserve  freedom.  As  you  point  out,  we 
must  win.  There  is  no  substitute  for  victory. 

With  renewed  thanks  and  expressions  of 
most  cordial  regard,  I  am, 

Faithfully  yours, 

Douglas  MacArthur. 

It  is  perfectly  clear  front  General  Mac- 
Arthur’s  words  that  he  strongly  favors 
the  employment  of  the  anti-Communist 
forces  on  Formosa.  I  wish  to  ask  that  if, 
as  the  general  says,  “The  utilization  of 
the  Chinese  forces  on  Formosa  is  in  con¬ 
flict  with  neither  logic  nor  tradition,” 
*  why  in  God’s  name  are  we  not  using 
them? 

I  think  it  is  high,  time  that  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  the  Pentagon  came  clean 
with,  the  Congress  and  with  the  American 
people.  Certainly  if  there  is  danger,  the 
enemy  knows  it.  Why  hold  it  back  from 
the  American  people? 

I  do  not  have  to  tell  the  Members  of  the 
House  that  down  through  the  years  we 
have  heard  high  officials  of  this  Govern¬ 
ment  utter  time  and  again  the  direct 
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warnings  of  imminent  bloodshed  when  a 
particular  piece  of  legislation  they  want¬ 
ed  was  before  the  Congress. 

On  the  other  hand,  and  this  was  par¬ 
ticularly  true  a  year  ago  immediately  be¬ 
fore  the  outbreak  of  hostilities  in  Korea, 
high  administration  officials,  including 
the  occupant  of  the  White  House,  have 
told  us  that  we  were  closer  to  peace  than 
at  any  other  time  in  recent  years. 

Now,  what  puzzles  us  more  is  that  on 
yesterday,  while  Mr.  Rayburn  was  warn¬ 
ing  the  House  that  a  third  world  war  was 
imminent,  another  administration 
spokesman  arose  in  the  Senate.  The 
spokesman  was  Senator  Tom  Connally, 
of  Texas,  the  chairman  of  the  Senate 
Foreign  Relations  Committee,  who  usual¬ 
ly  is  presumed  to  be  speaking  with  the 
authority  of  the  administration  behind 
him. 

I  now  quote  from  Mr.  Connally’s  re¬ 
marks  as  printed  on  page  3382  of  the 
Congressional  Record  of  April  4,  1951: 

The  course  of  world  events  Is  uncertain, 
but  it  is  my  view  that  there  will  be  no  world 
war  this  year.  The  Russians  will  not  defy 
the  free  nations  of  the  world. 

I  think  when  the  Senate  is  being  told 
one  thing  and  the  House  another  by  ad¬ 
ministration  leaders  on  the  very  same 
day  an  explanation  is  due. 

We  in  this  House  respect  and  cherish 
the  integrity  of  our  speaker.  I  know  that 
we  can  count  on  him,  as  we  have  always 
counted  on  him,  to  join  us  in  our  desire 
for  a  full  presentation  of  facts  to  this 
Congress,  and  it  was  characteristic  of 
him  that  he  promised  the  House  yester¬ 
day  he  would  do  so.  The  Congress  is  an 
integral  part  of  this  Government  and  its 
members  are  the  elected  representatives 
of  the  people.  They  must  have  the  facts 
if  they  are  to  make  intelligent  decisions. 

The  people  of  the  country  trust  Con¬ 
gress.  They  want  them  to  have  all  the 
facts  and  they  are  ready  to  accept  their 
judgment  when  the  facts  are  fully  im¬ 
peded.  The  people  are  tired  and  worried 
over  the  constant  fag  of  secrecy. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Jonas]. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  know 
of  no  one  piece  of  legislation  presented 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  during  my 
limited  term  of  service  in  Congress  that 
is  more  vicious  in  its  intent,  more  distor¬ 
tionary  in  its  purpose,  and  more  destruc¬ 
tive  of  American  principles,  precepts, 
and  traditions,  than  the  present  bill 
labeled  S.  1,  and  relating  to  universal  and 
compulsory  military  training. 

I  have  read  and  studied  the  provisions 
set  forth  in  this  bill,  and  I  am  frank  to 
say  that  what  the  bill  attempts  to  do  to 
our  youth  is  both  shocking  and  brutal. 
The  language  in  the  bill  is  confusing  and 
so  loosely  drawn  that  it  may  conceivably 
be  treated  and  construed  to  mean  most 
anything.  Indefiniteness  in  its  terms 
and  the  apparent  flexibility  to  which  the 
language  is  susceptible  would  readily 
provide  the  vehicle  that  could  easily  re¬ 
duce  the  great  middle-class  people  of  our 
Nation  and  their  sons  tc  a  state  of  vas¬ 
salage  and  military  serfdom.  If  this 
came  to  pass  such  a  situation  would  be 


comparable  to  that  which  prevailed  for 
centuries  in  major  European  nations, 
and  invariably  resulted  in  rule  by  auto¬ 
crats  and  tyrants. 

The  bill  in  its  present  form  is  bound 
to  invite  trouble  in  a  free  nation  like 
ours. v  It  proposes  to  add  another  bu¬ 
reaucracy  to  long  line  of  similar  in¬ 
stitutions  that  are  gradually  encroach¬ 
ing  more  and  more  upon  the  civil  and 
political  rights  of  our  citizens,  and  there¬ 
by  expressly  or  by  implication  pave  the 
way  for  a  military  dictatorship. 

What  has  been  said  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  thus  far  in  support  of  the  bill,  in 
my  opinion,  has  added  very  little,  if  any¬ 
thing,  to  the  value  or  clarification  of  the 
conflicting  or  unconscionable  terms  and 
provisions  contained  in  the  bill.  It  is  ap¬ 
parent  to  me  that  the  bill,  if  enacted  into 
law,  would  tend  to  enslave  and  put  in 
military  bondage  millions  of  our  youth 
at  an  age  when  their  minds  are  most  im¬ 
pressionable  and  their  characters  are  be¬ 
ing  molded  in  anticipating  of  taking  on 
responsibilities  that  are  inherent  to  the 
lives  and  conduct  of  all  individuals  who 
grow  from  youth  into  manhood. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  pending  bill 
you  propose  to  draft  forcefully  for  com¬ 
pulsory  military  training  millions  of  our 
adolescents  at  an  age  when  they  are  liv¬ 
ing  in  the  springtide  of  life,  and  compel 
them  to  spend  26  months  on  parade 
grounds  and  in  military  barracks.  What 
benefits  does  the  bill  under  discussion 
confer  upon  the  18-year-old  boy  as  they 
relate  to  the  Manual  of  Arms  or  military 
tactics  that  he  cannot  now  obtain  in  his 
high  school  or  college,  through  ROTC 
training  or  by  joining  the  National 
Guard?  Why  should  a  boy  of  18  be  sub¬ 
jected  to  the  potentialities  that  this  bill 
calls  for,  and  particularly  throwing  him¬ 
self  open  to  the  harsh  and  vicious  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  bill  dealing  with  infractions 
of  its  terms? 

In  brief,  what  can  this  Nation  gain  by 
a  law  that  inflicts  5  years  of  penal  servi¬ 
tude  and  a  $10,000  fine  upon  our  youth 
who,  at  18  years,  do  not  possess  mature 
minds  fortified  by  experience,  nor  have 
they  a  clear  concept  of  the  full  impact 
of  their  acts  and  conduct  which,  in  many 
instances,  are  due  largely  to  their  state 
of  immaturity  and  impetuousness? 

I  am  opposed  to  this  bill,  and  believe 
that  this  Congress  should  vote  it  down 
and  thereby  discard  and  get  rid  of  this 
vicious  piece  of  legislation;  I  am  firmly 
convinced  the  great  mass  of  American 
people  do  not  want  it.  We  should 
promptly  proceed  to  investigate  and  de¬ 
termine  who  is  responsible  for,  and  who 
are  the  masterminds  back  of,  this'  legis¬ 
lation.  We  should  explore  all  of  the 
facets  available  through  which  we  might 
develop  who  it  is  that  stays  in  the  back¬ 
ground,  but  is  basically  and  primarily 
promoting  this  legislation.  Unquestion¬ 
ably,  there  is  already  sufficient  evidence 
to  put  the  public  on  notice  that  this  bill 
has  the  backing  of  some  undisclosed 
principals  who  apparently  have  been 
working  cleverly  and  fiendishly  with  the 
avowed  intent  and  purpose  to  turn  the 
United  States  into  an  armed  camp,  and 
thus  pave  the  way  for  the  destruction  of 
the  last  vestige  of  a  constitutional  form 
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of  government  and  substitute  therefor  a 
military  autocracy  and  dictatorship. 

What  is  being  proposed  here  by  this 
bill  is  exactly  what  subjected  Central 
and  South  American  countries  to  spo¬ 
radic  rebellions  in  the  past  and  created 
the  unrest  and  clashes  between  the  mili¬ 
tary  and  civil  population  in  some  of  these 
pan-American  countries  today.  These 
countries  are  living  examples  of  what 
compulsory  military  training  and  at¬ 
tempted  rule  by  might  can  accomplish 
when  the  people  themselves  are  not  fully 
alerted  to  the  dangers  that  are  wrapped 
up  in  legislation  of  this  character.  It  is 
a  matter  of  general  knowledge  and  his¬ 
torical  fact  that  wherever  military  might 
has  been  exploited  to  extremes  tyrants 
and  despots  have  prospered  and  thrived 
in  their  unholy  and  wicked  endeavors. 

To  myrnind  this  bill  is  a  modified  fac¬ 
simile  of  the  pattern  for  creating  mili¬ 
tary  might  that  prevailed  in  continental 
Europe,  and  which  was  the  curse  of 
European  countries  for  centuries.  Com¬ 
pulsory  military  training  was  the  real 
and  underlying  cause  that  broke  the 
back  of  every  major  country  in  Europe. 
Germany,  France,  Italy,  England,  and 
numerous  lesser  countries  are  good  ex¬ 
amples  of  what  happens  when  the  forces 
of  military  might  get  control  and  take 
over.  It  is  a  matter  of  record  as  well  as 
common  knowledge  that  the  vast  stand¬ 
ing  armies  under  the  control  of  European 
monarchs  frequently  got  out  of  hand, 
and  in  some  instances  it  is  conceded  that 
the  only  remedy  to  curb  the  unrest  and 
the  smoldering  rebellions  among  the 
armed  forces  was  for  the  rulers  to  make 
war.  We  now  have  before  us  the  after- 
math  of  compulsory  military  training  in 
these  countries.  No  one  has  yet  chal¬ 
lenged  the  statement  that  compulsory 
military  training  has  been  a  failure  in 
every  country  where  it  has  prevailed  on 
a  major  scale. 

As  further  evidence  of  the  viciousness 
of  compulsory  military  legislation,  prac¬ 
tically  all  of  the  countries  in  Europe  are 
presently  insolvent  and  economically 
bankrupt.  Their  manpower  has  been 
destroyed  and  their  physical  assets  re¬ 
duced  to  a  minimum.  In  brief,  all  of 
these  countries  are  on  the  downward 
grade.  About  a  century  and  a  half  last 
past  Napoleon  Bonaparte  typified  the 
No.  1  military  dictator.  France  is  a  liv¬ 
ing  example  of  the  effects  of  the  drain 
that  military  might  puts  upon  its  man¬ 
power  and  the  tangible  property  of  the 
French  people.  In  modern  times  Hitler 
and  Mussolini  are  glaring  examples  of 
the  vicious  and  destructive  repercussions 
that  can  follow  over-all  attempts  to  sub¬ 
stitute  military  might  for  right  and  even- 
handed  justice.  England  lost  an  empire 
because  economically  it  could  not  stand 
to  bear  the  burden  in  costs  and  expenses 
entailed  by  maintaining  vast  standing 
armies  and  a  powerful  navy  in  her  colo¬ 
nial  possessions. 

In  spite  of  all  the  preliminary  train¬ 
ing  that  European  armies  were  sub¬ 
jected  to,  it  can  be  asserted  that  the 
armies  of  the  United  States,  when  put 
up  against  European  might  in  two  wars 
during  the  last  30  years,  were  able  to 
defeat  and  whip  the  Kaiser’s  powerful 
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standing  armies — and  later  on  were  able 
to  defeat  and  destroy  the  military  might 
created  and  built  by  Hitler  and  Musso¬ 
lini.  At  the  same  time,  we  defeated 
and  drove  the  Japanese  to  cover  and 
confined  their  activities  to  a  series  of 
islands  far  remote  from  the  vast  terri¬ 
tory  which  that  nation  occupied  and 
exploited  in  the  Pacific  sector. 

We  did  all  of  this  with  American  boys 
who  had  no  previous  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  training  extending  over  a  period  of 
26  months.  We  met  the  most  powerful 
and  best-trained  armies  in  all  Europe, 
and  met  them  with  the  courage  and 
fighting  spirit  of  armies  composed  of 
soldiers  who  entered  the  army  as  free¬ 
men  and  not  driven  chattels  coming  out 
of  an  armed  stockade.  But,  it  is  urged 
that  Soviet  aggression  is  so  apparent 
that  we  must  turn  all  America  into  an 
active  and  militant  fighting  force. 
American  fortitude  and  courage  and  our 
ability  to  out- produce  any  nation  on 
earth  is  the  real  substitute  for  com¬ 
pulsory  military  might.  What  we  did 
to  Hitler  and  Mussolini  we  can  dupli¬ 
cate  and  repeat  in  any  armed  conflict  or 
clash  with  Joe  Stalin. 

The  military  “brass”  obviously  is 
alerted  to  the  fact  that  the  legislation 
under  consideration  may  produce  many 
soft  jobs.  Alarmist  and  artificial-scare 
promoters  are  frantically  fanning  the 
air  in  the  hope  that  a  noticeable  wave 
of  hysteria  will  be  the  means  of  mis¬ 
leading  the  people  and  presently  lulling 
them  into  a  false  sense  of  security.  It 
is  my  considered  judgment  that  tire 
puffed -up  proponents  in  the  various 
departments  dealing  with  our  military 
forces  are  in  for  a  surprise,  if  one  is 
to  judge  from  the  letters  of  protest  that 
are  coming  to  my  desk,  as  well  as  to  the 
desks  of  many  other  Congressmen,  in 
astounding  numbers.  These  messages 
appeal  to  me  as  representing  the  state 
of  mind  of  a  large  segment  of  the  people 
of  our  Nation,  and  reflect  what  a  great 
many  people  are  thinking  about  legisla¬ 
tion  dealing  with  universal  military 
training.  The  people  are  aware  of  the 
subtle  and  underhanded  approach  to 
this  question.  Furthermore,  the  people 
are  not  to  be  deceived  as  to  why  the 
present  bill  has  wrapped  up  in  it  two 
major  issues,  either  or  both  of  which 
vitally  affect  the  lives,  liberties,  and  gen¬ 
eral  welfare  of  the  youth  of  our  country. 
There  is  every  indication  that  the  people 
do  not  propose  to  be  fooled  by  this  legis¬ 
lative  monster  masquerading  under  the 
cloak  of  military  necessity,  and  hanging 
on  to  the  same  and  often-repeated  asser¬ 
tions  about  the  actual  or  potential  dan¬ 
gers  of  Soviet  aggression.  The  people 
of  America  do  not  want  their  youth  to 
be  Hessianized  and  put  on  a  military 
auction  block  as  was  done  in  the  days  of 
George  III  with  standing  armies.  The 
American  people  realize  that  a  large  area 
of  their  country  is  populated  by  men  and 
women  whose  forebears  migrated  to  the 
United  States  for  one  purpose  only — that 
was  to  get  away  from  the  vicious  and 
tyrannical  system  of  compulsory  military 
training  which  grew  to  such  vast  pro¬ 
portions  in  Europe  during  the  last  two 
centuries. 


It  is  pointed  out  here  that  a  number 
of  patriotic  groups  and  organizations  are 
bringing  pressure  to  bear  in  favor  of  the 
passage  of  the  bill.  In  my  opinion,  those 
who  propose  to  speak  for  these  patriotic 
organizations  do  not  represent  the  senti¬ 
ments  and  wishes  of  the  rank  and  file  of 
those  bodies.  I  contend  that  such  influ¬ 
ence  is  of  no  more  force  or  effect  than 
the  veiled  and  subtle  threats  which  the 
overlords  of  labor  were  dishing  out  in 
their  attempts  to  prejudice  the  union 
workingman  against  the  Taft-Hartley 
bill 

I  do  not  propose  to  resort  to  intemper¬ 
ate  language  or  inject  collateral  issues 
into  the  debate  while  voicing  my  opinion 
on  this  bill,  but  it  is  my  considered  judg¬ 
ment  that  if  we  ever  played  into  the 
hands  of  the  Communists,  this  is  it.  As 
sure  as  faith,  legislation  of  this  character 
will  lead  to  our  moral,  spiritual,  and  eco¬ 
nomic  ruin  and  destruction.  It  will 
more  or  less  retard  the  progress  of 
every  youth  of  America  who  has  been 
sucked  into  the  maw  of  this  proposed 
military  octopus. 

The  influence  of  this  legislation  will 
extend  beyond  that  of  marked  effects 
upon  the  person.  It  is  all  too  apparent 
that  it  will  slow  down  our  factories,  our 
workshops,  and  mills — it  will  interfere 
with  our-  transportation — and  decidedly 
impede  our  home-defense  program  to  the 
extent  that  it  may  be  bogged  down  com¬ 
pletely.  It  is  bound  to  bring  into  play 
the  venal  influence  of  bad  environment 
and  temptation  for  that  of  a  clean, 
wholesome,  and  moral  atmosphere  which 
prevails  almost  universally  in  our  schools 
and  institutions  of  learning.  We  may 
not  fully  realize  it  now,  but  I  fear  that 
the  repercussions  flowing  from  this  piece 
of  legislation,  if  passed,  will  be  so  glar¬ 
ing  and  destructive  that  nothing  we  can 
do  in  this  generation  will  wipe  out  its 
evil  effects  on  the  lives  and  social  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  people  of  our  country. 

The  adoption  of  this  legislation  may 
bring  down  upon  the  heads  of  the  public 
servants  of  the  people  in  America  more 
than  just  verbal  or  written  protests.  If 
the  bill  is  passed,  there  will  be  very  little, 
if  any,  rejoicing  among  the  youth  of 
America  and  their  mothers  and  fathers. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  may  be  cause 
for  a  celebration  in  the  Kremlin  and  in 
the  haunts  of  Stalin’s  fellow  travelers 
residing  in  the  United  States.  The  pur¬ 
poses  and  objectives  of  this  bill  offer  a 
real  challenge  to  the  mothers  and  fath¬ 
ers  of  this  country.  I  am  sure  that  they 
will  meet  it  with  infinite  and  unflinch¬ 
ing  courage.  They  are  already  giving 
out  evidence  of  what  their  aims  will  be 
in  the  not-too-distant  future. 

The  whole  structure  under  which  this 
plan  is  being  proposed  is  repugnant  to 
the  best  traditions  of  our  American  way 
of  life.  I  feel  that  I  can  do  no  greater 
service  to  my  constituency  and  my  coun¬ 
try  than  to  vote  against  S.  1  in  its  pres¬ 
ent  form. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  Furcolo], 

(Mr.  FURCOLO  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 


Mr.  FURCOLO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
thank  the  committee  for  allowing  me 
this  time.  During  the  last  Congress  I 
presented  a  plan  called  Blueprint  for 
Security — Congressional  Record,  De¬ 
cember  21,  1950 — which  I  thought  might 
have  some  bearing  on  our  national 
defense.  That  plan  has  never  been 
considered. 

It  seems  to  me  this  bill  is  not  ade¬ 
quate.  It  seems  any  plan  which  has 
been  presented  and  considered  so  far  is 
not  adequate.  Let  me  tell  you  why  I 
think  so,  if  I  may. 

In  the  first  place  we  have  to  have 
certain  facts.  One  of  them,  in  my  opin¬ 
ion,  is  this:  This  Nation  can  never  have 
as  large  a  standing  army  as  that  of  Rus¬ 
sia  or  any  other  nation  which  we  may 
oppose  at  any  time  in  the  future.  There 
are  many  reasons  for  that. 

In  the  first  place  our  men,  by  and 
large,  are  the  best-paid,  best-clothed, 
and  best-sheltered  of  any  fighting  men 
in  the  world.  That  is  not  true  at  all 
times,  naturally.  But  by  and  large  that 
is  the  fact. 

Secondly,  we  pay  them  more  and  we 
take  care  of  their  families  better  by  way 
of  allotments.  Then,  in  our  industrial 
and  economic  set-up  we  do  not  make  use 
of  slave  labor.  We  do  not  exploit  other 
nations.  So,  for  many  reasons  which  I 
do  not  want  to  bore  you  with,  but  for 
many,  many  reasons  this  Nation  never 
can  have  as  large  a  standing  force  in 
the  Regular  Aimed  Forces  as  other 
countries  may  have.  Apparently  we  are 
to  have  a  standing  force  of  4,000,000 
men.  The  figures  varied  from  3.000,000 
and  something  up  to  4,000,000. 

What  is  the  financial  cost.  My  own 
figures  are  a  little  less  than  those  of 
the  chairman  of  tire  Armed  Services 
Committee,  but  I  am  satisfied  to  go  by 
his  statement.  By  his  figures  it  takes 
about  $10,000  a  man  per  year.  Four 
million  men  at  $10,000  a  man  a  year 
and  you  get  about  $40,000,000,000  each 
year  for  a  four-million-man  army. 

Over  how  many  years  can  this  Nation, 
or  any  nation,  stand  that  economic 
strain  of  $40,000,000,000  a  year?  How 
long  is  the  emergency  period  going  to 
last?  I  think  that  is  basic  in  this 
matter. 

The  difficulty  with  this  entire  admin¬ 
istration,  in  my  opinion,  and  with  the 
entire  Armed  Services  Committee  and 
the  Congress,  and  the  whole  Nation,  as 
far  as  that  is  concerned,  is  that  at  no 
time  have  we  come  to  any  opinion  so 
that  we  can  have  a  long-range  program. 

In  my  talk  in  the  last  Congress  I 
pointed  out  that  I  thought  some  pro¬ 
gram  had  to  be  devised  that  would  take 
into  account  the  fact  that  this  was  not 
something  for  a  temporary  period  of  1 
or  2  or  3  years,  but  that  we  ought  to  try 
to  have  a  long-range  program.  I  used 
the  figure  of  25  years.  It  does  not  mat¬ 
ter  whether  you  take  5  or  10  or  25  years, 
but  before  you  can  come  to  a  well- 
reasoned,  considered  conclusion,  you 
have  to  have  some  sort  of  basic  premise. 
This  bill  is  not  founded  upon  any  basic 
premise  at  all.  This  bill  goes  from  one 
emergency  period  to  another,  so  that 


1951 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  3485 


year  after  year  we  have  a  continuing 
drain. 

There  is  another  thing  that  ought  to 
be  taken  into  account,  and  that  is  what 
are  you  going  to  do  with  the  men  after 
you  get  them  in?  If  we  were  to  use 
every  single  ship  that  we  have,  every 
means  of  transportation  that  we  have 
in  peacetime,  let  alone  in  wartime,  we 
could  not  get  1,000,000  men  to  fighting 
fronts  in  6  months’  time.  That,  to  me, 
is  another  basic  point. 

The  next  point  that  I  think  is  impor¬ 
tant  before  you  can  reach  a  decision  is 
this:  Apparently  we  can  train  a  man  for 
combat  duty  in  6  months.  When  I 
looked  into  this  some  years  ago,  they 
were  talking  about  10  or  12  months.  My 
own  opinion  is  that  you  can  train  a  man 
in  4  months  for  combat  duty.  But  let 
us  take  their  present  figure  of  6  months. 
If  you  can  train  a  man  in  6  months’ 
time  for  combat  duty,  and  if  you  do  not 
have  the  ships  to  be  able  to  transport 
people  from  the  camps  in  this  country 
to  the  fighting  fronts  in  less  than  6 
months’  time,  why  do  you  need  more 
than  a  million  men  in  the  camps  of  this 
country  at  any  one  time,  provided  you 
have  some  sort  of  a  fighting  reservoir? 
That  is  in  line  with  what  the  committee 
has  in  mind  in  the  UMT  program.  Eut, 
again,  that  is  expensive. 

The  plan  I  suggested  is  something 
which,  in  my  opinion,  would  save  the 
country  billions  of  dollars  a  year.  Of 
course,  that  is  important.  Money  does 
not  matter  when  it  comes  to  saving  lives, 
but  if  we  are  not  going  to  go  bankrupt 
in  every  way,  we  have  got  to  have  a  long- 
range  plan  that  will  take  into  account 
our  military  preparedness,  our  financial 
situation,  our  domestic  life,  our  morals, 
our  American  way  of  life,  and  our  indus¬ 
trial  set-up  on  the  home  front.  This 
plan  does  not  do  it.  Perhaps  the  idea 
I  have  does  not  do  it  either,  but  I  can 
tell  you  this,  that  if  you  are  going  to  keep 
putting  men  into  the  armed  services 
when  you  have  a  standing  Army  of 
4,000,000  men,  costing  over  $40,000,000,- 
000  a  year,  and  take  those  men  out  of 
industry,  have  them  in  armed  camps 
where  they  cannot  possibly  be  shipped 
abroad — and  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  can  check  on  this  statement  if 
they  want  to — they  cannot  ship  over  a 
million  men  abroad  in  6  months’  time. 
What  good  is  it  to  have  two  or  three 
million  men  in  camps  in  this  country? 

So  a  plan  has  to  be  devised  that  will 
be  within  the  financial  means  of  the 
country,  not  for  1  or  2  years,  but  for  this 
emergency  period,  so-called,  which  may 
continue  for  5  or  10  or  15  years.  Russia, 
in  her  plan,  would  like  nothing  better 
than  if  we  bled  ourselves  white  finan¬ 
cially  so  that  there  was  no  way  in  which 
we  could  support  an  armed  force. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  like  for  the 
gentleman  to  state  to  the  committee 
whether  or  not  he  thinks  that  this  pro¬ 
gram  to  establish  the  commission  and  to 
establish  the  training  corps  is  feasible? 
Is  the  gentleman  in  favor  of  establishing 
the  commission  and  the  training  corps? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  If  that  is  the  best  we 
can  get,  I  favor  it,  I  may  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia. 


Mr.  VINSON.  And  then  under  the 
proposed  amendment  that  I  am  going 
to  submit  to  the  committee,  it  would 
be  in  order  for  this  plan  the  gentleman 
has  in  mind  to  be  submitted  for  con¬ 
sideration  when  the  Congress  takes  up 
the  determination  as  to  what  the  char¬ 
acter  of  the  plan  shall  be.  Is  not  that 
correct? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  Yes.  May  I  say 
this - 

Mr.  VINSON.  Why  is  it  in  any  way 
unfair?  Any  man  can  submit  any  plan 
he  wishes. 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Then  what  we  are 
proposing  to  do  is  to  enact  legislation 
creating  the  commission,  enact  legisla¬ 
tion  creating  the  corps,  and  then  Con¬ 
gress  writes  finally  whatever  plan  it 
wants  to,  to  be  implemented  by  the 
commission. 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  I  understand  that. 
But  there  are  three  objections  to  it. 
First,  you  cannot  do  it  economically; 
secondly,  you  are  not  going  to  be  fair  to 
the  home  and  industry;  and,  thirdly,  you 
are  not  going  to  have  the  manpower 
pool.  Here  is  what  I  suggested:  I  sug¬ 
gested  that  we  keep  the  draft  in  opera¬ 
tion  so  that  you  provide  enough  men  to 
keep  at  all  times  at  least  a  million  men 
in  the  army  camps  of  America;  that  is, 
in  addition  to  what  you  have  abroad. 
Secondly,  I  suggested  that  throughout 
the  entire  Nation  there  be  set  up  what 
I  call  civilian  selectee  beards  where  mil¬ 
lions  of  men  in  this  country  would  not 
be  taken  from  their  homes,  would  not  be 
taken  from  their  jobs,  would  not  cost 
the  Government  any  great  amount  of 
money  to  train  or  maintain. 

I  know  from  my  own  experience  and 
any  man  knows  from  his  experience  if 
he  served  in  World  War  II  that  it  does 
not  matter  much  where  a  man  receives 
his  military  training  in  many  of  its  as¬ 
pects;  there  is  very  little  difference  be¬ 
tween  learning  the  manual  of  arms  and 
drilling  in  a  camp  or  in  a  field  in  your 
own  community.  There  are  so  many 
things  that  could  be  done  so  much  more 
easily  and  cheaply  in  the  way  of  giving 
them  basic  training  right  in  their  own 
communities  at  no  expense  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  at  no  detriment  to  their 
families  or  at  no  detriment  to  industry, 
in  the  way  I  have  outlined. 

Another  thing  that  astonishes  me  is 
that  there  is  so  little  coordination  in  the 
thinking  of  the  people  of  this  country. 
We  are  spending  three  billions  of  dol¬ 
lars  to  set  up  a  special  air-raid  warning 
system.  The  basis  of  that  is  that  we 
think  that  planes  are  coming  over  here 
and  we  have  got  to  warn  the  people;  we 
think  that  bombs  are  going  to  be  dropped 
and  that  people  are  going  to  be  injured. 
We  are  spending  three  billions  on  that 
kind  of  a  civil  defense  system,  yet  I  will 
bet  you  cannot  name  10  high  schools  in 
this  country  that  include  compulsory 
first  aid  as  part  of  the  training  for  high- 
school  students,  yet  first  aid  is  one  of 
the  things  that  would  be  most  useful  and 
most  needed  if  bombs  were  dropped  and 
fires  were  started  and  people  were  in¬ 
jured,  and  we  do  not  do  one  single  thing 
along  that  line.  All  that  could  be  co¬ 


ordinated  in  this  program,  and  it  should 
be  done. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  All  of  those  things  and 
others  might  be  embodied  in  the  pro¬ 
gram. 

Mi-.  FURCOLO.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  VINSON.  But  we  have  not  reached 
the  stage  yet  of  writing  the  plan.  What 
we  are  trying  to  do  here  is  to  provide 
machinery  by  which  the  plan  can  have 
the  benefit  of  the  learned  discussion  of 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  I  understand  that, 
may  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Geor¬ 
gia;  I  understand  what  the  program  is 
here,  but  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  you 
are  not  going  to  get  this  program,  in  all 
probability  you  are  never  going  to  get 
the  proper  program  this  way.  The  only 
way  you  are  going  to  get  it  is  to  have 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  work  it 
out,  and  work  out  all  the  details.  What 
I  am  pointing  out  is  that  we  have  got  to 
have  a  long-range  program  that  is  not 
going  to  disrupt  the  American  way  of 
life  and  that  is  not  going  to  cost  these 
enormous  amounts  of  money.  Whether 
the  plan  be  for  10  years,  5  years,  or  what¬ 
ever  length  of  time,  it  should  be  such  a 
plan  as  to  let  these  men  get  all  the  train¬ 
ing  they  can  in  their  communities  and 
disrupt  their  lives  as  little  as  possible, 
and  disrupt  the  industry  of  this  country 
as  little  as  possible.  This  plan  I  outline 
will  save  well  over  a  hundred  billion  dol¬ 
lars  in  less  than  5  years. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Does  the  gentleman 
refer  to  some  plan  like  the  junior  ROTC 
for  the  high  schools  of  America?  I  think 
we  have  got  to  expand  that  plan.  There 
is  a  bill  which  I  have  had  the  pleasure 
of  introducing  to  that  effect,  and  hear¬ 
ings  will  be  held  on  it  in  due  course. 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  Of  course,  that  is 
going  to  be  hard.  That  is  one  very  small 
part  of  the  plan,  but  that  does  not  go  to 
the  essence  of  what  I  am  talking  about 
here. 

Mr-.  VINSON.  Then  the  gentleman  is 
with  us  in  our  effort  to  start  the  machin¬ 
ery  and  to  build  up  the  corps  and  the 
commission? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  This  bill  is  probably 
better  than  the  present  set-up,  but  it  is 
not  very  much  of  a  bill,  in  my  opinion. 
It  is  probably  better  than  the  present 
set-up. 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  have  to  go  one  step 
further  and  let  the  Congress  write  the 
plan  or  have  a  voice  in  it.  When  you 
do,  then  you  do  have  something. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  What  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  asking  today  is  to  have  this  plan 
considered  now  and  not  after  a  bill  is 
passed,  is  that  right? 

Mr  FURCOLO.  The  gentleman  has  a 
thought  there,  of  course,  it  will  never 
be  done,  you  will  never  see  this  recom¬ 
mitted  and  you  cannot  have  it. 
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Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Under  this  bill  we 
are  supposed  to  approve  a  plan  that  has 
come  out  of  the  committee,  and  I  have 
the  greatest  respect  for  that  committee 
as  does  the  gentleman,  but  they  want  us 
to  do  it  now  and  then  bring  in  a  plan 
later. 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  A  blank  check  prob¬ 
ably.  There  is  no  other  way  they  can 
do  it. 

Let  me  get  to  one  other  thing.  Some 
years  ago  I  suggested  to  the  military  that 
there  was  going  to  be  a  shortage  of  doc¬ 
tors.  Of  course,  there  is  going  to  be  one 
in  the  future  as  well  as  there  has  been 
in  the  past.  The  military  needs  doctors. 
They  want  to  have  them  24  hours  a  day 
and  you  have  to  have  them  that  way  for 
overseas  duty.  In  my  district  we  have 
an  air  base.  Let  us  assume  that  air  base 
needs  10  full-time  doctors.  Within  a 
radius  of  8  miles  there  are  500  civilian 
doctors.  I  have  checked  with  them  and 
I  know  they  are  willing  to  go  along.  As 
a  patriotic  group  they  are  willing  to  form 
a  pool.  They  are  willing  to  put  in  4  hours 
a  week  or  4  hours  a  month  so  that  the 
air  base  will  at  all  times  have  10  full-time 
doctors  on  duty.  I  suggested  that  in¬ 
stead  of  drafting  10  doctors  and  taking 
them  from  the  civilian  communities  in 
which  they  live,  why  not  have  the  mili¬ 
tary  take  two  or  three  full-time  military 
doctors  and  use  the  services  of  the  other 
civilian  seven  part-time  doctors.  It 
would  save  the  Government  money.  The 
doctors  would  prefer  it.  The  families 
at  home  who  depend  upon  the  doctors 
would  prefer  it.  Do  you  think  the  mili¬ 
tary  will  do  that?  Of  course  they  will 
not.  They  can  draft  men  and  they  will 
take  all  the  men  they  can  get.  But  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  can  do  some¬ 
thing  about  that.  But  that  will  not  be 
done. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Is  the  gentleman 
aware  that  S.  1  as  originally  introduced 
by  the  junior  Senator  from  Georgia  had 
a  similar  provision  about  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  which  the  gentleman  men¬ 
tions? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  It  is  somewhat  simi¬ 
lar.  I  may  say  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  and  I  with  several  others  have 
talked  about  this  before  the  bill  came 
up  and  there  will  be  an  amendment  or 
a  substitute  offered  that  may  embody 
some  of  the  suggestions. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  If  the  chairman  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  would  let 
somebody  talk  once  in  a  while  we  will 
advance  that  idea. 

Mr.  FURCOLO.  Well,  Pat,  I  cannot 
go  along  with  that  thought  since  he  has 
granted  me  time  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  O’Hara]. 

(Mr.  O’HARA  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 


Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
deeply  conscious  of  the  fundamental  re-_ 
sponsibilities,  issues,  and  implications' 
which  are  involved  in  the  debate  upon 
S.  1,  the  so-called  draft  and  UMT  bill. 

Practically  everyone,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  existing,  is  for  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  the  draft.  I  have  never  been 
exactly  happy  about  conscripting  peo¬ 
ple;  I  did,  however,  vote  to  continue  the 
present  Draft  Act  a  little  less  than  a 
month  before  the  outbreak  of  the  Ko¬ 
rean  war.  The  draft  apparently  i!  the 
means  which  is  necessary  to  furnish  us 
with  armed  forces  of  three  to  four  mil¬ 
lion  men.  I  feel  that  within  this  range 
is  necessary  at  this  time,  in  the  light 
of  conditions.  I  am  definitely  for  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  draft  for  some  reason¬ 
able  period. 

The  continuation  of  the  draft  has  been 
interwoven  in  this  bill  with  the  obnoxious 
UMT  provisions,  and  this  legislation  has_ 
been  described  as  a  shotgun  affair  of  con¬ 
tinuing  that  which  is  necessary — the 
draft — and  imposing  that  which  is  a 
completely  different  problem,  having 
nothing  to  do  with  the  draft — namely, 
UMT. 

Fundamentally  I  am  completely  op¬ 
posed  to  any  permanent  peacetime  con¬ 
scription.  To  me  that  is  what  the  UMT 
provisions  of  the  bill  mean. 

There  is  actually  no  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  draft  and  UMT.  The  draft  is 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  needs  of 
the  Armed  Forces  under  existing  con¬ 
ditions.  UMT  is  the  plan  to  put  the 
military  in  control  of  the  youth  of  this 
country. 

Putting  the  military  in  the  saddle 
would  control  and  destroy  this  country 
as  surely  as  it  destroyed  Germany,  Japan, 
and  Italy;  it  would  result  in  a  military 
dictatorship  and  v/Ould  take  us  down  the 
same  tragic  pathway  to  destruction  of 
our  very  form  of  government. 

Fundamentally  I  am  opposed  to  the 
drafting  of  18-year-olds,  either  under 
UMT  or  under  a  draft  bill.  I  was  one  of 
16  Members  of  the  House  who  in  1942 
voted  against  the  18-year-old  draft. 

To  me  the  attempted  distinction  be¬ 
tween  the  drafting  of  18-year-olds  and 
18  y2  -year-olds  is  twaddle. 

I  have  said  that  I  do  not  feel  particu¬ 
larly  happy  about  any  draft  bill.  I  do 
not  think  our  young  men  should  be 
called  at  less  than  the  19-year  old  pres¬ 
ent  standard  which  we  have.  I  was  a 
volunteer  in  World  War  I,  as  I  should 
have  been,  and  as  our  three  sons  have 
since  been.  Personally,  I  enjoyed  tre¬ 
mendously  my  service  and  associations 
in  World  War  I.  I  am  not  bitter  against 
the  military.  I  am  their  friend.  I  have 
the  greatest  respect  for  many  of  our  gen¬ 
erals  and  admirals  who  are  fine  and  out¬ 
standing  men  in  their  profession.  There 
are  a  few  arrogant  militarists  in  the 
Pentagon  whom  I  do  not  trust.  I  reserve 
the  right  to  criticize  mistakes,  arrogance 
or  neglect.  I  have  the  highest  regard 
for  the  great  bulk  of  our  officers. 

You  know,  during  World  War  I  when 
you  went  to  a  superior  officer  and  asked 
a  question  it  was  absolutely  unheard  of 
for  them  to  in  any  way  deceive  you  or 
double-talk  you.  It  was  an  absolute 
nfie  that  they  told  you  the  truth  as  they 
expend  you  to  do;  that  you  had  to  be 
honest  wn^  vou  answered  questions. 


Apparently  some  of  that  does  not  exist  in 
some  sections. 

I  have  always  supported  a  strong  na¬ 
tional  defense  as  well  as  a  strong  Reserve 
training  program. 

I  want  to  see  the  Army  a  respected, 
efficient,  reliable  Army — not  a  group  of 
politicians  who  are  trying  to  make  over 
and  take  over. 

I  want  to  see  the  Congress  in  control 
of  all  of  the  policies  dealing  with  the 
military — except  in  the  field  of  making 
military  decisions,  which  is  the  respon¬ 
sibility  of  the  armed  services. 

I  want  to  see  a  strong  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram — not  a  Reserve  program  bungled 
and  buried,  as  has  been  done  by  the 
Army,  in  my  opinion,  since  World  War 
II,  and  then  was  followed  by  the  horrible 
mess  of  calling  in  inactive  reservists  since 
the  Korean  War.  That  conduct  has  left 
such  a  bad  taste  in  the  minds  of  those  of 
us  who  have  been  close  to  it  that  any 
Reserve  program  is  going  to  be  regarded 
with  skepticism  in  the  future. 

I  do  not  want  to  see  a  lot  of  authority 
given  to  the  Army  or  Selective  Service  to 
promulgate  a  lot  of  regulations.  I  want 
to  see  the  Congress  write  the  law  so  that 
we  do  not  have  the  spectacle  of  Selective 
Service  making  one  announcement  one 
day  and  the  Army  issuing  a  contradic¬ 
tory  statement  the  next  day,  or  vice 
versa — all  of  which  has  left  not  only  the 
youth  of  this  country  in  a  befuddled,  up¬ 
set  state  of  mind,  but  has  confused  the 
people  of  the  country  as  well. 

UMT  will  not  build  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  up  to  the  present  needs  of  3,500,000 
to  4,000,000  men.  It  will  not  bring  home 
married  veterans  called  under  their  Re¬ 
serve  status  in  this  war.  And  in  my 
opinion,  it  will  not  relieve  a  single  Ko¬ 
rean  combat  veteran. 

Under  this  proposed  UMT  plan,  the 
American  youth  of  18  to  18y2  years  will 
not  serve  from  4  to  6  months  in  training 
but  instead  his  obligation  of  service  will 
be  from  72  to  96  months  total  service, 
depending  upon  whether  the  House  or 
Senate  version  is  adopted. 

After  the  training  period  and  any  ac¬ 
tive  service,  the  man  must  spend  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  from  72  to  96  months — 6  or  8 
years — in  a  Reserve  component,  under  a 
Reserve  plan  not  yet  even  drawn  up  and 
submitted  to  us.  This  is  mandatory. 
During  that  period  they  may  be  called 
back  into  active  service,  including  com¬ 
bat  service,  at  the  whim  of  the  Defense 
Department,  at  any  time,  even  though 
they  may  already  be  combat  veterans. 

What  kind  of  a  Reserve  program  are 
we  to  have?  We  do  not  know. 

I  recall  with  the  deepest  pleasure  my 
own  training  following  World  War  I  as 
a  Reserve  officer. 

I  was  deeply  interested  in  the  re¬ 
marks  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  [Mr.  Furcolo].  The  trouble  is,  his 
plan  is  too  simple.  It  is  difficult  for 
those  who  want  regimentation  and 
control. 

Following  World  War  I  we  had  an  ex¬ 
cellent  volunteer  training  program 
which  was  called  the  CMTC  program, 
the  civilian  military  training  program. 
I  served  as  a  Reserve  in  some  of  those 
camps.  You  who  served  in  that  program 
during  that  time  will  recall  that  these 
boys  were  vclunteers.  These  volunteers 
served  for  30  days  of  intensive  training. 
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Principally  basic  training,  it  is  true.  It 
advanced  into  leadership  training.  Our 
camp  at  Fort  Snelling,  Minn.,  was  always 
oversubscribed.  Those  boys  came  in  and 
did  not  get  one  cent  of  pay.  They  got 
their  mileage  and  their  equipment  and 
their  food  while  they  were  at  the  camp, 
of  course,  but  they  never  drew  a  cent  of 
pay.  I  know  of  my  own  personal  knowl¬ 
edge  that  out  of  those  camps  came  liter¬ 
ally  thousands  of  the  officers  and  the 
noncommissioned  officers  of  World  War 
II.  Cne  of  the  boys  from  my  home  town 
whoso  early  training  was  CMTC  came 
out  of  World  War  II  as  a  full  colonel. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  I  think  something  of  a 
similar  nature  was  placed  into  effect 
prior  to  World  War  II  during  the  year 
1940  in  the  city  of  Chicago,  where  volun¬ 
teer  classes  for  those  who  may  have  been 
prospective  draftees  were  given  at  places 
like  the  University  of  Chicago  and 
Northwestern  University.  Several  eve¬ 
nings  a  week,  on  a  regular  schedule,  stu¬ 
dents  would  join  up  and  go  through  rifle 
practice  and  drill  practice,  without  com¬ 
pensation,  in  order  that  they  might  be 
trained. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

There  has  never  been  submitted  by 
the  War  Department  or  the  planners  a 
single  plan  in  this  great  American  coun¬ 
try,  a  volunteer  plan  for  universal  train¬ 
ing,  where  these  boys  could  go  in,  say 
for  2  or  3  months  in  the  summer,  for 
2  or  3  years,  and  have  intensive  training, 
and  then  go  back  to  school  or  go  back 
to  the  farms  or  back  to  their  businesses 
and  their  normal  lives. 

Under  this  bill  you  draft  these  18-year- 
olds  and  control  their  lives  for  6  to  8 
years;  it  is  8  years  under  the  bill  passed 
by  the  other  body.  You  bounce  them 
in  and  out  of  the  reserve  program  after 
they  have  had  their  training.  How  are 
they  ever  going  to  get  a  start  in  life? 
How  are  they  ever  going  to  get  an  edu¬ 
cation?  How  are  they  ever  going  to  get 
married  and  have  families?  Have  any 
of  you  ever  thought  of  that?  I  have, 
because  one  of  the  things  I  have  tried 
to  do  has  been  to  keep  in  touch  with  the 
youth  of  this  country  and  this  problem. 

I  say  to  you  that  they  have  been  off 
balance,  purposely  kept  off  balance  by 
this  plan  and  that  plan  and  the  con¬ 
tradictory  statements,  one  issued  one  day 
by  the  Selective  Service  saying  one 
thing  and  another  issued  the  next  day 
by  the  Army  saying  another,  or  vice 
versa.  These  youngsters  do  not  know 
where  they  are  going,  and  that  is  why 
you  have  these  thousands  of  youngsters 
who  around  the  holidays  left  the  col¬ 
leges  and  enlisted  because  they  wanted 
to  exercise  the  God-given  right  that 
should  be  theirs  of  picking  the  branch 
of  the  service  they  wanted.  But  oh, 
no — you  want  to  draft  them  all  and  tell 
them  where  they  are  going  to  go  and 
what  they  are  going  to  do.  I  hope  that 
some  of  you  Members  will  remember 
that  the  most  precious  treasure  we  have 
is  these  youngsters  and  we  ought  to 
think  what  we  are  doing  to  them,  not 
only  today  but  in  the  future.  I  have 
not  heard  a  soul  mention  that. 


Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  am  happy  to  yield  to 
my  friend. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  gentleman,  of 
course,  has  a  wonderful  war  record  as 
we  all  know.  He  is  a  past  commander 
of  his  State  and  served  some  2  or  3 
years  in  the  AEF. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  If  I  may  interrupt  the 
gentleman,  that  is  not  quite  correct.  I 
was  overseas  about  12  months. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  gentleman  was 
in  the  service,  of  course. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Yes,  definitely. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  And  the  gentleman 
also  was  in  the  Reserves,  as  he  said. 
How  long  was  he  in  the  Reserves? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  A  number  of  years,  un¬ 
til  it  became  impossible  for  me  to  con¬ 
tinue  active  training  because  of  other 
demands  upon  me. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  In  view  of  that,  how 
does  the  gentleman  arrive  at  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  6  months’  service  and  6 
years  in  the  Reserve  is  going  to  be  so 
disastrous  to  the  individuals  involved? 
The  gentleman  has  been  very  successful 
in  his  own  life,  and  I  do  not  understand 
how  such  an  argument  can  be  made. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  will  answer  the  gen¬ 
tleman  if  he  will  give  me  the  opportunity 
to  do  so.  I  took  my  Reserve  training  at 
the  time  I  elected  to  do  so.  You  are  not 
going  to  just  take  these  boys  for  2  weeks 
each  year  for  Reserve  training,  are  you? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  No,  for  6  months. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  You  are  going  to  give 
them  8  months  of  training.  Then,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  may  be  put  into  a 
Reserve  unit  which  may  be  activated  or 
the  National  Guard  unit  may  be  ac¬ 
tivated.  We  do  not  know  what  thqy  are 
going  to  do  or  what  is  going  to  be  done 
with  them,  do  we? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  We,  who  stayed  in 
the  Reserve  after  World  War  I,  of  course, 
had  the  privilege  of  resigning.  Some 
stayed  in  the  Reserves  for  12  or  13  or  14 
years. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  May  I  answer  that.  I 
do  not  want  to  cut  the  gentleman  off, 
but  when  I  took  my  Reserve  training,  I 
took  it  at  my  election.  Under  the  bill 
that  we  are  now  considering,  is  that  boy 
going  to  have  a  chance  to  elect  when  he 
wants  to  take  his  training? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  present  Selective 
Service  System  does  decide  whether  he 
should  be  called  up  to  active  service. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Yes,  he  can  be  called 
up  just  like  a  draftee. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  do  not  see  why  that 
should  be  so  disastrous  to  the  individual. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Why  do  you  not  just 
keep  him  in  the  Army? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Well,  you  have  to 
have  a  Reserve  pool.  We  count  on  the 
Reserves  as  we  always  have,  and  they 
have  always  fought  all  the  wars  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  I  have  just  as  deep  an  interest 
in  having  a  proper  Reserve  pool  as  he  has. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Yes,  I  realize  that, 
and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  asked  the 
question. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  May  I  say  that  all  the 
patriotism  in  this  country  is  not  lodged 
solely  with  me  or  with  the  gentleman. 

I  say  we  should  use  a  little  common 


sense  in  this  program.  It  was  the  rule 
during  the  war  that  the  infantry  sol¬ 
dier  got  16  to  17  weeks  of  intensive 
combat  training.  I  know  lads  who  went 
across  and  who  were  in  combat  and  who 
went  into  combat  right  after  that  train¬ 
ing.  Some  of  them  had  been  in  a  great 
deal  of  action.  They  told  me  they 
learned  everything  that  they  had  to 
know  for  combat  in  that  period  of  basic 
training.  Why  can  we  not  have  some¬ 
thing  like  that?  I  am  for  giving  the 
youth  of  this  country  a  sound  basic  mili¬ 
tary  training  program. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  So  am  I. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  am  for  giving  them 
a  basic  military  training  program  on  a 
volunteer  basis,  within  reason,  and  not 
just  tying  the  youth  of  the  country  up 
in  knots  for  6  to  8  years. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Why  can  that  not  be 
worked  out  under  the  plan  on  a  volun¬ 
teer  basis?  We  must  have  reserves, 
however.  How  can  it  be  done? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  say  I  do  not  want 
many  of  the  things  in  any  bill  or  any 
plan  that  comes  out  of  the  Pentagon.  I 
can  say  that  just  as  positively  as  I  know 
that  I  am  here  talking  to  you. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Neither  do  I. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  sit 
down  and  write  out  an  American  vol¬ 
unteer  training  program. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  just  exactly 
what  we  intend  to  do,  so  long  as  I  am 
a  member  of  the  committee,  whenever 
the  plan  is  presented. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  If  UMT  is  to  be  a  train¬ 
ing  and  Reserve  pool  program,  why 
should  we  have  to  keep  the  youngsters 
in  so  long  for  training  and  disrupt  their 
lives  and  their  future? 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  the  Army 
is  the  greatest  waster  of  manpower  there 
is.  All  you  have  to  do  is  talk  to  some 
of  the  Reserves  who  have  been  called 
back  into  the  service  and  have  done  little 
or  nothing  in  the  past  6  or  8  or  9  months. 

No  less  an  authority  than  General 
Eisenhower  is  reported  to  have  testified 
that  the  thing  that  gets  a  soldier  in  trou¬ 
ble  is  feeling  useless — sort  of  kicked 
around.  That  is  an  excellent  comment. 

The  trouble  is  that  every  time  a  cer¬ 
tain  five-star  general  is  in  control  ha 
wants  to  have  the  18-year-olds.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  there  are  too  many 
childless  generals  who  have  not  the 
slightest  conception  of  what  is  being 
done  to  the  youth  of  this  country,  and 
now  want  to  do  it  permanently.  I  say  to 
you,  frankly,  that  for  the  last  6  years, 
with  the  constant  drive  and  propaganda 
for  draft  and  UMT  and  submarines  off 
the  coast  and  an  emergency  convenient 
for  every  scheme  of  the  planners,  with 
all  the  the  hysteria  that  has  been  built 
up,  the  youth  of  the  country  has  been 
off  balance  and  too  confused  to  make  and 
proceed  on  any  plans  for  their  future. 

I  deny  that  18-year-olds  make  the  best 
soldiers,  from  my  wartime  experience. 

I  know  there  are  in  the  House  a  number 
of  combat  officers  who  commanded 
troops  in  combat;  not  a  one  whcm  I  have 
ever  talked  to  has  claimed  that  18-year- 
olds  make  the  best  soldiers.  Quite  the 
contrary. 

Many  at  the  age  of  13  are  immature 
mentally  and  physically.  Some  are  ma- 
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ture,  but  the  great  bulk  of  them  are 
immature.  And  there  is  a  great  differ¬ 
ence,  Members  of  the  House,  between  a 
volunteer  18-year-old  and  a  drafted  18- 
year -old. 

But  they  want  to  take  them  at  18,  in¬ 
doctrinate  them  into  the  military  type 
of  thinking,  and  keep  them  in  some  long 
military  training  program  for  a  period  of 
6  to  8  years. 

I  notice  in  the  papers  lately  that  under 
the  draft  law  they  are  also  playing 
around  with  another  idea — that  they  are 
going  to  exempt  certain  youth  of  this 
country  who  have  qualified  under  a 
fancy,  smart-boy  theory  to  continue  in 
college.  I  am  against  such  an  un-Amer¬ 
ican  discriminatory  plan. 

Can  you  imagine  what  a  fancy  deal 
that  would  be? 

You  discriminate  in  favor  of  one  boy 
who  is  in  college,  and  against  another 
boy  who  is  either  in  or  out  of  college,  and 
you  create  in  the  minds  of  those  who  are 
taken  that  they  are  a  bunch  of  mental 
inferiors  who  are  incompetent  for  any¬ 
thing  or  any  good  except  as  cannon 
fodder. 

If  proponents  of  UMT  are  sincere, 
why  should  not  all  have  to  serve? 

UMT  is  the  destruction  of  a  funda¬ 
mental  policy  of  this  country.  Think  of 
the  literally  thousands  of  the  finest 
American  citizens  we  have,  whose  fore¬ 
bears,  or  they  themselves,  fled  from 
the  UMT  that  existed  in  the  old  coun¬ 
tries. 

I  want  it  plainly  understood  that  I 
will  vote  to  separate  the  issues  of  the 
draft  and  UMT;  and  that  I  shall  vote 
against  the  form  of  UMT  in  this  bill. 

I  am  not  going  to  quarrel  with  anyone 
about  their  views.  This  is  a  solemn 
matter  of  our  own  judgment  and  our  own 
conscience,  and  God  help  us  if  we  are  not 
right  and  sound  in  our  judgment  in  this 
House,  not  only  for  the  youth  of  this 
country  but  for  the  very  existence  of  our 
form  of  government. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  encourage,  appreci¬ 
ate,  and  enjoy  hearing  from  not  only 
my  own  constituents  but  from  people  of 
this  country,  and  having  their  views 
upon  pending  legislation. 

Certain  representatives  of  organiza¬ 
tions,  as  individuals  and  as  representa¬ 
tives  of  organizations,  have  written  and 
wired  me  urging  adoption  of  this  legisla¬ 
tive  monstrosity  that  is  before  is. 

That  is  fitting  and  proper. 

Certain  organizations  have  been  for  a 
form  of  UMT  One  organization  partic¬ 
ularly  has  been  for  such  a  program — but 
do  they  know  what  is  in  this  bill?  Many 
of  them,  I  am  sure,  do  not,  or  they  would 
not  be  endorsing  it. 

It  is  rather  true,  I  believe,  that  most 
of  them  have  never  had  an  opportunity 
to  read  this  bill.  They  are  responding 
to  telegrams  from  sources  in  Washing¬ 
ton  urging  them  to  wire  or  write  their 
Congressmen  to  vote  for  some  bill  that 
they  know  not  what  it  contains.  They 
do  not  know  what  the  implications  could 
be.  They  have  been  probably  innocently 
misled  into  believing  that  what  is  in  this 
bill  is  what  the  organizations,  or  they  as 
individuals,  were  for. 

Can  they  know  that  in  this  bill  we 
would  be  creating  a  commission  who 


would  submit  a  plan  which  would  not 
be  subjects  to  amendments  on  the  floor — 
a  plan  which  might  have  some  good  and 
some  very  bad  commitments?  It  would 
be  a  complete  blank  check  to  some 
planners  to  militarize  and  regiment  this 
country,  and  the  only  opportunity  we 
would  have  would  be  to  vote  against 
it  in  this  bill  which  is  before  us  now. 
The  Members  of  Congress  would  be 
stooges  who  would  not  be  considered  to 
have  the  intelligent  reasoning  to  write 
a  universal  training  bill. 

It  is  up  to  us,  regardless  of  the  pres¬ 
sure,  to  vote  and  think  for  ourselves  and 
for  what  is  the  best  interests  of  our  coun¬ 
try  regardless  of  our  personal  or  politi¬ 
cal  future.  I  shall  certainly  do  so. 

It  is  fundamentally  necessary  that  the 
military  take  care  of  the  military  end, 
but  always  that  the  Congress  as  the 
representatives  of  the  people  control  the 
policy. 

I  recognized,  as  does  everyone,  the 
tragic  cost  of  a  large  standing  armed 
force.  There  is  a  limit  to  what  we  can 
do.  But  let  us  not  sell  the  destiny  of 
this  country  on  the  bargain  counter  of 
Junkerism. 

I  shall  vote  for  an  amendment  which 
I  know  will  be  offered,  that  Congress  only 
shall  authorize  the  sending  of  troops  to 
foreign  shores.  To  me  that  is  funda¬ 
mentally  the  responsibility  and  the  duty 
of  Congress. 

Yes;  I  am  for  amending  this  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Indi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Crumpacker]. 

(Mr.  CRUMP  ACKER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
10  years  ago  when  many  of  those  now 
present  were  standing  here  in  the  well  of 
this  House  discussing  military  matters 
in  the  abstract,  I  was  standing  in  line 
in  a  reception  center  learning  about  the 
military  at  first  hand.  I  speak  to  you 
today  as  an  ex-draftee,  a  man  who  spent 
4y2  years  in  uniform,  a  year  and  a  half 
of  it  as  an  enlisted  man,  or  dogface,  as 
we  were  popularly  known  in  the  Army 
at  that  time.  To  put  it  another  way,  I 
speak  as  one  who  has  been  through  the 
mill — the  same  mill  through  which  you 
now  propose  to  put  the  youth  of  the 
country — evidently  for  all  time  to  come. 

During  my  enlisted  service  I  lived,  ate, 
slept,  and  worked  with  enlistees,  old 
Army  men,  new  Army  careerists,  and 
draftees  of  all  ages  from  16  to  50.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  3  years  that  I  was  an  officer  I 
was  always  in  jobs  where  I  was  working 
directly  with  enlisted  men.  I  never 
achieved  such  eminence  as  to  become 
filed  away  in  an  office  somewhere,  pilot¬ 
ing  a  swivel  chair. 

I  place  such  particular  emphasis  on 
this  background  because  I  feel  that  one 
who  has  had  personal  experience  with 
military  training  should  be  entitled  to 
some  personal  opinions  on  the  subject. 
I  lay  no  claim  to  the  oracular  wisdom 
which  some  members  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  evidently  feel  they  have 
acquired  by  spending  10,  20,  or  30  years 
listening  to  the  generals  and  admirals 


describe  military  life  to  them.  Even 
lacking  such  wisdom,  however,  I  would 
like  to  take  exception  to  some  of  the 
conclusions  which  evidently  have  been 
reached  by  the  majority  of  this  com¬ 
mittee. 

I  mention  the  testimony  of  generals 
and  admirals  before  the  committee,  not 
because  I  wish  to  become  a  brass-baiter, 
but  because  I  do  not  believe  that  all 
knowledge  of  all  military  matters  is  in 
the  exclusive  possession  of  the  men  who 
wear  the  stars.  If  you  want  to  discuss 
high  level  strategy,  tactics,  or  logistics, 
their  opinions  are,  of  course,  of  great 
value.  However,  as  every  man  who  has 
ever  been  in  uniform  knows,  if  you  want 
to  get  an  exact  answer  as  to  how  some 
detailed  phase  of  a  military  operation 
works,  you  do  not  ask  the  general,  you 
do  not  ask  the  colonel,  you  do  not  even 
ask  the  captain,  you  go  out  on  the  line 
and  ask  some  lieutenant,  sergeant,  or 
corporal.  This  is  particularly  true  when 
it  comes  to  matters  pertaining  to  the 
training  and  performance  of  enlisted 
men,  as  these  ranks  are  the  ones  who 
have  to  deal  with  such  problems  every 
day. 

And  what  has  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  done  in  the  course  of  its  in¬ 
vestigations?  The  record  discloses  that 
they  received  testimony  from  no  less 
than  eight  generals  and  one  admiral. 
These  distinguished  gentlemen  pos¬ 
sessed,  between  them,  no  less  than  22 
stars.  The  committee  must,  indeed,  have 
been  dazzled  by  so  much  gold  braid  and 
so  many  shiny  silver  stars,  as  the  bill 
which  they  have  presented,  despite  their 
doubtless  correct  protestations  that  they 
wrote  it  themselves,  presents  substan¬ 
tially  the  program  recommended  by  the 
Pentagon,  only  slightly  watered  down. 
They  seem  also  to  have  neglected  entirely 
hearing  any  testimony  from  anyone  who 
has  viewed  the  military  from  the  other 
end  of  the  ladder. 

And  now  to  get  on  with  the  specific 
provisions  of  this  bill,  and  some  of  the 
opinions  I  mentioned  before.  It  has  been 
my  experience  that  the  adolescent  years 
of  16,  17,  and  18  are  the  years  during 
which  perhaps  the  greatest  development 
and  maturing  takes  place.  The  differ¬ 
ence  in  maturity  between  your  average 
18 -year  old  and  your  average  19 -year 
old  is  much  greater  than  that  between 
your  average  19-year  old  and  your  av¬ 
erage  20-year  old.  When  you  get  past 
the  twentieth  year  the  annual  develop¬ 
ment  in  maturity  is  hardly  perceptible, 
but  amongst  the  late-teen  agers,  de¬ 
velopment  is  at  a  very  rapid  pace  and 
noticeable  changes  take  place,  seemingly 
within  periods  of  only  weeks.  It  is  fre¬ 
quently  argued,  in  connection  with  the 
present  bill,  that  6  months  will  make  no 
difference;  that  if  you  are  going  to  take 
the  boys  eventually,  what  does  it  matter 
what  age  you  fix?  If  you  wrere  to  carry 
this  argument  to  its  logical  conclusion 
you  could,  by  lowering  the  draft  age  in 
increments  of  6  months  or  a  year,  event¬ 
ually  get  it  down  to  where  you  would 
be  taking  babies. 

Boys  of  17  and  18  are  not  only  men¬ 
tally  immature,  they  have  not  reached 
physical  maturity  either.  If  you  don’t 
believe  that,  just  take  notice  some  time 
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of  the  comparative  stamina  and  endur¬ 
ance  of  high-school  athletes,  who  aver¬ 
aged  around  17  and  18  years  of  age,  and 
college  athletes  who  are  19,  20,  and  21. 
That  this  difference  is  recognized  by  the 
medical  authorities  is  amply  shown  by 
the  fact  that  a  high-school  football 
game  lasts  48  minutes  as  compared  with 
60  minutes  for  a  college  game,  and  a 
high-school  basketball  game  lasts  only 
32  minutes  as  compared  with  40  min¬ 
utes  in  college. 

But  to  get  back  to  how  this  works  out 
in  military  service,  I  would  like  to  again 
refer  to  my  own  personal  experiences. 
The  fighter  squadron  to  which  I  was 
assigned  after  being  drafted  received  a 
contingent  of  some  70  or  80  new  en¬ 
listees  shortly  after  Pearl  Harbor.  This 
group  was  largely  composed  of  17-  and 
18-year-old  boys  who  had  joined  in  the 
tush  to  get  into  uniform  which  followed 
the  Japanese  attack.  When  I  say 
“boys”  I  use  the  term  advisedly.  Al¬ 
though  there  were  notable  exceptions, 
many  of  the  group  never  were  anything 
but  a  problem  to  us.  Many  of  them 
were  undependable  and  irresponsible. 
I  could  spend  the  rest  of  the  afternoon 
describing  individual  cases  to  you,  from 
the  unpredictable  kid  who,  when  placed 
on  guard  duty,  amused  himself  taking 
pot  shots  with  his  rifle  at  objects  on  the 
hangar  roof,  to  the  great  joy  of  those  of 
us  who  happened  to  be  working  inside  at 
the  time,  to  the  son  of  a  wealthy  family, 
who,  though  never  needing  money,  used 
to  steal  automobiles  in  an  effort  to  prove 
his  manliness  to  us.  Suffice  it  to  say, 
that,  in  my  opinion,  they  were  definitely 
Hot  the  most  desirable  age  group.  Some 
6f  them  fell  easy  prey  to  many  of  the 
vices  to  which  persons  living  in  military 
encampments  are  unavoidably  exposed. 
In  short,  they  were  just  too  young. 

And,  although  I  was  never  in  front¬ 
line  combat  myself,  I  had  considerable 
contact  with  those  who  had  been,  and 
their  story  invariably  was  that  when  the 
chips  are  down  in  actual  combat,  you 
would  much  rather  have  men  with  you 
who  are  old  enough  to  know  the  value  of 
self-preservation  and  who  will  still  be 
with  you  to  help  on  the  second  day  of  bat¬ 
tle,  rather  than  to  have  with  you  in¬ 
experienced  kids  who  throw  their  lives 
away  needlessly  at  the  first  skirmish  and 
aren’t  around  to  do  you  any  good  later 
on. 

In  spite  of  all  the  statements  to  the 
contrary  made  by  highly  placed  generals 
who  have  never  served  with  troops,  I  still 
say  that  when  you  draft  18-year-olds  or 
even  18% -year-olds  and  throw  them 
into  the  infantry,  you  are  sending  boys  to 
do  a  man’s  job. 

One  secondary  effect  of  lowering  the 
draft  age  to  18  during  World  War  n, 
which  seems  to  have  been  entirely  over¬ 
looked  in  the  discussion  of  the  present 
bill,  was  that  the  services  which  de¬ 
pended  entirely  upon  volunteers,  and 
this,  during  the  early  part  of  the  war, 
included  the  Navy,  Coast  Guard,  and 
Marines,  and  later  in  the  war  only  the 
Marine  Corps,  could  obtain  nothing  but 
men  in  the  age  group  immediately  be¬ 
low  the  draft  minimum.  This  was  due 
to  the  fact  that  any  man  who  wished  to 
get  into  a  service  of  his  own  choice  nat¬ 


urally  had  to  enlist  before  his  eighteenth 
birthday,  when  the  draft  minimum  was 
18,  or  his  draft  board  would  make  the 
selection  for  him.  The  Navy,  although 
eventually  forced  to  accept  draftees,  re¬ 
ceived  many  enlistments  which  were  in 
this  category.  The  ranks  of  the  Marines, 
toward  the  end  of  the  war,  were,  as  a 
result  of  this,  largely  made  up  of  17- 
year-old  kids,  while  some  Army  divisions, 
at  the  same  time,  due  to  this  flight  from 
the  draftio  other  services,  had  average 
personnel  ages  approaching  thirty — a 
strange  byproduct  of  our  manpower  pol¬ 
icies  of  that  era. 

While  this  effect  was  bad  enough  dur¬ 
ing  World  War  II,  it  could  develop  into 
something  far  more  serious  in  the  near 
future  if  we  lower  the  draft  age  below 
19  now  and  then  subsequently  become 
involved  in  a  third  world  war.  The 
Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Marines  are  at  the 
present  entirely  dependent  upon  volun¬ 
teer  enlistments.  With  the  draft  age 
at  19,  they  are  getting  most  of  the  men 
during  their  eighteenth  year — generally 
immediately  after  they  have  completed 
high  school.  Judging  from  the  com¬ 
ments  made  by  some  of  the  Members, 
they  evidently  do  not  deem  it  impor¬ 
tant  to  keep  a  steady  flow  of  good  men 
going  into  these  services.  The  present 
inclination  of  top  Pentagon  officials 
seems  to  be  to  draft  all  of  our  young 
men  and  let  every  third  man  through 
the  door  be  assigned  to  the  Navy  or  Air 
Force.  They  have  relegated  to  these 
services  a  secondary  role  in  the  defense 
of  the  United  States.  Their  attitude  was 
well  expressed  by  the  chairman  on  Tues¬ 
day  when  he  told  the  House  that  the 
Army  was  the  backbone  of  our  defense. 
I  say  that  this  statement  represents  a 
complete  failure  to  comprehend  the  true 
military  situation  as  it  exists  today. 
You  do  not  have  to  be  an  armchair 
strategist  of  great  stature  to  know  that. 
Any  school  boy  knows  that  Russia  could 
not  land  a  man  anywhere  in  the  West¬ 
ern  Hemisphere  without  first  either  by¬ 
passing  or  defeating  both  our  Navy  and 
our  Air  Force.  These  services  consti¬ 
tute  our  first  line  of  defense.  Any  school 
boy  can  also  tell  you  that  both  Napoleon 
and  Hitler,  equipped  with  far  stronger 
land  forces  than  we  have  ever  been  able 
to  muster,  tried  to  defeat  the  massive 
armies  of  Russia  and  failed.  If  we  have 
learned  anything  from  Korea  it  is  that, 
despite  all  of  our  mechanization  and 
superior  fire  power,  we  cannot  hope  to 
defeat  the  massed  manpower  of  the 
Communists.  All  we  can  hope  to  achieve 
in  either  Korea  or  in  our  new  adventure 
in  Western  Europe  is  a  sort  of  fluid 
stalemate,  with  armies  marching  back 
and  forth,  destroying  everything  as  they 
go,  but  with  neither  side  ever  achiev¬ 
ing  a  clear-cut  victory.  Russia  can 
withstand  that  sort  of  a  stalemate  far 
longer  than  we  can. 

Our  only  hope  for  victory,  yes,  our 
only  hope  for  survival,  lies  in  our  tech¬ 
nical  superiority,  which,  in  a  military 
sense,  is  expressed  in  our  technical 
services,  the  Navy,  and  the  Air  Force. 
These  services  cannot  be  kept  strong 
by  relegating  to  them  what  is  left  at 
the  bottom  of  the  manpower  barrel  after 
the  Army  gets  done  taking  our  doctors. 


scientists,  and  engineers,  handing  them 
rifles  and  throwing  them  into  the  front 
lines.  The  Navy  and  the  Air  Force,  by 
their  very  nature,  need  the  cream  of 
American  manpower,  and  should  have 
first  priority.  They  are  technical  serv¬ 
ices  and  every  man  is  a  technician,  hold¬ 
ing  a  highly  technical  and  highly  re¬ 
sponsible  job.  These  jobs  cannot  be 
filled  properly  with  17-year-old  kids  who 
have  quit  high  school  in  order  to  enlist 
ahead  of  the  draft.  Nor  can  they  be 
filled  by  every  third  man  who  comes 
through  the  door,  without  respect  to  his 
capabilities  and  qualifications. 

Now  it  is  frequently  argued  that  you 
cannot  win  wars  without  ground  troops. 
Taken  in  the  strictly  limited  sense  this 
statement  is  perfectly  true.  But  to 
jump  from  this  to  the  broader  state¬ 
ment  that  ground  troops  must  play  the 
major  role  in  any  victory  is  to  ignore 
a  lot  of  recent  history.  We  have  the 
prime  example  of  Japan,  which  was  de¬ 
feated  without  our  ever  landing  a  man 
on  their  mainland  and  without  ever  en¬ 
gaging  the  bulk  of  their  army. 
Ground  troops  in  the  Pacific  war  played 
the  purely  secondary  role  of  winning 
naval  and  air  bases,  from  which  the 
Navy  and  the  Air  Force  struck  the 
knockout  blows. 

We  also  have  the  example  of  Britain, 
which  for  centuries  maintained  world 
supremacy  through  naval  power,  with 
only  a  small  army  serving  as  an  auxili¬ 
ary  force.  They  successfully  defended 
themselves  in  1940  with  only  a  scant  20 
miles  of  water  serving  as  a  barrier,  with 
virtually  no  army  at  all,  as  their  army 
had  been  largely  lost  in  the  Dunkerque 
disaster.  Air  and  naval  power  saved 
the  day  for  them  then.  It  was  only 
when  Britain  departed  from  her  his¬ 
toric  policy  and  committed  large  ground 
forces  to  the  Continent  of  Europe  in 
the  two  world  wars  that  her  decline  as 
a  world  power  set  in. 

There  is  only  one  thing  further  I 
would  like  to  say  in  regard  to  the  18  % 
draft.  That  is,  that  lowering  the  min¬ 
imum  age  by  6  months  in  order  to  en¬ 
large  the  available  draft  pool  is  a  one- 
shot  proposition.  You  gain  a  few  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  men  this  year,  but  next 
year  you  are  right  back  where  you  start¬ 
ed  from.  You  will  have  used  up  the 
additional  pool  and  again  will  be  wait¬ 
ing  for  new  men  to  arrive  at  the  mini¬ 
mum  age.  In  passing,  it  might  be  well 
to  point  out  that  the  administration, 
by  its  recent  action  in  connection  with 
the  deferment  of  college  students,  has 
taken  from  the  available  manpower  pool 
more  men  than  would  be  added  to  it  by 
lowering  the  draft  age  to  18%. 

And  now  I  would  like  to  devote  my 
attentions  for  a  moment  to  UMT.  I  re¬ 
ceived  a  letter  the  other  day  telling  me 
that  the  initials  actually  stand  for  use¬ 
less  military  training.  I  think  that  is  a 
very  apt  description.  The  initials  UMT 
have  been  sold  to  many  people  as  a 
patent  medicine  cure-all  for  all  of  our 
military  ills.  We  have  been  told  that 
had  UMT  been  passed  in  1946  or  1948 
we  would  not  have  had  to  throw  green 
men  into  Korea  last  year — completely 
overlooking  the  fact  that  the  divisions 
thrown  into  Korea  were  regular  Army 
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divisions,  composed  of  professional  sol¬ 
diers,  not  of  civilians  hastily  called  up 
and  thrown  into  battle  without  proper 
training.  If  the  Army  cannot  train  its 
regulars,  how  can  they  be  expected  to 
do  an  adequate  job  with  UMT  trainees? 
We  are  told  that  if  we  had  only  had 
UMT  in  the  past  we  never  would  have 
become  involved  in  the  recent  wars, 
completely  overlooking  the  fact  that  all 
of  the  major  powers  on  the  continent 
of  Europe  have  had  UMT  for  many 
years,  yet  all  of  them  have  been  involved 
in  repeated  wars. 

The  present  bill  spells  out  no  details 
of  just  what  sort  of  training  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  under  this  magic  wonder-drug 
called  UMT.  We  are  asked  to  buy  a 
pig-in-a-poke. 

It  should  be  apparent  to  everyone  that 
the  only  kind  of  training  which  can  or 
will  be  given  in  the  4-  to  6-month  period 
provided  in  this  bill  is  infantry  train¬ 
ing.  There  is  no  conceivable  way  that 
technicians  for  the  Navy  and  Air  Force 
could  be  properly  trained  in  such  a  pro¬ 
gram.  The  bare  minimum  of  basic  mili¬ 
tary  training  needed  by  these  men  can 
be  given  them  in  few  weeks  time,  and 
having  them  spend  4  or  6  months  in  a 
boy-scout  military  camp  would  be  a 
great  waste  of  their  time.  Yet,  the 
technical  training  which  they  require 
takes  at  least  2  years. 

The  advocates  of  this  UMT  program 
are  thinking  of  warfare  in  terms  of 
World  War  I  and  previous  wars.  War¬ 
fare  has  undergone  great  changes  dur¬ 
ing  this  century  but  some  of  our  hide¬ 
bound  military  leaders  are  still  engaging 
in  their  favorite  practice  of  steadfastly 
gazing  into  the  past,  while  backing  into 
the  future.  War  has  become  a  contest 
between  technicians.  By  reason  of  the 
length  of  time  it  takes  to  train  these 
technicians,  modern  technical  armed 
forces  must,  of  necessity,  be  composed 
largely  of  professionals. 

I  yield  to  no  man,  not  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia,  not  the  gentleman  from 
Texas,  not  even  to  the  distinguished 
Speaker  of  this  House,  in  my  desire  to 
see  this  Nation  made  secure  against 
enemy  attack.  My  opposition  to  this 
bill  is  based  on  my  firm  belief  that,  in¬ 
stead  of  adding  to  our  security,  it  will 
actually  jeopardize  it.  The  old  days 
when  you  could  have  citizen  minute- 
men,  ready  to  grab  their  rifles  and  rush 
to  war  at  the  call  of  a  Paul  Revere  are 
gone,  gentlemen.  The  UMT  bill  would 
give  us  the  strongest  force  we  could 
raise — to  fight  the  war  of  1812. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  am  sure  the  gentle¬ 
man  desires  to  be  fair  in  his  statement 
in  regard  to  the  Pentagon  and  the  stars 
writing  this  legislation.  I  may  say  to 
the  gentleman  that  there  was  not  a 
single  “star”  in  the  room  when  this  bill 
was  finally  written. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  appreciate 
that.  As  I  said,  I  realize  that  the  lan¬ 
guage  in  this  bill  was  entirely  written 
by  the  committee.  I  am  speaking  of  the 
program  which  it  presents. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield. 


Mr.  BROOKS.  May  I  suggest  that  the 
program  is  more  in  line  with  what  was 
submitted  several  years  ago  to  one  of  the 
committees  of  Congress  by  service  or¬ 
ganizations  and  patriotic  organizations 
as  being  the  appropriate  UMT  program. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  That  perhaps 
may  be  the  case. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  The  gentleman 
made  some  comment  that  members  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  in  the 
most  part  received  their  knowledge  of 
military  matters  through  service  on  that 
committee,  some  having  served  10  or  12 
years. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  said  some 
members;  I  know  many  members  have 
served  in  the  defense  forces. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  I  know  from  my 
own  personal  check  that  approximately 
20  members  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Services  learned  the  hard  way  as 
you  and  I  did,  stood  in  the  same  line  and 
sat  in  the  same  trench  as  you  did. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Yes. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  that  General  Marshall  does  not 
like  this  bill?  Nor  does  Anna  Rosenberg. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Obviously  they 
will  not  like  anything  in  this  proposal 
which  they  themselves  did  not  recom¬ 
mend,  and  this  is  not  precisely  what  they 
recommended. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  wants  to  have  the  Record  correct. 
He  mentioned  a  minute  ago  about  the 
drafting  of  18-year-olds.  No  one  under 
the  age  of  19  will  be  drafted.  The  18y2- 
year-olds  will  become  part  of  the  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  plan. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  At  some  indefi¬ 
nite  time  in  the  future  whenever  it  goes 
into  effect.  In  the  meantime  they  will  be 
drafted  and  placed  in  service. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  Not  at  18  years. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  They  cannot 
be  sent  into  a  combat  area  outside  of  the 
United  States  until  they  are  at  least  19. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  honor  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  opinion  and  I  honor  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  experience.  As  I  said  earlier  on 
the  floor  I  went  in  with  a  group  of  18- 
year-old  men  and  I  frankly  and  in  all 
sincerity  think  they  did  a  pretty  good 
job.  I  was  18  at  that  time  myself.  May 
I  ask  the  gentleman,  if  he  feels  they  are 
so  irresponsible  and  not  fit,  would  the 
gentleman  suggest  that  we  not  let  them 
volunteer  at  17  or  18,  or  strike  out  all 
volunteering  below  19  or  20? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  certainly 
would  not  let  the  17-year-olds  volunteer. 
I  think  the  18-year-olds  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  volunteer  for  noncombat 
branches  of  the  service  or  for  noncombat 
duty.  I  do  not  think  any  man  should 
be  sent  into  front-line  combat  below 
the  age  of  19. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  cannot  sit  here 
and  let  the  gentleman  indict  the  17-, 
the  18-,  and  the  19-year-old  boys  who 
served  in  World  Wars  I  and  II.  I  com¬ 
manded  1,500  men  in  this  last  war.  The 
roughest,  the  toughest,  and  the  most 
dependable  men  I  had  under  my  com¬ 
mand  were  the  youngsters.  They  were 
gallant  and  many  of  them  were  deco¬ 
rated. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  If  the  gentle¬ 
man  commanded  1,500  men  I  presume  he 
was  pretty  far  removed  from  the  men 
themselves. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  joined  the  Navy 
in  1917  as  an  enlisted  man  when  I  was 
17  years  old  and  on  the  29th  day  of  this 
month  I  will  have  34  years  as  a  reservist. 
I  fought  in  two  wars  and  stand  ready  to 
resign  my  seat  in  this  body  should  this 
country  go  into  World  War  III. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  served  in  the 
Army  when  I  was  29  and  I  think  I  got 
a  very  good  Army  education  in  those 
years.  I  think  that  is  as  far  as  we  ought 
to  go,  the  same  as  we  did  in  1917. 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  I  thank  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Powell]. 

(Mr.  POWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  first  state  that  those  of  us  who  were 
here  earlier  today  heard  one  of  the  most 
soul-stirring  addresses  that  at  least  I 
have  heard  in  the  7  years  I  have  been 
here  from  our  colleague  the  gentlewoman 
from  New  York  [Mrs.  St.  George],  It 
is  regrettable  that  the  whole  House  did 
not  hear  her  and  we  could  not  have  ad¬ 
journed  at  the  end  of  her  remarks  and 
taken  her  advice  and  used  the  time  be¬ 
tween  now  and  when  we  vote  next  week 
on  our  knees  in  prayer.  No  better  advice 
could  be  given  than  she  gave  us. 

I  rise  to  address  myself  to  two  topics. 
First,  as  everyone  in  this  House  is,  I  am 
in  favor  of  the  draft.  I  am  in  favor  of 
the  draft  in  whatever  shape  it  comes 
out  as  long  as  there  is  not  in  the  draft 
any  provision  which  will  turn  back  the 
clock  and  restore  the  segregation  poli¬ 
cies  which  were  once  had  in  all  of  the 
armed  branches  of  our  Nation.  When 
the  Barden  bill  comes  up  I  will  vote  for 
it.  If  it  is  defeated,  I  will  vote  for  this 
bill,  but  I  will  not  vote  for  either  if  the 
so-called  Winstead  amendment  is  in 
either  bill.  Without  impugning  the  mo¬ 
tives  of  our  colleague  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Winstead]  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  more  tragic  back¬ 
ward  step  has  been  taken  by  any  com¬ 
mittee  of  this  House  in  recent  years.  If 
the  so-called  Winstead  amendment  re¬ 
mains  in  the  draft  bill  it  will  provide  tre¬ 
mendous  ammunition  for  the  Soviet* 
would  completely  undermine  our  fight¬ 
ing  machine,  would  destroy  even  before 
we  attained  victory  any  hope  of  a  victory 
for  a  democracy.  On  the  home  front  the 
virus  of  immorality  is  already  seeping 
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into  nearly  every  place  in  our  Govern¬ 
ment  and  with  the  Winstead  amend¬ 
ment  in  this  bill  would  be  the  final  proof 
to  the  world  and  to  our  citizens  that  im¬ 
morality,  un-Godlike,  un-Christ-like, and 
undemocratic  had  at  last  taken  posses¬ 
sion  of  our  Government.  It  would  serve 
notice  to  1,000,000,000  peoples  of  the 
darker  races  of  the  earth  that  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  is  a  government  of  hypocrisy. 
The  stench  of  corruption  on  the  home 
front  is  already  more  than  the  nostrils 
of  the  average  man  in  the  streets  can 
breathe.  Our  preachments  may  be  high 
but  our  practices  in  America  are  de¬ 
scending  to  a  shocking  all-time  low. 
There  is  no  wartime  FEPC.  The  public 
employment  office  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Labor  continues  to  accept 
and  fill  discriminatory  orders  based  on 
race. 

Political  bribers  and  narcotics  ped¬ 
dlers  are  being  given  tender  considera¬ 
tion  in  our  courts  but  when  United 
States  District  Judge  F.  C.  Mize  was 
asked  to  hear  new  evidence  in  the  case 
of  Willie  McGee,  he  threw  out  the  appli¬ 
cation  with  this  shocking  statement, 
“There  must  be  an  end  to  the  litigation 
sometime.”  I  demand  that  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee  investigate  this 
with  a  view  of  recommending  his  im¬ 
peachment  to  the  United  States  Senate. 

As  further  proof  of  our  immorality, 
prices  are  spiraling  upward  while  wages 
are  frozen. 

The  Office  of  Price  Stabilization  in  New 
York  is  on  the  verge  of  degenerating  into 
a  political  racket.  I  was  told  that  in 
order  to  get  qualified  people  appointed, 
I  would  have  to  place  a  little  mark  in 
the  corner  of  their  applications.  This  I 
refused  to  do.  I  was  then  told  by  the 
office  of  the  State  Democratic  committee 
that  they  would  have  to  O.  K.  the  appli¬ 
cations.  But  they  would  not  do  that  un¬ 
less  they  were  first  recommended  to 
them  by  the  county  Democratic  leader. 

We  are  finding  guilt  in  high  places  and 
yet  those  in  command  of  those  high 
places  refuse  to  punish  the  culprits  for 
undermining  our  American  way.  I  con¬ 
sider  this  type  of  Winstead  amendment 
part  of  the  immoral  picture  of  our  Na¬ 
tion,  and  regardless  of  what  side  of  the 
aisle  we  sit  on  or  what  section  we  come 
from,  as  the  gentlewoman  from  New 
York  said,  we  should  place  our  Nation 
first;  our  Nation  of  the  people,  white 
and  black;  by  the  people,  Protestant  and 
Catholic;  and  for  the  people,  Jew  and 
gentile. 

A  few  years  ago  I  made  a  statement 
from  this  well  in  which  I  put  the  Nation 
ahead  of  my  own  personal  and  racial 
ambitions.  Some  of  you  who  were  here 
may  recall  that. 

I  think  it  is  a  tragic  note  that  in  this 
hour  when  we  are  at  war — and  we  are 
at  war — the  note  of  segregation  should 
again  be  injected  in  the  draft  bill.  I 
trust  that  something  will  be  done  be¬ 
tween  now  and  when  we  start  operating 
under  the  5-minute  rule  here,  I  hope 
even  by  the  gentleman  who  introduced 
it,  to  in  some  way  withdraw  it  so  that 
we  will  be  spared  the  public  controversy 
and  the  resulting  bitterness  which 
always  comes  from  that  type  of  argu¬ 


ment  and  that  type  of  discussion  in  this 
body. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not  a  white 
man’s  war.  It  is  the  war  of  freedom- 
loving  people  to  strike  down  tyranny 
wherever  they  find  it.  This  is  not  a  war 
of  the  Democratic  Party  or  of  the  Re¬ 
publican  Party.  It  is  a  war  of  our  Na¬ 
tion. 

There  is  a  mounting  tide  of  public 
opinion  which  is  beginning  to  ask,  “What 
are  we  fighting  for?”  The  answer  has 
to  be  given  here  in  this  well  by  us,  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House. 

Segregation  is  already  wiped  out  in 
the  Air  Force  and  in  the  Navy.  The 
Associated  Press  went  around  looking 
for  a  gentleman  from  below  the  Mason- 
Dixon  line  who  was  serving  in  an  un¬ 
segregated  unit  in  the  Navy.  They  found 
one  on  the  Missouri,  a  Texan.  They 
said,  “How  do  you  feel  serving  with 
Negroes?”  He  says,  “I  wake  up  in  the 
morning  and  I  say,  ‘Howdy.’  How  should 
I  address  him?  We  are  going  to  fight 
together.  I  ain’t  going  to  hug  him,  I 
ain’t  going  to  kiss  him,  and  I  ain’t  going 
to  marry  him.  What  in  the  hell  is  all 
this  about,  anyway?” 

Segregation  is  wiped  out  in  the  Navy 
and  Air  Force  now.  It  was  wiped  out 
in  Tokyo  by  the  Air  Force  General  Head¬ 
quarters  in  one  day.  I  dare  anyone  to 
stand  up  and  say  that  our  Navy  and  Air 
Force  have  been  shaken  and  weakened 
by  that  action.  I  defy  anyone  to  do  that. 

The  only  place  where  there  is  any  seg¬ 
regation  left,  and  it  is  disappearing,  is 
in  the  Army.  The  only  place  where  there 
is  any  low  morale  in  Korea  is  in  the  Jim 
Crow  Twenty-fifth  Division.  In  all  of 
Korea  not  a  single  Negro  has  been  sen¬ 
tenced  for  violating  the  seventy-fifth 
article  of  war  except  in  the  Jim  Crow 
Twenty-fifth  Division,  where  32  have, 
and  in  all  of  Korea  only  2  whites  have 
been  sentenced  for  violating  the  seventy- 
fifth  article  of  war. 

What  happens  to  morale  when  segre¬ 
gation  disappears?  In  6  months  of  fight¬ 
ing  in  Korea,  more  distinguished  service 
crosses  have  been  awarded  to  Negroes 
than  in  the  entire  4  years  of  World 
War  n. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  opposed  to  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  but  in  favor  of 
the  draft.  I  am  opposed  to  universal 
military  training  on  moral  grounds  and 
on  religious  grounds.  There  is  not  a 
single  organization  in  our  Nation  of  a 
religious  nature  that  is  not  opposed  to 
universal  military  training. 

The  Council  of  Bishops  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  the  Catholic  War  Vet¬ 
erans,  the  Methodist  Church,  the  Pres¬ 
byterian  Church  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  the  American  Baptist  Conven¬ 
tion,  the  United  Church  Women  of  th8 
National  Council  of  Churches,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Conference  of  Methodist  Youth, 
the  Church  of  the  Brethren,  the  South¬ 
ern  Baptist  Church,  the  Society  of 
Friends,  the  Disciples  of  Christ,  the 
United  Lutheran  Church,  the  Evangeli¬ 
cal  and  Reformed  Church,  the  Women’s 
Christian  Temperance  Union,  the  Inter¬ 
national  Council  of  Community  Churches 
the  Mennonite  Central  Committee,  the 
Student  YMCA  and  the  Student  YWCA, 


all  have  voiced  their  disapproval  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training. 

I  am  against  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  because  it  will  put  the  officer  caste 
system  in  complete  control  of  our  Nation. 
We  know  there  is  no  equality  between 
the  men  and  the  officers.  America  was 
founded  by  pioneers  who  came  from 
Europe  to  escape  the  arrogance  and  mili¬ 
tarism  of  Europe.  UMT  means  sub¬ 
servience  not  freedom.  Orders  must  be 
obeyed  or  death  is  the  result.  Is  this 
the  democratic  training  to  be  given  to 
high-school  boys  in  peacetime  that  will 
make  our  democracy  flourish? 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  My  own  father  was 
one  of  those  boys  sent  here  by  my  grand¬ 
father  at  the  age  of  15  years  to  avoid  7 
years  of  compulsory  military  training  in 
Italy. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Absolutely  true.  It  is 
in  our  history.  One  of  the  greatest  and 
fondest  and  most  beautiful  dreams  of 
our  forefathers  would  be  shattered  by 
the  passage  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  Universal  military  training  has  no 
factual  support.  Name  me  any  country 
in  the  world  that  has  practiced  conscrip¬ 
tion  and  by  that  practice  has  avoided 
war  or  with  that  practice  has  guaranteed 
victory.  We  have  gotten  along  pretty 
good  since  1776  without  it.  We  have 
never  known  defeat.  The  very  essence 
of  democracy  is  freedom  to  fight  and  not 
compulsion  to  fight  in  time  of  emergency. 
This  is  an  emergency.  Our  men  will 
come  forward.  They  will  come  from 
everywhere.  They  will  do  their  share 
and  we  will  win.  We  are  going  to  win 
this  war.  We  are  going  to  win  any  war 
in  which  we  have  the  right  ideals. 
Weapons  do  not  make  a  soldier,  but  it 
is  what  the  soldier  believes  in  his  heart 
which  will  make  him  a  good  soldier. 

You  cannot  force  a  man  through  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  to  be  a  soldier. 
I  am  against  universal  military  training 
finally,  because  it  will  suspend  all  civil 
rights.  A  soldier  under  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  cannot  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  of  any  legislation.  He  cannot  write 
his  Congressman.  He  cannot  even  call 
on  him.  He  cannot  have  the  right  of 
trial  by  jury  open  to  the  public,  knowing 
the  charges,  and  facing  his  accuser. 

Shall  we  allow  the  cloak  of  this  emer¬ 
gency  to  shield  the  designs  of  those  who 
believe  in  militarism  and  not  democ¬ 
racy?  Shall  we  say  that  reaction  is 
loyalty  and  that  liberalism  is  subversive 
and  that  segregation  is  democracy,  and 
that  a  second-class  caste  system  is  com¬ 
munistic,  or  that  Jim  Crow  is  the  Ameri¬ 
can  way?  If  that  is  so,  my  friends,  we 
had  better  get  on  our  knees  and  stay 
there  and  not  even  come  back  and  vote 
next  week.  The  hordes  of  Russia  stand 
poised  today.  We  will  defeat  them  be¬ 
cause  our  cause  is  right.  But  if  our  cause 
is  not  right,  there  is  no  power  that  we 
may  build  up  which  can  defeat  any 
enemy.  But  with  right  on  our  side  and 
with  God  on  our  side  we  have  won  and 
we  always  will  win. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  cf  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 
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Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Bowl. 

(Mr.  BOW  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  BOW.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  with 
hesitancy  that  I  speak  on  this  bill  today, 
after  having  served  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  only  a  few  months.  My 
hesitation  is  increased  when  I  realize  I 
am  to  speak  against  the  bill  reported  out 
by  a  great  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  under  the  very  able 
leadership  of  its  chairman,  whose 
patriotism  and  experience  is  so  well 
known  throughout  the  Nation.  I  cannot 
question  the  sincerity  of  any  man  who 
has  spoken  on  behalf  of  the  bill.  The 
address  yesterday  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas,  a  member  of  the  committee,  was 
evidence  of  the  painstaking  efforts  and 
conscientious  study  that  have  been  given 
to  the  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel  if  this  bill  is  writ¬ 
ten  into  the  pages  of  history  of  this 
Nation  it  will  be  a  new  chapter  in  the 
recent  but  progressive  road  to  complete 
regimentation  of  our  people.  In  my 
opinion  the  drafting  of  the  youth  of  the 
Nation  should  be  continued  in  order  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  of  the 
Nation.  But  a  bill  to  accomplish  this  ob¬ 
jective  in  an  emergency  should  not  be 
used  as  a  battering  ram  against  the  walls 
protecting  freedom  and  the  liberties  of 
our  people  in  peacetime. 

What  is  here  called  universal  military 
training  is  in  fact  peacetime  conscrip¬ 
tion.  This  has  been  the  prime  objective 
of  the  high  military  command  for  years 
and  has  not  been  born  of  this  emergency 
or  any  foreseeable  emergency.  The  cry 
now  of  emergency  is  but  an  opiate  to 
make  the  operation  painless. 

We  have  heard  people  state  today  that 
the  adoption  of  this  measure  will  build  a 
great  force  that  will,  in  the  words  of  one 
of  the  gentlemen  wffo  spoke  here, 
frighten  Russia  to  death.  If  we  are  so 
naive  as  to  adopt  such  a  philosophy,  we 
should  delegate  our  power  to  the  high- 
school  graduates  that  we  now  seek  to  put 
into  uniform. 

In  a  show  of  force  we  shipped  aircraft 
carriers  loaded  with  planes  to  our  allies 
in  Europe.  Russia  built  more  planes  to 
match  them.  We  sent  great  stores  of 
military  materiel  to  Europe.  Russia 
met  that  threat  with  increased  produc¬ 
tion  of  instruments  of  war.  We  stock¬ 
piled  the  atomic  bomb,  and  Russia  per¬ 
fected  the  atomic  bomb.  Frightened  at 
the  power  of  the  United  States?  Yes. 
But  frigthened  into  an  arms  race  with 
us  and  not  frightened  to  its  demise. 

At  the  end  of  World  War  II  Russia  was 
prostrate.  This  country  was  the  great¬ 
est  military  nation  in  the  world.  But 
that  great  power  was  not  a  deterrent,  but 
obviously  an  incentive  to  the  creation  of 
a  war  potential  that  is  now  casting  its 
shadow  into  every  home  in  this  Nation. 

It  was  my  privilege  during  the  Eight¬ 
ieth  Congress  to  be  counsel  to  a  subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Committee  on  Expenditures 
of  this  House.  One  of  our  assignments 
was  to  investigate  propaganda  and  pub¬ 
licity  in  the  executive  department.  One 
of  the  agencies  we  were  called  upon  to 


investigate  was  the  War  Department  and 
its  effort  to  propagandize  for  universal 
military  training.  I  should  like  to  briefly 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  some 
of  tlje  findings  of  the  subcommittee 
which  were  later  adopted  by  the  full  com¬ 
mittee  and  transmitted  to  the  House  by 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  at  that 
time  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 

I  should  like  to  refer  briefly  to  House 
Report  No.  1073  of  the  first  session  of  the 
Eightieth  Congress  and  bring  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Members  of  this  Congress 
the  findings  of  that  committee.  I  am 
reading  from  Report  No.  1073,  on  page  1  ( 

The  committee,  after  full  consideration  of 
the  report  as  submitted  by  the  subcommittee, 
upon  motion  duly  made  and  seconded,  unan¬ 
imously  approved  and  adopted  the  report  as 
the  report  of  the  full  Committee  on  Ex¬ 
penditures  in  the  Executive  Departments. 
The  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  was  di¬ 
rected  to  transmit  a  copy  of  the  report  to 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Your  committee  reports  that,  on  the  basis 
of  hearings  held  on  June  20  and  July  16, 
1947,  the  evidence  shows  that  the  War  De¬ 
partment  is  using  Government  funds  in  an 
improper  manner  for  propaganda  activities 
supporting  compulsory  military  training,  or 
what  is  commonly  referred  to  as  ‘‘universal 
military  training.”  This  report  summarizes 
our  hearings  on  this  phase  of  the  inquiry  to 
date  and  presents  the  conclusions  arrived  at 
following  careful  evaluation  of  the  testimony 
and  documentary  evidence  presented  by  and 
relating  to  the  War  Department. 

The  use  of  Federal  funds  for  the  purpose 
of  influencing  legislation  before  Congress  is 
unlawful  under  section  201,  title  18,  of  the 
United  States  Code.  We  have,  therefore, 
brought  these  matters  to  the  attention  of 
the  Department  of  Justice,  with  a  request 
that  the  Attorney  General,  a"  once,  initiate 
proceedings  to  stop  this  unauthorized  and 
Illegal  expenditure  of  public  moneys.  A 
copy  of  the  chairman’s  letter  to  the  At¬ 
torney  General  is  made  a  part  of  this  in¬ 
terim  report. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Was  there  anything 
done  about  that? 

Mr.  BOW.  Nothing  was  done,  except 
that  it  was  referred  to  the  FBI.  I 
understand  that  they  made  an  investiga¬ 
tion  bearing  out  the  findings  of  that 
committee,  but  still  nothing  was  done 
about  these  expenditures. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  am  sure  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  War 
Department  did  not  first  initiate  the 
universal  military  training  program,  but 
the  service  organizations  of  World  War 
I,  the  American  Legion,  the  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars,  and  other  service  organ¬ 
izations,  along  with  the  auxiliaries,  first 
initiated  the  UMT. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  do  not  know  who  first 
started  it.  It  has  been  propagandized 
by  the  War  Department  for  many  years, 
and  I  know  that  a  great  committee  of 
this  Congress  found  that  they  had  il¬ 
legally  spent  their  funds,  properly  ap¬ 
propriated  for  other  purposes,  to  prop¬ 
agandize  for  this  fight. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  :ield? 


Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  It  is  a  rather  signifi¬ 
cant  thing  that  the  countries  of  Europe 
which  adopted  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  had  to  be  saved  by  countries  which 
had  never  adopted  compulsory  military 
training,  such  as  England,  Canada,  Au¬ 
stralia,  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  The  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Durham]  has  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  service  organizations  hav¬ 
ing  initiated  universal  training  pro¬ 
grams.  I  think  for  the  sake  of  the 
Record  we  should  realize,  and  I  am  fa¬ 
miliar  with  the  early  programs  as  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  American  Legion,  that 
they  were  somewhat  different  from  the 
bill  which  we  have  before  us. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Yes;  but  it  was  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  plan.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  gentleman  from 
Michigan  [Mr.  Dondero]  raised  a  ques¬ 
tion  in  regard  to  what  happened  in  Eu¬ 
rope  in  those  countries  which  had  adopt¬ 
ed  universal  military  training.  I  am 
sure  the  gentleman  is  aware  today 
that  there  are  more  than  20,000,000  vet¬ 
erans  in  this  country;  and,  if  I  may,  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  ques¬ 
tion.  Does  he  believe  that  this  country 
today  is  in  fear  of  becoming  miltaristic 
due  to  that  fact?  Europe  probably  has 
more  veterans  than  we,  of  course,  but  I 
see  nothing  that  indicates  in  this  coun¬ 
try  today  that  this  country  is  becoming 
militaristic.  There  are  234  Members  in 
this  House  who  served  in  the  World  War, 
and  I  am  sure  every  one  of  them  is  proud 
of  it.  There  is  more  isolationism  in 
Congress  today  than  there  was  when  I 
came  here  in  1939. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  if 
the  gentleman  will  yield,  the  fact  is, 
however,  that  the  claim  that  this  bill 
proposed  by  the  committee  was  proposed 
by  the  veterans  is  not  entirely  correct. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  believe  that  every 
veteran  in  this  country  is  in  favor  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training;  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  many  of  them  are  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  BOW.  There  are  many  who  op¬ 
pose  it. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  The  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  Pentagon  program  and  the 
universal  military  training  program  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  American  Legion  is  that 
the  American  Legion  is  a  private  organi¬ 
zation  spending  its  own  money  while  in 
the  case  of  the  Pentagon  there  is  a  law 
on  the  statute  books  specifically  prohib¬ 
iting  any  such  activity,  yet  they  went 
right  ahead  advocating  it. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  thank  the  gentleman  for 
his  contribution. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  being  unduly 
critical  of  the  Pentagon;  undoubtedly 
the  average  over  there  as  to  intelligence 
is  about  the  same  as  in  the  House  and 
elsewhere  in  the  country,  but  the  gentle¬ 
man  was  speaking  about  the  illegal  use 
of  funds.  I  want  to  recall  to  the  gentle- 
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man’s  mind,  and  I  am  sure  he  will  re¬ 
member  it,  the  fact  that  that  book  by 
John  Roy  Carlson — and  there  was  so  far 
as  I  know  never  a  book  published  that 
was  so  critical,  unfairly  critical,  of 
Members  of  Congress,  so  false.  I  do  re¬ 
call  that  a  Federal  judge  in  Chicago  sug¬ 
gested  that  he  would  lie  on  anything  for 
a  dollar — 500  copies  of  that  book  were 
sent  to  American  camps  by  the  War  De¬ 
partment  and  paid  for  by  the  money 
appropriated  by  Congress  for  other  pur¬ 
poses.  I  have  the  letter  proving  it  if 
you  want  to  know. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

I  will  be  glad  to  yield  further,  but  be¬ 
fore  I  do  I  should  like  to  continue  read¬ 
ing  from  this  report  which  was  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Eightieth  Congress,  and  I 
wish  I  could  discuss  it  in  detail,  but  time 
» will  not  permit.  However,  reading 
again  from  the  report: 

Your  committee  found  that  in  some  cases 
propaganda  material  prepared  by  civilians  at 
the  War  Department  followed  a  pattern  un¬ 
worthy  of  any  department  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  We  desire  to  quote,  particularly, 
from  one  such  paragraph,  from  the  Outline 
for  Veterans  Radio  Panels,  which  relates 
directly  to  the  questions  to  which  your  sub¬ 
committee  is  directing  its  attention. 

I  now  read  to  you  from  a  pamphlet 
written  and  approved  by  the  War  De¬ 
partment  and  circulated  throughout  this 
country  in  trying  to  sell  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  with  funds  appropriated  to 
them  for  other  purposes.  This  is  the 
War  Department: 

The  great  opposition  to  military  training 
Is  generally  not  based  on  fact  but  rather  on 
such  generalities  as  democracy,  morals,  ag¬ 
gression,  education,  and  pacifism.  The  chief 
opponents  are  parents,  church  groups,  edu¬ 
cators,  subversive  groups,  and  a  large  section 
of  the  public  which  does  not  think.  Any 
attempt  to  sell  a  program  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  must  be  based  on  a  thorough 
job  of  analysis  and  specialized  thinking  along 
the  lines  of  objections  of  each  of  the  oppos¬ 
ing  groups  and  it  must  establish  refutation 
and  motivation  for  each  of  the  groups 
opposed. 

I  want  to  repeat  that  the  propaganda 
put  out  at  the  taxpayers’  expense  to 
bring  about  this  legislation  charged  that 
the  chief  opponents  are  parents,  church 
groups,  educators,  subversive  groups, 
and  a  large  segment  of  the  public  that 
does  not  think. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  truth  about  the 
matter  is  the  reason  the  people  of  this 
country  are  opposed  to  it  is  because  it  is 
repugnant  to  freedom.  We  are  a  great 
and  a  strong  people  because  we  are  free. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  took  a  poll  recently 
in  my  district.  I  sent  a  questionnaire  to 
40,000  poll  taxpayers  and  out  of  that 
40,000  almost  75  percent  were  in  favor 
of  a  kind  of  universal  military  training. 

Mr.  BOW.  May  I  say  in  reply  to  the 
gentleman  that  I  also  sent  out  a  poll  to 
the  people  of  the  Sixteenth  District  in 
Ohio.  I  sent  out  10,000  questionnaires. 


Every  newspaper  in  the  district  pub¬ 
lished  it.  In  my  office  as  of  today  there 
are  somewhere  around  seven  to  eight 
thousand  answers.  The  majority  of  the 
people  in  that  district,  by  not  a  large 
amount — it  is  rather  close  but  substan¬ 
tial — are  against  any  universal  military 
training  program. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOW.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Of 
course,  the  people  want  some  sort  of 
training  before  their  men  are  sent  into 
another  war.  The  majority  of  them  do 
not  want  a^war  at  all.  But  if  the  boys 
must  go,  the  people  want  them  trained. 
Almost  all  of  us  have  been  in  favor  of 
some  sort  of  training,  but  we  do  not  favor 
training  them  through  the  military 
forces. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  agree  with  that  100 
percent. 

Mr.  BOW.  I  wish  I  might  be  able  to 
read  more  from  these  documents.  I 
commend  them  to  the  attention  of  the 
Members  of  the  House. 

I  should  like  to  say  that  this  evidence, 
together  with  that  presented  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  [Mr.  Werdel]  on 
the  floor  the  other  day,  should  cause 
everyone  to  ponder  whether  all  of  the 
threats  to  this  Nation  are  from  without 
or  whether  some  are  from  within. 

We  are  asked  to  defend  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  United  States,  a  policy  of 
policy  makers  in  whom  the  people  of 
the  country  have  lost  faith.  We  have 
been  asked  to  be  blind  to  the  mistakes 
of  the  past  which  have  brought  us  again 
to  the  brink  of  war.  We  are  asked  to 
draft,  to  train,  and  to  send  out  to  die 
the  youth  of -America  in  support  of  those 
who  have  been  vacillating  in  decision 
and  at  times  have  shown  lack  of  com¬ 
mon  sense  and  who  have  nurtured  the 
crisis  which  creates  this  emergency.  I 
say  that  we  should  clean  out  the  State 
Department,  make  it  worthy  of  its  name, 
and  many  mothers  and  fathers  through¬ 
out  this  land  will  then  once  more  feel 
some  security,  and  we  might  find  some 
support  for  bills  of  this  kind,  but  so  long 
as  policies  persist  that  have  brought  us 
into  this  situation  we  cannot  do  it. 

I  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  closing,  that 
I  will  vote  for  an  18  V2 -year-old  draft, 
with  6  months’  training;  I  will  vote  for 
a  UMT  if  it  has  an  expiration  date 
within  a  reasonable  time,  but  if  there 
is  an  attempt  to  place  peacetime  uni¬ 
versal  conscription  on  this  Nation,  I 
shall  vote  against  the  bill  under  any 
circumstances. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  has  expired. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
15  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  BentsenL 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
have  been  many  statements  in  the  last 
3  days  by  the  opponents  of  this  piece 
of  legislation  that  they  do  not  want  to 
draft  18-year-olds.  I  think  it  is  time 
we  set  the  record  straight  on  that.  I  do 
not  know  of  any  Member  of  this  House 
who  wants  to  draft  18-year-olds,  20-year- 
olds,  or  any  mother’s  son. 

The  question  to  be  decided  here  is,  Do 
we  have  to  draft  the  lS^-year-olds? 


Prior  to  this  bill  I  felt  as  many  of  you 
that  we  were  not  sufficiently  utilizing  the 
manpower  pool  in  the  19-  to  25-year  age 
group.  This  bill  now  takes  steps  neces¬ 
sary  to  fully  utilize  this  age  group  by  re¬ 
ducing  the  mental  and  physical  stand¬ 
ards  to  the  level  of  January  of  1945. 
This  bill,  by  reducing  these  mental  and 
physical  standards  and  eliminating  the 
deferment  of  nonveterans  who  have  a 
wife  as  their  only  dependent,  increases 
the  immediate  manpower  pool  by  828,000 
men.  Despite  this  increase  a  study 
made  by  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  shows  that  additional  men  are 
needed  which  would  result  from  lower¬ 
ing  the  draft  from  19  to  18y2  years. 
Such  a  manpower  pool  would  permit  the 
maintenance  of  an  armed  force  of 
3,500,000  men.  In  addition  it  would  per¬ 
mit  the  release  of  many  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  veterans  and  reservists  who 
in  many  cases  have  already  given  many 
years  of  their  lives  in  service  to  their 
country.  The  question  of  immaturity 
of  judgment  of  18-year-olds  has  been 
brought  to  the  floor  in  this  debate,  and 
as  to  some  young  men  of  this  age  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  question  is  justified.  But,  un¬ 
fortunately  immaturity  of  judgment  is 
not  something  that  lends  itself  to  the 
simple  limitation  of  age.  For  all  prac¬ 
tical  purposes,  therefore,  an  arbitrai’y 
line  must  be  drawn.  In  this  bill  the 
provisions  are  such  as  to  help  give  these 
young  men  full  training  and  additional 
time  to  measure  up  to  the  demands  of 
manhood  by  providing  that  no  man  will 
be  placed  in  combat  outside  of  the 
United  States  possessions  before  reach¬ 
ing  the  age  of  19  years.  He  cannot  be 
inducted  until  he  is  18 14  years  of  age, 
and  then  we  must  have  a  lapse  of  6 
months  from  that  date  before  he  can  be 
sent  into  combat.  The  issue  can  be  very 
simply  drawn  on  this  drafting  of  I8M2- 
year-olds  if  you  accept  the  fact  that  we 
need  3,500,000  men  in  the  service  to  de¬ 
fend  this  country.  You  either  vote  to 
draft  18  :/2 -year-olds  or  you  vote  to  leave 
in  men  in  the  reserves  who  have  already 
contributed  so  much  for  their  country. 
Personally  I  believe  in  equalization  of 
sacrifice  that  each  man  share  the  bur¬ 
dens  in  protecting  this  Nation’s  liberties, 
and  that  the  purpose  of  this  bill  proposes, 
that. 

There  has  been  much  criticism  here 
today  and  in  the  last  2  days  of  our  mili¬ 
tary  leadership,  and  the  questioning  of 
their  testimony  before  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  It  has  always  been  a 
profitable  and  a  popular  political  pas¬ 
time  to  bait  the  brass,  because  there  were 
more  privates  than  there  were  generals. 
It  is  agreed  that  they  are  not  perfect 
men,  and  neither  are  you  nor  I,  but  they 
are  our  military  leaders,  or  qualified  mil¬ 
itary  leaders.  If  we  cannot  trust  the 
Marshalls  and  the  Bradleys  and  the  Col¬ 
linses,  then  we  are  defeated  before  the 
first  shot  is  fired. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  You  know,  I  have  lis¬ 
tened  to  this  debate  now  for  the  past 
several  days  and  I  quite  agree  with  what 
the  gentleman  is  saying.  The  criticism 
that  has  been  directed  at  our  military 
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leaders  has  been  a  very  vigorous  one,  but 
I  want  to  call  your  attention  also  to  the 
fact  that  I  recall  in  this  House  when 
these  same  military  leaders  were  leading 
our  forces  in  World  War  II,  the  same 
people  who  are  today  condemning  the 
brass  were  on  their  feet  time  after  time 
paying  tribute  to  these  same  military 
leaders.  I  think  we  can  go  to  extremes 
and  I  think  that  the  criticism  that  has 
been  directed  at  many  of  our  military 
leaders  here  has  been  just  a  bit  too  force¬ 
ful,  because  the  same  individuals  a  few 
years  ago  were  glorifying  these  men  who 
were  leading  this  Nation  of  ours  to  great 
victories  in  World  War  II. 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

I  do  not  believe  it  can  be  said  that 
any  one  age  provides  the  best  fighting 
men  for  a  unit.  What  we  are  aiming 
for  is  a  balanced  force.  We  want  the 
daring  of  young  men  tempered  with  the 
caution  of  the  older  combat  servicemen. 
In  the  Air  Force  we  used  to  have  a  saying 
in  regard  to  fighter  pilots  strafing  a 
target  that  we  could  tell  by  how  low  he 
got  down  on  the  target  whether  he  was 
a  young  man,  whether  he  was  a  married 
man,  or  whether  he  had  one  child  or  two. 

We  need  a  combination  of  all  of  those 
factors  in  developing  a  balanced  fighting 
force. 

Yesterday  it  was  said  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  that  the  top  brass  of  the 
Legion  was  for  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  The  inference  was  left  that  the 
rank  and  file  of  Legionnaires  were  not 
in  favor  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  If  you  will  indulge  me  for  just  a 
moment  in  another  one  of  these  refer¬ 
ences  to  personal  experiences,  I  held 
what  was  probably  the  lowest  elective 
ofiice  that  a  man  can  hold  in  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion,  that  of  a  post  commander. 
I  want  to  tell  you  that  the  membership 
of  my  post,  the  membership  of  the  post 
I  belong  to,  the  butcher,  the  baker,  the 
merchant,  and  the  farmer,  voted  unani¬ 
mously  for  universal  military  training; 
and  they  were  the  rank  and  file,  they 
were  the  general  membership  of  the 
American  Legion.  I  have  attended  these 
district  conventions  and  these  State  con¬ 
ventions,  and  I  have  seen  the  same  reac¬ 
tion  in  veterans  every  place  I  have  gone. 
These  veterans  who  have  worn  their 
country’s  uniform,  who  have  sacrificed 
to  preserve  its  freedom,  who  know  what 
it  means  to  be  shoved  into  battle  with¬ 
out  adequate  training,  veterans  who 
know  the  humiliation  of  Corregidor  be¬ 
cause  this  country  did  not  have  ade¬ 
quately  trained,  large,  ready  pools  of 
Reserves,  do  not  want  their  sons  to  go 
into  battle  as  green  shock  troops.  They 
want  their  sons  and  I  want  my  sons  to 
be  trained  adequately  to  deal  with  the 
combat  decisions  of  the  battlefield. 

It  is  an  easy  thing  as  a  Congressman 
to  demand  the  necessary  sacrifices  of 
our  people  to  protect  their  liberties  at 
a  time  of  Pearl  Harbor,  but  the  task  of 
voting  for  these  sacrifices  of  people  for 
once  before  Pearl  Harbor,  when  the  draft 
was  extended  by  a  vote  of  202  to  203,  is 
immensely  more  difficult  to  perceive. 

Then  we  had  the  invasion  of  Czecho¬ 
slovakia  and  others  to  toll  their  warning. 
Today  we  have  a  nasty  little  war  in  Ko¬ 


rea.  If  that  war  were  the  only  war  we 
could  contemplate  in  the  future,  then 
universal  military  training  would  not  be 
necessary  for  our  country,  but  we  know 
that  if  world  war  III  comes,  it  will  be 
sudden;  it  will  be  without  warning.  This 
Nation  as  the  arsenal  of  democracy  will 
be  a  primary  target.  We  will  have  no 
allies  capable  of  carrying  on  the  fight 
and  buying  us  time  while  we  prepare,  as 
we  did  last  time.  No  one  thinks  we  will 
have  time  to  train  these  forces  after  war 
is  declared.  We  had  years  before  in  the 
other  two  world  wars,  but  now  we  shall 
need  to  be  able  to  effectuate  an  immedi¬ 
ate  sweeping  mobilization.  The  war  will 
be  unquestionably  brought  immediately 
to  our  shores  by  the  long-range  bombers 
we  are  told  our  potential  attackers  pos¬ 
sess.  When  the  enemies  of  democracy 
not  only  possess  the  means,  but  also  are 
developing  a  stockpile  of  man’s  most  de¬ 
structive  weapon,  the  atomic  bomb,  we 
will  have  to  be  able  to  meet  this  chal¬ 
lenge  to  our  survival  immediately. 
There  will  be  no  opportunity  for  those 
who  vote  against  this  bill  to  go  down 
into  the  well  and  change  their  vote  from 
“nay”  to  “yea.” 

My  deepest  concern  in  this  bill  is  that 
some  of  my  dear  friends  in  the  House 
who  believe  as  strongly  as  I  do  in  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  will  vote  against 
it  because  here  they  see  a  commission 
proposed  to  develop  a  plan  that  does  not 
exactly  fit  the  picture  as  they  see  it.  I 
must  agree  with  them  that,  had  I  been 
the  author  of  this  bill,  there  are  some 
changes  I  would  have  made.  I  dare  say 
that  if  each  of  us  had  had  our  own  indi¬ 
vidual  way  we  would  have  435  different 
versions  of  this  bill. 

I  have  yet  to  see  a  bill  which  has  been 
passed  by  the  Congress  that  I  could  not 
find  something  wrong  with  it,  and  find  a 
reason  to  justify  voting  against  it.  And 
so  it  will  always  be  in  a  democratic 
country,  with  so  many  diverse  interests. 
1  seems  to  me  in  deciding  whether  to 
vote  for  or  against  this  means  of  pro¬ 
viding  a  plan  for  universal  military 
trai  'ing  that  the  question  posed  is:  Do 
the  good  features  for  the  furtherance  of 
universal  military  training  outweigh  the 
bad  features  as  each  Member  sees  them 
in  this  bill?  I  think  the  scales  clearly 
read  that  this  bill  will  be  of  great  bene¬ 
fit  to  the  people  of  our  country ;  that  it  is 
in  the  public  interest.  This  bill  of 
course  does  not  set  out  the  program  by 
which  our  young  men  would  obtain  mili¬ 
tary  training.  It  merely  provides  for  a 
civilian  commission  which  will  prepare 
a  plan  to  be  submitted  to  the  Congress. 
Do  not  impugn  the  motives  of  a  still  un¬ 
born  commission.  Do  not  prepare  to  be¬ 
lieve  the  worst  rather  than  the  best  of 
this  Commission.  Do  not  let  cynicism 
displace  faith.  It  has  been  said  it  is 
better  to  light  a  candle  than  it  is  to 
curse  the  darkness.  Give  this  Commis¬ 
sion  a  chance  to  work  out  a  plan  for 
military  training  of  our  youth.  Before 
any  program  of  this  civilian  Commis¬ 
sion  goes  into  effect  it  must  be  approved 
by  the  Congress.  The  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  has  stated 
he  will  offer  amendments  which  will  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  Commission  must  return 
a  plan  within  6  months  to  the  Congress. 


In  addition  the  plan  will  be  subject  to 
amendment  by  the  committee  and  on  the 
floor  of  the  House.  We,  the  Representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people,  make  the  ultimate 
decision  as  to  how  our  young  men  will  be 
trained.  It  is  congressional  control,  such 
as  this,  which  gives  further  proof  that 
this  is  not  a  Pentagon  bill  but  is  the  re¬ 
sult  of  months  of  study  and  creative 
thinking  by  the  distinguished  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EENTSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  seek  this  opportu¬ 
nity  to  say  that  the  gentleman  is  making 
a  truly  excellent  speech.  I  am  listen¬ 
ing  to  every  word  of  it.  I  especially  like 
the  way  in  which  the  gentleman  handled 
the  question  of  age.  So  often  in  this 
debate,  in  my  judgment,  the  question  of 
what  is  the  best  age  for  an  individual 
to  enter  into  a  long-range  universal-' 
military-training  program  is  overlooked. 

I  think  that  has  to  do  with  the  individ¬ 
ual,  if  the  individual  wants  to  go  in  at 
a  time  when  it  is  best  for  him  in  his 
life. 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr.  Chairman,  you  who  believe  as  I 
do  that  universal  military  training  is  the 
answer  to  the  future  safety  of  our  coun¬ 
try  and  that  it  helps  to  avoid  the  eco¬ 
nomic  disaster  of  maintaining  a  large 
standing  army,  let  not  the  opponents  of 
the  principle  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  so  blind  you  that  we  see  only  the 
trees  instead  of  the  forest  at  this  time 
when  we  are  closer  to  winning  our  fight 
than  we  have  ever  been  in  our  history. 

Must  we  Members  of  the  Congress  live 
only  for  today?  During  this  debate  I 
have  almost  reached  the  conclusion 
that  some  Members  think  that  UMT 
stands  for  universal  manana  training. 
This  program  will  require  time  and  plan¬ 
ning  in  its  presentation  to  the  Congress. 
It  will  require  the  initiation  of  prelimi¬ 
nary  steps  prior  to  the  passage  of  the 
bill.  It  cannot  be  put  off  until  manana. 
We  must  show  the  aggressors  of  the 
world  that  free  men  are  willing  to  pay 
the  price  of  remaining  eternally  vigilant 
to  protect  their  hard-won  freedom. 

We  must  show  them  that  we  have 
profited  by  our  past  mistakes  and  not 
that  one  day  we  intend  to  go  marching 
up  the  hill  of  sacrifice  during  a  crisis 
only  to  come  coasting  down  into  the 
morass  of  complacency  when  the  dicta¬ 
tors  still  their  cannon  fire.  Let  us  neg¬ 
lect  our  duties  by  forgetting  yesterday’s 
battles  or  tomorrow’s  threats,  and  you 
and  I  can  be  sure  that  our  sons  will  be 
marching  off  to  war  unprepared  just  as 
their  fathers  and  grandfathers  did 
before. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  The  gentleman  made 
a  fine  statement  on  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  bill,  but  if  I  understand 
the  proposal  that  has  been  submitted 
to  the  Congress  it  is  a  proposal  to  estab¬ 
lish  some  unknown  commission  to  write 
some  unknown  bill,  is  that  right? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  It  will  return  to  the 
floor  of  the  Congress  and  to  the  com- 
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mittee  for  its  consideration  and  amend¬ 
ment  and  passage  if  the  House  so  desires. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  May  I  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  this  question.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  understand  this  bill  does  provide 
that  the  commission  to  be  established 
will  then  submit  to  the  Congress  its 
ideas  for  universal  military  training? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Will  Congress  at  that 
time  have  authority  to  amend  the  legis¬ 
lation? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  Yes,  sir;  according  to 
the  statement  that  was  made  at  the 
opening  of  today's  debate  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee,  that  he  would  offer  an 
amendment  in  committee  to  provide  just 
that. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Would  this  amend¬ 
ment  be  submitted  to  the  whole  House? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  Certainly,  on  Mon¬ 
day. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  believe  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  doing  a  disservice  to  many  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  who  do  not  completely 
agree  with  this  bill  by  intimating  that 
we  condemn  our  military  leaders.  I,  for 
one,  believe  that  we  have  the  finest  mili¬ 
tary  service  in  the  world  and  that  we 
have  the  finest  military  leaders,  but  I 
do  not  believe  I  would  be  acting  in  the 
capacity  that  I  should  to  come  up  here 
and  blindly  follow  any  person,  regard¬ 
less  of  how  much  I  respect  him. 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  There  was  no  at¬ 
tempt  to  impugn  the  motives  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Texas,  whom 
I  have  not  heard  attack  our  high  com¬ 
mand  on  this  floor.  The  remarks  were 
addressed  to  those  who  had  been  beating 
the  high  brass  in  the  last  2  days. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Does  the  gentleman 
feel  that  the  Congress  should  have  the 
right  to  criticize  when  a  brass  is  wrong? 

Mr.  BENTSEN.  Absolutely. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  Sutton]. 

(Mr.  SUTTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re¬ 
gret  that  the  chairman  of  the  great 
Armed  Services  Committee  made  the 
statement  he  did.  He  insinuated  that  it 
was  advisable  for  certain  people  to  keep 
their  seats  and  keep  their  mouths  shut. 
I  regret  that  he  is  not  on  the  floor  at  this 
time  because  I  would  like  to  have  him 
present  as  I  present  my  views. 

I  am  grateful  to  my  good  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  Dewey 
Short,  for  giving  me  this  time,  because 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vin¬ 
son]  would  not  give  me  time.  My  in¬ 
terpretation  of  his  action  is  that  unless 
a  man  is  for  what  he  is  for  and  speaks 
his  language,  he  does  not  want  him  to 
speak.  I  remember  2  years  ago,  when  I 
was  fighting  the  military  pay  bill,  he 
would  not  let  us  have  any  time,  because 


he  knew  we  were  opposed  to  his  bill. 
Yesterday  he  promised  me  30  minutes  to 
speak.  I  did  not  get  it.  I  called  him 
this  morning,  and  he  said :  “You  are  one 
of  the  first  ones  to  talk  today.”  Thanks 
to  my  good  friend.  Representative  Short, 
for  this  time.  It  seems  to  me  he  does  not 
care  to  know  what  study  we  have  made  of 
the  bill  before  the  House.  I  am  not  im¬ 
pugning  his  motives,  but  I  wonder  why 
he  denies  me  time  to  present  my  views. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  my 
young  friend  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  refuse  to  yield  at 
this  time.  I  will  yield  later.  I  wonder 
why  the  chairman  of  the  great  Armed 
Services  Committee  in  his  recommenda¬ 
tion  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
does  not  want  combat  veterans  on  his 
committee,  with  the  exception  of  a 
minor  group.  He  has  5  on  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  side  out  of  19.  Is  it  that  he  can¬ 
not  control  us?  Is  it  that  he  does  not 
have  faith  in  the  combat  boys,  or  is  it 
that  he  still  wants  to  dominate,  and  if 
you  do  not  agree  with  him  he  does  not 
want  you  to  say  anything  about  it? 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  that  the  com¬ 
bat  boys  of  World  War  I  and  World 
War  H  know  just  as  much  about  the 
armed  services  as  Carl  Vinson  does. 
There  are  several  boys  in  this  Congress 
that  I  would  take  the  word  of  before  I 
would  take  the  word  of  Carl  Vinson. 
The  men  with  records  like  Teague,  John 
Bell  Williams,  Ayres,  and  Potter,  who 
have  fought  for  their  country  and  who 
shed  their  blood  for  this  country — do  you 
think  they  are  not  capable  of  speaking? 
Not  to  say  anything  about  by  own  com¬ 
bat  service,  and  I  am  proud  of  my  record, 
just  as  proud  as  the  other  233  boys  who 
went  into  the  service. 

And  my  own  record,  I  do  not  yield 
to  him  or  to  anybody  else  in  loyalty  to 
America.  I  will  place  my  record  up 
against  his  in  speaking  for  the  people 
of  my  district,  the  people  who  honored 
me  to  represent  them  in  this  my  second 
term  in  Congress,  who  sent  me  up  here 
to  speak  for  them.  They  did  not  send 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vin¬ 
son]  up  here  to  speak  for  them,  and  he 
does  not  speak  for  them  or  for  me.  Any 
time  he  thinks  he  can  speak  for  them 
let  him  come  down  to  the  Seventh  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Tennessee  and  run  against  me 
or  my  successor. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  I  asked  for  this 
time  I  did  not  ask  for  it  to  impugn  the 
motives  of  anyone ;  I  asked  for  this  time 
to  give  to  Members  of  this  body  what 
little  knowledge  I  might  have,  in  a  help¬ 
ful  way,  not  in  a  destructive  way,  but  in 
such  a  way  that  would  help  the  defense 
of  this  country.  After  the  time  I  spent 
in  the  service,  with  a  plate  in  my  head 
and  part  of  my  shoulder  gone,  I  think 
I  may  contribute  a  little,  because  of  the 
service  I  have  seen. 

I  do  not  believe,  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
impugning  the  motives  of  the  military 
unless  I  think  they  are  wrong.  I  con¬ 
demned  the  brass  2  years  ago  on  the 
military  pay  bill.  I  thought  I  was  right 
then;  I  still  think  I  was  right.  All  you 
need  do  is  observe  some  of  them  in  the 
Army  and  Navy  Club  on  Saturday  nights 
and  you  will  know  what  I  mean.  You  do 
not  even  have  to  go  out  of  Washington. 


just  go  down  to  the  Army  and  Navy 
Club  and  you  will  see  what  I  have  in 
mind. 

I  believe  in  universal  military  train¬ 
ing,  but  I  do  not  believe  in  militarizing 
this  whole  country;  I  do  not  believe  in 
the  military  taking  over  this  great  de¬ 
mocracy  of  ours.  As  long  as  I  am  a  pri¬ 
vate  citizen,  as  long  as  I  am  a  Member 
of  Congress,  I  am  going  to  speak  out 
against  the  military  taking  over;  and, 
Mr.  Chairman,  as  strong  an  advocate  of 
UMT  as  I  am,  I  will  not  vote  for  this  bill. 
Several  of  us  have  gotten  together  in 
the  last  few  days  devising  a  plan,  a  plan 
on  which  the  Members  of  Congress  can 
decide  as  to  whether  or  not  they  want  it, 
and  it  is  a  plan  for  universal  military 
training.  It  does  not  set  up  a  commis¬ 
sion  to  come  in  and  tell  Congress  what 
to  do  and  let  the  military  control  them ; 
it  is  a  plan  that  has  been  worked  out. 
It  is  a  plan  that  has  been  reported  by 
an  Armed  Services  Committee,  not  this 
one,  but  another  one  in  1947,  with  one 
change.  I  think  it  is  the  plan  that  was 
devised  originally  by  Perry  Brown  of  the 
American  Legion,  and  it  is  the  plan  that 
the  American  Legion  of  the  United 
States  endorsed  years  ago. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Not  at  this  time. 

This  plan  was  introduced  the  first  of 
this  year  by  Senator  Russell.  It  was 
S.  1  in  the  other  body. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Not  at  this  time;  I  will 
in  a  moment. 

This  bill  was  placed  before  a  subcom¬ 
mittee;  there  were  many  hearings  on  it. 
It  was  scuttled,  however,  by  the  Defense 
Department;  so  we  got  our  heads  to¬ 
gether  and  just  this  afternoon  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague] 
dropped  that  bill  into  the  hopper,  and 
it  will  be  offered  as  a  substitute.  I  would 
like  to  outline  the  bill  briefly.  First,  I 
would  like  to  say  that  it  is  the  American 
Legion  bill;  it  will  have,  I  am  sure,  the 
complete  endorsement  of  the  American 
Legion.  The  American  Legion,  of  course, 
sent  out  a  telegram  this  morning,  not 
knowing  that  the  Teague  bill  was  coming 
up,  endorsing  some  form  of  universal 
military  training,  because  they  are  in¬ 
terested  in  universal  military  training. 
But,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  plan  which  will 
be  offered  as  a  substitute,  introduced  to¬ 
day  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Teague],  I  should  like  to  outline  for  you. 

This  is  the  outline  of  the  bill: 

A.  NATIONAL  SECURITY  TRAINING  COMMISSION 

1.  Composition: 

(a)  Five  members  appointed  by  President 
and  approved  by  Senate.  No  member  of  Reg¬ 
ular  services  (active  or  retired)  shall  serve. 
Only  3  members  from  1  political  party. 
There  is  a  military  member  though.  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  by  President  from  civilian 
members. 

(b)  Civilian  members  will  serve  for  3  years. 
Permanent  and  full-time. 

(c)  Executive  director  appointed  by  Com¬ 
mission. 

2.  Powers  (subject  to  President’s  direc¬ 
tion)  : 

(a)  Establish  policies  and  standards  to 
carry  out  this  program. 

(b)  Police  the  carrying  out  of  those  policies 
through  system  of  civilian  inspection  which 
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cannot  be  denied  access  to  agencies  being 

inspected. 

3.  National  Security  Training  Advisory 
Board  (sec.  108) : 

(a)  Composition:  (1)  Ten  to  25  members 
appointed  by  the  President  (3  of  which  shall 
be  "military  men  designated  by  Secretary  of 
Defense) .  Chairman  appointed  by  President. 
Length  of  service  prescribed  by  President. 
Temporary  (per-diem  basis). 

(b)  Powers: 

( 1 )  Advise  Commission  on  moral,  religious, 
recreational,  educational,  and  similar  phases 
of  program. 

(2)  Undertake  Investigations  and  studies 
along  these  lines  for  Commission. 

B.  NATIONAL  SECURITY  TRAINING  CORPS 

1.  General:  (a)  Members  of  the  Corps  shall 
be  organized,  administered,  and  trained  by 
training  agencies  as  provided  herein,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of 
the  Commission  (sec.  109). 

2.  Service  (sec.  Ill)  : 

(a)  Type:  (1)  Active  duty  and  Inactive 
duty  training  on  an  alternative  program  fol¬ 
lowing  that  period. 

(b)  Certificates:  (1)  After  active  duty: 
certificate  of  completion  of  basic  training. . 

(2)  After  alternative  program:  Discharge 
from  corps  and  certificate  of  discharge. 

(3)  Types  of  discharges:  (a)  Dishonorable 
or  bad  conduct:  When  assigned  to  military 
training,  only  on  basis  of  Code  of  Conduct; 
when  assigned  to  military  training,  where 
sentenced  by  civil  court  for  1  year  or  more. 

3.  Discharge  (sec.  112)  : 

(a)  Recall  to  active  service: 

( 1 )  Discharge  from  corps  does  not  prohibit 
calling  to  duty  when  member  of  Reserve  or 
Regular  forces. 

(2)  Bad  conduct  or  dishonorable  discharge 
does  not  prevent  man  from  being  reinducted 
for  all  his  training  due  under  this  program 
upon  recommendation  of  military. 

4.  Pay  and  allowances  (sec.  113) :  (a) 

Thirty  dollars  per  month  while  on  active 
training  and  usual  transportation,  and  so 
forth,  allowances. 

5.  Uniform  (sec.  114) :  (a)  Distinctive  in¬ 
signia  prescribed  by  Commission. 

6.  Dependency  (sec.  115)  : 

(a)  Basis  of  payment  of  allowance: 

(1)  Period:  Active  duty  training. 

(2)  Amount:  Without  regard  to  pay  status 
as  follows: 

a.  One  dependent,  $50  per  month. 

b.  Two  or  more  dependents,  $65  per  month. 
No  deductions  for  these  amounts  made  from 
trainee’s  pay. 

(3)  Cessation:  May  be  terminated  if 
trainee  a.  w.  o.  1.  for  30  days. 

(4)  Authorization:  Local  board  investiga¬ 
tion  is  basis  for  authorization. 

7.  Death  of  trainee  (sec.  117)  :  (a)  Usual 
allowances,  but  shall  not  be  eligible  for 
burial  in  a  national  cemetery. 

8.  Trainee  liability  for  Government  prop¬ 
erty  (sec.  119) :  (a)  A.  w.  o.  1.  expenses  and 
loss  or  damage  to  Government  property  may 
be  deducted  at  rate  of  $15  per  month  from 
trainee  pay. 

9.  Protection  of  morals  and  welfare  (sec. 
123) : 

(a)  No  houses  of  ill  fame  to  be  maintained 
within  reasonable  distances  of  trainee  camps. 

(b)  No  one  may  supply  trainees  with  in¬ 
toxicants. 

10.  Training  agencies  (sec.  124) : 

(a)  The  Commission  shall  formulate  pro¬ 
grams  and  designate  Federal  departments 
and  agencies  as  training  agencies  to  conduct 
such  programs  under  its  direction  and  con¬ 
trol. 

(b)  Training  agencies  will  be  directly  re¬ 
sponsible  for  all  training  operations. 

11.  Training  program  (sec.  125)  : 

(a)  Period  of  training:  One  year  or  its 
equivalent  in  basic  and  alternative  programs. 

(b)  Basic  training:  Four  months  (unless 
sooner  terminated  by  enlistment  in  Regular 


forces)  although  may  be  extended  for  hos¬ 
pitalization  (with  consent  of  trainee)  or  to 
make  up  a.  w.  o.  1.  or  other  such  time. 

(c)  Alternative  program — to  follow  basic 
training: 

(1)  Trainee  may  enter  program  of  his 
choice  subject  to  quotas  and  standards  of 
military  involved  and  approval  of  Com¬ 
mission. 

(2)  Types: 

a.  Eight  more  months  of  active  duty  with 
the  corps  (continuous). 

b.  Voluntary  enlistment  in  Regular  serv¬ 
ices  (including  Coast  Guard). 

c.  Enlistment  in  National  Guard  or  Or¬ 
ganized  Reserve  of  Navy  or  Marine  Corps. 

d.  Enlistment  in  Organized  Reserve  of 
Army  or  Air  Corps. 

e.  Entrance  into  one  of  the  academies. 

f.  Enrollment  in  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  of¬ 
ficer  program. 

g.  Enlistment  in  Reserve  and  entrance 
into  ROTC  program  with  agreement  to  ac¬ 
cept  a  Reserve  commission  upon  completion. 

h.  Enlistment  in  Naval  Reserve  and  en¬ 
trance  into  Merchant  Marine  Academy  or 
Navy  accredited  State  Maritime  Academy  and 
agreement  to  accept  a  commission  in  NavaL 
Reserve  on  completion. 

i.  Enlistment  in  Reserve  and  entrance 
into  technical  or  specialist  training  at  col¬ 
lege  (as  approved  by  military)  and  agreement 
to  accept  Reserve  commission  upon  comple¬ 
tion. 

j.  Enlistment  in  volunteer  Reserve  for  6 
years  with  provisos  that — 

(i)  Subject  to  maximum  of  6  months' 
active  duty  training  during  the  period,  not 
more  than  1  month  of  which  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  in  any  1  year. 

(ii)  This  is  the  last  alternative  to  be  used 
by  the  trainee  and  then  only  due  to  circum¬ 
stances  beyond  his  control. 

k.  Any  other  programs  estabished  by  com¬ 
mission  of  equal  importance  and  obliga¬ 
tion  on  the  following  persons : 

(i)  the  Secretary  of  Defer  c  must  be  con¬ 
sulted  if  they  are  offered  to  those  who  re¬ 
ceived  military  training. 

(ii)  those  who  have  not  received  military 
training  (primary  intent). 

(3)  Failure  to  enter  upon  or  complete  al¬ 
ternative  program  (sec.  126) :  May  be  recalled 
by  Commission  for  an  additional  8  months’ 
active  duty. 

(d)  Training  credits  (sec.  127) :  (1)  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Commission,  as 
appropriate,  shall  prescribe  a  system  of 
training  credits  to  be  applied  in  the  event 
of  transfer  from  one  alternative  program  to 
another. 

C.  REGISTRATION,  SELECTION,  AND  INDUCTION 

l.  Agency:  Selective  Service  shall  admin¬ 
ister  all  matters  of  induction  (registration, 
examination,  classification,  allocation,  de¬ 
livery,  records,  etc.) . 

(a)  Local  board  authority:  Same  powers 
as  under  Selective  Service  as  to  dependency 
determinations,  deferments,  allocation  for 
training,  etc.  (sec.  130) . 

2.  Registration  (sec.  132) : 

(a)  Basis: 

(1)  Every  citizen  or  alien  with  intention 
will  register  as  follows: 

a.  With  passage  of  this  act:  All  between  17 
and  18  years. 

b.  Thereafter:  After  17th  birthday. 

The  exact  age  groups  to  be  called  and 
the  order  shall  be  determined  by  procla¬ 
mation  of  President. 

(b)  Exemptions  (as  in  Selective  Service 

Act  of  1948) :  (1)  Members  of  Regular 

forces,  military  academies,  foreign  diplo¬ 
matic  officials,  and  aliens  not  intending  to 
become  citizens  (sec.  6a  of  SS) . 

3.  Induction  (sec.  133) : 

(a)  Liability: 

(1)  Every  person  registered  who  is  not 
subject  to  induction  under  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law  (takes  care  of  age  conflicts  with 


draft)  and  who  is  not  exempted  under  this 
law  will  be  liable  for  training  until  20-years 
old. 

(2)  Absentees  from  country:  Liable  from 
18  to  26  for  this  training. 

(3)  Not  liable  for  draft:  Anyone  17  up  to 
20  years  old  not  liable  under  Selective  Service 
may  volunteer  for  induction.  But,  those 
17  years  old  must  get  parents  consent. 

(b)  Exemptions  and  deferments  (subsec¬ 
tion  (3)  on)  : 

(1)  High  school  student:  If  18  years,  he  is 
deferred  until  graduation,  failure,  or  20 
years  of  age  (whichever  occurs  first) . 

(2)  Hardship,  disability  (mental  or 
physical ) ,  or  national  interest :  Deferred  by 
Director  with  approval  of  Commission. 

(3)  Armed-force  standard:  No  one  will  be 
Inducted  for  military  training  unless  meets 
Armed-force  specifications  for  training  (does 
not  preclude  other  training) . 

(4)  Facilities  availability:  President  can 
postpone  or  defer  to  meet  this  problem. 

(5)  Previous  military  service:  No  one 
will  be  Inducted  who — 

a.  Served  or  shall  serve  1  year  In  Regular 
forces. 

b.  Serving  at  present  with  National  Guard 
or  Organized  Reserve  (unless  he  fails  to  com¬ 
plete  his  enlistment,  and  then  he  is  liable 
until  26  years) . 

c.  Serving  in  one  of  the  military  academies 
or  senior  ROTC  programs  (provided  he  com¬ 
pletes  2  years  of  such  service) . 

4.  Service  (sec.  134) : 

(a)  Military:  Each  person  shall  be  able 
to  get  into  service  of  his  choice  (provided 
quotas  and  standards  as  established  by  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  to  keep  balanced  forces 
permits) . 

(b)  Nonmilitary:  Persons  found  ineligible 
for  military  training  can  request  training 
in  nonmilitary  program  of  his  choice  (sub¬ 
ject  to  quotas  and  standards  established  by 
Commission) . 

(c)  Conscientious  objectors: 

(1)  Definitions:  As  in  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948  (sec.  6  (J)). 

(2)  Combat  objections  only:  Elect  train¬ 
ing  in  nonmilitary  program. 

(3)  Objections  to  participation  in  any 
form:  Does  not  state  specifically. 

(4)  Administrative  procedure: 

a.  Determined  by  local  board  who  shall  be 
exempted  on  this  ground. 

b.  Person  can  appeal  to  an  appeal  board 
who  will  refer  to  Department  of  Justice. 
Department  of  Justice  holds  hearings  and 
recommends  to  appeal  board,  but  appeal 
board  need  not  follow  in  making  its  decision. 

c.  There  will  be  a  register  of  conscien¬ 
tious  objectors. 

5.  Records  (sec.  137):  (a)  Each  trainee 

for  6  years  after  completion  of  basic  train¬ 
ing  or  until  discharged  from  the  corps 
(whichever  times  is  greater)  will  need  to 
keep  his  local  board  informed  of  his  ad¬ 
dress,  status  in  training  program,  and  com¬ 
pletion  of  training  program. 

6.  Former  institutional  charges  (sec.  141) : 
(a)  Any  person  who  has  been  sent  to  jail 
or  corrective  institutions  shall  still  be  liable 
for  this  training. 

7.  Financial  control  (sec.  143  and  144) : 
(a)  There  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro¬ 
priated  such  sums'  to  the  Commission  as  may 
be  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform  its  said 
functions.  It  shall  report  semiannually  to 
Congress  on  all  expenditures  in  detail. 

8.  Implementation  of  program  (sec.  146) : 
(a)  Secretary  of  Defense  and  Commission 
will  recommend  to  President  the  time  and 
rate  of  implementation  of  the  program,  tak¬ 
ing  into  consideration  that  Congress  does 
not  wish  for  this  to  interfere  with  the  pres¬ 
ent  build-up  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

D.  CODE  OP  CONDUCT 

1.  This  consists  of  the  Articles  of  War  and 
Manual  of  Courts  Martial  especially  devised 
to  take  into  account  the  nature  of  this 
program. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  two  more 
pages  of  an  outline,  but  I  am  sure  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  LMr.  Teague]  will 
fully  explain  the  plan  in  its  entirety. 
The  bill  has  been  introduced  this  after¬ 
noon.  I  hope  you  will  get  it,  look  at  it, 
and  think  it  over.  It  is  a  program  for 
universal  military  training. 

There  are  three  schools  of  thought  in 
this  Congress.  First,  there  are  those 
who  believe  in  extension  of  draft  and 
nothing  else,  there  are  those  who  believe 
in  extension  of  draft  and  a  program  of 
universal  military  training,  then  there 
are  those  who  do  not  believe  in  any 
universal  military  training  at  all.  I  be¬ 
lieve  in  extension  of  the  draft  and  a 
universal  military  program  at  this  time. 
If  it  is  not  needed  now,  then  put  it  aside 
until  we  do  need  it,  but  let  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  bring  in  a  program. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  Let  me  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  honor  him,  I  entertain  an 
affectionate  regard  for  him.  He  does 
not  need  my  advice,  but  I  have  been 
here  a  long  time.  Young  men  have  been 
my  special  interest.  Let  me  appeal  to 
the  gentleman  that  he  delete  from  his 
remarks  the  reference  he  made  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson] 
and  I  give  this  explanation.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  a  college  classmate  of  mine. 
He  has  been  my  lifelong  friend.  I  have 
not  yet  had  the  opportunity  to  use  any 
time  but  have  rather  stood  aside  and 
let  him  use  it  to  yield  to  people  who  he 
thought  had  a  superior  claim  than  I 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  appreciate  the  ad¬ 
monition  my  friend  has  given  me. 

Mr.  COX.  Will  the  gentleman  con¬ 
sider  please  deleting  those  remarks? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  thought  it  over,  in 
fact,  I  weighed  my  words  for  a  long 
time.  I  do  not  like  a  man  slapping  me 
in  the  face;  in  fact,  when  a  man  hits  me 
I  will  hit  him  back.  That  is  as  much 
Irish  as  there  is  in  me. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  In  justice  to  the  chair¬ 
man  and  in  his  absence - 

Mr.  SUTTON.  That  is  not  my  fault. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  right.  Is  it  not 
a  fact  that  rather- than  refusing  to  give 
time  it  was  a  question  of  the  order  in 
which  the  gentleman  should  speak? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  It  certainly  was. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Now,  I  have  been  sit¬ 
ting  beside  the  chairman  practically  all 
day,  and  during  that  time  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Tennessee  has  spoken  to  the 
chairman  on  many  occasions  about  time, 
and  I  certainly  never  heard  him  refuse 
the  gentleman.  I  heard  him  tell  the 
gentleman  a  number  of  times  that  he 
was  not  able  to  put  him  on  then,  and 
we  now  still  have  on  our  list  and  not 
reached,  who  were  scheduled  for  today, 
four  Members  other  than  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  who  will  not  be  reached 
today,  even  though  they  have  been  wait¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  as  far  as  that  is  concerned,  that 


Is  a  closed  Issue.  What  I  am  talking 
about  now  is  a  plan  for  military  training, 
a  plan  that  is  recognized  as  one  that  the 
American  Legion  wants  and  a  lot  of  vet¬ 
erans  want,  and  I  hope  you  get  the 
Teague  bill,  and  look  it  over.  I  think 
we  should  approve  the  new  plan.  I  hope 
that  every  Member  of  this  august  body 
will  thoroughly  study  both  of  these  bills 
before  casting  their  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
1  minute  to  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Dondero], 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  on 
two  occasions  in  the  years  that  have 
gone  this  House  extended  the  privilege 
to  me  to  say  something  about  the  rules 
of  the  House  and  our  conduct  on  this 
floor.  Of  late  and  for  some  time  the 
rules  of  the  House  have  been  violently 
violated  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  not 
only  by  the  new  Members  but  by  the 
older  Members,  including  myself.  None 
of  us  has  the  right  to  allude  to  any 
Member  on  this  floor  by  his  first  name. 
You  can  allude  to  the  “gentleman  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Brown  or  Mr.  Smith]” 
or  “the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]”  or  “the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  [Mr.  Short].”  It  is  a  distinct 
breach  of  the  rule  to  refer  to  any  Mem¬ 
ber  by  his  first  name,  as  Carl  or  Nick  or 
John.  It  is  distressing  to  hear  the  rules 
violated  because  it  has  a  tendency,  I 
think,  to  lower  the  dignity  and  respect 
of  this  body  before  the  American  people. 
The  people  speak  in  this  historic 
Chamber. 

Another  rule  which  is  violated  every 
day,  unintentionally,  of  course — and  I 
do  not  intend  this  as  a  scolding  but  just 
to  bring  it  to  your  minds — is  that  when 
we  rise  to  speak  here  in  the  well  of  the 
House  and  say  “Mr.  Speaker”  or  “Mr. 
Chairman,”  many  Members  add  “mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee,”  or  “ladies  and 
gentlemen.”  That  is  a  breach  of  the 
rules.  When  we  are  in  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  as  we  are  now,  we  refer 
to  the  presiding  officer  as  “Mr.  Chair¬ 
man.”  When  we  are  in  the  House  we 
refer  to  the  presiding  officer  as  “Mr. 
Speaker.”  Both  of  them,  in  their  re¬ 
spective  capacity,  represent  this  body, 
without  addressing  anyone  else.  When 
we  add  anything  else,  we  are  adding  what 
is  superfluous  and  a  clear  breach  of  the 
rules. 

Let  us  obey  the  rules  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
8  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Idaho 
[Mr.  Wood], 

Mr.  WOOD  of  Idaho.  Mr.  Chairman, 
America  has  descended  from  the  moun¬ 
tain  tops  of  achievement  into  the  valley 
of  decision.  We  have  some  stern  choices 
to  make,  and  it  behooves  us  to  make 
them  as  American  freemen. 

On  the  one  hand  we  have  the  modern 
Genghis  Khan,  enthroned  behind,  not  as 
some  would  have  it,  the  iron  curtain,  but 
behind  the  grinning  skulls  of  300,000,000 
of  his  own  people,  his  own  kin,  sacri¬ 
ficed  to  the  anachronistic  savage  lust 
for  power  of  this  modern  leader  of  the 
Tartar  hordes  of  Asia. 

On  the  other  hand  we  have  the  United 
States  of  America,  bled  white  financially 


by  three  foreign  wars,  all  of  which  were 
largely  none  of  our  business,  tied  hand 
and  foot  by  the  iniquitous  coalitions  of 
the  United  Nations  and  the  Atlantic 
Pact,  and  now  faced  by  another  world 
war  because  we  lost  the  peace  gained  in 
victory  through  our  modern  brand  of 
unrealistic  American  diplomacy. 

However,  Mr.  Chairman,  situated  as 
we  are  between  the  rock  of  Scyila  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  pool  of  Charybdis 
on  the  other,  I  am  convinced  that  our 
immediate  principal  menace  lies  in 
Washington  here,  and  not  in  Moscow. 
On  March  19  I  spoke  before  this  Plouse, 
describing  the  horrible  conspiracy  which 
has  just  about  succeeded  in  changing 
America  from  a  constitutional  Republic 
into  a  fascistic,  militaristic  power  state. 
I  stated  that  the  last  step  in  that  meta¬ 
morphosis  was  the  complete  militariza¬ 
tion  of  America.  We  are  witnessing  that 
final  attack  today.  Things  are  not  al¬ 
ways  what  they  outwardly  seem,  and  this 
UMT  program  is  one  which  means  some¬ 
thing  quite  different  from  what  it  says. 

We  are  herein  asked  to  turn  our  mili¬ 
tary  fortunes  over  to  a  junta,  composed 
of  a  modern  Don  Quixote,  leading  his 
forces  in  all  directions  at  once;  our  back 
conscious  Machiavelli  of  the  State  De¬ 
partment;  the  hero  of  Pearl  Harbor,  who 
never  fought  a  battle,  and  our  swivel- 
chair  Boadicea. 

For  the  past  few  weeks  we  have  been 
witnessing  the  machinations  of  this  mot¬ 
ley  group  in  the  other  body,  seeking  to 
place  the  final  stamp  of  destruction 
upon  the  constitutional  right  of  Con¬ 
gress  to  dictate  the  policies  of  war  in 
this  country.  Remember  the  attempt 
only  lost  by  six  votes,  and  this  group  is 
still  attempting  by  every  artifice  to  re¬ 
gain  their  lost  advantage. 

These  bemedaled  heroes  would  have 
you  believe  they  won  these  wars  almost 
single-handed.  What  of  the  taxpayers 
who  raised  billions  to  finance  their  ef¬ 
forts;  of  American  labor  whose  manifold 
skills  gave  them  the  tools,  and  above  and 
beyond  all  else,  what  of  the  matchless 
bravery  of  the  American  GI’s  who  have 
always  risen  to  the  call  of  duty,  and  have 
always  sacrificed  their  lives  freely  for 
their  beloved  country?  Freedom  and  its 
maintenance  is  everybody’s  job,  and  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  will  have  to  go  further  than 
they  have  to  become  worthy  of  the  tools 
we  have  given  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  from  the  State 
made  noble  in  this  Union  by  the  great 
name  of  William  E.  Borah.  Would  that 
he  were  here  by  my  side  to  plead  once 
again  the  cause  of  America  for  Ameri¬ 
cans.  Changing  times  demand  new  rem¬ 
edies.  I  am  satisfied  that  were  he  speak¬ 
ing  today,  he  would  not  now  advocate  a 
total  policy  of  self-containment.  Neither 
do  I.  I  am  sure  he  would  support  the 
Hoover  plan.  So  do  I.  We  need  to  be 
strong  militarily,  but  I  want  that 
strength  mainly  expended  and  retained 
within  the  confines  of  this  hemisphere. 
I  am  opposed  to  the  United  Nations  and 
the  Atlantic  Pact.  No  mongrel  army 
shall  take  the  lives  of  my  two  sons  if  I 
can  avoid  it.  One  served  4  years  in  the 
last  war,  and  our  beloved  country  may 
have  him  again  in  its  own  service,  but  I 
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shall  never  vote  for  him  to  serve  in  any 
other. 

Let  us  get  some  new  and  younger  blood 
Into  our  Army  command.  Let  us  have 
the  strongest  Air  Force  on  earth.  Let  us 
strengthen  our  Navy,  and  make  it  a 
quick  striking  force.  Let  us  not  forget 
that  we  cannot  have  these  things  and 
business  as  usual  in  America.  All  the 
extraneous  padding  should  be  cleaned 
out  of  the  Pentagon.  Put  the  denizens 
of  that  school  of  conspiracy  into  tents, 
and  you  may  have  more  real  American 
war  effort  as  a  result. 

Finally,  let  us  have  more  thought  and 
less  noise  in  America.  Let  us  keep  Amer¬ 
ica  free.  I  am  not  concerned  about  Euro¬ 
pean  quarrels.  They  have  been  having 
them  for  the  past  thousand  years,  and 
will  doubtless  continue  for  the  next  five 
hundred.  The  mills  of  the  gods  grind 
slowly,  and  the  nations  of  Europe  still 
have  plenty  of  criminal  things  to  ex¬ 
piate.  Let  us  see  to  it  that  we  do  not 
join  that  gruesome  march  to  meet  an 
unfavorable  destiny  by  doing  the  wrong 
things  at  the  wrong  time. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Flor¬ 
ida  tMr.  Bennett]. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Floi'ida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  the 
legislation  which  is  now  before  us,  the 
universal  military  training  bill. 

I  was  a  member  of  the  American  Le¬ 
gion  legislative  commission  which  had  a 
great  deal  to  do  with  the  drafting  of  the 
legislation  which  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  Sutton]  referred  to  not 
so  very  long  ago.  When  I  came  to  the 
Congress  I  introduced,  at  the  request  of 
the  American  Legion,  the  American  Le¬ 
gion  bill  for  universal  military  training. 
I  have  introduced  that  same  bill  early 
in  this  session  of  the  Congress.  I  feel 
that  it  is  a  logical  thing  to  have  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  I  think  that  it 
is  something  we  definitely  need.  I  am 
going  to  discuss  it  more  at  length  be¬ 
fore  I  conclude  my  remarks;  but  now  I 
would  like  to  digress  to  say  a  few  words 
about  the  draft  portion  of  this  bill. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Bentsen]  has  ably  said,  no  one  wishes  to 
pass  upon  a  bill  which  takes  young  men 
away  from  their  homes.  And  no  one 
likes  to  see  things  of  that  kind  occur. 
We  do  not  like  to  do  it,  but  it  is  a  question 
of  what  we  have  to  do. 

Our  ancestors  who  fought  in  the  Revo¬ 
lution  were  not  so  emotional  about  this 
country’s  soldiers  being  young.  One  of 
my  ancestors  fought  in  the  Revolution 
when  he  was  only  15  years  of  age.  That 
is  a  sad  thing  to  think  about,  that  any¬ 
body  would  have  to  fight  at  that  age,  but 
it  is  not  an  age  which  was  impossible  to 
utilize  in  the  country’s  welfare  when 
the  country  needed  it. 

I  have  listened  carefully  to  the  debate 
that  has  taken  place  on  this  legislation 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  facts  which 
have  been  given  to  us  by  the  committee 
thoroughly  justify  the  bill  which  is  now 
before  us  and  that  the  age  level  set 
forth  in  the  bill  is  justified  simply  be¬ 
cause  there  are  not  enough  young  men 
who  can  serve  our  country  in  any  other 
age  bracket.  Those  are  just  the  facts 
and  you  can  argue  all  you  want  about 


it.  Those  are  the  clear  and  crystal  facts 
as  presented  by  the  committee.  No  one 
has  stood  here  in  the  well  of  the  House 
and  presented  to  the  committee  any  facts 
to  show  that  those  figures  given  to  us 
by  the  committee  were  in  error.  There¬ 
fore,  I  intend  to  support  that  portion  of 
the  bill. 

Now,  returning  finally  to  the  universal 
military  training  portion  of  the  bill, 
I  am  going  to  say  a  little  bit  more 
about  that  before  I  take  my  seat. 

I  think  the  Reserves  of  our  country  are 
important  and  I  think  they  must  be 
helped  by  the  presence  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  We  have  seen  our  Reserve 
program  not  what  we  would  like  to  have 
it.  I  do  not  think  it  can  ever  be  what  we 
would  really  like  to  have  unless  we  have 
UMT.  I  think  one  of  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  points  about  UMT  is  that  we  should 
have  it  because  it  will  give  us  a  work¬ 
able  Reserve,  thus  providing  a  maximum 
defense  at  a  minimum  cost  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  at  a  minimum  sacrifice  to 
its  citizens  called  for  service. 

I  think  UMT  may  give  us  one  more 
chance  for  peace,  because  I  think  it  does 
give  us  strength  in  this  country,  which 
will  give  other  people  reason  for  hesitat¬ 
ing  before  launching  a  world  war. 

Another  thing  that  I  think  important 
is  that  this  legislation  will  give  some  re¬ 
assurance  to  our  allies  overseas,  and  let 
them  know  that  we  are  doing  the  best 
we  can.  Of  course,  I  think  that  they 
should  already  see  that  we  have  done 
our  best,  but  this  is  a  bill  involving  an 
additional  personal  sacrifice  by  those 
who  are  called.  It  should  reassure  our 
allies  and  it  will  help  them  to  try  to 
resist  the  things  on  their  own  doorsteps. 

Another  thing  that  is  important  is  that 
it  will  save  time  and  lives  if  world  war 
occurs. 

If  we  get  into  the  higher  age  bracket 
in  the  draft,  and  have  a  lower  age  bracket 
in  UMT,  it  will  make  it  possible  for  those 
younger  men  to  have  some  training,  and 
therefore  we  will  be  able  to  mobilize  with 
trained  personnel  very  much  more 
rapidly.  We  might  otherwise  have  to 
mobilize  rapidly  without  proper  train¬ 
ing.  General  Eisenhower  has  estimated 
that  a  young  man  who  has  had  basic 
training  has  a  three  times  better  chance 
for  coming  out  than  a  man  without  basic 
training.  As  a  man  who  has  served 
both  as  an  enlisted  man  and  as  an  in¬ 
fantry  platoon  leader  in  World  War  II, 
I  think  the  percentage  ought  to  be  10 
to  1  instead  of  3  to  1,  but  we  will  take 
General  Eisenhower’s 'estimate  of  3  to  1. 
Personally  I  think  it  would  be  about  10 
to  1,  from  my  own  personal  observations 
in  battle.  I  have  seen  men  come  in 
without  proper  training  and  I  have  seen 
them  killed  and  wounded  by  my  side. 

President  Jefferson  said  many  years 
ago: 

We  must  train  and  classify  the  whole  of 
our  male  citizens  and  make  military  educa¬ 
tion  a  part  of  education. 

That  brings  out  the  next  point  that  I 
would  like  to  make.  UMT  will  give  you 
a  classification  system.  You  will  know 
where  those  young  men  can  fit  into  the 
military  picture  if  world  war  does  come. 
Much  sifting  and  classification  will  have 
already  taken  place  because  of  training 


under  UMT,  and  because  of  observations 
in  that  program  as  to  the  abilities  and 
limitations  of  each  particular  trainee. 

Another  thing  that  is  important  is 
that  UMT  will  give  us  a  well  or  a  store¬ 
house  of  trained  personnel  throughout 
the  country  which  could  be  used  for 
civilian  defense.  There  will  be  a  scat¬ 
tering  of  young  men  throughout  the 
country  who  have  had  training,  and  they 
will  be  valuable  in  handling  mobs,  emer¬ 
gencies,  and  things  like  that.  They  will 
be  able  to  take  responsible  positions,  if 
we  do  have  a  situation,  as  we  may  have, 
where  we  are  bombed  ourselves. 

Another  thing  which  is  extremely  im¬ 
portant  is  in  regard  to  the  cost.  We 
have  heard  testified  before  the  House  of 
Representatives  that  it  costs  about 
$10,000  a  year  to  take  care  of  the  ordi¬ 
nary  housekeeping  costs  of  maintaining 
the  average  man  in  the  armed  services. 
It  will  cost  much  less  than  that  to  take 
care  of  the  UMT  inductee.  Therefore, 
we  will  save  a  tremendous  amount  of 
money.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  that  is  one 
of  the  chief  reasons  for  UMT,  for  it  will 
make  it  possible  for  us  to  have  a  country 
which,  over  a  long  period  of  time,  can  be 
mobilized  rapidly  with  trained  people  at 
a  minimum  amount  of  expense. 

Finally,  I  would  like  to  say  that  the 
UMT  inductee  would  make  a  smaller 
personal  sacrifice  than  an  ordinary 
draftee,  because  of  the  shortness  of  the 
term  of  service. 

There  are  many  things  we  could  talk 
about  tonight,  concerning  this  particu¬ 
lar  bill,  but  the  time  is  growing  late.  In 
closing,  I  am  just  going  to  make>a  few 
personal  remarks  about  the  way  in  which 
legislation  is  brought  to  the  floor  of  the 
House. 

My  own  feelings  are  essentially  the 
same  as  those  of  other  veterans  who 
served  in  World  War  II  who  are  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House.  We  have  heard  it 
said  that  we  should  have  the  universal 
military  training  bill  that  the  American 
Legion  has  proposed.  I  think  that  there 
is  much  to  be  said  for  that  but  I  would 
like  to  read  a  telegram  which  I  have 
received  this  afternoon,  a  telegram  from 
the  American  Legion  Security  Training 
Committee,  from  Mr.  Perry  Brown.  It 
reads  as  follows: 

Request  by  cable  from  Rome  to  forward 
following  message  from  National  Commander 
Erie  Cocke,  Jr.,  to  you: 

“Recent  tour  of  Korean  battlefront  and 
American  Installations  elsewhere  In  Asia  and 
Europe  confirms  belief  universal  military 
training  would  have  prevented  untold  cas¬ 
ualties,  saved  many  American  lives  and  will 
strengthen  our  future  defense  against  com¬ 
munism.  The  American  Legion  urges  sup¬ 
port  for  universal  military  training  and  Is 
strongly  opposed  to  any  amendment  that 
would  defer  it  or  separate  it  from  present 
bill.” 

That  comes  from  the  national  Amer¬ 
ican  Legion  commander  to  myself  by 
cable,  and  I  think  I  can  read  into  what 
he  said  there  something  which  I  would 
like  to  point  out  concerning  the  passage 
of  legislation. 

Let  me  say  that  I  have  been  here  only 
2  years,  but  my  experience  for  the 
most  part  has  been  one  of  great  frustra¬ 
tion,  as  the  majority  leader  can  vouch 
for.  I  have  gone  to  him  almost  with 
tears  in  my  eyes  feeling  that  we  were 
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leading  our  country  right  straight  into 
bankruptcy,  that  we  were  not  thinking 
enough  of  the  welfare  of  our  country 
or  doing  enough  from  the  standpoint  of 
defense.  It  has  added  many  gray  hairs 
to  my  head.  I  have  come  to  learn,  how¬ 
ever,  that  in  a  group  of  435  Members,  one 
has  to  give  a  little  and  take  a  little. 
One  has  to  compromise  to  get  anything 
passed.  That  realization  has  come  slow¬ 
ly  to  me  but  it  has  recently  allowed  me 
to  be  a  better  Congressman  and  to  serve 
my  country  more  effectively.  Person¬ 
ally,  I  would  like  to  see  enacted  the  bill 
introduced  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Teague].  But  I  say  quite  frankly 
that  I  do  not  believe  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  can  logically  digest  such 
a  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  without 
its  having  thorough  study  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  It  is  a  big  bill;  it  is  a  bill  of 
about  65  pages,  if  I  remember  correctly, 
and  it  would  be  a  hard  bill  to  digest  on 
the  floor.  Much  as  I  would  like  to  see 
that  bill  pass,  however,  I  am  going"  to  go 
along  and  try  to  get  the  present  legis¬ 
lation  passed;  for  in  my  opinion  we  need 
the  present  bill  urgently  at  this  time. 
I  am  prepared  to  give  a  little  and  take 
a  little,  and  we  will  probably  get  a  little 
more  legislation  passed. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  want  to  con¬ 
gratulate  my  friend  on  his  very  coura¬ 
geous  and  effective  speech.  My  purpose 
in  asking  my  friend  to  yield  to  me  was  to 
confirm  the  telegram  that  he  had  read 
from  the  American  Legion.  I  have  in 
my  hand  the  original  cablegram  sent  by 
the  national  departmental  commander, 
Erie  Cocke,  to  both  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin]  and  myself. 
This  is  the  original  that  I  received  in 
my  office  a  short  while  ago.  I  would 
like  to  have  that  fact  incorporated  in  the 
gentleman’s  remarks. 

Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Cooper,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  defense 
and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to 
permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States  by  authorizing  universal  military 
training  and  service,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 


\  Orange  juice  dispensers  and  juice,  the 
Vodern  fountains  of  youth,  are  made 
available  to  the  Members  of  Congress 
through  the  work  of  Florida’s  Governor 
Fuller  Warren,  the  Florida  Citrus  Com¬ 
mission,  individual  producers,  and  the 
Florida  delegation  in  Congress.  In  par¬ 
ticular  though,  I  must  single  out  the 
work  of  pur  colleague,  Bill  Lantaff,  who 
more  than  anyone  else  conceived  and 
carried  through  this  idea. 

On  behalf  of  the  delegation,  may  I  say 
that  we  hope  each  of  you  enjoys  to  the 
fullest  this  token  of  Florida’s  friendship 
for  you. 

HOUR  OP  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  PRIEST.  \  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet  at  11 
o’clock  tomorrow.  T  may  say  that  after 
conferring  with  the  majority  leader  it  is 
expected  that  general  debate  on  the 
pending  bill  will  be  finished  tomorrow. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
!  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee? 


FLORIDA  ORANGE  JUICE 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like, 
for  a  minute,  to  take  the  House  away 
from  war's-and  rumors  of  ware.  What 
I  shall  say  i^  hardly  news  to  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House.-  But  in  order  that  the 
press  and  the  public  may  know  the  rea¬ 
son  for  the  suddetf  bloom  of  youth,  the 
fresh  vigor,  the^  alert  step,  and  carriage 
of  the  menjbership,  I  want  to  point  out 
the  avaiMbility  of  fresh  orange  juice 
from  Florida  for  the  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  in  each  of  the  two  cloakrooms. 


\ 
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There  was  no  objection. 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  previous  order 
of  the  House,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Anfuso]  is  recognized  for  7 
minutes. 

CRIME 

\ 

Mr.  ANFUSO.  Mr.  Speaker,  we  have 
discussed  many  important  problems  dur¬ 
ing  the  short  history  of  the  Eighty- 
second  Congress.  At  the  present  time  we 
are  faced  with  the  problem  .of  how  best 
to  protect  these  United  States  from  the 
threat  of  Communist  aggression.  There,- 
is  no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  the  best 
Americans  are  found  right  here  in  theg'e 
Chambers  in  spite  of  our  disagreements, 
and  none  of  us  will  ever  deliberately  do 
anything  to  endanger  the  security  of  our 
country. 

Not  so  long  ago,  a  committee 
gress — the  Kefauver  Senatorial, 
gating  Committee— made  the  pul 
scious  of  a  cancerous  growth 
society,  namely,  organized  crime. 

But  what  will  result  from  these  revela¬ 
tions?  Some  individuals  will  no  doubt 
go  to  jail,  and  probably  we  will  intro¬ 
duce  also  some  remedial  legislation. 
Does  anyone  believe,  however,  that  crime 
in  this  country  will  come  to  an  end,  or 
that  it  will  be  measurably  reduced? 
Frankly,  it  will  not.  The  criminals  we 
eliminate  will  be  followed  by  other 
criminals  with  perhaps  better  defenses 
to  protect  them  against  our  law-enforce¬ 
ment  agencies.  / 

For  many  years  I  have  studied  the 
problem  of  juvenile  delinquency  and 
crime  prevention.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
founded  a  Crime  prevention  agency  in 
1936,  which  is  still  in  existence  and  doing 
a  noble  jqb  in  the  city  of  New  York. 

We  all  know  that  crime  is  not  con¬ 
fined  tty  any  particular  race  or  national¬ 
ity.  If  is  a  social  disease  due  to  many 
causes*,  such  as  poverty,  bad  housing, 
poor  environment,  lack  of  family  unity 
and  discipline,  neglect  of  the  parents, 
estrangement  between  the  parents,  and 
emotional  disturbances. 


I  have  felt  for  a  long  time  that  society 
is  to  blame  for  the  large  crime  rate,  ar 
that  the  United  States  Government  has 
neglected  the  problem  from  a  preventa¬ 
tive  standpoint.  The  most  important 
question  today  affecting  mankind  and 
our  country  in  particular  is  why/do  we 
have  criminals?  What  is  wrorig  with 
our  schools,  the  neighborhoods, dn  which 
we  live,  our  associations  and  Society  in 
general?  f 

We  spend  billions  of  dollars  to  fight  ' 
crime  by  means  of  our  prosecuting  staffs, 
police  forces,  and  penal  institutions. 
But  what  are  we  doing  to  try  to  prevent 
crime  and  curb  juvenile  delinquency? 
The  only  investigation  I  know  of  in  this 
connection  was  by  thu  Kefauver  Senate 
committee  on  the  possible  influence  on 
juvenile  delinquency  of  so-called  crime 
comic  books.  Obviously,  the  problem 
goes  far  deeper  than  that. 

To  get  to  the  roots  of  this  problem,  I 
am  asking  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  appoint  a  fact-finding  committee  to 
conduct,  without  regard  to  politics,  a  full 
and  complete'  investigation  and  study  of 
the  causes  of  crimes  against  the  United 
States  and  of  other  crimes  affecting  the 
national  health,  welfare,  and  morals, 
and  of  methods  of  preventing  such 
crimes.  The  investigation  and  study 
should  include,  together  with  such  other 
matters  as  the  committee  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate,  first,  examinations  of  criminal 
records  of  persons  whether  such  persons 
are  in  or  out  of  prison;  second,  exami¬ 
nations  of  State  and  Federal  penal  insti¬ 
tutions  to  determine  whether  new  legis¬ 
lation  can  be  enacted  to  regulate  these 
institutions  and  to  prevent  recidivism, 
or  repetitions  of  crimes  by  the  same 
offenders;  third,  examinations  of  the 
causes  of  juvenile  delinquency — includ¬ 
ing  the  relation  of  local  neighborhoods 
thereto — and  of  the  effect  of  schools 
thereon;  and,  fourth,  the  preparation  of 
legislation  providing  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  permanent  Bureau  of  Crime 
Prevention  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States. 

In  carrying  out  such  investigation  and 
study,  the  committee  should  conduct 
hearings  in  areas  which  have  abnormal 
rates  of  crime,  and  persons  and  public 
and  private  agencies  having  information 
pertinent  to  the  investigation  and  study 
should  be  invited  to  make  such  informa¬ 
tion  available  to  the  committee. 

I  honestly  believe  that  the  future  of 
our  country  depends  on  how  well  we  do 
the  job  of  raising  our  youth.  With  a 
background  of  two  world  wars  within  25 
years,  and  a  third  in  the  offing,  what 
has  the  youth  of  today  to  look  forward 
to?  What  is  his  thinking?  How  many 
more  Hitlers,  Mussolinis,  Stalins,  Cos¬ 
tellos,  or  Adonis’  will  there  be  among 
them  in  the  future?  We  cannot  deny 
the  fact  that  crime  is  on  the  increase, 
and  with  it  the  cost  of  fighting  it.  But 
more  important  than  dollars  and  cents 
is  that  we  are  building  not  young  men 
and  young  women  with  love  in  their 
hearts  and  charity  for  others,  but 
Frankenstein  monsters  which  some  day 
will  lead  this  world  to  destruction. 

Before  it  is  too  late,  let  us  retrace  our 
steps  from  the  beginning  of  our  society 
to  the  present.  Let  us  find  out  where 
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we  failed  our  youth  that  they  became 
enemies  instead  of  lawful  and  beneficial 
members  of  our  community. 

I  believe  that  an  honest  and  sincere 
investigation  into  the  causes  of  crime 
will  lead  us  to  ways  of  preventing  it,  and 
in  the  long  run  save  our  taxpayers  a 
great  deal  of  the  money  which  goes  into 
fighting  crime.  ,  But  most  important  of 
all.  I  believe  that  a  properly  organized 
Bureau  of  Crime  Prevention  will  make 
our  youth  better  citizens  of  tomorrow. 

LEAVE  OF  ABSENCE 

By  unanimous  consent,  leave  of  ab¬ 
sence  was  granted  to  Mi'.'Tollefson,  for 
1  week,  on  account  of  important  business. 

BILL  PRESENTED  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 

Mr. -STANLEY,  from  the  Committee 
on  House  Administration,  reported  that 
that  committee  did  on  this  day  present 
to  the  President,  for  his  approval,  a  bill 
of  the  House  of  the  following  title  :\ 

H.  R.  2615.  An  act  to  amend  the  AgrlcuV 
tural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended'., 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

Mr.  KARSTEN  of  Missouri  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  an  editorial  from  the 
St.  Louis  Medical  Society  Bulletin. 

Mr.  FOGARTY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  an  article. 

Mr.  HARRIS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  a  speech  made  before  the  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce  of  Camden,  Ark.,  by 
Rear  Adm.  M.  F.  Schoeffel,  Chief  of 
the  Bureau  of  Ordnance,  United  States 
Navy,  on  March  27,  1951. 

Mr.  ANGELL  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances,  in  each  to  include  an  editorial. 

Mr.  SPENCE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  an  editorial  from  the  New  York 
Times. 

Mr.  ASPINALL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  an  editorial  by  a  high  school 
student. 

Mr.  POTTER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  and 
include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  California  asked 
was  given  permission  to  extend  hi: 
marks  and  include  extraneous  ma: 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER  asked  a: 
given  permission  to  extend  his^femarks 
in  two  instances,  in  each  to  include  ex¬ 
traneous  matter. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York  ^gked  and  was 
given  permission  to  exteja’d  his  remarks 
in  five  instances,  in  eadfi  to  include  ex. 
traneous  matter. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  her 
remarks  and  include  a  telegram  sent 
her  by  the  American  Legion  Security 
Training  Conythittee. 

Mrs.  ST.  £SfEORGE  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  WooD^df  Idaho)  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  extend  her  remarks  in  two  in- 
stancesyand  include  in  one  an  article 
and  ip  the  other  an  address. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas  (at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Mr.  Sikes)  was  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  extend  his  remarks  and  include 
a  speech  by  Dr.  Griffith. 


Mr.  REAMS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  extraneous  ma¬ 
terial. 

Mr.  YORTY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  extraneous  matter. 

Mr.  BURNSIDE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks. 

Mr.  DOYLE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  in  two 
instances  and  include  appropriate 
material. 

Mr.  PATTERSON  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Short)  was  given  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  and  include  an  ad¬ 
dress  delivered  recently  by  a  former 
Member  of  the  House,  the  present  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  Connecticut,  Hon.  John  Lodge. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  (at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Short)  was  given  permission  to  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  and  include  extraneous 
matter. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  one 
of  the  finest  men  I  have  ever  met,  whose 
nobility  of  character  for  years  has  been 
an  inspiration  to  me  and  to  many  of 
colleagues  who  know  him,  is  James  Pa$ 
rick  McGovern,  an  outstanding  lawj 
He  also  writes  poetry  with  beauty, -find 
effectiveness.  His  messages  ana  his 
poems  are  edifying.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  to  extend  my  remarks^and  in¬ 
clude  a  beautiful  poem  written  by  Mr. 
McGovern  entitled  “Resurrection.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  tpere  objection 
to  the  request'  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts?  S  7 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in 
the  Appendix.]  /  \ 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  extend  my 
remarks  anp  include  resolutions  recently 
adopted  af  "a  mass  meeting  held  in  my 
district  Joy  the  American-Lithuanian 
OouncU:  These  resolutions  are  worthy 
of  the4ttention  of  all  Members.  I  know 
thew"set  forth  the  views,  hopes,  and  am¬ 
bitions  of  Americans  of  Lithuanian 
Ascent  in  relation  to  the  early  regain¬ 
ing  of  the  independence  and  freedom 
of  the  people  of  Lithuania. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[The  matter  referred  to  appears  in 
the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  PRIEST  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  and  in¬ 
clude  three  editorials  from  the  Christian 
Science  Monitor  on  the  subject  of  grain 
for  India. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr.  PRIEST.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  accordingly 
(at  5  o’clock  and  46  minutes  p.  m.), 
under  its  previous  order,  the  House  ad¬ 
journed  until  tomorrow,  Friday,  April 
6,  1951,  at  11  o’clock  a.  m. 
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358.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  Muni¬ 
tions  Board,  transmitting  the  Third  Annual 
Report  on  the  National  Industrial  Reserve, 
pursuant  to  section  12  of  the  National  In¬ 
dustrial  Reserve  Act  of  1948,  Public  Law  883, 
Eightieth  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services. 

359.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  the  First 
Quarterly  Report  to  the  President  by  the 
Director  of  Defense  Mobilization,  entitled 
“Building  America’s  Might”;  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services. 

360.  A  letter  from  the  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Defense,  transmitting  a  draft  of  legisla¬ 
tion  entitled  “A  bill'  to  authorize  and  direct 
the  Administrator  of  General  Services  to 
transfer  to  the  Department  of  the  Navy  cer¬ 
tain  property  located  at  Decatur,  Ill.”;  to  the 
Committee  oa  Expenditures  in  the  Executive 
Department 

361.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Enafneers,  United  States  Army,  dated 
January  23,  1951,  submitting  a  report,  to- 

er  with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  re¬ 
view  of  reports  on  Texas  City  Channel,  Tex., 
fth  a  view  to  determining  if  the  recom- 
lendation  regarding  a  protective  structure 
on  the  north  side  of  the  Texas  City  dike 
should  be  modified  in  any  way  at  this  time. 
This  investigation  was  requested  by  a  reso¬ 
lution  of  the  Committee  on  Rivers  and  Har¬ 
bors,  House  of  Representatives,  adopted  on 
December  16,  1944;  to  the  Committee  on  Pub¬ 
lic  Works. 

362.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  transmitting  a  letter  from  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  United  States  Army,  dated  De¬ 
cember  26,  1950,  submitting  a  report,  to¬ 
gether  with  accompanying  papers,  on  a  re¬ 
view  of  reports  on  St.  Johns  River,  Fla.,  Jack¬ 
sonville  to  the  ocean,  with  a  view  to  deter¬ 
mining  the  effect  of  the  Federal  project  im¬ 
provements  at  the  entrance  to  the  river  on 
the  shore  lines  contiguous  to  the  entrance, 
requested  by  resolutions  of  the  Committee 
on  Rivers  and  Harbors,  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  adopted  on  November  8,  1945,  and  the 
Committee  on  Commerce,  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate,  adopted  on  November  2,  1945;  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Works. 

363.  A  communication  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  proposed 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  1951  in  the  amount  of  $6,421,681,000  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  (H.  Doc.  No. 
106);  to  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

364.  A  letter  from  the  Chairman,  United 
States  Advisory  Commission  on  Information, 
Department  of  State,  transmitting  the 
Fourth  Semiannual  Report  of  the  United 
States  Advisory  Commission  on  Information, 
pursuant  to  section  603  of  Public  Law  402, 
Eightieth  Congress;  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign,  Affairs. 

365.  A  letter  from  the  Attorney  General, 
transmitting  a  copy  of  an  order  of  the  Act¬ 
ing  Commissioner  of  Immigration  and  Nat¬ 
uralization,  dated  October  20,  1950,  author¬ 
izing  the  temporary  admission  into  the 
United  States  for  shore  leave  purposes  only, 
of  alien  seamen  found  to  be  excluded  as  per¬ 
sons  within  one  of  the  classes  enumerated 
in  section  1  (2)  of  the  act  of  October  16,  1918, 
as  amended  by  section  22  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950;  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary. 


EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATIONS,  ETC. 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XXIV,  executive 
communications  were  taken  from  the 
Speaker’s  table  and  referred,  as  follows: 


REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES  ON  PUBLIC 
BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS 

Under  clause  2  of  rule  XIII,  reports  of 
committees  were  delivered  to  the  Clerk 
for  printing  and  reference  to  the  proper 
calendar,  as  follows: 

Mr.  RIVERS;  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices.  H.  R.  3464.  A  bill  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  proceed  with  the 


t 
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\”De centralization  of  Federal  activities.  The  committee  has  disallowed  the 
Budget  request  of  $20, 000, OTTO  Tor  financing  a  program  of  decentralization  .of 
19,^00  positions  covering  the  period  to  June  30,  1952.  The  proposal  wasypres 
sented  as  a  means  of  helving  to  relieve  the  serious  space  problem  existing  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  and  adjacent  area  due  to  the  expanding  defenses  pro  grant. 

”Thb  question  of  decentralization,  as  we II  as  dispersal,  is  now  bending  be¬ 
fore  the\ppropri  ate  legislative  committees  of  the  Congress.  It  is/the  opinion 
of  the  committee  that  an  appropriation  should  not  be  provided  until  an  o  ter  all  • 
plan  has  b@§n  considered  and  basic  legislation  providing  for  a  comprehensive 
program  is  enacted*  The  budget  plan  considered  by  the  committo’e  contains  num¬ 
erous  legislative,  provisions  for  which  authorization  should  b/  secured  in  the  * 
usual  way  b‘efore\nn  appropriation  is  granted.  Als.o,  the  plan'  is  incomplete  in 
that  info  rmat  ion  \s  not  available  as  to  w*here  a  'majority  oW  the  19,000  positions 
will  be  transferr.e<\  As  presented  to  the  committee,  the  Activities  selected, 
positions  to  be  transferred,  and  locations  tentatively  selected,  cover  only 
I|.,8i|.2  positions." 


’Defense  Production.  ItNwould  appear  to  the  committee • that  if  the  reasons  for  - 
our  embarking  on  a  program^pf  national  defense  as  tiven  by  the  President  on 
several  occasions  'are  sound^then  they  are  sound  for  all  segments  of  our  govern¬ 
ment^  This  nation;^  has  been  >n.  an  emergency  sip&e  the  end  of  the  war,  but  all 
agencies  of  the  government  resumed  business  as/usual,  disregarding  5he  varied 
and  continued  threats  to  our  security.  f  • 

"Now  comes  the  time,  when  ev&ryone  is  qtsked  to  make  some  sacrifice  in  the 
interest  of  strengthening  the  nati  Individually,  such  sacrifices,  princi¬ 


pally  of  comfort  and  luxuries,  will  Sn  gkadly 


Collectively, 


■  ever , 


,  The  executive  branch-,  itself.  Is 
.es  it  soems,  are  willing  to  assist 


these  saerificegcare  not  assumed  so  re's 
included  in  the  latter  category.  All  if 

in  the  defense  effort  pro vided  -they  jfe-t  S'ddi-tional  funds  brief  staff  therefor  and 
provided  they  can  continue  to  carrj^fon  theay- -regular  activities.  It- appears  to 
the  committee  that  being,  as  we  hatre  been,  rn  an  emergency  situation  for  the 
past  several  years,  much  of  the  money  now  requested  for  national  d ef ense‘  would 
have  been  unnecessary  had  thesoga  gencies  themselves,  during  this  period  pointed 
their  activities  toward  natioj^l  defense  insteacXof  going,  all-out 1  for  a  resump¬ 
tion  of  normal  peacetime  functions.  \ 

"It  is  unrealistic  aridgwholly  unreasonable  for\anyone  to  assure  that  it 
takes  2,300,000  Federal  ci&il  emplnyfe-.s  to  govern  usVluring  a  normal  emergency, 
and  then  when  a  greater  Amphasis  is  placed  on  the  security  of  the  country  and  on 
the  development  of  i ts Jcepacity  to  defend  Itself  a  new  ayrny  of  specialists  must 
be  recruited  to  perform  the  added  task.  \ 

"One  way  for  Russia  to  accomplish  its  objectives  without  spending  'a  ruble 
is  to  allow  us  to  spend  ourselves  poor-poorer  than  we  now  ar^ .  Gqr  economy  can 
withstand  only  soymruch  borrowing,  and'  that  maximum  is  not  toc^far  away. 

"Our  Federal  Government,  already  too  large,  should  not  be\jernitted  to  grow 
larger,  often  sjfc. i  the  pretext  of  having  some  connection  with  national,  defense.  , 
Such  additional  employees  a.e  are  directly  needed  for  national  defense  are  to  be 
transferred --to  defense  activities,,  together  with  such  funds  d.s  have\i)een  hereto¬ 
fore  appropriated  for  their  salaries  end  expenses.  \ 

"Laipguage  is  contained  in  the,  bill,  which  makes  provision  for  s_u5^  transfers 
from  regular  activities  of  each  department  and  agency  as  may  be  require^  to  carry 
out  national  defense  activities  assigned  to  that  department  or  agency,  ihe  oom- 
mittcA  expects  that,  in  preparing  estimates  for  fiscal  year  1952  for.  .activities 
undqr  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  or  other  defense  rctiVitiaa 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  will  instruct  all  departments  and  agencies  of  the  G^v- 
eynment' to  adhere1  to  tie  policy  recommended  herein  of  absorbing  the  costs  of 
such  activities,  or  of  otherwise  contributing  to  defense  efforts." 


2.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  Continued  debat'e  on.S,  1,  the  military  training  and  service 
hill  (pp.  3510-50). 


worn 


3.  COPPER  IMPORTS.  Passed  without  amendment  H.  R,  333S».to  suspend  import  tames  oj 
copper  until  Feb,  15»  1953  (pp*  3503~7). 


4.  EMPLOYEES'  LOYALTY.  Reps.  Yelde  and  Rusbey,  Ill.,  criticized  the  Preside! 
eftployee-loyalty  review  program  as  now  established' (pp. .  3551— 3)  • 


1  V  »■  *  • 

5.  FGREST2JIY.  Received  from  the  Interior  Department  a  proposed  hill  "to  Repeal  cer¬ 
tain  laws  relating  to  timber  and  stone  on  the  public  domain”;  to  Ij^erior  and 
Insular^ Af fairs  Committ.ee  (p*‘ 355^0* 


6.  EDUCATION.  Received  a  semi-annual  renort  from  the.  IT.  S.  Advisory  Commission  on 
Educational  Fbcchange  (H.'Doc.  108)  ;  to  Foreign' Affairs  Committee  (p.  355*0  • 


7.  ADJOURNED  until 


as 

sit- 


in, ,  Apr.  9  (p»  3554) .  Legislative  program  for  this  week, 
announced  by  Majority  Leader  lie  Cor  mack:  Hon. ,  D.  C.  bills  (including'  day  li 
saving  time)  and  3**4  supplemental  appropriation  bill;  lues.  and  until  disposed.* 
of,  reading,  of  manpower  hill  for  amendment  under  5~ ^^nute  rule.  Rep.  .McCormaxT 

will  have  legislation  constantly  coming  up”  on  the 


stated,  nFrom  now  on 


floor,  (pp.  3509—10*) 


/ 


SZjIIA-TE 


NOT  l!T  SESSION.  Next  meeting  HonXipr.  9:  / 


8.  DISPERSAL.  The  n Daily  Digest" 


cs  ttfat.'  thei  Public  Works  Committee  "met  in 

executive  session  to  consider  S. 

buildings  outside  hut  accessible  ta^tt).  C.,  and  voted  unanimously  to  request 
that  its  Subcommittee  on  Ruildinse  drHft  a  revised  bill  and  remort ,  based  on  a 
dispersal  program  consisting  ofJ$  sites^with  1  permanent  building  to  provide 
office  space  for  5>000  employees,  including  necessary  utilities  and  a  bypass  - 
highway  around  D.  C. ,  with  tjk  necessary  afe  c ess  roads.  The  dispersal  and  decen 
tralization  programs  shouldrbc  sufficient  tok permit  demolition  of  World  War  II 
temporary  buildings  inD^/C.  and  vicinity.  "  %>.  D25S.) 


9.  R.F.C.  The  Expenditures  in  Executive' Departnents^ommitteo  voted  to  report 

favorably  S.  Res.  7 &/r  disarm roving  Heorganization^lan  -No.  1,  relating  to  RPC 
.  (m.  D25S). 


ILLS  INTRODUCED 


10..  TAXATION.  11. /R.  35T^+»  by-  Hep.  Granger,  Utah,  to  amend  seethe n  117  ( -j )  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  the  income  tax  treatment  of  sales  of 
lives toc^y  to  Ways  and  Moans  Committee  (n .  355^) • 

\ 

11.  MINERA^.  H.  R.  3588,  by  Rep.- Baring,  Nev. ,  to  establish  the  Office  of  Federal 
Is  Coordinator;  to  Interior 'and  Insular  Af fairs  •  Committee  (X  355^0  * 


12.  P^SONNEL.  H.  R.  3580,  by  Rep.  Hagen,  Minn.,  to  amend  section  3A  of  tW.  Civil 
service  Retirement  Act  of  Hay  29, '1930  to  grant  certain  benefits  to  such  off i- 
cers  as  other  Federal  employees;  and  a  similar  bill  by  Rot.  Hagen,  H.  Rw^352>3; 
to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  (p.  355*0.  . 

n.  R.  3531,  by  Rep .  Hagen,  to  establish  the  Federal  Agencj7-  for  Ha nd i c ax^c d; 
to  define  its  duties;  to  Education  and  Labor  Committee  (p.  3554).  \| 
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received  a  subpena  duces  tecum  directed  to 
rue  as  Clerk  of  tbe  House  of  Representatives, 
to\ppear  before  said  court  on  the  ninth  day 
of  April,  1951,  at  9:45  o’clock  a.  m.  as  a  wit¬ 
ness  i\the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Joseph 
P.  Kamp  (Criminal  No.  1788-50) ,  and  to  bring 
with  me  'certain  and  sundry  papers  therein 
described  In  the  files  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  \ 

Your  attention  and  that  of  the  House  is 
respectfully  in^ted  to  a  resolution  of  the 
House  adopted  iiv  the  Forty-sixth  Congress, 
first  session  (Congressional  Record,  p.  680), 
upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  as  fallows: 

“Resolved,  That  no  officer  or  employee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  has  the  right, 
either  voluntarily  or  in  obedience  to  a  sub¬ 
pena  duces  tecum,  to  produce  any  document, 
paper,  or  book  belonging  to  the  files  of  the 
House  before  any  court  or  officer,  nor  to 
furnish  any  copy  of  any  testimony  given  or 
paper  filed  in  any  investigation  before  the 
House  or  any  of  its  committees,  or,  of  any 
paper  belonging  to  the  files  of  the  House, 
except  such  as  may  be  authorized  by  statute 
to  be  copied:  and  such  as  the  House  itself 
may  have  made  public,  to  be  taken  without 
the  consent  of  the  House  first  obtained.” 

And  to  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  House 
in  the  forty-ninth  Congress,  first  session 
(Congressional  Record,  p.  1295) ,  from  which 
the  following  is  quoted. 

“Resolved,  That  by  the  privilege  of  this 
House  no  evidence  of  a  documentary  charac¬ 
ter  under  the  control  and  in  possession  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  can,  by  the  man¬ 
date  or  process  of  the  ordinary  courts  of  jus¬ 
tice,  be  taken  from  such  control  or  possession 
but  by  its  permission. 

‘‘That  when  it  appears  by  the  order  of  a 
court  or  of  the  judge  thereof,  or  of  any  legal 
officer  charged  with  the  administration  of  the 
orders  of  such  court  or  judge,  that  docu¬ 
mentary  evidence  in  the  possession  and  un¬ 
der  the  control  of  the  House  is  needful  for 
use  in  any  court  of  justice  or  before  any 
judge  or  such  legal  officer  for  the  promotion 
of  justice,  this  House  will  take  such  order 
thereon  as  will  promote  the  ends  of  justice 
consistently  with  the  privileges  and  rights  of 
this  House.” 

These  resolutions  result  from  the  issuance 
of  subpena  duces  tecum  upon  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  to  produce  certain  original  papers 
in  the  files  of  the  House. 

Permission  to  remove  from  their  place  or 
from  the  custody  of  the  Clerk,  any  papers, 
was  denied  by  the  House  but  court  afforded 
facilities  to  make  certain  copies  of  the  papers 
to  be  secured  from  the  House.  This  seems/ 
to  be  the  uniform  procedure  in  the  case  of  4 
subpena  duces  tecum  served  upon  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  produce 
original  papers  from  the  files  of  the  Jlouse. 

The  subpena  in  question  is  herewith  at¬ 
tached,  and  the  matter  is  presented  for  such 
action  as  the  House  in  its  wisdopi  may  see 
fit  to  take.  / 

Very  respectfully  yours,  / 

Ralph  R.  JRobeets, 

Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  subpena.  / 

The  Clerk  read  a/  follows : 

United  States  District  Court  for  the 

District  op  Columbia — United  States  op 

America  v.  Joseph  P.  Kamp,  Criminal  No, 

1788-50  / 

To  Ralph  R/Roberts, 

Clerk,  if nited  States  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  Capitol  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

You/are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  at  District  Courthouse  in 
tjae  city  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  9th 
day  of  April  1951,  at  9:45  o’clock  a.  m.,  to 


testify  in  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Joseph 
P.  Kamp,  Criminal  No.  1788-50,  and  bring 
with  you : 

1.  Transcript  of  proceedings  of  *June  0, 
1950,  before  the  Select  Committee  on  Lob¬ 
bying  Activities  of  the  United  States  House 
of  Representatives. 

2.  Transcript  of  proceedings  of  said  select 
committee  relating  to  defendant  Joseph  P. 
Kamp,  or  to  the  issuance  of  committee  sub- 
penas,  or  to  both  subjects,  held  on  June 
14,  1950. 

This  subpena  is  issued  upon  application  of 
the  defendant. 

Dated:  April  3,  1951. 

Harry  M.  Hull,  Clerk. 

By  Helen  M.  McIntosh, 

Deputy  Clerk. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
privileged  resolution  (H.  Res,  180)  and 
ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Whereas  in  the  case  of  the  United  States 
v.  Joseph  P.  Kamp  (No.  1788-50,  crim¬ 
inal  docket),  pending  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  subpena  duces  tecum  was  issued 
by  the  chief  justice  of  said  court  and  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Ralph  R.  Roberts,  Clerk  of  the 
Hay.se  of  Representatives,  directing  him  to 
appear  as  a  witness  before  the  said  court 
on  the  9th  day  of  April  1951,  at  9:45  o’clock 
antemeridian,  and  to  bring  with  him  cer¬ 
tain  and  sundry  papers  in  the  possession 
and  undeh  the  control  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives;  Therefore  be  it  / 

Resolved,  That  by  the  privileges  of  this 
House  no  evidence  of  a  docutnentary  char¬ 
acter  under  the  control  andin  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  the  House  of  Representatives  can, 
by  the  mandate  of/propess  of  the  ordinary 
courts  of  justice,  be  tjfken  from  such  con¬ 
trol  or  possession  bu/  by  its  permission;  be 
it  further  / 

Resolved,  That  /when  it  appears  by  the 
order  of  the  coq/t  or  of  the  judge  thereof, 
or  of  any  leg^l  officer  charged  with  the 
administratiojl  of  the  orders  of  such  court 
or  judge,  thfCt  documentary  evidence  in  the 
possession /'and  under  the  control  of  the 
House  is/needful  for  use  in  any  court  of 
justice /fir  before  any  judge  or  such  legal 
officer/' for  the  promotion  of  justice*  this 
Hou/fe  will  take  such  order  thereon  as  will 
promote  the  ends  of  justice  consistently  with 
the  privileges  and  rights  of  this  House;  be 
Jit  further 

Resolved,  That  Ralph  R.  Roberts,  Clerk  of 
the  House,  be  authorized  to  appear  at  the 
place  and  before  the  court  named  in  the 
subpena  duces  tecum  before  mentioned,  but 
shall  not  take  with  him  any  papers  or  docu¬ 
ments  on  file  in  his  office  or  under  his  con¬ 
trol  or  in  his  possession  as  Clerk  of  the 
House;  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  when  said  court  determines 
upon  the  materiality  a»d  the  relevancy  of 
the  papers  and  documents  called  for  in  the 
subpena  duces  tecum  then  the  said  court 
through  any  of  its  officers  or  agents  have 
full  permission  to  attend  with  all  proper 
parties  to  the  proceeding  and'  then  always 
at  any  place  under  the  orders  and  control 
of  this  House  and  take  copies  of  any  docu¬ 
ments  or  papers  and  the  Clerk  is  author¬ 
ized  to  supply  certified  copies  of  such  docu¬ 
ments  and  papers  in  possession  or  control 
of  said  Clerk  that  the  court  has  found  to 
be  material  and  relevant,  except  minutes 
and  transcripts  of  executive  sessions,  and 
any  evidence  of  witnesses  in  respect  thereto 
which  the  court  or  other  proper  officer  there¬ 
of  shall  desire,  so  as,  however,  the  posses¬ 
sion  of  said  documents  and  papers  by  the  said 
Clerk  shall  not  be  disturbed,  or  the  same 
shall  not  be  removed  from  their  place  of 
file  or  custody  under  said  Clerk;  and  be  it 
further 


Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions 
be  transmitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  respect¬ 
ful  answer  to  the  subpena  aforementioned. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

RESIGNATION  FROM  COMMITTEE 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  resignation  from  com¬ 
mittee:  / 

The  Honorable  Sam  Rayeurn, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
Capitol. 

My  Eear  Mr.  Speaker:  I  hereby  resign  as 
a  member  of  tb@-  House  Committee  on  Vet¬ 
erans’  Affairs  in’  order  to  accept  membership 
on  the  House  'Committee  on  Interstate  and 
Foreign  Commerce. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Earley  O.  Staggers, 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  resignation  is  accepted. 

There  was  no  objection. 

APPOINTMENT  TO  COMMITTEE 

Mr.  DOUGHTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
offer  a  resolution  CH.  Res.  181)  and  ask 
for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows : 

Resolved,  That  Harley  O.  Staggers,  of  West 
Virginia,  he,  and  he  is  hereby,  elected  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  standing  committee  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  on  Interstate  and  For¬ 
eign  Commerce. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

ADJOURNMENT  OVER  AND  PROGRAM  FOR 
NEXT  WEEK 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet 
on  Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  I 
do  this  for  the  purpose  of  securing  in¬ 
formation  as  to  the  program  for  next 
week. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Monday  is  Dis¬ 
trict  day,  which  I  do  not  like  to  dispense 
with  in  order  to  give  the  committee  an 
opportunity  to  call  up  its  bills.  The  day¬ 
light-savings  bill,  if  favorable  action  is 
taken,  would  have  to  be  taken  up  on  or 
before  April  29.  There  are  two  bills  on 
the  calendar:  H.  R.  2612,  the  daylight- 
saving-time  bill,  and  H.  R.  3297,  a  bill 
authorizing  the  appointment  of  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  Civilian  Defense.  The  third 
supplemental  appropriation  bill  of  1951 
is  also  set  for  Monday.  It  is  quite  prob¬ 
able  that  the  consideration  of  those  bills, 
or  at  least  two  of  them,  will  take  a  con¬ 
siderable  part  of  Monday’s  session,  if  not 
the  whole  session. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  We 
will  be  fortunate  if  we  do  not  go  into 
Tuesday. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  think  it  would 
be  unfortunate  if  we  go  into  Tuesday. 
Let  us  hope  that  that  situation  will  note 
prevail,  because  I  think  the  5-minuta 
rule  on  the  manpower  bill  will  start  on 
Tuesday. 
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Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  You 
are 'going  to  finish  the  deficiency  bill 
before  you  go  on  to  the  manpower  bill? 

Mr.  iyicCORMACK.  Yes,  of  course. 
I  am  proceeding  on  the  assumption  that 
there  will  be  the  usual  fine  cooperation 
and  that  we  will  dispose  of  these  matters 
on  Monday, 't?ut  if  not,  of  course,  we  can 
continue  them  until  later. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  We 
are  always  willing  to  cooperate  to  ex¬ 
pedite  the  business  of  the  House,  but  we 
also  have  to  face  facts. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  have  always 
found  that  we  have  the  cooperation  of 
the  gentleman  in  matters  concerning 
the  operation  of  the  Ho^ise,  just  as  we 
cooperated  with  my  friend  when  he  was 
the  Speaker. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Cer¬ 
tainly;  I  agree  with  that. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  After  the  disposi¬ 
tion  of  those  bills,  the  manpower  bill  will 
be  taken  up  for  consideration  under  the 
5-minute  rule,  and  it  will  continue  until 
it  is  finished.  If  it  is  completed  before 
Friday,  then  of  course  the  program  for 
Friday  will  be  undetermined. 

April  14  is  Pan  American  Day,  and 
each  year  on  that  day  we  have  speeches. 
However,  April  14  being  Saturday,  the 
probabilities  are  that  the  observance  of 
that  day  will  be  advanced  to  either 
Thursday  or  Friday,  probably  Thursday. 
While  I  canont  definitely  announce  what 
day  it  will  be,  I  should  like  to  put  the 
Members  on  notice  that  the  strong  prob¬ 
ability  is  that  it  will  be  Thursday,  but  in 
any  event  not  later  than  Friday. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  would  intervene  before 
the  completion  of  the  consideration  of 
the  manpower  bill? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  No.  The  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  manpower  bill  will  pro¬ 
ceed  with  that  understanding. 

There  is  one  further  observation  I 
should  like  to  make.  From  now  on  we 
will  have  legislation  constantly  coming 
up.  While  I  as  majority  leader  like  to 
please  every  Member  as  far  as  is  hu¬ 
manly  possible,  the  same  as  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  did  a  few  years  ago,  it 
presents  many  difficulties  as  the  bills 
start  rolling  out  of  committee,  and  con¬ 
siderable  embarrassment.  I  hope  Mem¬ 
bers  will  keep  that  in  mind,  so  that 
speaking  engagements  -  or  official  trips 
in  the  middle  of  the  week  will  not  be  car¬ 
ried  out.  It  will  be  just  impossible  to 
arrange  a  program  from  now  on  if  Mem¬ 
bers  are  to  have  speaking  engagements 
on  Monday  nights  or  Tuesday  nights, 
and  so  forth.  I  hope  the  Members  will 
keep  that  in  mind. 

We  always  try  to  cooperate  on  Monday 
because  on  Monday  we  can  legislate  and 
if  there  are  .any  roll  calls  we  can  agree 
that  they  shall  be  taken  up  on  Tuesday, 
so  that  tl}£re  will  be  no  loss  of  time. 
However, ^outside  of  Monday  and  Satur¬ 
day,  I  hope  Members  will  keep  that  in 
mind.  I  particularly  hope  that  members 
of  committees  or  subcommittees  that 
are  going  to  travel,  if  there  are  any,  will 
keep/in  mind  that  from  now  on  we  will 
hav/  a  steady  program. 

6f  course,  we  have  to  realize  that  time 
passes  and  July  will  come  soon.  There 
is  a  hope  and  ambition  in  relation  to 


that.  I  am  only  expressing  my  personal 
opinion,  but  I  would  regret  very  much  if 
the  Members  of  the  House  were  not  given 
a  vacation.  We  are  entitled  to  a  vaca¬ 
tion,  although  very  few  of  us  have  one 
when  we  are  away  from  here.  We/are  i 
compelled  to  take  one  around  the  latter 
part  of  September  or  in  October,  and 
then  come  back  again  in  November. 

I  have  hopes,  but  I  cannot  guarantee  j 
that  some  other  plan  will  be  arrived  at, 
but  still  that  is  all  a  matter  of  getting  the 
essential  part  of  our  legislative  tmsiness 
through  in  time.  I  might  Also  say  for 
the*  benefit  of  the  membership  that  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr, 
Martin]  and  I  have  agreed — of  course 
subject  to  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House,  which  has  never  been  denied — 
that  if  there  are  anarroll  calls  on  Mon¬ 
day,  I  shall  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
they  go  over  until  Tuesday. 

Mr.  MARTIN  pi  Massachusets.  In 
which  event  we  jhay  meet  at  11  o’clock 
-on  Tuesday,  is  tfiat  correct? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Yes,  there  is  a  > 
strong  possibility  that  if  there  are  any  j 
roll  calls  on  Monday  which  will  go  over  ; 
to  Tuesday,!  will  ask  the  indulgence  of  : 
■  the  House  to  meet  at  11  o’clock  on  Tues-  i 
"’day.  / 

'  .The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  ■ 
theu’cqfiest  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas-  : 
sachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr.  • 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  ob¬ 
ject — 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  would  like  ; 
to  have  this  question  determined  now.  \ 
Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the  f 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Yes,  if 
I  cannot  find  out  about  committee  meet-  j 
ings,  then  I  object, 

The  SPEAKER.  Objection  is  heard. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  KENNEDY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  15 
minutes  on  Monday,  following  the  legis¬ 
lative  program  and  any  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

EXTENSION  OF  REMARKS 

(Mr.  JENKINS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point,) 

\ 

[Mr.  JENKINS  addressed  the  House. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.]  \ 

1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 
MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide 
for  the  common  defense  and  security  of 
the  United  States  and  to  permit  the 
more  effective  utilization  of  manpower 
resources  of  the  United  States  by  author¬ 
izing  universal  military  training  and 
service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill  S.  1,  with 
Mr.  Cooper  in  the  Chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog-: 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I 
ask  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  if  he 
will  permit  me  to  yield  time  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Dur¬ 
ham]  to  address  the  Committee  now? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  can 
never  deny  my  friend  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  anything. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
1  hour  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Durham], 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  kind  remarks  of  my  good 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short], 

For  the  last  few  days  we  have  debated 
an  issue  which  has  been  presented  to 
the  Congress  for  the  sixth  time  since  I 
have  been  here.  There  is  no  such  thing 
as  a  painless  draft  act.  It  deals  with 
human  beings.  It  places  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  service  to  their  country  upon 
human  beings.  It  simply  cannot  be  car¬ 
ried  out  without  causing  some  disorder 
in  the  economic  set-up  of  our  citizens. 
It  inconveniences  many  people.  But  the 
matter  of  giving  service  to  our  country 
is  a  matter  that  we  can  all  be  proud  of. 
There  are  234  men  in  this  body  who  have 
seen  service  in  the  different  branches  of 
the  service  of  this  country. 

It  is  common  knowledge  that  individ¬ 
uals  usually  respond  to  whatever  their 
duty  becomes  when  the  facts  are  pre¬ 
sented  to  them  as  they  exist.  For  some 
150  years  or  more  this  country  has  had 
no  long  sustained  military  policy.  In  my 
opinion,  this  committee  has  spent  more 
time  on  this  draft  bill  than  any  other 
draft  bill  that  has  been  presented  to  the 
House  in  the  history  of  the  country.  We 
did  it  for  that  reason.  We  were  trying 
to  work  out  for  this  country,  for  the 
preservation  of  our  freedoms  and  the 
protection  of  them  from  a  military 
standpoint,  a  program  on  a  long-time 
basis. 

There  is  very  little  difference  of  opin¬ 
ion  in  regard  to  the  present  draft  act. 
We  have  listened  for  the  last  few  days 
to  the  arguments,  pro  and  con,  on  the 
controversial  issues  in  this  bill.  There 
has  probably  been  some  English  con¬ 
versation  used  here  that  has  been  used 
by  the  propaganda  machines  of  the 
Soviet  nation  to  try  to  convince  the  other 
nations  of  the  world  that  we  are  trying 
to  enforce  upon  the  world  an  imperial¬ 
istic  design  of  government.  The  Soviet 
nation  has  used  every  means  to  try  to 
destroy  the  confidence  of  other  nations 
of  the  world  in  this  country,  by  saying 
that  we  have  imperialist  design  in  our 
minds. 

There  have  been  several  speeches  made 
on  this  floor  indicating  a  fear  that  we 
might  become  a  military  nation  because 
of  the  adoption  of  one  of  the  provisions 
in  the  title  of  this  act  before  the  Con¬ 
gress.  I  do  not  at  all  share  that  opinion 
and  have  said  so  on  many  occasions. 

I  think  if  you  will  look  at  the  struc¬ 
ture  of  our  Government  you  will  readily 
arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  it  simply 
cannot  happen  in  this  country  unless  we 
have  a  different  way  of  electing  our  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief,  who  is  a  civilian,  unless 
we  destroy  the  two  bodies  of  the  Con- 
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gress;  and,  in  my  opinion,  that  will  never 
happen  in  this  country.  Also,  we  have 
at  the  head  of  the  Defense  Department 
civilian  control.  Not  only  that,  but  to¬ 
day  there  are  more  than  20,000,000  vet¬ 
erans  in  this  country  who  have  seen 
service  at  one  time  or  another;  and,  as 
I  said  before,  234  Members  of  this  House 
have  served  in  the  Armed  Forces;  so  at 
any  time  they  could  comprise  a  major¬ 
ity  if  there  were  any  desire  or  if  there 
were  anything  to  this  claim  and  this 
argument  that  this  country  could  become 
a  military  government.  We  could  take 
over  and  control  it  if  such  an  ideology 
were  ever  implanted  in  the  minds  of 
those  who  serve  here  today  in  this  body. 
It  simply  just  does  not  exist  in  the 
American  mind,  and  never  will,  in  my 
opinion. 

It  is  always  easy  to  criticize,  of  course, 
someone  or  somebody;  and  to  criticize 
the  Department  of  Defense  at  a  time  like 
this  is,  in  my  opinion,  very  serious.  I 
do  not  mean  by  that  that  they  should 
not  at  all  times  be  subject  to  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  civilian  government,  which 
they  are,  but  to  condemn  them  when 
they  have  a  responsibility  of  carrying  out 
and  protecting  you  and  me  and  every 
American  citizen  gives  only  to  the  com¬ 
munistic  countries  propaganda  for  their 
own  use. 

I  believe  this  country  today,  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people,  have  made  up  their  minds 
as  to  the  job  before  us.  For  me  there  is 
but  one  policy — that  is  the  American 
policy.  That,  once  adopted,  and  what  it 
means  down  through  the  years,  is  the 
important  thing  to  me;  whether  you  be 
Republican,  Democrat,  or  something  else, 
to  me  there  is  but  one  policy — American¬ 
ism.  To  be  an  American  today  is  the 
desire  of  every  human  being,  probably, 
outside  the  continental  limits  of  the 
United  States.  Those  who  have  traveled 
know  that  to  be  a  fact.  To  defend  that 
policy  it  is  necessary  to  provide  means, 
and  methods,  and  the  responsibility  falls 
upon  the  Armed  Forces  of  this  country. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  very 
briefly? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield,  briefly. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  will  admit,  will  he  not,  that 
the  objectives  of  all  of  us  are  the  same 
and  that  we  differ  only  as  to  the  means 
and  methods? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  exactly  what 
I  was  going  to  say,  that  the  only  differ¬ 
ence  is  in  the  means  and  method  and 
the  approach  to  the  solution  of  this 
problem. 

We  are  faced  today,  regardless  of  the 
opinion  of  some,  with  a  deadly  atheistic 
ideology  that  is  not  going  to  be  contained 
within  its  own  borders,  as  has  already 
been  demonstrated  by  its  actions  since 
World  War  II.  In  my  opinion  it  will 
continue  regardless  of  the  present  per¬ 
sonnel  that  directs  that  deadly  atheistic 
type  of  ideology;  whether  they  died  or 
whether  they  live,  America  is  going  to 
be  faced  with  the  responsibiilty  that 
faces  it  at  the  present  time  of  trying 
to  keep  free  people  free  so  that  the  peace- 
loving  peoples  can  express  themselves, 
so  that  they  can  worship  God  as  they 


desire,  speak  what  they  think,  read  what 
they  care  to. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Defense  Establish¬ 
ment  of  this  country  is  a  fact-finding 
body.  It  is  necessary  for  it  to  process 
information.  It  is  the  responsibility  of 
this  body  to  finally  process  it  to  a  stage 
of  action  so  that  it  will  become  effective, 
and  also  to  provide  the  force  and  the 
necessary  means  to  carry  it  into  action. 
Why  should  that  establishment  be  criti¬ 
cized  when  it  offers  to  the  committee  or 
it  offers  to  the  Congress  information 
necessary  for  us  to  carry  out  and  design 
and  process  legislation  for  the  defense 
of  our  country? 

No  businessman  would  think  of  con¬ 
ducting  his  business  without  some  type 
of  analysis  of  the  situation  that  exists 
in  regard  to  his  business.  If  he  did 
otherwise  he  would  not  be  successful. 
So  it  becomes  necessary  and  incumbent 
upon  the  Armed  Forces  of  this  country 
to  analyze  throughout  the  world  what 
we  are  supposed  to  defend  and  what  we 
expect  to  defend. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Is  this  not  something 
analogous  to  the  situation  we  have  fre¬ 
quently  in  a  lawsuit?  You  have  a  judge 
who  presides.  There  are  technical  prob¬ 
lems  which  present  themselves  in  the 
case.  Therefore,  experts  are  called  in. 
I  have  been  engaged  in  those  kind  of 
lawsuits  where  mining  engineers  and  hy¬ 
draulic  engineers  are  called  in  to  help 
the  court  to  evaluate  the  facts  and 
understand  the  problems;  but  finally 
either  the  judge  or  jury  decides  the  case. 
In  the  situation  which  the  gentleman  is 
discussing  so  ably  today  a  committee 
listens  to  the  evidence,  it  understands  it 
and  then  the  members  use  their  judg¬ 
ment  and  apply  their  common  sense, 
finally  offering  a  policy  which  we  hope 
the  Congress  will  approve. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  exactly  what 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  and 
the  old  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
have  done  here  over  the  past  12  years  in 
formulating  draft  acts  and  other  legis¬ 
lation. 

On  yesterday  I  notified  my  good  friend 
and  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  that  I  expected  to  dis¬ 
cuss  for  a  few  minutes  the  measure 
which  he  expects  to  present  to  this  House 
next  week,  just  exactly  what  the  Barden 
bill  does  and  what  it  does  not  do  for  the 
defense  of  this  country  in  the  present 
emergency.  As  he  said  here  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  in  discussing  it  day  before 
yesterday,  he  took  the  bill  as  we  report¬ 
ed  with  the  exception  of  three  changes. 
He  changed  the  service  date  from  26  to 
24  months;  he  changed  the  age  limit 
from  18  y2  to  19;  and  he  struck  out  the 
UMT  provision.  The  figures  that  were 
presented  to  us  show  definitely  and  very 
plainly — and  figures  are  factual,  they 
necessarily  have  to  be — that  it  cost  $10,- 
000  or  thereabouts  to  keep  a  man  in 
service  for  a  period  of  12  months.  So, 
it  is  just  mathematically  true,  regard¬ 
less  of  the  argument,  when  you  put  a 
man  in  service  for  a  short  period  of  time. 
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he  becomes  an  expensive  soldier.  Al¬ 
though  a  period  of  3  months  sounds  to 
be  reasonably  small,  with  a  force  of 
4,000,000  it  would  cost  us  many  millions 
of  dollars  more,  and  I  am  sure  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  wants  to  be 
as  conservative  as  I  do  in  the  spending  of 
funds.  The  change  in  the  age  limit  from 
18y2  to  19  was  arrived  at  after  the  com¬ 
mittee  had  gone  over  all  the  figures  that 
we  could  possibly  secure,  all  of  the  pool 
of  men  that  we  could  possibly  scrape 
from  any  place  in  the  barrel,  with  about, 
at  the  present  time,  more  than  600,000  or 
close  to  that  number  of  reserves  already 
called  out  for  active  duty,  many  of  them 
up  to  the  age  of  40  years,  many  of  them 
with  3,  4,  and  5  years  of  service.  In  my 
opinion  it  is  mandatory  on  this  Congress 
that  we  relieve  those  men  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible.  To  do  that  it  is  going  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  go  to  18y2.  Six  months’  delay 
would  mean  about  two  more  years  for 
the  reservists  in  this  country,  regardless 
of  what  each  individual  thinks  about  it. 
It  just  works  out  that  way.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden], 
who  is  one  of  my  closest  friends  and  al¬ 
ways  has  been,  served  on  a  great  football 
team  at  the  University  of  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  which  is  my  home.  Chapel  Hill. 
He  served  on  one  of  the  finest  teams  in 
this  country  and  won  national  recogni¬ 
tion  and  when  anybody  went  around  his 
side  of  the  line,  th£y  usually  found  out 
he  was  there.  He  admitted  he  was  no 
military  expert,  to  which  I  agree,  but 
has  offered  a  bill  on  military  matters 
which,  if  adopted,  the  defense  establish¬ 
ment  would  have  to  operate  under.  I 
believe  his  proposal  to  be  unsound  and 
for  that  reason  I  oppose  it. 

He  admitted  that  he  was  an  experi¬ 
enced  legislator,  which  he  is,  and  I  will 
add  to  that  that  he  is  not  only  experi¬ 
enced  but  he  is  able.  So  it  is  with  a 
little  bit  of  reluctance  that  I  would  chal¬ 
lenge  what  I  believe  to  be  his  best  judg¬ 
ment,  as  I  know  he  is  as  honest  as  I  am 
about  matters  of  this  kind. 

He  comes  from  the  Albemarle  section 
of  North  Carolina,  where  white  men  first 
placed  their  feet  in  this  country.  For 
more  than  150  years  before  the  Revolu¬ 
tionary  War  those  people  there  fought 
tyranny.  They  fought  Blackbeard,  they 
fought  the  pirates,  centuries  before  the 
Revolutionary  War.  So  his  part  of  the 
country  is  just  as  patriotic  as  any  other 
part.  It  is  with  some  hesitation  that  I 
disagree  with  him. 

For  more  than  30  years  now  this  coun¬ 
try  has  discussed  back  and  forth  this 
subject  of  universal  military  training. 
It  has  been  before  practically  every  body 
in  this  country.  It  has  been  discussed 
by  not  only  the  American  Legion  but 
clubs,  church  circles,  and  other  groups 
in  this  country.  It  has  been  discussed 
thoroughly,  in  my  opinion.  So  this  claim 
or  challenge  or  charge  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  placed  this 
provision  in  this  bill  simply  because  they 
wanted  to  tie  it  onto  the  draft  bill,  and 
felt  that  they  would  not  get  it  otherwise, 
is  not  well  founded. 

Personally,  I  think  it  is  time  this  coun¬ 
try  was  making  up  its  mind  what  its 
military  policy  on  a  long-range  basis 
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should  be.  It  is  my  definite  opinion, 
based  on  service  myself  in  the  First 
World  War  and  the  experience  I  have 
gained  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
cn  Armed  Services  for  the  past  12  years 
cr  more,  that  if  we  expect  to  continue 
our  traditional  military  policy,  placing 
a  large  measure  of  dependence  upon 
preparedness  for  defense  on  our  Reserve 
units  and  the  National  Guard  and  on 
other  organized  units,  we  must  make  it 
possible  for  them  to  be  able  to  achieve 
the  degree  of  preparedness  that  modern 
warfare  requires. 

I  am  honestly  convinced  that  we  can¬ 
not  do  this  unless  we  have  some  system 
of  military  service  and  training  such  as 
our  committee  has  brought  to  you  in  the 
measure  now  under  consideration. 

We  had  less  than  600,000  troops  when 
the  Korean  operation  began,  so  we  can 
readily  see  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
organized  Reserves  in  this  country  we 
would  again  have  found  ourselves  in  the 
desperate  situation  in  which  we  have  al¬ 
ways  found  ourselves  before. 

This  also  offers  a  far-reaching  mili¬ 
tary  program.  As  has  been  demonstrat¬ 
ed  here  in  figures  by  the  chairman  and 
many  others,  and  I  am  not  going  to  go 
into  them  in  detail,  the  bulk  of  the  Re¬ 
serves  ordered  up  here  are  mostly  vet¬ 
erans,  many  of  them  married,  and  many 
others  with  high  positions  of  responsi¬ 
bility  in  business  or  industry  who  could 
ill  afford  to  lose  their  jobs  or  leave  them. 
The  universal  military  training  program, 
if  and  when  adopted,  or  some  such  plan 
that  is  set  up  after  the  drafting  of  men 
has  ceased,  will  induct  around  500,000 
or  more  for  a  6-month  basic  training 
course  yearly,  so  we  can  readily  see  that 
we  can  create  a  pool  in  the  6-year  period 
required  by  this  act  by  having  in  Reserve 
status  3,000,000  or  more  men. 

I  think  that  is  necessary  because  if 
you  get  the  number  of  Reserves  like  we 
held  after  the  last  war  and  like  we  held 
after  the  First  World  War,  we  simply  do 
not  carry  out  a  Reserve  program  which 
is  efficient  and  which  is  in  being  when 
an  emergency  happens.  Whatever  con¬ 
ditions  might  exist  in  the  future,  we 
would  not  have  to  disrupt  the  men  as 
we  have  been  doing  during  this  emer¬ 
gency,  by  taking  men  with  families  and 
those  men  40  years  old  or  more.  This 
would  immediately  give  us  a  ready  force 
of  men  after  a  short  refresher  course 
or  period  of  training  to  fill  the  ranks  of 
our  divisions  and  other  units.  Hereto¬ 
fore  our  Reserve  units  have  suffered  be¬ 
cause  of  a  lack  of  interest  primarily  due 
to  the  lack  of  equipment,  training  fa¬ 
cilities,  and  supervision  by  our  Armed 
Forces.  If  the  guard  and  Reserve  units 
could  always  be  brought  up  to  75  per¬ 
cent  or  80  percent  of  the  trained 
strength,  which  they  would  be  under  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  then  those  units 
could  be  called  up  and  put  into  service 
in  a  short  time.  We  are  all  aware  of  the 
trouble  we  have  had  in  the  past.  It 
is  my  considered  judgment  that  the  lack 
of  such  a  system  has  carried  us  through 
the  dreadful  expereince  of  rushing  un¬ 
derstrength  units  into  action  in  nearly 
every  emergency  we  have  faced  in  this 
Nation  for  the  past  30  years  or  more. 
Universal  military  training  and  service 


is  not  only  the  most  effective  and  demo¬ 
cratic  way  to  meet  our  military  needs,  it 
is  also  the  most  economic  way.  It  makes 
it  possible  to  shift  a  substantial  part  of 
the  responsibilities  for  national  defense 
from  our  forces  in  being  to  a  reserve  of 
trained  civilian  manpower.  The  annual 
cost  of  maintaining  a  man  as  I  have 
said  before  in  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  is  $10,000.  The  annual  cost  of 
maintaining  a  man  in  a  state  of  readi¬ 
ness  in  Reserve  is  $524,  and  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  it  costs  $623.  That  is  a 
considerable  difference.  It  is  true  that 
the  National  Guard  and  Reserve  Corps 
are  not  strictly  comparable  to  the  situ¬ 
ation  of  maintaining  a  man  in  the  stand¬ 
ing  Army,  because  it  is  impossible  to 
evaluate  the  support  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponents  draw  from  the  Regular  Military 
Establishment  in  terms  of  overhead, 
training  facilities,  hospitalization,  and 
other  factors. 

Nevertheless,  it  is  clear  that  the  dif¬ 
ference  in  the  cost  of  keeping  a  million 
men  under  arms,  or  keeping  the  same 
number  in  the  Reserve,  runs  to  several 
billion  dollars  a  year.  The  cost  of  train¬ 
ing  men  in  a  separate  universal-mili¬ 
tary-training  program  would  be  about 
$2,900  for  a  6-month  training  program. 
This  would  give  him  the  basic  military 
skills  which  would  enable  him  to  provide 
effective  service  in  the  Reserve  in  any 
emergency.  It  is  also  important  to  rec¬ 
ognize  the  great  waste  which  is  attend¬ 
ant  on  the  present  system  of  quickly  ex¬ 
panding  or  contracting  our  military 
forces  with  each  shift  in  the  interna¬ 
tional  tide  today. 

Universal  -  military  -  training  service 
would  assure  an  orderly  flow  of  trainees 
into  our  posts,  camps,  and  stations  on  a 
regular  basis.  It  would  not  be  necessary 
to  open  and  close  the  stations  with  all 
the  costs  that  accompany  each  shift. 
In  the  current  expansion  of  the  Army  it 
has  been  necessary  to  reactivate  many 
camps,  arid  if  I  may  especially  call  the 
attention  of  the  gentleman  to  this, 
camps  which  were  shut  down  only  a 
short  time  ago.  A  few  examples  will 
show  how  costly  this  process  of  reactiva¬ 
tion  is. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield, 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  On  yesterday  the 
chairman  of  the  committee,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson],  made 
the  statement  that  he  intended  to  submit 
a  certain  amendment  to  his  committee 
on  next  Monday.  I  wonder  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  prepared,  or  if  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  is  prepared,  to  present 
that  amendment  in  the  form  he  intends 
to  submit  it  so  that  we  might  all  con¬ 
sider  it  before  the  bill  is  read  for  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  state  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California  [Mr.  HinshawI 
that  sometime  during  the  debate  today 
I  will  present  the  amendment  to  the 
House  and  have  it  printed  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  is  exactly  what 
we  need  in  order  that  we  may  know  how 
to  act  when  the  bill  is  read  for  amend¬ 
ment. 


Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  May  I  ask  the  chairman 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  if  he 
has  any  more  amendments  in  the  nature  * 
of  all- day  suckers  that  he  is  going  to 
offer? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Gross]  I  have  not  finished  reading  his 
statement  made  yesterday.  After  read¬ 
ing  it,  probably  it  may  be  necessary  to 
make  some  corrections  in  the  conclusions 
that  the  gentleman  uttered  on  the  floor. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  will  say  further  to  the 
gentleman  that  I  think  he  ought  to  offer 
an  amendment  that  will  prohibit  the 
taking  of  Reserves  back  into  service 
within  24  hours  after  they  are  let  out. 

I  hope  that  might  be  done  in  justice  to 
this  heartwarming  story  that  we  have 
read  about  the  Reserves. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is 
another  matter  that  I  think  is  important 
in  regard  to  the  adoption  of  some  type 
of  universal  military  training. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  criti¬ 
cism  directed  against  the  new  program 
for  the  deferment  of  college  students. 
It  has  been  felt  by  many  that  the  de¬ 
ferment  will  be  so  broad  as  to  create  an 
aristocracy  of  brains  and  wealth,  made 
up  of  youths  who  will  escape  military 
service  at  the  expense  of  the  rest  of  the 
Nation’s  youth. 

This  criticism  underlines  one  of  the 
essential  differences  between  Selective 
Service  and  universal  military  training. 
In  Selective  Service,  the  emphasis  is  on 
deferments  and  exemptions;  in  univer¬ 
sal  military  training,  the  emphasis  is  on 
having  all  young  men  assume  a  common 
and  equal  obligation  for  the  defense  of 
their  country.  Exemption  from  this  ob¬ 
ligation  is  confined  to  those  who  are  pre¬ 
vented  by  mental  or  physical  disability 
from  rendering  any  useful  contribution 
to  the  military  establishment,  no  matter 
how  far  standards  of  acceptability  are 
lowered. 

It  is  possible  to  apply  this  democratic 
principle  of  universal  obligation  under 
universal  military  training  without  im¬ 
pairing  the  industrial,  technical,  or  edu¬ 
cational  preeminence  of  our  country. 
The  same  is  not  true  under  Selective 
Service  to  anything  like  the  same  de¬ 
gree.  Here  is  why:  Selective  Service 
represents  a  device  for  calling  men  into 
the  Armed  Forces  for  extended  periods 
of  active  duty.  They  must  face  the 
prospect  of  being  away  from  their  civil¬ 
ian  pursuits  for  roughly  2  years.  More¬ 
over,  the  lack  of  any  adequate  reserve 
program  makes  it  necessary  to  cut  across 
a  broad  age  range  to  secure  enough  men 
to  defend  the  country.  An  indiscrimi¬ 
nate  withdrawal  of  men  under  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  could  have  a  most  destruc¬ 
tive  effect  on  the  Nation’s  economic  and 
cultural  life,  particularly  if  the  present 
emergency  lasts  for  many  years. 

Who  in  this  body  says  it  will  not  last 
that  long?  The  argument  today  that 
we  must  not  adopt  a  long-range  program 
simply  does  not  reason  out  to  good  sound 
judgment,  in  my  opinion,  because  we 
have  faced  an  emergency  since  1939  and 
are  not  out  of  it  today.  Suppose  we 
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have  to  draft  men  for  another  20  years, 
and  who  can  say  we  will  not? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  wonder  if  I  under¬ 
stand  this  bill  correctly  in  that  these 
programs  do  not  run  concurrently,  but 
end-to-end  in  other  words;  is  that  cor¬ 
rect?  Or  do  they  run  concurrently? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  true;  they  do 
not  run  concurrently.  It  goes  into  effect 
only  when  the  drafting  of  men  stops. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing,  and  I  think  it  must  be  the  opin¬ 
ion  of  many  Members  here  that  these 
programs  will  run  concurrently. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  You  simply  could  not 
run  the  two  concurrently,  because  at  the 
present  time  you  have  a  complete  draft. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  is  correct;  and 
as  I  understand  whatever  UMT  program 
might  be  subsequently  adopted  by  the 
House  could  not  take  effect  until  the 
draft  for  the  armed  service  was  finished; 
is  that  correct? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  is 
making  an  excellent  speech.  I  should 
like  to  add  just  one  thought  or  observa¬ 
tion.  Under  the  bill  the  UMT  provision, 
of  course,  is  separate  from  the  rest  of 
the  program.  The  UMT  program  would 
be  handled  under  a  civilian  board, 
whereas  the  draft  law  is  under  the  mili¬ 
tary. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  And  a  different  set-up 
would  prevail. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  But  that  was  not  my 
point;  my  point  was  that  the  two  do  not 
run  concurrently,  but  end-to-end. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  think  we  might  add 
to  what  the  gentleman  has  said  in  an¬ 
swer  to  the  inquiry  of  the  gentleman 
from  California  that  while  it  would  not 
be  feasible  to  put  the  universal  military 
training  program  into  effect  until  the 
emergency  is  over,  nevertheless,  under 
the  bill  it  could  be  done.  The  President, 
for  example,  could  defer  from  military 
service  all  those  between  18  V2  and  19 
years  of  age  and  permit  the  training 
program  to  begin.  It  could  begin  even 
before  the  emergency  was  over. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  hardly  see  how  it 
could  possibly  be  done  unless,  of  course, 
we  come  to  a  position  in  this  emergency 
where  we  do  not  require  the  present 
pool  of  men,  which  is  about  800,000,  who 
become  18  y2  each  year  and  it  will  re¬ 
quire  this  figure.  If  you  reach  a  point 
which  did  not  require  all  in  the  pool, 
then  the  President  could  put  UMT  in 
operation  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  agree  that  that 
would  be  true,  and  it  would  be  very  dif¬ 
ficult  to  put  it  into  effect  as  long  as  men 
are  needed  for  service ;  but  it  could  tech¬ 
nically  be  done  before  the  emergency  is 


over  if  perchance  the  President  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  were  enough 
men  in  the  pool  between  the  ages  of  19 
and  26,  by  using  those  between  the  ages 
of  18  y2  and  19. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Yes;  he  could  do 
that,  but  you  would  not  have  enough 
men  unless  you  dropped  down  below  the 
18y2-year  age  limit  to  get  your  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  gentleman’s  clearing  up 
something  which  has  been  bothering  me 
for  a  number  of  days  since  the  debate 
started  on  this  bill.  The  gentleman 
from  California  just  said  that  the  UMT 
program  would  not  run  concurrently 
with  the  draft  program.  The  point  I 
am  making,  however,  is  whether  after 
the  draft  is  dropped  and  the  UMT  is 
started  you  will  not  have  an  army  op¬ 
erating  for  about  one-quarter  of  what 
it  costs  the  Government  today.  In 
other  words  you  will  be  doing  away  with 
the  GI  benefits,  with  the  emoluments, 
and  the  good  pay  which  the  soldiers  now 
enjoy.  You  will  be  substituting  a  UMT 
program  for  the  great  majority  of  the 
young  men  in  military  service. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  6-year  period  of 
Reserve  duty,  after  6  months  training, 
will  provide  approximately  3,000,000 
men,  which  is  a  good  force  in  being,  in 
my  opinion.  Of  course,  if  you  face  an 
all-out  emergency,  that  is  different,  but 
for  ordinary  peacetime  conditions  that 
is  a  reasonable  number. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  My  con¬ 
tention  is  if  we  have  an  armed  force  we 
have  to  pay  for  it.  We  cannot  let  go 
those  emoluments,  those  GI  benefits 
that  Congress  has  fought  so  hard  to  give 
the  young  men  in  the  armed  services. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
think  this  country  can  stand  a  $70,000,- 
000,000-a-year  program  for  the  Armed 
Forces  for  many,  many  years.  That  is 
what  disturbs  me.  It  disturbs  me  be¬ 
cause  of  the  fact  it  simply  is  not  reason¬ 
able  to  think  that  our  economic  system 
can  stand  it.  What  I  am  thinking  about, 
what  I  want  to  do,  and  what  I  desire  to 
do  is  to  get  some  type  of  plan  that  will 
have  a  force  in  effect  that  we  can  use 
when  we  have  to  use  it  without  being  so 
expensive  to  the  American  taxpayers. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield?  , 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  In  reference  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  cost  that  the  gentleman  referred 
to  a  while  ago  stating  it  is  costing  many 
millions  of  dollars  to  reactivate  camps 
all  over  the  country. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  necessary. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  happened  to  the 
more  than  $40,000,000,000  that  were  ap¬ 
propriated  for  housekeeping  expenses  or 
allegedly  spent  on  housekeeping  ex¬ 
penses  in  four  fiscal  years? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  What  years  is  the 
gentleman  talking  about? 

Mr.  GROSS.  After  the  last  World 
War,  after  World  War  II. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  These  are  camps  that 
became  necessary  because  of  the  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  armed  soldiers  that  were 


moved  out  entirely  and  had  to  go  back 
in  there  and  take  over  because  we  had 
to  have  some  training  facilities.  If  we 
had  a  force  in  effect  like  provided  in  this 
military  training  plan  these  facilities 
would  have  been  kept.  Of  course,  I  do 
not  know  what  plan  we  will  adopt,  but 
I  assume  we  will  adopt  a  plan  that  car¬ 
ries  basic  military  training.  We  should 
adopt  that. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
buildings  and  other  facilities  in  these 
camps  were  allowed  to  deteriorate? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Yes;  they  were  built 
out  of  pine  lumber  primarily. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yet  we  appropriated  bil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  for  them. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  gentleman  does 
not  expect  an  old  pine  barracks  to  last 
40  years,  does  he? 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  has  not  been  40  years 
since  the  end  of  World  War  II. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  It  has  been  about  10 
years. 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  has  been  about  5  or  6 
years. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  Congress  should 
know  that  practically  all  of  the  housing 
facilities  at  the  time  we  got  into  the  war 
or  immediately  thereafter  were  tempo¬ 
rary  propositions. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Why  should  not  those 
buildings  have  been  kept  up?  Did  you 
not  take  them  in  after  Korea  broke? 
Have  you  not  had  soldiers  themselves 
putting  in  window  glass,  puttying  win¬ 
dows,  and  painting  buildings? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Everybody  disbanded 
and  went  home  after  the  last  war. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  was  a  member 
of  the  subcommittee  that  visited  the 
Sampson  Air  Base  this  last  week  end. 
We  found  there  that  in  a  matter  of  3  or 
4  years  the  main  beams  of  the  buildings 
had  completely  rotted  and  it  will  require 
a  vast  sum  of  money  to  rebuild  them. 
It  is  simply  the  elements  taking  hold  of 
the  timber  and  destroying  it. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is, 
therefore,  both  understandable  and  nec¬ 
essary  that  selective  service  be  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  maintenance  of  a  bal¬ 
ance  between  those  who  are  called  into 
the  Armed  Forces  and  those  who  are 
needed  to  keep  the  home  front  from  col¬ 
lapsing.  It  is  equally  understandable 
that  this  differentiation  would  provoke 
bitter  resentment  among  those  who  are 
called  upon  to  leave  their  families  and 
risk  their  lives  while  others  stay  at 
home  to  push  forward  their  regular  ca¬ 
reers. 

The  existence  of  universal  military 
training  will  infuse  such  vitality  into  the 
National  Guard  and  the  Organized  Re¬ 
serves  that  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
draft  men  for  prolonged  service,  except 
when  an  acute  threat  hangs  over  the 
country.  A  man  can  be  called  up  for  4 
to  6  months  of  training  without  the  ne¬ 
cessity  for  the  elaborate  system  of  in¬ 
dustrial,  agricultural,  technical,  and  ed- 
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ucational  deferment  that  exists  under 
selective  service. 

Army  training  to  all  young  men  in  the 
year  between  18  and  19  represents  the 
best  answer  to  the  problem  of  national 
defense.  It  assures  that  the  burden  is 
equitably  distributed  over  all  our  young 
men.  At  the  same  time  it  guarantees 
maximum  strength  for  our  country  in  its 
industrial,  technical,  and  educational 
aspects.  It  is  the  American  road  to 
survival  in  the  explosive  world  situation 
we  may  have  to  face  for  the  rest  of  our 
lives. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  tried  to  outline 
to  the  committee  some  of  the  reasons 
why  I  am  supporting  UMT  and  why  I 
hope  this  committee  will  vote  down  the 
substitute  to  be  offered  by  my  good  friend 
from  North  Carolina,  not  that  I  do  not 
consider  his  judgment  and  his  belief  that 
he  is  approaching  this  on  a  sound  basis, 
but  I  do  believe  that  this  committee  has 
worked  out  for  this  Congress  and  for  the 
Armed  Forces,  for  the  protection  of  free¬ 
dom,  the  best  manpower  bill  that  we  can 
possibly  present  to  you.  The  chairman, 
in  my  opinion,  has  offered  and  is  going 
to  offer  a  good  amendment  which  will 
give  this  body  and  the  other  body  the 
right  and  the  opportunity  to  amend  and 
work  out  a  long-range  program  of  serv¬ 
ice  in  this  country. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  By  virtue  of  the  fact 
that  the  bill  amends  existing  law  and 
hence  is  not  an  original  bill,  except  in 
the  report  by  the  committee,  where  the 
language  of  the  committee  bill  we  have 
on  the  floor  is  properly  placed  in  substi¬ 
tution  for  language  in  existing  law,  a 
great  deal  of  misapprehension  has  arisen 
among  a  number  of  people  in  the  country 
who  merely  read  the  bill  itself  and  do 
not  have  the  benefit  of  the  Ramseyer 
rule  report.  Now,  one  of  the  things 
which  I  believe  I  understand  perfectly 
but  which  I  think  is  misunderstood  by 
many  of  the  people  is  the  fact  that  this 
bill  is  confined  solely  to  the  young  man¬ 
hood  of  the  country  and  in  nowise  affects 
the  young  womanhood  of  the  country. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Correct. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  is  one  of  the 
misapprehensions  of  fact  that  has 
existed  in  several  places  in  the  country. 
The  other  one  is,  and  arising  from  the 
same  cause,  I  believe,  that  the  Senate 
bill  as  amended  by  the  House,  or  as  the 
Senate  bill  was  presented  to  the  House, 
would  permit  the  drafting  of  labor.  I 
understand  the  terminology  of  the  orig¬ 
inal  act  and  the  present  bill.  It  is  my 
belief  that  it  in  nowise  whatever  does 
provide  for  the  drafting  of  labor;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Certainly  our  bill  does 
not. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing  of  it. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Regardless  of  what 
the  Senate  bill  may  have  provided. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Yes. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  am  glad  the  gen¬ 
tleman  made  those  statements  categori¬ 


cally,  because  the  other  side  has  been 
presented.  Where  it  has  come  from,  I 
do  not  know. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  I  want  to 
congratulate  the  gentleman  on  his 
splendid  explanation  of  this  bill.  I  re¬ 
gard  the  gentleman  now  addressing  the 
Chamber  one  of  the  most  outstanding 
men  in  Congress. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  very  much. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  gentleman  what  he  thinks 
about  the  recent  order  issued  by  General 
Hershey  wherein  he  makes  a  distinction 
between  college  students  because  some 
happen  to  make  a  little  better  mark 
than  the  others.  I  have  not  seen  a  single 
Member  of  Congress  or  anybody  else  who 
approves  that  order.  I  certainly  hope 
before  this  bill  is  completed  next  week 
someone  will  offer  an  amendment,  and 
that  it  will  be  adopted,  to  do  away  with 
that  order. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  think  the  gentleman 
has  justification  for  his  concern. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  Mr.  Hershey  explained  this 
proposal  to  the  committee,  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  drafted  the  bill  to  make  it  possible 
for  this  plan  to  be  inaugurated,  that  the 
report  itself,  which  has  been  before  this 
Committee  all  week,  explains  what  the 
plan  has,  and  that  the  plan  had  the 
complete  endorsement  of  the  committee 
at  the  time  it  was  considered? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  At  the  time  it  was 
considered;  I  think  the  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  may  I  ask  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
the  committee  altered  the  Senate  bill  so 
as  to  make  possible  that  particular  plan, 
and  made  a  change  actually  in  the  stipu¬ 
lations  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  May  I  call  the 
gentleman’s  attention  to  the  fact  that 
while  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
California  was  making  a  statement  be¬ 
fore  our  committee  I  made  this  state¬ 
ment,  which  appears  on  pages  507  and 
508  of  the  hearings: 

Mr.  deGraffenried.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  just 
want  to  make  this  observation,  that  I  think 
it  is  highly  important  also  to  defer  as  many 
men  as  we  possibly  can  with  brains  and  who 
are  going  ahead  with  their  education.  At  the 
same  time,  we  cannot  defer  everyone.  And 
the  fact  that  these  men  are  deferred  does  not 
necessarily  mean — I  mean  the  fact  that  some 
of  them  are  not  deferred — you  have  to  have 
an  age  limit  somewhere.  It  does  not  neces¬ 
sarily  mean  that  they  are  not  going  to  ulti¬ 
mately  complete  their  education.  I  know  of 
numerous  instances  where  boys  were  taken, 
when  they  completed  high  school,  into  the 
service  and  who  spent  as  many  as  2  and  3 
years  or  longer  in  service,  but  who  had 
the  determination  to  come  back  and  com¬ 
plete  their  education. 
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Now,  many  of  them  made  better  students 
than  they  would  have  made  because  they 
were  impressed  with  the  seriousness  of  the 
proposition  when  they  were  about  to  lose  the 
thing.  It  was  dear  to  them.  While  I  think 
it  is  regrettable  that  we  cannot  defer  all  of 
them — and  we  are  trying  to  make  it  up  to 
them,  trying  to  take  them  as  late  as  possible 
by  fixing  the  age  limit  at  18  y2  and  then 
giving  all  of  this  broad  leeway  here  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey  and  the  President  to  defer  those 
that  are  making  good  in  an  educational  way. 
But  we  have  to  get  some  men  into  the  armed 
services,  and  we  cannot  just  take  all  of  these 
men  who  are  not  able  to  go  to  college  and 
not  take  any  of  them  who  might  be  able  to 
go.  While  I  agree  with  what  the  gentleman 
says  in  large  measure,  I  cannot  see  how  we 
can  absolutely  fix  this  thing  where  nobody 
will  be  hurt  and  yet  at  the  same  time  build 
up  our  armed  services. 

I  do  want  to  ask  the  gentleman  if  he 
does  not  think  that  what  we  had  in  mind 
largely  was  that  they  should  be  handled 
in  a  common-sense  way  on  that? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  do  not  believe  we 
expected  this  thing  to  be  issued  as  it 
appeared  in  the  press. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  Senate,  as  you 
recall,  just  blocked  out  75,000  students, 
who  would  have  been  selected  probably 
by  some  agency  downtown.  I  would  vote 
against  the  bill  instead  of  voting  for 
such  a  provision  as  that,  because  if  we 
remain  in  this  emergency  10  years  you 
would  have  an  entirely  selective  system 
of  education. 

It  is  a  difficult  problem  to  work  out,  I 
will  admit.  It  is  one  of  the  most  diffi¬ 
cult  problems.  I  have  11  colleges  in  my 
four  counties,  and  it  is  one  of  the  most 
difficult  problems  that  faces  us  because 
we  all  realize  it  is  going  to  be  necessary 
to  try  to  keep  your  scientific  and  your 
technical  presonnel  in  the  colleges  of 
this  country.  It  just  must  be  done. 
Somehow  it  has  got  to  be  done. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  During  the  course 
of  the  testimony  which  I  was  privileged 
to  hear  before  the  gentleman’s  commit¬ 
tee,  and  I  appreciate  that  very  much. 
General  Byers  made  two  statements, 
which  I  think  are  of  great  importance. 
With  the  gentleman’s  permission  I  would 
like  to  read  those  two  statements,  which 
are  not  very  long — if  I  may. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  gentleman  may 
read  them. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  statement  is  as 
follows : 

We  feel  we  are  responsible  to  furnish  to 
the  youth  of  the  Nation  the  best  possible 
trained  officers  that  we  may  get  them,  and 
we  feel  we  should  be  very  derelict  in  our 
duty  if  we  did  not  plan  to  take  4-year  col¬ 
lege  men  to  lead  these  boys,  rather  than  use 
the  emergency  of  taking  those  that  happen 
to  come  into  officer  candidate  school. 

Then  he  says  further: 

The  officers’-candidate-school  graduate  was 
a  very,  very  sound,  small-unit  leader.  He 
had  been  thoroughly  trained  in  all  elements 
of  detail  and  performed  small-unit  leader¬ 
ship  in  an  outstanding  degree  but  his  utility 
beyond  that  was  in  direct  proportion  to  the 
education  which  he  had  had  before  he 
started  the  OCS. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  There  are,  of  course, 
210,000  in  the  ROTC  at  the  present  time 
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in  the  colleges  of  the  country,  which  is 
quite  a  large  number  of  potential  officers 
and  the  services  desire  to  enlarge  the 
program  which  I  think  is  sound. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  join  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Brown]  in  compli¬ 
menting  the  gentleman  from  North  Car¬ 
olina  on  the  great  work  he  has  done  in 
this  field.  I  have  great  confidence  in  his 
opinion.  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  a  question,  and  I  promise  I  will  not 
take  up  much  of  his  time.  The  question 
is  along  another  line.  Existing  law 
provides  as  follows:  Under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  applicable  laws  and  regulations, 
any  persons  between  the  ages  of  19  and 
26  shall  be  offered  an  opportunity  to  en¬ 
list  in  the  Regular  Army  for  the  purpose 
of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section. 

The  period  of  service  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b)  is  21  months.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bar¬ 
den],  for  whom  I  also  have  great  respect, 
called  to  the  attention  of  the  House  the 
many  instances  where  the  military  had 
shown  disregard  of  the  mandate  of  Con¬ 
gress.  I  have  ifivestigated  and  find  that 
the  Army  is  not  carrying  out  the  clear 
mandate  of  Congress  in  the  matter  of 
accepting  enlistments  in  the  Army  of 
men  in  the  draft  brackets.  The  mini¬ 
mum  period  of  acceptance,  generally 
speaking,  is  3  years.  There  have  been  a 
few  Reservists  accepted  for  less  than  3 
years,  but  very  few.  There  are  many 
boys  in  this  country  who  want  the  priv¬ 
ilege  of  volunteering,  want  to  go  ahead 
and  do  their  part,  serve  their  21  months 
or  24  or  26  months.  They  want  to  be 
volunteers  without  being  penalized  for  it. 
They  want  the  law  passed  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  be  observed  by  the  military. 
The  military,  generally  speaking,  does 
not  accept  them  for  less  than  3  years. 
Will  the  gentleman  explain  that? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  can  explain  it;  of  course  it  is  a  regula¬ 
tion  which  has  been  adopted,  based  on 
the  best  opinion,  for  the  services  of  the 
different  branches  of  the  Army  and 
Navy.  At  the  present  time  you  must 
realize  this  of  course,  that  the  Army  is 
facing  difficulty  in  getting  men.  The 
Air  Force  is  a  branch  of  the  service  that 
the  boys  like  to  get  into,  and  the  Navy 
is  another  one  that  the  boys  like  to  get 
into.  Both  of  those  branches  of  the 
service  have  had  plenty  of  volunteers.' 
But  when  you  have  to  get  down  into  the 
ditch,  and  have  to  do  the  walking,  and 
the  drudgery  that  has  to  be  done  as  a 
foot  soldier,  the  man  is  going  to  try  to 
get  into  another  branch  of  the  service. 
They  can  change  the  regulations  and 
they  can  change  the  period  of  service  to 
3  years  or  4  years  or  whatever  they  want 
to  under  present  law. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  That  is  the  very 
point  I  wish  to  make.  The  Army  needs 
these  men.  They  are  going  into  the 
Marine  Corps  and  the  Navy,  and  while 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  has 
said,  in  the  last  act  that  we  passed,  that 
if  those  boys  want  to  enlist  for  the  same 
period  for  which  they  would  be  drafted, 
they  would  be  given  that  opportunity, 
that  is  not  being  done. 


Mr.  DURHAM.  The  gentleman  feels 
just  like  I  do.  Certainly  I  do  not  think 
we  fvant  to  stop  all  volunteering.  You 
cannot  say  to  the  Air  Force,  “Here,  you 
are  not  going  to  take  any  more  men,’* 
and  you  cannot  say  to  the  Navy,  “You 
are  not  going  to  take  any  more  volun¬ 
teers.”  I  would  not  agree  to  that.  To 
me  that  would  be  very  destructive.  That 
is  what  we  are  faced  with.  It  is  just  like 
having  a  good  football  team  in  South 
Carolina,  and  a  sour  one  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  The  boy  wants  to  go  to  South 
Carolina  because  they  have  a  good  foot¬ 
ball  team. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  There  is  no  compe¬ 
tition  at  all  in  this  respect.  To  join  the 
Marine  Corps  they  have  to  sign  up  for 
4  years,  I  believe. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Yes. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  But  this  iaw  would 
help  to  get  men  into  the  Army.  It  says 
men  shall  be  accepted  for  enlistment  for 
a  period  of  21  months.  The  Army  has 
refused  to  let  them  enlist. 

Mr.  EROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield  at  this  point — you 
will  find  at  page  30  of  the  bill  S.  1  the 
provision  under  subsection  (2)  that  the 
man  can  within  the  ages  of  18  and  26 
be  accepted  for  that  particular  obli¬ 
gation. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  We  took  all  the  re¬ 
serves  and  all  the  reserves  at  the  present 
time  are  in  for  21  months. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  That  does  not  meet 
the  proposition  at  all.  It  is  a  separate 
section  of  the  bill.  That  section  says 
that  they  will  be  given  an  opportunity 
to  volunteer  for  induction.  That  is  en¬ 
tirely  different.  But  existing  law  says, 
“shall  be  offered  an  opportunity  to  enlist 
in  the  Regular  Army  for  the  same  period 
that  they  would  have  been  called.”  The 
same  provision  should  be  in  this  bill  and 
it  should  be  observed  by  the  military. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has 
expired. 

(Mr.  DURHAM  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
would  like  somebody  to  answer  my 
question. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  would  like  to  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Richards]  there  is  no  answer  to 
your  argument  and  your  logic.  I  think 
it  is  rather  manifest  that  the  military 
has  deliberately  circumvented  the  clear 
intent  of  Congress. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  It  seems  so. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  the  reason  I  do 
not  want  us  to  fall  under  military  con¬ 
trol  in  this  Congress.  The  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Richards]  is 
to  be  congratulated  for  having  pointed 
this  out.  It  is  only  one  of  many  in¬ 
stances  in  which  they  have  circumvented 
the  clear  intent  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  13  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Gavin],  and  I  think  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  has  promised  him  12  minutes 
also. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gavin!  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  for  just  a  moment? 


Mr.  GAVIN.  For  just  a  moment. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  The  gentleman  is  a 
very  able  member  of  this  committee. 
Will  he  admit  that  the  Department  of 
Defense  has  absolutely  refused  to  ad¬ 
here  to  the  directive  of  Congress  in  re¬ 
gard  to  allowing  men  to  enlist  for  the 
same  period  that  they  would  be  drafted? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  was  not  listening  to 
the  gentleman’s  discussion,  and  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  could  prob¬ 
ably  better  answer  that  particular 
question. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  was  going  to  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Cole]  could  give  the  explanation 
of  that,  as  he  is  fairly  familiar  with  it. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  It  is  true 
that  the  Army  has  refused  to  accept  en¬ 
listments  for  a  21-month  period,  but 
the  reason  they  have  refused  is  because 
the  Congress  in  the  past  has,  by  legis¬ 
lation,  extended  the  enlistment  period  of 
those  now  in  the  service  for  a  period  of 
a  year.  So,  if  they  accepted  enlistments 
for  21  months,  and  subsequently  the 
Congress  has  exercised  its  authority  and 
extended  the  enlistments  for  a  year,  the 
result  would  be  that  those  men  would 
have  been  acting  for  a  longer  period  of 
service  than  under  the  draft. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  agree  that  men  in 
all  categories  face  the  chance  that  Con¬ 
gress  will  extend  their  period  of  enlist¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  taking  too  much  of  my  time. 
I  decline  to  yield  further.  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Will  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  kindly  yield  me  that  15  minutes 
now? 

Mr..  VINSON.  I  yield  the  gentleman 
15  minutes,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  is  recognized. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
listened  intently  for  the  last  3  days  to 
this  debate  on  the  reorganization  of 
selective  service  and  universal  military 
training.  A  great  deal  of  the  time  has 
been  used  to  attack  and  criticize  the 
military,  the  brass,  rather  than  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  issues  which  are  before  the 
House.  In  my  opinion,  more  propa¬ 
ganda  has  been  developed  for  the  Com¬ 
munists  than  has  happened  around  here 
for  the  last  5  years.  It  is  easy  to  criti¬ 
cize  our  military  leaders,  but  a  few  years 
back  when  they  were  leading  the  Ameri¬ 
can  forces  to  great  victories  we  heard 
great  tributes  paid  to  them  from  the 
floor  of  this  House.  It  would  appear 
now  from  what  you  hear,  that  if  this  leg¬ 
islation  is  passed  an  effort  will  be  made 
by  the  military  to  take  over  the  civil 
functions  of  our  Government,  Prussian¬ 
ize  and  militarize  the  youth  of  this  great 
Nation  of  ours.  That  is  simply  ridicu¬ 
lous;  nothing  is  further  from  the  truth. 

I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the 
fact  that  General  Eisenhower— who  is 
the  upper  brass,  and  who  received  the 
greatest  ovation  any  American  ever  re- 
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ceived  from  the  Members  of  this  House 
a  few  years  ago  right  in  this  House — he 
represents  the  military;  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  represents  the  upper  brass,  and  he 
is  the  exemplification  of  all  that  repre¬ 
sents  everything  that  is  military  in  this 
Nation,  however,  today  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  aisle  are  greatly  concerned 
that  he  will  not  be  their  presidential 
candidate.  By  that  I  mean  both  sides. 
Republicans  and  Democrats,  would  be 
glad  to  take  this  top  brass  as  their  can¬ 
didate' for  President  in  1S52,  and  let  no 
one  tell  you  otherwise.  Both  sides  are 
afraid  that  they  are  not  going  to  have 
him  for  their  candidate;  both  sides  are 
worried  now  as  to  how  to  make  over¬ 
tures  to  get  the  upper  or  the  top-level 
brass  for  their  candidate.  If  he  were 
their  candidate,  Republican  or  Demo¬ 
cratic,  a  great  many  of  you  would  draw 
a  great  sigh  of  relief  and  satisfaction 
that  you  had  a  good  man,  and  let  no  one 
tell  you  otherwise.  So  all  this  talk  about 
what  the  brass  would  do  to  this  great 
Nation  of  ours  is  far  from  the  truth,  and 
we  should  confine  ourselves  to  the  issue 
before  the  House  and  not  these  attacks 
as  to  what  the  military  would  or  would 
not  do  under  this  proposed  legislation. 

What  I  desire  to  talk  here  about  to¬ 
day  is  the  troops-for-Europe  question. 
It  has  be'en  discussed  here  momentarily 
but  little  or  no  attention  has  been  paid 
to  it.  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  this  issue 
of  supplying  troops  for  the  defense  -of 
Western  Europe  will  be  raised  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  pending  legislation.  I 
desire  to  offer  for  your  consideration  a 
few  brief  comments  thereon. 

This  is  a  complex  and  a  difficult  prob¬ 
lem  which  has  engaged  the  efforts  and 
the  attention  of  the  American  public  for 
an  extended  period.  While  I  do  not 
claim  to  be  an  expert  on  the  matter,  I 
have  made  a  close  personal  study  of  the 
issues  involved  over  the  past  several 
years.  During  and  since  World  War  II 
I  have  given  this  matter  close  study.  I 
have  had  the  good  fortune  during  the 
past  3  or  4  years  of  making  several  visits 
to  the  European  Continent.  My  views 
and  conclusions  with  respect  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  existing  there  have- been  previ¬ 
ously  made  known  to  the  House,  and  I 
shall  simply  invite  your  attention  at  this 
time  to  my  remarks  in  the  Congressional 
Records  of  January  22  and  February  26 
of  this  year. 

As  you  all  know,  American  troops 
reached  the  continent  of  Europe  during 
World  War  II  in  September  of  1943,  when 
elements  of  General  Eisenhower’s  North 
African  Command  landed  at  Salerno. 
The  operation  was  a  difficult  one,  and 
the  Germans  were  much  better  prepared 
for  our  forces  than  had  been  anticipated. 
As  a  result  the  outcome  was  for  some 
days  in  question  and  the  casualties  of 
our  American  youth  were  terrific  in  their 
effort  to  fight  their  way  in.  However, 
we  obtained  and  secured  a  foothold  on 
the  continent  of  Europe  from  which  we 
were  able  to  exert  substantial  pressure 
against  the  German  military  machine. 
Our  major  landing  was,  of  course,  in 
Normandy  in  June  1944  after  we  had 
amassed  one  of  the  largest  land,  air,  and 
sea  forces  ever  seen.  Again,  the  cost 


not  only  in  materiel  and  supplies  but  in 
American  youth  was  very,  very  heavy. 

I  would  simply  remind  you  at  this  time 
that  our  present  position  in  Western 
Europe  was  not  easily  gained  and  we 
should,  in  my  opinion,  consider  most 
carefully  what  we  shall  do  before  we 
abandon  it.  We  fought  our  way  in,  we 
are  dug  in  and  we  should  stay  in.  We 
pulled  out  of  Italy  in  1948  and  we  then 
had  a  difficult  time  for  fear  the  Commu¬ 
nists  would  take  over.  We  had  50,000 
troops  in  Korea  a  little  over  a  year  and 
a  half  ago,  but  we  pulled  them  out.  So 
Joe  Stalin  says;  “For  the  glory  of  the 
Soviet  Union  he  moves  in.” 

So  what?  It  has  cost  us  now  55  or  60,- 
000  casualties  to  fight  our  way  back  to 
regain  that  which  we  held  because  some¬ 
body  was  not  thinking  right  when  we 
pulled  out.  Now  we  are  in  Europe,  we 
are  dug  in  and  have  a  foothold,  and  we 
should  stay  in. 

After  the  termination  of  hostilities  in 
Europe  and  Japan,  there  was,  as  you 
know,  tremendous  pressure  brought  to 
bring  the  boys  home.  Public  sentiment, 
reacting  after  almost  4  years  of  war, 
demanded  speedy  demobilization  with¬ 
out  securing  results  commensurate  with 
our  sacrifices  and  military  achievements 
and  without  any  thought  as  to  the 
future  position  of  this  country  in  world 
affairs.  I  regret  that  there  was  not  more 
prudence  and  fortitude  demonstrated 
in  meeting  the  popular  clamor  at  that 
time.  As  a  result  we  demobilized  our 
Army,  our  Navy,  our  Air  Corps,  and 
largely  destroyed  our  military  machine 
within  a  year  after  we  had  achieved 
such  costly  and  hard-won  victories. 

Two  years  after  the  end  of  hostilities 
in  World  War  II,  the  beautiful  dream  of 
permanent  peace  and  friendly  relations 
with  the  Soviet  Union  and  its  Communist 
satellites  began  to  fade  away.  '  We  slowly 
woke  up  to  the  fact  that  we  had  been 
fooled,  trapped,  and  betrayed  and  that 
the  glib  assurances  and  facile  promises  of 
the  Russian  rulers  were  worth  exactly 
nothing.  The  Communist  assault  upon 
Greece,  the  threats  against  Turkey  and 
the  unjustified  closing  of  our  corridor 
into  Berlin  all  showed  us  the  stern  re¬ 
alities  we  had  too  long  neglected;  how¬ 
ever,  we  once  again  sought  a  painless 
solution  and  we  took  the  easy  way  out. 

We  were  told  on  eminent  authority 
from  the  floor  of  this  House  to  pump 
some  $22,000,000,000  into  the  economy 
of  Western  Europe  so  that  the  Continent 
would  be  revived  economically,  made  se¬ 
cure  for  democratic  government,  and 
constitute  a  military  stronghold  against 
possible  Communist  movement  or  ag¬ 
gression.  Some  of  this  money,  certainly 
in  its  initial  phase,  was  well  spent  in  re¬ 
lieving  malnutrition  if  not  actual  fam¬ 
ine,  due  to  the  drought  in  Europe  in 
1947,  and  restoring  the  productive  ca¬ 
pacity  of  the  mills,  transport  systems, 
and  factories  destroyed  by  war.  How¬ 
ever,  much  of  it  has  been  relatively  of 
little  use,  and,  as  I  have  stated  before, 
any  real  recovery  or  rebuilding  of  West¬ 
ern  Europe  must  come  from  the  people  of 
that  Continent,  not  as  the  result  of  our 
generosity,  no  matter  how  much  we 
spend.  We  were  told,  possibly  in  all  sin¬ 
cerity,  that  if  we  simply  furnished  goods 


and  materials  at  the  expense  of  the 
American  taxpayers,  Europe  would  be¬ 
come  not  only  prosperous  but  would  re¬ 
form  its  archaic  institutions  so  that 
those  countries  would  have  a  genuine 
democratic  basis.  Of  course,  most  of 
these  results  have  not  been  attained  and 
we  should  have  known  at  the  time  that 
they  would  not  be.  For  example,  after 
3  years  of  talk,  land  reform  in  Italy  has 
been  barely  started.  Taxes  in  that 
country  are  still  collected  chiefly  from 
business  activities  or  consumption,  and 
very  few  wealthy  people  in  Italy  make 
any  commensurate  returns  of  income 
taxes,  while  the  American  taxpayer  is 
paying  through  the  nose  to  carry  this 
tremendous  load,  and  while  in  Italy 
they  make  but  the  slightest  attempt  to 
impose  and  collect  taxes,  that,  is  from 
the  wealthy  people  of  the  country.  The 
rich  get  richer  and  the  poor  get  poorer. 

France  emerged  from  World  War  II  in 
better  condition  physically  than  after 
World  War  I,  but  with  strong  socialist 
movements  which  succeeded  in  national¬ 
izing  their  banks,  their  insurance  com¬ 
panies,  their  public  utilities,  and  cer¬ 
tain  automobile  companies,  in  addition 
to  the  railroads  and  the  telephone 
system  which  had  previously  consti¬ 
tuted  a  chronic  burden  on  the 
French  national  budget.  These  so¬ 
cialized  industries  have  simply  followed 
the  same  pattern  of  overexpanded  pay¬ 
rolls,  inadequate  initiative,  and  consti¬ 
tute  a  greater  drain  on  the  limited  and 
poorly  collected  tax  revenues  of  that 
country.  In  Britain  we  have  subsidized 
socialism  to  the  nth  degree.  We  put 
about  $5,000,000,000  into  Britain  in  the 
last  4  or  5  years.  American  money,  sup¬ 
plies,  materials,  and  food  have  made  it 
possible  for  the  intellectual  theorists  to 
carry  out  their  doctrinaire  scheme  of 
nationalizing  and  socializing  not  only  the 
coal  mines  but  the  entire  rail  and  high¬ 
way  transport  system  and  now  even  the 
iron  and  steel  industry.  I  feel  that  our 
continuing  and  misguided  generosity  in 
this  respect  has  simply  prolonged  the 
agony  and  increased  the  hardships  of  the 
British  people  by  continuing  an  inept, 
unworkable  arrangement,  which  would 
have  otherwise  fallen  of  its  own  weight. 
When  it  became  apparent  that  the  vast 
expenditure  of  funds  under  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  for  priming  of  the  European 
pump  would  have  only  a  limited  effect, 
we  were  presented  with  the  idea  of  a 
North  Atlantic  Pact.  Whether  you  like 
it  or  not,  you  are  in  the  North  Atlantic 
Pact. 

Now,  to  make  my  position  clear,  I  vot¬ 
ed  against  the  British  loan  for  $3,750,- 
000,000.  I  voted  against  UNRRA.  I 
voted  for  ECA  on  one  occasion  in  1947, 
but  I  voted  against  ECA  ever  since.  I 
voted  against  the  reciprocal  trade 
treaties,  the  Export-Import  Bank,  and 
I  voted  against  appropriations  for  the 
MDAP.  So,  no  one  can  say  that  I  have 
been  friendly  toward  the  give-away 
spending  programs  in  Europe,  but  now 
our  backs  are  up  against  the  wall.  What 
have  we  done  with  this  pump  priming 
and  this  MDAP?  We  pumped  $22,000,- 
000,000  into  Europe.  We  have  made  it  a 
going  concern.  We  have  rehabilitated 
the  coal  and  the  steel  industries  in  the 
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Ruhr  and  the  Saar  Valleys.  It  is  now 
the  second  greatest  industrial  area  in 
the  world.  It  has  tremendous  industrial 
potentialities. 

The  nations  of  Europe  are  rehabili¬ 
tated.  Now  what  do  we  want  to  do? 
We  want  to  pull  out  and  let  Stalin  &  Co, 
move  in  piecemeal,  pick  these  coun¬ 
tries  off  one  at  a  time  and,  in  a  year  or 
so  from  now,  solidify  his  gains.  Then, 
whether  you  like  it  or  not,  you  will  have 
trouble.  So  while  we  are  in  we  should 
stay  in.  It  would,  in  my  opinion,  be  a 
drastic  mistake  to  pull  out.  There  are 
certain  advantages  in  a  scheme  such  as 
the  North  Atlantic  Pact,  but  the  whole 
assumption  and  purpose  of  this  plan  was 
to  have  the  United  States  underwrite 
the  defenses  of  Western  Europe.  We 
bought  this  plan  too  and  set  up  in  Lon¬ 
don  one  of  the  largest  and  most  compli¬ 
cated  headquarters  which  I  have  ever 
seen.  The  branch  offices  in  Paris  and 
Rome  are  likewise  sizable.  Under  this 
organization  and  the  military  assistance 
program  which  has  implemented  it,  we 
have  been  trying  to  purchase  the  security 
of  the  Western  World  by  furnishing 
technical  assistance,  materials,  and  con¬ 
siderable  quantity  of  arms.  However,  up 
to  now,  the  results  have  been  rather  dis¬ 
appointing.  As  I  reported  on  my  trip 
from  Europe  in  December  1950,  there  is 
no  effective  military  force  which  can  pre¬ 
vent  the  Soviet  Army  from  marching  to 
the  English  Channel  and  to  the  Pyrenees 
as  rapidly  as  they  can  travel.  Our 
forces  in  Germany,  while  individually 
capable,  are  insufficient  and  too  greatly 
dispersed.  Our  forces  in  Austria  are 
handicapped  for  defense  by  the  terrain 
and  lines  of  communication,  and  there  is 
throughout  a  lack  of  adequate  tactical 
air  support,  and  technical  troops  such 
as  engineers. 

Anyone  who  looks  at  the  problem 
which  faces  General  Eisenhower  will 
conclude,  I  believe,  on  the  basis  of  simple 
arithmetic  that  the  defense  of  Western 
Europe  against  possible  Soviet  aggres¬ 
sion  will  require  not  less  than  35  and 
possibly  50  trained  and  well-equipped 
divisions.  Likewise,  a  simple  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  facts  will  show  that  there 
are  nowhere  nearly  that  number  of 
troops  presently  available. 

The  French  have  made  some  effort 
and,  in  my  opinion,  could  make  a  great 
many  more  efforts  toward  the  building 
up  of  an  army  of  at  least  20  divisions. 
The  Italians  have  planned  for  an  army 
of  12  divisions,  but  they  are  short  of 
equipment,  and  it  will  be  quite  some  time 
before  their  effective  strength  is  any¬ 
where  like  that  amount. 

The  story  elsewhere  in  Europe  is  the 
same.  So  far  as  I  know,  there  are  only 
two  strong  anti-Communist  forces  in 
Europe  at  the  present  time.  One  of 
these  is  the  Yugoslav  Army,  which  is 
fully  occupied  in  defending  that  country 
against  the  surrounding  Russian  satel¬ 
lites  and  possibly  a  direct  Russian  as¬ 
sault.  The  other  is  in  Spain.  Aside 
from  these,  the  best  prospects,  indeed, 
the  only  prospect  I  can  see  for  building 
up  an  effective  Western  European  de¬ 
fense  in  the  near  future  lies  in  rearming 
the  people  of  Western  Germany. 

I  am  glad  to  note  that  at  long  last  the 
administration  has  decided  to  act  under 


the  authority  granted  in  Public  Law  697 
of  the  Eighty-first  Congress  by  recruit¬ 
ing  some  2,500  displaced  persons  from 
nations  now  behind  the  iron  curtain. 
However,  that  is  only  a  drop  in  the 
bucket.  Our  real  source  of  manpower 
lies  in  Western  Germany.  Unless  we 
exploit  it,  our  efforts  will,  in  my  opinion, 
come  to  naught  . 

The  matter  of  rearming  Western  Ger¬ 
many  and  utilizing  the  potential  mili¬ 
tary  strength  of  Spain  is  not  a  new  topic 
for  me,  and  I  shall  not  repeat  what  I 
have  heretofore  said  in  favor  of  both  of 
those  proposals.  In  my  opinion,  they 
are  not  only  desirable  but  absolutely  es¬ 
sential  if  we  are  to  have  an  effective 
force  in  Europe.  I  am  unable  to  under¬ 
stand  why  our  State  Department  has  not 
exerted  a  greater  effort  and  made  more 
progress  along  these  lines.  While  I 
have  no  great  confidence-  in  their  ef¬ 
forts,  and  never  have,  and  maybe  never 
will,  after  I  observed  their  operation  on 
three  or  four  trips  to  Europe,  it  may  be 
that  with  the  settlement  of  the  out¬ 
standing  economic  issues  between  France 
and  Germany  and  the  much  belated  rec¬ 
ognition  of  Spain,  some  substantial 
progress  can  be  made. 

At  this  time,  as  I  have  said,  we  are 
confronted  not  with  a  theory  but  a  con¬ 
dition  and  a  number  of  very  hard  facts. 
We  must  either  strengthen  our  defense 
in  Europe  on  the  prospect  that  under 
General  Eisenhower’s  leadership  the  na¬ 
tions  there  will  make  a  real  effort  to 
develop  their  defensive  capabilities  and 
that  our  State  Department  will  permit 
and  encourage  the  participation  of 
Spain  and  Western  Germany,  or  we 
must  get  out  of  Europe  and  stay  out. 

As  I  said,  I  have  been  against  all  the 
giveaway  programs.  I  have  been  fight¬ 
ing  the*  one-worlders,  the  do-gooders, 
the  intellectuals,  and  the  “giveawayers.’* 
So  my  record  is  clear.  But  my  obser¬ 
vation  now  is  that  in  the  situation  that 
we  are  now  in  I  am  willing  to  go  the 
last  mile  with  General  Eisenhower  be¬ 
cause  the  General  has  told  us  he  would 
look  the  situation  over  and  in  6  months 
or  a  year,  if  cooperation  were  not  of¬ 
fered  by  the  countries  participating  in 
the  Atlantic  Pact,  he  would  come  back 
and  tell  us.  If  the  countries  at  that 
time  will  not  cooperate,  after  we  put 
in  a  certain  number  of  divisions,  then  I 
say  we  ought  to  get  out  and  stay  out 
and  let  them  go  it  alone. 

But  now  that  we  have  fought  our  way 
in  and  we  are  dug  in,  let  us  not  turn  over 
a  great  rehabilitated  Europe  to  the  So¬ 
viets  to  exploit  and  give  us  trouble  later 
on. 

We  ought  to  give  help  to  Turkey.  We 
ought  to  give  help  to  Yugoslavia.  We 
ought  to  give  further  help  to  Greece. 
We  ought  to  give  help  to  Spain.  They 
are  all  anti-Communist,  and  they  are 
the  only  ones  that  will  fight. 

There  are  some  of  those  who  contend 
that  we  could,  from  the  North  American 
Continent,  defend  our  Nation  and  defeat 
Soviet  Russia.  I  wish  I  could  share  their 
view,  but  I  am  unable  to  do  so.  One 
of  the  great  prizes  for  which  the  Soviets 
with  their  patience  and  long-range  cun¬ 
ning  are  striving  is  the  industrial  area  of 
northern  France,  Belgium,  and  the  Ruhr. 


If  they  gain  these  resources  and  that  as¬ 
semblage  of  industrial  plants  and  tech¬ 
nical  skill,  we  shall  be  faced  with  a  very 
formidable  foe  indeed. 

As  I  stated  in  February,  if  these  ter¬ 
ritories  are  occupied,  the  people  of  those 
countries  will  cooperate.  You  will  co¬ 
operate  any  time  when  you  have  a  bay¬ 
onet  in  your  back.  Those  who  fail  to  do 
so  will  either  occupy  a  mass  grave  or  be 
deported  to  some  slave-labor  camp  in  Si¬ 
beria. 

Quite  aside  from  our  moral  obligations 
and  our  sympathies  and  any  humanitar¬ 
ian  feelings  we  may  have,  we  simply 
cannot  afford  to  let  the  Russians  take 
over  the  industrial  areas  of  Western  Eu¬ 
rope.  There  are  others  who  have  con¬ 
tended,  with  somewhat  more  basis,  that 
Western  Europe  can  be  defended  without 
the  utilization  of  American  Ground 
Forces.  A  plausible  case  can  be  made 
out  that  by  sea  power  and  air  power 
alone,  we  can  render  sufficient  assist¬ 
ance  to  Western  European  nations;  and 
that  they  will  themselves  supply  the 
ground  armies.  This,  certainly,  would  be 
desirable  and  after  a  time  it  should  be¬ 
come  possible.  But  right  now  it  is  not 
feasible.  I  know  of  no  competent  mili¬ 
tary  authority  who  believes  that  at  this 
time  sea  power  and  air  power  alone  can 
protect  that  vital  area.  As  for  ground 
forces,  as  I  have  said  before,  there  are 
not  yet  sufficient  numbers.  In  short,  un¬ 
less  we  retain  and  strengthen  our  exist¬ 
ing  forces  there,  the  defense  of  West¬ 
ern  Europe  will  be  seriously  weakened, 
and  the  moral  effect  upon  our  potential 
allies  will,  in  my  opinion,  be  very  serious 
if  not  disastrous. 

There  is  an  obvious  popular  appeal  in 
furnishing  only  air  power  and  sea  power. 
It  is  a  clean,  fairly  comfortable  type  of 
warfare,  in  which  the  casualties  are  far 
lower,  and  for  which  we  would  prob¬ 
ably  not  have  to  draft  nearly  so  many 
American  boys. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Gavin!  has  expired. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  May  I  have  an  additional 
5  minutes,  Mr.  Chairman? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  sorry,  I  do  not 
have  the  time  to  spare. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  gentleman  five  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  thank  the  gentleman. 

Unfortunately,  however,  I  cannot  be¬ 
lieve,  especially  in  the  light  of  our  Ko¬ 
rean  experiences,  that  air  power  and  sea 
power  alone  can  be  decisive,  any  more 
than  I  would  want  to  send  American 
troops  into  combat  without  adequate  air 
support. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  ? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Does 
the  gentleman  know  that  air  power  has 
not  been  used  in  the  way  it  was  intended 
to  be  used  in  Korea,  by  going  behind  the 
Manchurian  line  and  cutting  off  the 
sources  of  supply? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Yes ;  I  fully  realize  it  has 
not  been  and  that  is  exactly  what  wTe 
do  not  want  to  happen  again.  We  do 
not  want  to  handicap  General  Eisen¬ 
hower.  We  do  not  want  to  put  him  in 
a  strait- jacket.  We  do  not  want  to 
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handcuff  him  and  shackle  him  and  put 
him  in  the  same  position. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  If  the 
gentleman  is  saying  that  our  war  in 
Korea  has  not  been  fought  by  utilizing 
every  weapon  that  we  had,  I  entirely 
agree. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Certainly.  I  realize  it 
has  not  been  fought  with  every  weapon; 
however,  for  your  information,  it  might 
be  interesting  to  you  to  know  that  we 
did  try  to  build  a  great  defense  program 
back  in  1948,  but  the  administration  cut 
us  back  from  $17,000,000,000  to  $14,000,- 
000,000.  Then  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Louis  Johnson,  cut  it  back  more.  He  cut 
back  the  70-group  Air  Force  to  48,  moth¬ 
balled  the  fleet,  canceled  the  carrier, 
skeletonized  the  Marine  Corps,  cut  back 
the  ground  forces,  and  then  when  we  did 
go  into  Korea  we  had  our  boys  going  over 
there  to  fight  tanks  with  carbines. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  That 
is  what  I  am  talking  about.  We  have 
not  been  able  to  use  our  Air  Force  to  the 
maximum  effect. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Certainly;  I  agree  with 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi;  and 
certainly  we  do  not  want  to  shackle 
General  Eisenhower  in  Europe. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Not  at  this  time.  Please 
permit  me  to  continue. 

If  we  learned  any  military  lesson  from 
our  campaigns  in  Europe  and  the  Pacific 
during  World  War  II,  it  is  that  success  in 
battle  depends  upon  well-trained  units 
and  the  closest  possible  coordination  of 
all  arms  and  services  at  the  decisive 
point.  And,  as  I  just  stated,  even  though 
in  a  technical  sense,  air  power  and  sea 
power  might  do  this  task,  the  effect  upon 
Western  Europe  of  withdrawing  our 
Army  would  be  more  serious  than  I  care 
to  contemplate.  The  popular  will  to 
resist  communism  would  be  weakened,  if 
not  destroyed  apd  the  Russians  and  their 
satellites  would  take  over  the  remaining 
countries  there,  one  by  one,  just  as  they 
took  over  Czechoslovakia  in  1948,  and 
endeavored  to  take  over  Italy  and 
France. 

My  conclusion  is  that  from  a  military 
point  of  view,  we  must  augment  and 
strengthen  our  defenses  in  Western 
Europe  at  this  time.  We  must  recognize, 
of  course,  that  there  are  limitations  to 
our  capacities,  and  we  should  face  the 
prospect,  as  I  hope  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  and  the  National  Security  Coun¬ 
cil  have,  that  we  may  find  after  a  time 
that  we  can  no  longer  carry  the  load  we 
have  assumed.  Certainly  the  burden  on 
the  American  taxpayer  is  heavy,  and  I 
regret  exceedingly  that  we  must  main¬ 
tain  such  a  large  standing  army  at  such 
terrific  cost.  Further,  in  my  opinion, 
these  efforts  will  come  to  naught  unless 
in  the  interval,  our  State  Department 
will  use  the  time  thus  gained  in  order  to 
obtain  and  organize  effective  allied 
armies  in  Spain  and  Germany. 

Therefore,  it  is  my  belief  that  at  this 
time  the  Congress  should  take  the  fol¬ 
lowing  action:  (a)  authorize  by  law,  a 
definite  strength  for  the  size  of  our 
Armed  Forces;  (b)  permit  the  dispatch 
of  troops  and  units,  within  such  strength 
of  the  types  required,  to  Europe,  without 
placing  General  Eisenhower  in  a  strait- 


jacket — in  other  words,  allow  reasonable 
flexibility  in  meeting  problems  as  they 
arise;  and  (c)  place  a  definite  time  limit 
on  this  program,  so  that  we  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  reexamine  it  after 
reasonable  period  has  elapsed,  say  a  year 
and  a  half. 

I  have  no  more  assurance  than  you 
that  this  program  will  work;  but  I  feel 
that  it  is  our  best,  indeed  our  only  hope, 
for  protecting  our  security  and  striving 
to  avert  large-scale  war  under  present 
conditions.  I  therefore  urge  you,  with¬ 
out  regard  to  your  opinions  as  to  past 
transactions,  or  any  overoptimistic  esti¬ 
mates  of  the  future,  to  support  the  pro¬ 
gram  of  strengthening  our  military  posi¬ 
tion,  and  increasing  our  troop  strength 
in  Europe.  We  must,  within  the  limits  of 
our  resources  and  economy,  and  without 
destroying  our  economy  through  infla¬ 
tion  and  bankruptcy,  build  up  a  strong, 
well-balanced  force,  organized  and  dis¬ 
posed  in  the  best  manner  possible  to  meet 
the  threats  to  our  security.  Military 
strength  alone  cannot  solve  our  prob¬ 
lems  in  the  absence  of  real  statecraft 
and  wise  diplomacy;  but  I  hope  that  this 
House — with  the  understanding  and  sup¬ 
port  of  the  American  people — will  pro¬ 
vide  the  essential  means  for  our  national 
security. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
20  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Cole], 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  have  purposely  waited  until  the 
last  day  of  general  debate  and  until  after 
other  Members  of  the  committee  and 
of  the  House  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
express  themselves  on  this  legislation 
which  is  of  so  great  importance  to  the 
welfare  of  the  country  and  such  an  im¬ 
pact  upon  the  lives  of  many  of  its  cit¬ 
izens  before  undertaking  to  give  'expres¬ 
sion  to  my  own  thoughts  on  the  subject. 

From  the  arguments  which  have  been 
made  to  date,  it  is  apparent  that  the 
major  objection  and  criticism  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  comes  from  the  minority  Members 
of  the  House.  As  a  Member  of  the  mi¬ 
nority  my  convictions  on  this  problem 
are  so  deep  that  I  feel  I  must  express 
them,  even  though  I  may  stand  alone  in 
the  position  which  I  have  taken. 

The  security  of  our  country  and  the 
welfare  of  millions  of  its  youth  cannot 
be  hammered  upon  the  anvil  of  political 
partisanship.  By  this  I  do  not  mean  to 
imply  nor  create  the  inference  that  par¬ 
tisanship  has  dominated  the  thoughts 
and  deliberations  of  any  Member  of  the 
House  but  it  is  obvious  from  many  of  the 
expressions  which  have  been  voiced  in 
this  debate  that  a  genuine  and  wide¬ 
spread  lack  of  confidence  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration,  both  political  and  military, 
prompts  many  to  approach  this  problem 
with  grave  misgivings.  Frankly,  I,  too, 
share  these  misgivings,  but  the  only  al¬ 
ternative  is  to  deny  to  the  military  au¬ 
thority  to  continue  the  draft  for  service 
and  refuse  to  take  the  initial  steps  neces¬ 
sary  for  a  long-range  defense  program 
through  a  system  of  universal  military 
training,  with  the  consequence  that  our 
national  security  may  be  placed  in 
grave  peril. 

Admittedly,  we  are  faced  with  a  choice 
of  two  evils:  the  granting  of  this  unpre¬ 
cedented  authority  to  an  administration 


whose  competence,  both  political  and 
military,  is  seriously  questioned,  or  to 
withhold  the  authority  with  the  obvious 
likelihood  that  our  national  security  may 
be  placed  in  jeopardy  and  the  'terrific 
price  again  be  required  to  be  paid  in 
dollars  and  lives  which  past  experience 
has  shown  to  be  inevitable. 

The  choice  is  not  an  easy  one;  either 
course  is  fraught  with  grave  conse¬ 
quences  but  between  two  evils,  I  choose 
the  former  with  great  reluctance.  The 
choice  is  made  with  some  degree  of  con¬ 
fidence,  based  perhaps  upon  hope,  that 
times  may  change  the  complexion  of  the 
administration  and  the  military.  The 
foreseeable  future  offers  no  reasonable 
expectation  that  times  will  remove  the 
need  for  a  strong  Military  Establishment 
to  protect  this  country. 

It  is  quite  apparent  from  the  discus¬ 
sion  on  the  bill  so  far  this  week  that  the 
major  criticism  has  been  centered  in 
that  portion  of  the  proposal  with  respect 
to  establishing  a  program  for  universal 
military  training.  There  seems  to  be  lit¬ 
tle.  if  any,  disagreement  with  the  need 
for  extension  of  the  draft  for  service. 
Consequently,  my  further  remarks  will 
be  devoted  to  a  discussion  of  some  of  the 
objections  that  have  been  raised. 

It  is  quite  understandable  that  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  a  proposal  such  as  this  should 
generate  a  degree  of  feeling  and  expres¬ 
sion  of  emotional  outburst.  Although 
a  pattern  for  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  has  been  recommended  for  three 
decades  by  many  of  our  most  outstand¬ 
ing  and  earnest  citizens  who  are  con¬ 
cerned  about  the  costs  of  our  national 
defense  and  the  effectiveness  of  the  Mil¬ 
itary  Establishment,  this  is  the  first 
time  that  such  a  legislative  proposal  has 
been  considered  by  the  House.  The  pro¬ 
posal  itself  is  contrary  to  all  of  our  his¬ 
toric  traditions.  It  is  contrary  to  our 
concepts  of  the  American  way  of  life.  .  It 
involves  disruption  of  all  American 
homes.  It  involves  interference  with 
the  lives  of  individual  young  men. 
It  provides  for  regimentation  under 
military  auspices  and  training  of  a 
military  nature.  It  entails  substan¬ 
tial  costs  in  money.  It  carries  the 
seeds  of  a  military  autocracy.  All  of 
these  are  repugnant  to  the  American 
thought.  Therefore,  it  is  entirely  natu¬ 
ral  that  the  feeling  of  the  Members 
should  be  one  of  resistance  to  embarking 
upon  a  program  such  as  this  for  the  first 
time  in  history,  especially  when  coupled 
with  the  thought  that  it  is  to  be  admin¬ 
istered  by  an  administration  which  lacks 
the  confidence  of  the  people. 

This  reluctance  I  feel,  however,  gen¬ 
erates  basically  from  the  emotions  of  the 
heart  rather  than  from  the  dictates  of 
the  mind.  It  is  not  necessary  for  a  per¬ 
son  to  be  in  a  high  position  or  in  the  in¬ 
ner  councils  of  Government  for  him  to 
realize  that  the  world  is  in  a  desperate 
situation.  With  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  men  engaged  in  conflict  in  Korea,  the 
peace  and  stability  of  the  world  is  threat¬ 
ened  in  many  places  throughout  the 
world,  all  of  them  stemming  from  the 
ambitious  designs  of  a  ruthless  godless 
handful  of  dictators  whose  power  is  great 
>  and  whose  cunning  is  sinister.  So  long 
as  this  threat  remains  it  is  imperative 
that  this  country  preserve  its  national 


1951 


3519 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


security  in  the  most  effective  means. 
This  can  best  be  accomplished  by  the 
expansion  of  its  own  defenses  and,  at  the 
same  time,  giving  assistance  and  leader¬ 
ship  to  the  other  countries  of  the  world 
who  likewise  are  threatened  with  the 
same  danger.  Only  the  blind  and  unrea¬ 
soning  person  would  deny  this  fact. 
Therefore,  it  is  quite  natural  that  there 
should  be  emotional  expressions  when 
our  mind  prompts  us  to  do  something 
which  our  heart  and  instinct  tells  us  is 
wrong  or  undesirable.  I  am  sure  the 
public  and  posterity  will  forgive  us. 

There  are  those  who  say  that  we  should 
defer  consideration  of  a  permanent 
training  program  until  after  the  need 
for  service  has  ended  and  the  world  pic¬ 
ture  has  clarified  materially.  It  is  the 
same  old  argument  as  has  been  voiced  in 
years  past.  The  arguments  voiced  this 
week  are  the  same  as  those  we  heard  a 
decade  ago  when  this  country  again  was 
faced  with  ruthless  aggression  by  law¬ 
less,  irresponsible,  and  godless  persons. 
It  has  voiced  many,  many  times  in  the 
past;  it  is  the  argument  of  not  trying  to 
repair  your  leaky  roof  while  it  is  rain¬ 
ing,  and  always  when  the  sun  shines  re¬ 
fusing  to  make  repairs  because  tempo¬ 
rarily  there  is  no  need  for  it.  In  my 
opinion  there  is  no  time  which  is  more 
appropriate  to  give  consideration  to  such 
a  program  than  right  now  when  we  in 
Congress  and  the  public  generally  are 
feeling  the  realities  of  war,  the  full  im¬ 
pact  of  mobilization,  of  disrupted  homes, 
of  manifold  economic  dislocations  and  of 
high  taxes  and  of  high  debt. 

What  are  the  alternatives?  We  all 
admit  that  the  country  cannot  bear  the 
terrific  financial  burden  of  a  large  stand¬ 
ing  army,  as  a  permanent  policy.  Most 
of  us  recognize  that  in  the  future  it  is 
unlikely  that  there  will  be  time  for  us  to 
prepare  and  equip  our  citizens  for  the 
Nation’s  defense  as  has  occurred  in  the 
past.  Scientific  progress  has  wiped  out 
the  walls  of  protection  previously  given 
to  us  by  the  oceans  around  us  and  the  air 
space  overhead.  We  cannot  be  sure 
what,  if  any,  allies  we  may  have  in  case 
hostilities  are  begun  by  this  gang  of 
brigands  who  are  bereft  of  reason  and 
recognize  only  the  power  of  force.  The 
time  is  no  more  appropriate  than  right 
now  for  us  to  give  thoughtful  considera¬ 
tion  to  a  permanent  program  which  will 
provide  the  country  with  a  degree  of  de¬ 
fense  which  our  economy  can  well  sup¬ 
port  without  serious  interference  with 
the  normal  pursuits  of  life.  This  bill 
does  not  establish  the  program  of  train¬ 
ing  itself,  it  simply  sets  in  motion  certain 
machinery  for  the  development  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  subsequently  to  be  approved  by 
this  or  successor  Congresses,  entirely  in 
keeping  with  the  wish  and  will  of  the 
people  at  all  times.  The  program  may 
be  changed  at  any  time  by  the  Congress. 
Control  of  the  nature  of  the  program 
and  its  continuance  remains  constantly 
within  the  hands  of  Congress  and  there 
is  no  dominating  voice  or  veto  coming 
from  either  the  military  of  the  Chief 
Executive. 

Argument  has  been  made  that  this  bill 
should  be  divided  into  separate  titles, 
one  dealing  with  the  draft  for  sexwice 


and  the  one  dealing  with  draft  for  train¬ 
ing.  I,  too,  feel  that  it  was  a  mistake 
at  the  beginning  to  have  the  two  phases 
of  this  problem,  both  of  which  are  com¬ 
mon  to  our  national  defense,  to  be  inter¬ 
woven  in  such  a  fashion  as  to  make  it 
difficult  for  the  Congress  to  understand 
or  to  give  expression  to  its  views  on  the 
two  issues  involved.  This  objection, 
however,  is  one  which  relates  to  the  form 
of  legislative  contents,  rather  than 
the  substance  of  the  legislation  itself. 
It  is  a  criticism  of  th  e  mechanics 
of  legislative  processes  rather  than  the 
contents  of  the  legislation.  As  the  bill 
is  now  written,  it  is  entirely  possible  for 
the  issues  to  be  drawn  by  appropriate 
amendment  by  which  the  Members  can 
voice  their  position  for  or  against  the 
program  for  military  training.  Conse¬ 
quently,  now  that  the  legislative  process 
has  progressed  to  this  point,  with  the 
two  matters  interwoven  in  the  fashion 
in  which  they  are,  I  feel  it  would  be  a 
serious  mistake  for  us,  at  this  late  date, 
to  try  to  completely  revise  the  bill  so  that 
two  matters  can  be  treated  separately 
and  distinctly.  The  opportunity  for  ex¬ 
pression  and  for  decision  on  the  major 
points  of  issue  can  be  resolved  without 
splitting  the  bill  into  its  several  titles. 
In  taking  this  position  I  recognize  that 
I  am  not  entirely  consistent  with  previ¬ 
ous  attitudes  on  the  subject;  however,  I 
am  more  interested  in  obtaining  affirma¬ 
tive  action  on  these  two  proposals  than 
I  am  in  the  legislative  niceties  of  statu¬ 
tory  draftsmanship. 

Complaint  is  also  made  that  the  bill 
contains  no  numerical  ceiling  on  the 
over-all  size  of  our  Military  Establish¬ 
ment.  With  this  complaint,  I  concur 
completely.  Historically,  the  Congress 
has  insisted  on  controlling  the  size  of  our 
Military  Establishment  by  imposition  of 
statutory  ceilings  on  the  number'  of 
people  within  the  components  of  the 
various  military  services,  except  during 
actual  wartime  operations.  Whether 
this  ceiling  should  be  fixed  at  3,200,000, 
3,500,000,  or  4,000,000  is  of  no  great  con¬ 
sequence  but  it  is  of  the  utmost  im¬ 
portance  that  some  ceiling,  within  those 
numbers,  he  imposed  and  by  the  imposi¬ 
tion  of  them,  the  Congress  is  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  control  the  size  of  our  Military 
Establishment  and  indirectly  control 
their  deployment,  which  leads  me  to 
another  major  objection  voiced  to  the 
bill. 

Argument  has  been  made  that  there 
is  no  limitation  upon  the  area  or  the 
places  where  troops  might  be  used  and 
that,  therefore,  the  Congress  has  lost 
control  of  our  national  defense  and 
failed  in  its  constitutional  responsibility. 
Even  though  this  country  has  engaged  in 
a  formal  pact  with  certain  countries  of 
northern  Europe  with  respect  to  our 
common  defense,  there  remains  strong 
resistance  to  the  implementation  of  this 
commitment  by  the  sending  of  troops 
abroad. 

First  let  me  emphasize  that  it  is  my 
firm  conviction  that  the  control  of  our 
Military  Establishment  should  always 
remain  with  the  Congress.  Any  respon¬ 
sible  Commander  in  Chief  should  wel¬ 
come  the  opportunity  of  sharing  his  re¬ 


sponsibility  with  the  Congress  in  making 
decisions  of  such  grave  consequence  as 
sending  military  forces  abroad  into  for¬ 
eign  areas.  It  was  a  mistake  of  the 
gravest  sort  for  the  President  to  have 
taken  the  position  that  it  was  within  his 
right  to  send  troops  to  Europe  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty  without 
consultation  with  or  approval  by  the 
Congress.  However,  the  proposal  to 
place  statutory  limitations  upon  the  use 
of  our  Armed  Forces  carries  with  it  con¬ 
sequences  of  such  grave  implications, 
that  I  fear  that  great  harm  might  be 
done  by  it.  Unforeseen  situations  de¬ 
velop  with  such  suddenness  and  rapidity 
in  these  modern  times  that  it  is  conceiv¬ 
able  any  rigid  limitation  on  the  geo¬ 
graphical  use  of  troops  would  impair  the 
Nation’s  security.  No  one,  except  a 
dozen  men  in  Moscow,  knows  what  the 
future  holds.  Can  we  afford  to  take  a 
chance  by  tying  the  hands  of  our  mili¬ 
tary?  I  think  not  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  control  by  and  responsibility  of  the 
Congress  is  reasonably  safeguarded 
through  the  imposition  of  a  numerical 
ceiling  on  the  over-all  strength  of  our 
Military  Establishment,  and,  too,  we 
must  remember  that  the  Congress  al¬ 
ways,  through  the  power  of  limitations 
upon  appropriation  bills,  retains  the 
control  of  our  Military  Establishment. 

Therefore,  strong  as  I  am  of  the  view¬ 
point  that  the  people,  through  Congress, 
must  always  keep  a  dominant  hand  upon 
the  size  and  use  of  our  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment,  as  between  writing  into  this 
legislation  a  restriction  against  the  use 
of  troops  in  any  particular  area  abroad 
which  runs  the  danger  of  seriously  un¬ 
dermining  our  national  security,  or  of 
relying  upon  a  numerical  ceiling  and  the 
appropriation  authority  of  Congress  to 
regulate  the  problem,  I  think  the  course 
of  wisdom  prompts  choice  of  the  latter. 

Another  factor  must  also  be  considered 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  What 
psychological  effect  will  such  a  restric¬ 
tion  have  upon  our  present  allies  and 
the  other  members  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Pact?  Already  we  hear  reverberations 
from  foreign  capitals  regarding  the  Sen¬ 
ate  action  a  couple  of  days  ago  in  its 
treatment  of  this  same  problem.  Such 
a  course  will  be  completely  misunder¬ 
stood  abroad — it  will  give  discourage¬ 
ment  to  our  friends  and  encouragement 
to  our  enemies. 

Now  the  final  major  objection  to  the 
proposal  is  that  the  program  for  mili¬ 
tary  training  contains  no  termination 
date.'  To  my  mind  that  is  one  of  the 
advantages  of  the  program  and  one  of 
the  strongest  arguments  in  its  favor.  It 
is  to  be  a  permanent  program,  designed 
to  develop  a  large  reservoir  of  civilians 
who,  at  one  time  during  their  lives,  have 
had  some  minimum  of  military  experi¬ 
ence  by  way  of  basic  military  training. 
I  can  think  of  nothing  which  would  be 
more  of  a  guaranty  against  this  country 
becoming  militaristic  than  that  each  of 
its  citizens  have  had  some  military  ex¬ 
perience  and  some  short  period  of  their 
life  spent  under  military  control. 

The  real  danger  of  a  system  of  perma¬ 
nent  universal  military  training  as  I  see 
it,  and  the  major  argument  against  it. 
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from  my  viewpoint,  is  that  by  adopting 
it  and  once  it  is  in  force  and  operation 
it  might  cause  the  country  to  acquire  a 
sense  of  false  security  in  the  belief  that 
since  all  of  its  citizens  have  had  military 
training,  therefore,  it  need  not  look  to 
the  other  phases  of  a  military  estab¬ 
lishment  which  are  so  essential  to  an 
adequate  military  defense,  such  as  a 
standing  army  of  adequate  size,  modern 
implements  of  war  and  equipment,  air¬ 
planes  and  guns"  and  tanks,  and  so  forth. 
However,  that  is  a  problem  for  the  future 
to  deal  with  and  is  not  of  immediate 
concern. 

But  the  reason  why,  in  my  view,  the 
training  program  should  have  no  termi¬ 
nation  date  but  rather  should  be  perma¬ 
nent  is  so  that  every  American  youth 
can  plan  his  life  in  such  fashion  that 
this  period  of  training  can  be  worked 
in  a  period  most  suitable  to  fit  his  pro¬ 
gram  of  life.  With  a  termination  date 
in  the  training  program  then  it  would 
be  the  tendency  for  each  individual  to 
defer  fulfilling  his  obligation  or  making 
plans  to  meet  it  in  the  hope  and  perhaps 
expectation  that  some  future  Congress 
would  fail  to  extend  the  law.  The  pub¬ 
lic  interest  is  amply  and  completely  safe¬ 
guarded  at  all  times  under  the  terms  of 
this  bill  with  respect  to  the  continuance 
of  a  training  program.  If  at  any  time  a 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  Congress 
representing  the  will  of  the  people  feel 
that  the  need  for  a  training  program 
no  longer  applies,  they  can  suspend  all 
further  inductions  into  the  training  pro¬ 
gram  by  simply  passing  a  concurrent 
resolution  which  does  not  require  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commander  in  Chief  or 
President. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  a  happy  deci¬ 
sion  that  prompts  me  to  support  this 
legislation.  Instinctively  I  rebel  against 
the  regimentation  of  the  military, 
against  the  thought  of  universal  con¬ 
scription  either  in  wartime  or  in  peace¬ 
time.  What  idealism  I  still  retain  after 
years  of  public  service  prompts  me  still 
to  shun  a  move  such  as  this  but  the  reali¬ 
ties  of  the  modern  world,  the  actualities 
of  recent  history,  and  the  evidence  of 
hostile  or  imperialistic  action  on  the  part 
of  the  Kremlin,  prompt  me  to  support  it. 

As  between  choosing  conscription  for 
national  defense,  of  giving  every  citizen 
some  degree  of  training,  or  following  the 
only  other  course  through  which  our  na¬ 
tional  defense  can  be  maintained,  that 
of  having  a  large  standing  army  of  pro¬ 
fessionals  at  a  vast  and  terrific  financial 
cost  and  of  maintaining  a  reserve  force 
of  substantial  size,  I  prefer  the  former: 
a  small  well-trained  professional  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  and  a  tremendous 
reservoir  of  trained  civilians. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  may  be  some  who 
hesitate  and  equivocate  on  this  proposal, 
there  may  be  some  who  counsel  delay, 
there  may  be  those  who  voice  fear  and 
apprehension  for  the  effect  that  this  pro¬ 
gram  will  have  upon  our  moral  and  civic 
life,  but  as  for  me,  I  am  ready  to  act,  I 
am  ready  to  decide  now  and  for  those 
actions  and  those  decisions  I  am  ready 
to  answer  to  my  country,  to  my  con¬ 
science,  to  my  posterity,  and  to  my  God. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
40  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Ala¬ 
bama  [Mr.  deGraffenried], 


Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  wish  it  had  been  the  opportunity 
and  privilege  of  every  Member  of  the 
House  to  listen  to  the  learned  discussion 
which  has  taken  place  during  this  de¬ 
bate  thus  far  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle. 
I  also  wish  it  had  been  their  privilege 
to  be  present  to  have  just  heard  the  re¬ 
marks  of  my  distinguished  colleague 
from  New  Yosk,  a  member  of  our  com¬ 
mittee,  who  I  believe  is  admired  and 
whose  views  are  respected  by  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  the  House. 

I  have  listened  to  the  statements  made 
here  today  and  the  debates  that  have 
taken  place  in  the  last  few  days;  I  lis¬ 
tened  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Gavin]  and  his  very  fine  re¬ 
marks,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Cole],  and  after  listening  to  them 
and  to  the  remarks  of  our  distin¬ 
guished  colleague  from  California  [Mr. 
Johnson],  and  possibly  others  from 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle,  I  have  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  this  bill  is  going 
to  receive  considerable  support  from 
both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and  that  this  is  a 
bill  which  I  believe,  when  it  finally  comes 
out  of  the  House,  will  not  only  represent 
the  views  of  the  majority  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle,  but  also  will  represent  the  views  of 
a  majority  of  the  American  people. 

As  has  been  said  during  these  debates, 
a  Member  of  the  House  has  to  be  close 
to  his  people.  He  is  naturally  close  to 
his  people.  Sometimes  we  have  to  advo¬ 
cate  measures,  in  order  to  satisfy  our 
conscience,  which  a  majority  of  our  con¬ 
stituents  might  not  at  that  particular 
time  endorse.  But,  ordinarily,  realizing 
the  fact  that  we  are  their  representa¬ 
tives,  we  try  to  represent  their  views — 
the  views  of  a  majority  of  them — as  far 
as  we  can  conscientiously  do  so. 

When  this  bill  came  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  I  wondered  about  the  advisa¬ 
bility  of  reducing  the  draft  age  below 
19.  If  you  will  pardon  a  personal  ref¬ 
erence,  there  have  been  other  personal 
references  made  during  these  debates,  so 
please  pardon  me  for  making  a  personal 
reference. 

I  had  three  sons  in  the  last  World  War. 
One  of  them  was  taken  into  the  Army 
immediately  after  he  graduated  from 
high  school,  and  served  as  a  GI  in  Eu¬ 
rope  in  the  Third  Armored  Division  of 
the  First  Army.  He  was  wounded  twice 
in  Germany.  My  eldest  son  served  in 
the  Navy  in  foreign  service,  both  in  the 
Pacific  and  Atlantic  areas,  for  several 
years.  My  second  eldest  son  was  in  the 
Army  and  served  in  the  Pacific,  on 
Saipan,  for  a  considerable  period  of  time. 
So  I  realize  the  heartaches  of  the  par¬ 
ents  of  America  when  they  consider  the 
thought  of  their  18-year-old  boys  being 
taken  away  from  home  and  sent  into 
combat  areas  at  such  a  tender  age.  I 
consulted  with  our  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  about  that  matter,  and  considered 
it,  and  I  probably  never  would  have  per¬ 
suaded  myself  to  vote  to  reduce  the  age 
below  19  if  I  had  not  been  convinced  by 
what  my  distinguished  chairman  said 
and  by  what  General  Marshall  and 
others  said  when  they  testified  before 
our  committee  that  we  had  to  do  that  if 
we  intended  to  make  the  pool  large 
enough  so  that  some  of  these  deseiwing 


Reservists,  many  of  whom  had  reached 
an  age  beyond  which  the  present  draft  or 
this  bill  and  who  were  in  service,  some 
with  a  family  back  home  who  had  put  in 
years  of  service  in  the  last  war,  could 
come  home.  It  was  obvious  that  it  was 
necessary  for  us  to  reduce  the  age  limit 
if  they  were  to  be  brought  home  within 
a  reasonable  time,  so  I  agreed  to  support 
the  bill  reducing  the  age  to  18  V2.  But 
I  want  to  say  that  I  agree  thoroughly 
with  what  has  been  said  many  times  on 
this  floor,  to  the  effect  that  the  average 
18-year-old  boy  has  not  the  discretion 
that  a  man  on  the  front  lines  should 
have.  It  is  heart-rending  for  me  to 
think  of  the  number  that  we  have  at 
that  age  and  younger  today.  We  did, 
however,  place  in  this  bill  a  provision 
that  no  18-year-old  boy  could  be  sent 
into  a  combat  area  outside  the  territorial 
limits  of  the  United  States  or  its  terri¬ 
tories  or  possessions,  and  I  think  that 
when  we  did  so  we  placed  a  very  im¬ 
portant  provision  in  the  bill. 

I  know  that  when  you  talk  to  many  of 
the  generals  they  say  there  is  not  much 
difference  between  boys  of  17,  18, 19,  and 
20,  and  that  some  of  them  at  18  are  just 
as  mature  as  others  at  20;  yet  we  know 
a  boy  who  is  not  quite  mature  when  he 
reaches  18  is  certainly  a  little  more  so 
when  he  reaches  19,  and  that  on  the 
average  boys  of  19  and  20  are  more  ma¬ 
ture  than  those  of  18. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Would  the  gentleman 
state  to  the  Committee  that  the  Defense 
Department  proved  beyond  doubt  that 
they  had  to  have  our  18-year-olds? 

Mr.  DEGRAFFENRIED.  I  could  not 
say  that  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas; 
I  could  not  say  that  they  proved  beyond 
doubt.  I  say  after  listening  to  General 
Marshall  and  others  who  testified  before 
our  committee,  and  after  conferring  with 
our  chairman  and  other  members  of  the 
committee  who  have  been  in  Congress 
much  longer  than  I,  that  I  decided  it  was 
necessary  as  far  as  my  own  vote  was 
concerned. 

I  would  like  to  state  one  reason  why 
we  have  reduced  these  standards  for  in¬ 
duction.  I  called  on  selective  service 
headquarters  to  give  me  as  nearly  as 
they  could  the  percentage  of  young  men 
subject  to  the  draft  who  had  been  re¬ 
jected  for  all  reasons.  They  did  sub¬ 
mit  to  me  a  list  of  the  various  States 
and  the  percentage  of  rejections  for  the 
months  from  the  1st  of  July  through  Oc¬ 
tober  of  1950.  You  would  be  astounded 
at  some  of  the  figures. 

In  one  great  State  of  the  Union  the 
percentage  of  rejections  was  60.7  percent 
of  all  examined  for  mental  reasons  alone, 
and  that  included  many  boys  in  high 
school,  as  brought  out  by  our  colleague 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Durham] .  In  my  section  of  the  country, 
the  southern  area,  the  average  for  12 
States  was  34.9  of  rejection  for  mental 
reasons  alone.  The  physical  rejections 
were  very  small — around  5  or  6  percent. 
In  areas  all  over  the  United  States  the 
percentage  of  rejections  for  mental  rea¬ 
sons  alone  ran  to  approximately  20  per¬ 
cent — I  believe  it  was  18.7  percent  to  be 
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exact.  That  is  all  in  the  record  of  the 
hearings.  Those  figures  were  introduced 
by  me  in  the  hearings.  So  we  concluded 
that  in  order  to  make  this  pool  sufficient¬ 
ly  large  these  standards  of  induction 
should  be  reduced  to  where  they  were 
back  in  January  of  1945. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  want 
to  congratulate  my  distinguished  friend 
for  putting  those  facts  before  the  com¬ 
mittee.  That  is,  in  my  dpinion,  the  rea¬ 
son  why  the  selective  service  part  of  this 
bill  certainly  must  be  passed.  May  I  also 
ask  the  gentleman,  who  is  a  member  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee,  whether 
he  would  not  think  it  proper  that  we 
amend  the  bill  now  before  the  House  to 
provide  that  the  pool  of  eligible  reg¬ 
istrants  between  the  ages  of  19  and  28 
shall  be  exhausted  before  we  start  draft¬ 
ing  the  18y2-year-old  boys? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  that  I 
think  his  suggestion  is  a  very  worthy 
one  to  be  considered,  worthy  of  the  seri¬ 
ous  and  deliberate  consideration  of  the 
Members  of  this  House,  but  I  want  to 
say  also  that  we  should  consider  on  the 
other  side  of  the  picture  the  way  we  have 
this  bill  written  a  man  does  not  have  to 
speculate  as  to  when  that  other  pool  is 
going  to  be  exhausted.  He  does  not  have 
to  sit  back  and  wonder:  Well,  how  long 
will  it  be  before  I  am  going  to  be  called 
in.  “Should  I  continue  to  pursue  what 
I  am  doing  now  or  what  should  I  do?’’ 
Under  the  way  we  have  it  written,  he 
knows  when  he  becomes  18  *4  years  of 
age,  unless  he  is  deferred,  that  he  is 
going  to  be  called  into  the  service  of 
his  country.  He  does  not  have  to  spec¬ 
ulate. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  The 
gentleman  is  right  in  his  contention  that 
many  are  being  rejected  because  of  their 
failure  to  pass  the  mental  examination. 
But,  can  the  gentleman  explain  to  me  the 
paradox  of  rejecting  these  thousands  of 
young  men  on  the  one  hand  because  they 
are  not  able  to  pass  the  examination,  yet 
on  the  other  hand  deferring  75,000  men  a 
year  because  they  happen  to  be  intel- 
lcctuals 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Well,  I  will 
say  this  to  my  colleague  that  we  do  not 
have  any  provision  in  our  bill  to  defer 
75,000.  That  is  in  the  Senate  bill. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  The 
gentleman  will  admit,  though,  that  it 
has  been  proposed  again  and  again  by 
competent  authorities. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Yes. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Intel¬ 
lectual  authorities. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Yes. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  hesitate  to  ask 
the  gentleman  this  question  because  he 
has  been  very  fair,  calm,  and  collected 


in  his  discussion  of  this  matter.  I  can¬ 
not  understand  why  the  system  whereby 
the  people  were  drafted  in  1917  and  went 
to  war  and  built  up  manpower  enough 
to  beat  the  world  is  not  just  as  good 
now. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Well,  I  re¬ 
spect  the  views  of  my  colleague  from 
Massachusetts  very  highly. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  was  very  much  in¬ 
terested  in  the  gentleman’s  statement 
concerning  deferment  for  mental 
causes.  I  have  heard  from  people  in 
some  parts  of  the  United  States  that 
today  some  of  these  young  men,  smart 
alecks,  if  you  please,  have  discovered 
that  if  they  commit  a  misdemeanor  they 
could  be  deferred,  so  they  have  com¬ 
mitted  misdemeanors  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Well,  I  do 
not  know  about  that. 

Now  I  have  some  other  things  that  I 
want  to  discuss.  In  our  investigation 
and  hearings  which,  as  has  already  been 
stated,  lasted  over  a  period  of  months, 
we  also  found  that  in  the  high  schools 
of  this  country — and  we  are  all  anxious 
for  our  boys  to  receive  a  high-school 
education;  we  think  they  are  certainly 
entitled  to  that — over  120,000  graduated 
last  year  after  they  became  19  years 
of  age,  and  we  did  not  think  it  was  right 
to  take  a  man  out  of  high  school  in 
March  or  April  or  May  when  he  was 
going  to  graduate  shortly  thereafter. 
That  is  why  we  placed  the  provision  in 
the  bill  that  a  man  in  high  school  in 
his  senior  year,  who  was  pursuing  his 
course  satisfactorily,  should  not  be 
drafted  before  his  20th  birthday  or  his 
graduation,  whichever  should  come  first. 
We  tried  not  to  discriminate  against 
anyone  in  this  bill.  We  did  defer  all 
the  members  of  ROTC  senior  units,  and 
we  did  have  a  provision  in  here  that 
would  defer  a  man  to  the  present  aca¬ 
demic  year  before  he  was  to  go,  if  he 
was  called,  and  we  had  another  broad 
provision  in  here  under  which  it  was 
announced  a  day  or  two  ago  that  a 
method  was  going  to  be  devised  whereby 
a  mental  test  would  be  given  and  then 
in  addition  to  that  men  in  their  fresh¬ 
man  year,  in  the  first  half  of  their  class 
and  in  the  first  two-thirds  in  the  sopho¬ 
more  year  and  three-fourths  in  the  jun¬ 
ior  year  might  be  deferred. 

There  is  a  great  university  in  my  home 
town,  the  University  of  Alabama.  I 
naturally  have  the  interest  of  that  in¬ 
stitution  at  heart.  I  have  the  education 
of  the  youth  of  this  country  at  heart  and 
in  mind.  I  know  we  need  to  preserve 
all  the  brains  and  technical  skill  we.  can. 
At  the  same  time,  as  I  said  a  few  mo¬ 
ments  ago  when  I  asked  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Durham]  to 
yield,  and  read  from  these  hearings,  the 
thought  occurred  to  me  that  we  might  be 
giving  them  too  much  leeway,  that  there 
was  no  limit  to  the  deferments  they 
might  make. 

After  listening  to  General  Hershey,  for 
whose  views  I  have  a  good  deal  of  re¬ 
spect,  I  wondered  how  that  provision 
would  be  put  into  effect  and  whether  we 


would  ultimately,  without  intending  to 
do  so,  while  trying  to  preserve  the  brains 
and  skill  of  this  country,  yet  make  too 
much  of  a  discrimination  between  the 
man  who  is  able  to  go  to  college  and  the 
one  who  is  not;  because  when  I  look  at 
this  proposition  of  service  to  our  coun¬ 
try,  I  do  not  think  that  just  a  temporary 
interruption  in  a  man’s  education  always 
means  that  he  will  not  come  back  and 
finish. 

If  you  will  pardon  another  personal 
reference,  may  I  say  that  three  of  my 
boys  were  in  the  service  for  a  period  of 
years.  Each  came  back  and  completed 
his  education.  Two  are  practicing  law 
in  Tuscaloosa  now.  The  other  took  a 
master’s  degree  out  in  California  but  is 
now  back  in  the  Navy,  and  has  been 
serving  in  Korea  and  Japan. 

So  while  it  might  interfere  with  a 
man’s  education,  we  do  not  want  to  dis¬ 
criminate  too  much,  because  when  a  man 
has  the  determination  to  get  an  educa¬ 
tion  in  these  days  he  can  do  it.  How 
many  of  you  know  men  who  worked  their 
v/ay  through  college?  I  am  looking  at 
one  of  my  colleagues  right  here,  from 
Alabama,  who  deserves  all  the  credit  in 
the  world.  If  a  man  wants  hard  enough 
to  get  an  education,  he  usually  finds  the 
way  to  do  it,  even  though  it  is  delayed. 

As  far  as  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  part  of  this  bill  is  concerned,  he 
would  lose  only  6  months.  Five  hundred 
thousand  men  will  be  taken  away  from 
their  education  for  a  period  of  6  months’ 
training,  and  then  placed  in  the  Re¬ 
serves.  Any  man  who  will  let  6  months 
of  basic  training  interfere  with  his  col¬ 
lege  education  just  does  not  want  an 
education. 

Mr.  AYRES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  AYRES.  I  congratulate  the  gen¬ 
tleman  on  his  three  fine  sons,  and  also 
on  his  son  who  went  into  the  service  at 
18.  I  believe  the  gentleman  has  pre¬ 
sented  a  very  convincing  argument,  that 
perhaps  the  boys  of  18  are  too  young  to 
be  drafted.  My  question  is  this :  If  they 
are  too  young  at  18  to  be  drafted,  why 
should  we  permit  them  to  enlist  and  be 
turned  over  to  the  military  under  their 
sole  jurisdiction? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Does  the 
gentleman  mean.  Why  should  they  be 
permitted  to  enlist  at  18  or  under? 

Mr.  AYRES.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  One  of  our 
greatest  States  in  this  Union  is  known 
as  the  Volunteer  State.  When  you  find 
a  man  who  is  adventurous  enough  and 
feels  that  he  is  mature  enough  to  enlist, 
we  have  always  given  him  that  privilege. 
But  I  cannot  see  as  a  matter  of  logic 
from  that,  that  we  should  say,  “When 
you  boys  become  18,  we  are  going  to 
force  you  to  go  into  the  service  whether 
you  want  to  or  not.” 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  We  know  that  many 
18-year-old  volunteers  have  made  ex¬ 
cellent  soldiers.  The  Marine  Corps  par¬ 
ticularly  would  testify  to  that.  As  th@l 
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gentleman  says,  some  18-year-old  boys 
are  mature  and  some  are  not.  The  boy 
who  volunteers  is  the  mature  18 -year- 
old.  If  he  is  not,  he  has  ho  desire  to 
volunteer  and  his  parents  will  not  let 
him.  But  when  you  put  out  the  dragnet 
you  get  the  mature  and  the  immature 
at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENREID.  I  agree  with 
the  gentleman. 

So  in  regard  to  the  educational  mat¬ 
ter  I  have  been  bothered  more  by  that 
in  connection  with  this  bill  than  any¬ 
thing  else  in  the  bill.  My  distinguished 
colleague  from  Texas  has  offered  an 
amendment  which,  if  adopted  by  the 
House,  would  leave  it  to  the  local  boards, 
as  I  understand  it,  to  fix  the  matter  of 
deferments  just  like  they  are  handling 
it  now.  I  suggest  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  that  the  proposed  amendment  is 
certainly  worthy  of,  their  serious  consid¬ 
eration. 

Another  amendment,  if  we  do  not 
adopt  that  one,  which  I  think  could  be 
seriously  considered  by  the  House,  would 
be,  in  addition  to  the  ROTC  units  that 
we  are  deferring,  and  in  addition  to  the 
statutory  period  of  deferment  to  the  end 
of  the  academic  year,  to  place  a  top  limit 
on  the  number,  say  from  300,000  to  400,- 
000,  who  in  addition  could  be  deferred, 
and  put  some  limit  on  them  beyond 
which  they  could  not  go.  That  is  sim¬ 
ply  a  matter  for  the  Members  of  the 
House  to  consider. 

To  get  down  to  the  UMT  part  of  this 
program.  We  are  all  in  favor — or  prac¬ 
tically  all  of  us— in  favor  of  continuing 
the  draft.  We  may  not  all  agree  it  is 
necessary  to  go  below  19.  Some  of  us 
may  think  we  ought  to  go  to  18.  But 
we  all  realize  the  seriousness  of  the  sit¬ 
uation  today.  Therefore,  there  is  not 
too  much  discussion  or  debate  here  about 
continuing  the  draft.  I  want  to  say  to 
my  friends  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  that 
regardless  of  what  you  advocate  here  to¬ 
day  I  know  you  are  sincere  in  what  you 
believe.  You  may  be  right.  None  of  us 
knows  when  he  is  right  or  when  he  is 
wrong.  But  I  believe  you  certainly  are 
sincere.  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri  I  regard  him  very  highly,  as  he 
knows.  .1  know  he  is  sincere  in  every¬ 
thing  that  he  has  told  the  House.  I 
know  how  he  loves  freedom  and  how  he 
loves  liberty.  I  know  what  is  in  his 
heart.  I  admire  him  and  respect  him. 
But  I  say  to  you  gentlemen  that  we  are 
now  in  probably  as  serious  a  time  as  we 
have  ever  been  in.  Universal  military 
training  is  something  I  have  always  be¬ 
lieved  in.  I  have  always  believed  we 
should  have  it  in  some  form.  I  myself 
am  not  afraid  of  this  country  being  Prus¬ 
sianized.  I  believe  we  had  over  four  and 
one-half  million  men  in  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  First  World  War  and  probably 
over  13,000,000  men  in  the  Second  World 
War.  I  do  not  see  any  danger  now  of 
this  country  becoming  militarized  or 
Prussianized.  I  do  not  believe  the  peo¬ 
ple  feel  that  way  about  it.  But  I  do  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  people  of  America  today 
an>  more  concerned  about  our  lack  of 
preparedness  and  our  failure  to  prepare, 
than  they  are  about  us  becoming  mili¬ 
tarized  or  Prussianized. 


Certainly  if  you  are  really  for  universal 
military  training  with  the  concessions 
that  have  been  made  here,  as  our  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  stated  yesterday  that 
this  plan  to  be  brought  back  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  could  be  amended  on  the  floor  of 
the  House,  and  could  be  rejected  or  ac¬ 
cepted,  you  will  find  that  acceptable.  So 
we  on  the  committee  have  never  con¬ 
templated  that  any  Commission  which 
was  later  appointed  could  just  write  any 
kind  of  a  plan  they  wanted  to  and  come 
up  here  and  jam  it  down  the  throats  of 
the  Congress.  We  never  had  that  in 
mind  at  all.  To  show  you  we  were  think¬ 
ing  about  the  importance  of  the  civilian 
in  America,  we  have  a  provision  in  the 
bill  that  this  Commission  must  be  com¬ 
posed  of  three  civilians  and  one  mem¬ 
ber  from  the  Reserve  and  one  from  the 
Regular  Establishment.  I  believe  that 
a  provision  is  written  in  the  bill  which 
provides  that  the  chairman  must  be  a 
civilian. 

So  we  had  that  in  mind  and  we  always 
thought  that  regardless  of  the  provision 
of  this  concession  which  was  made  here 
yesterday  about  being  permitted  to  make 
amendments  on  the  floor  of  the  House, 
that  we  we  would  have  some  distin¬ 
guished  members  of  that  Commission  to 
help  us  in  submitting  a  proper  plan. 

What  would  you  say,  for  example,  if 
the  former  distinguished  Senator  from 
New  York,  Mr.  Wadsworth,  would  hap¬ 
pen  to  become  a  member  of  that  Com¬ 
mission?  It  has  never  been  our  idea 
that  we  would  just  have  some  mediocre 
men  on  that  Commission.  Of  course,  we 
have  no  way  of  knowing  just  who  would 
be  appointed  to  the  Commission,  but  we 
always  had  in  mind  that  they  would 
come  back  to  the  committee  with  a  plan. 
From  time  to  time  they  would  be  con¬ 
sulting  with  various  members  of  our 
committee,  and  particularly  our  chair¬ 
man,  about  that  plan.  You  know  they 
would  be  getting  his  advice  and  sugges¬ 
tions,  and  the  advice  and  suggestions  of 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday], 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks],  and  the  gentleman  on  the  mi¬ 
nority,  and  when  this  plan  came  back  to 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  it  would 
have  their  views  already  in  it,  to  some 
extent.  Then,  when  we  got  through 
talking  about  it,  before  we  ever  brought 
it  to  the  House,  we  would  have  a  confer¬ 
ence  with  them  and  talk  it  over.  Then, 
when  that  measure  finally  comes  to  the 
floor  of  the  House,  it  will  represent  the 
combined  views  of  the  members  of  the 
Commission  and  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Does  the  gentleman 
believe  you  will  ever  have  a  better  Com¬ 
mission  than  you  have  already  had,  and 
does  the  gentleman  believe  you  will  have 
any  better  information  than  you  have 
now?  Does  not  the  committee  have  suf¬ 
ficient  information  right  now  to  go  ahead 
and  write  a  universal  military  training 
bill? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  will  say  to 
my  distinguished  colleague  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Teague]  that  we  know  if  we  write 


a  bill  now  it  is  not  going  into  effect  now. 
If  the  plan  goes  into  effect  2  years  from 
now,  it  might  be  well  for  us  to  consider 
and  deliberate  about  the  plan  for  the 
next  2  years.  It  would  be  well  for  the 
Commission  to  consider  it  quite  a  while 
and  for  us  to  consider  it  quite  a  while. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Can  the  gentleman 
think  of  any  more  important  job  that  a 
man  could  be  appointed  to  do  than  to 
figure  out  a  sound,  long-range  military 
policy  for  the  United  States,  to  secure  its 
citizens  and  its  institutions?  It  is  ob¬ 
vious  that  we  can  command  the  best 
talent  in  the  United  States  for  this  job. 
The  President,  I  hope,  will  select  such 
men.  They  will  be  available  to  him. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  cannot.  I 
say  to  the  members  of  the  committee  we 
have  to  face  this  matter  of  universal 
military  training  sooner  or  later,  and  we 
might  as  well  face  it  today.  Sometimes 
we  might  be  a  little  better  off  if  there  was 
some  reason  for  acting  than  if  we  try  to 
act  on  it  after  we  get  back  into  a  period 
of  complacency.  The  able  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short],  in  present¬ 
ing  this  matter  before  the  committee 
the  other  day  made  the  statement  that 
we  had  demobilized  too  rapidly  after  the 
last  world  war.  I  agree.  But  why? 
Because  we  had  all  gone  back  into  a 
spirit  of  complacency;  because  every 
time  Russia  makes  a  threat  against  us 
we  get  serious  and  say  we  are  going  to  do 
something  about  it.  When  the  troops 
start  losing  ground  in  Korea,  and  I  pause 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  read 
yesterday  our  casualties  last  week  were 
over  1,400  over  there,  but  when  these 
things  happen  we  say  we  have  to  do 
something  about  it.  Then  the  next  thing 
you  know,  Russia  starts  talking  about 
peace  and  makes  some  flimsy,  friendly 
gesture,  and  we  get  right  back  into  the 
same  spirit  of  complacency  that  we  did 
when  we  demobilized  too  quickly  after 
the  last  World  War. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  The  gentle¬ 
man  has  made  a  good  point.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  danger  of  Prussian  ele¬ 
ments  in  a  universal  military-training 
program  need  not  be  feared  in  America. 
It  is  inherent  in  our  national  point  of 
view.  I  do  not  want  to  take  too  much 
of  the  gentleman’s  time,  but  I  simply 
wish  to  concur  in  his  general  proposi¬ 
tion  regarding  the  distinction  between 
the  Prussian  type  of  military  training 
and  the  kind  that  undoubtedly  would  be 
evolved  in  this  country  where  our  tradi¬ 
tion  is  contrary  to  the  Prussian  point  of 
view.  In  other  words,  it  was  not  the  fact 
that  training  was  universal  which  made 
Prussianism  the  odious  thing  that  it 
was.  It  was  rather  the  philosophy  of  a 
national  leadership  devoted  to  dicta¬ 
torial  power  which  produced  terrible  re¬ 
sults.  The  democratic  ideal  in  America 
will  be  embraced  in  a  universal  type  of 
training  if  we  hold  on  to  the  basic  ideals 
of  this  country.  And  if  we  should  lose 
those  ideals  nothing  would  save  us  any¬ 
way. 
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Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED,  I  appreciate 
the  contribution  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas.  I  cannot  yield  further  at  this 
time,  Mr.  Chairman. 

I  want  to  say  in  conclusion  that  we 
have  heard  lots  here  today  and  through¬ 
out  this  debate  about  what  happened 
in  past  years,  the  mistakes  of  the  past, 
and  all  that ;  and  I  admit  that  there  have 
been  many  mistakes,  but  let  us  remind 
ourselves  that  here  we  are  in  April  1951 
facing  the  future  and  it  is  our  responsi¬ 
bility  to  prepare  our  country  for  what 
we  face. 

We  have  got  to  get  behind  something 
and  somebody;  we  have  got  to  unite  on 
some  plan;  we  have  got  to  have  a  fixed 
plan  that  cannot  change  from  day  to 
day.  I  tell  you  right  now  that  we  should 
have  confidence  in  our  present  military 
leadership,  in  General  Eisenhower,  Gen¬ 
eral  Bradley,  and  these  men  who  suc¬ 
cessfully  led  us  through  the  last  war. 
If  we  have  not,  in  whom  can  we  have 
confidence?  We  are  not  going  to  have 
any  others.  If  we  destroy  the  confidence 
of  the  people  in  them  we  destroy  their 
confidence  in  the  men  who  have  got  to 
lead  us  through  the  next  war  if  we  have 
one.  It  is  illogical  to  do  that. 

When  General  Eisenhower  came  over 
here  I  had  met  him  once  when  we  went 
over  to  the  Pentagon  a  year  or  two  ago,  I 
sat  at  table  with  him  and  had  lunch. 
But  I  never  knew  the  man  really  until 
he  addressed  the  Members  of  both 
Houses  of  Congress  and  then  came  be¬ 
fore  our  committee  and  the  Foreign  Af- 
’  fairs  Committee  and  submitted  to  ques¬ 
tioning  for  a  number  of  hours,  then  that 
night  talked  to  the  American  people.  I 
listened  to  him  again,  I  just  had  net  had 
enough  of  what  he  had  said  and  I  lis¬ 
tened  to  him  again  when  he  talked  to  the 
American  people  over  the  radio.  I  want 
to  tell  you  that  that  man  inspired  a  feel¬ 
ing  of  absolute  confidence  in  me  and  I 
felt  that  he  was  one  man  who  could  suc¬ 
cessfully  lead  us  should  we  be  forced  into 
another  war. 

He  accepted  the  responsibility  which 
he  has  today  not  because  he  wants  it, 
for  he  has  had  all  the  honors  any  man 
could  possibly  want ;  he  accepted  it  mere¬ 
ly  as  an  act  of  patriotism  to  try  to  keep 
us  in  or  restore  us  to  peace.  It  is  just 
too  bad  if  we  cannot  get  together  under 
his  leadership. 

The  day  after  he  got  through  here  I 
picked  up  a  paper  and  read  either  an 
editorial  or  article  which  said  that  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  in  what  he  was  doing 
was  simply  the  tool  of  Dean  Acheson.  I 
laid  the  paper  down ;  I  felt  discouraged  ; 
I  just  felt  that  now,  what  America  needs 
is  a  real  leader  and  she  has  one  in  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower,  and  can  we  not  all  get 
together  on  any  one  thing? 

He  says  that  the  way  he  outlined  is 
the  way  to  preserve  peace,  and  I  believe 
with  the  experience  that  he  has  had  we 
should  follow  his  suggestions  of  leader¬ 
ship.  Talk  about  a  military  dictatorship 
and  people  being  afraid  of  it  and  afraid 
of  being  Prussianized,  why,  as  one  gen¬ 
tleman,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  said  here  today,  there  is  not  any 
man  in  America  more  popular  with  the 
people  of  America  than  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  right  now.  I  agree  with  what  he 


said  about  that.  What  the  people  are 
afraid  of  is  that  we  are  going  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  stay  unprepared. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Not  be¬ 
ing  critical  at  all,  may  I  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  if  he  thinks  that  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  or  someone  else  determines 
whether  we  shall  take  part  in  war? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  do  not  think 
anybody  has  a  determination  of  whether 
we  take  part  in  a  war;  I  think  it  largely 
depends  upon  what  Russia  does. 

Much  has  been  said  about  UMT.  I  do 
not  care  exactly  what  plan  of  UMT  you 
work  out,  I  believe  we  must  have  some 
meritorious  plan  of  UMT  to  secure  the 
future.  If  we  are  for  UMT  let  us  support 
the  bill,  let  us  go  on  record  as  being  for 
UMT  or  being  against  it. 

Now,  as  to  what  the  local  posts  of  the 
Legion  and  veterans  think  about  this 
matter,  let  me  say  this :  There  has  been 
seme  talk  about  it  being  supported  by 
only  those  higher  up  in  the  Legion.  Here 
is  a  latter  from  Chilton  County  Post,  No. 
6,  of  Clanton,  Ala.,  not  written  lately  but 
back  in  March,  asking  me  to  support  this 
measure  in  full,  requesting  that  I  sup¬ 
port  it  as  a  cne-package  proposition. 
Here  is  a  telegram  from  George  Huddle¬ 
ston,  Jr.,  department  commander  of  the 
American  Legion  at  Birmingham,  Ala., 
supporting  it.  My  son  is  commander  of 
the  Farley  W.  Moody  Post  at  Tuscaloosa, 
Ala.  I  know  they  are  for  it.  Here  is  a 
letter  from  the  auxiliary  ladies  of  the 
Farley  W.  Moody  Post,  No.  34,  of  Tusca¬ 
loosa,  Ala.,  requesting  that  I  support  the 
universal  military  training  bill  now  on 
the  calendar. 

I  have  others  here,  including  the  tele¬ 
gram  from  the  national  commander.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  believe  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Alabama  as  well  as  elsewhere  hate 
to  see  their  sons  drafted,  but  I  want  to 
tell  you  one  thing  right  now  and  that  is 
that  I  believe  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  Alabama,  the  people  of  my  district, 
are  in  favor  of  some  plan  of  universal 
military  training.  I  do  not  believe  they 
want  their  sons  to  go  into  combat  when 
they  are  not  properly  trained. 

Now,  we  talk  about  expenditures. 
General  Marshall  told  our  committee,  as 
has  already  been  stated,  that  if  we  estab¬ 
lish  this  UMT  system,  within  a  period 
of  2  years  after  it  is  established  he  has 
hopes  of  reducing  our  standing  Army  be¬ 
low  what  it  is  even  now,  although  we 
might  be  somewhat  in  peril  at  the  time, 
but  if  things  got  no  worse,  because  then 
we  would  have  a  trained  reserve  ready  to 
take  the  place  of  the  standing  Army.  So 
it  is  bound  to  save  money,  as  our  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  and  others  have  told 
you.  If  you  want  economy,  it  seems  to 
me  you  should  be  for  this  bill,  if  you 
want  preparedness  you  should  be  for  it, 
if  you  want  our  youth  to  have  a  chance 
to  survive  in  any  combat  which  may 
come,  you  should  be  for  it.  They  ought 
to  have  combat  training  which  is  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  bill,  that  is  the  basic  train¬ 
ing  provided  in  this  bill,  because  any  man 
can  become  a  combat  soldier  whether  he 
is  at  the  front  or  not.  The  front  lines 
will  not  mean  too  much  in  another  war. 


The  man  in  a  cobbler  shop  a  thousand 
miles  from  the  front  or  hundreds  of 
miles  from  the  front  may  be  an  infantry 
man  in  the  next  minute  in  the  event  of  a 
paratroop  landing.  So  they  all  need 
training. 

I  want  to  tell  you  that  this  great  com¬ 
mittee,  led  by  my  distinguished  chair¬ 
man,  has  done  a  good  job.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  may  be 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  Sherman 
tank  when  he  comes  up  here  to  put 
stated,  but  whenever  he  tries  to  put 
through  legislation,  as  I  believe  was 
through  legislation  here  in  the  House  it 
is  not  because  he  is  trying  to  hoodwink 
or  fool  anybody,  it  is  because  he  believes 
it  is  for  the  best  interests  of  his  Nation. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  Would  it  not  be  much 
more  feasible,  in  view  of  the  many  ar¬ 
guments  the  gentleman 'has  made,  not  to 
draft  18 -year-olds  at  this  particular  time 
because  we  cannot  have  a  UMT  and  a 
drafting  of  I8-year-olds  both,  but  rather, 
increase  the  draft  age  perhaps  to  27, 
start  your  UMT  program  with  the  18- 
year-olds,  as  they  move  into  college  or 
as  they  proceed  through  high  school,  or 
as  they  work  into  the  National  Guards 
or  otherwise? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  have  not 
given  that  question  enough  considera¬ 
tion  to  really  be  able  to  answer  it.  At 
the  present  time  I  think  we  have  about 
as  good  a  bill  as  can  be  worked  out. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  DonderoI. 

Mr.  DONDERQ.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
are  now  considering  Senate  bill  No,  1. 
The  title  of  the  bill  is  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  by  extending  the  draft 
lav/  with  certain  modifications. 

The  second  subect  in  the  bill  is  to  es¬ 
tablish  for  the  first  time  in  the  history 
of  the  United  States  compulsory  military 
training,  referred  to  in  the  bill  as  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  Its  correct 
designation  should  be  compulsory.  In 
its  present  form,  I  shall  vote  against  the 
bill.  The  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
line  EMr.  Bakden]  has  introduced  H.  R. 
3364.  This  bill  deletes  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  training,  provides  for  induction  at 
age  19,  the  same  as  in  existing  law.  It 
provides  for  a  maximum  service  of  24 
months  instead  of  the  26  months  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  measure  now  before  us.  I 
intend  to  vote  for  the  Barden  bill. 

I  am  not  opposed  to  extension  of  the 
'draft  and  sincerely  believe  that  in  the 
present  world  condition  it  is  necessary 
that  we  do  this  in  the  interest  of  na¬ 
tional  security  and  defense. 

Wartime  conscription  is  one  thing; 
peacetime  compulsory  military  training 
is  quite  another.  One  is  a  wartime  ne¬ 
cessity;  the  other  is  far  from  being  a 
necessity. 

To  establish  universal  or  compulsory 
military  training  in  America  is  to  import 
an  Old  World  disease.  It  involves  the 
regimentation  of  our  young'  men.  Such 
a  policy  would  serve  in  the  end  to  mili- 
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tarize  our  economy,  against  the  wishes 
of  the  people. 

In  the  long  run,  it  would  lead  to  mili¬ 
tary  domination,  to  the  Prussianizing  of 
our  Government.  That  is  something  the 
proponents  have  been  trying  to  accom¬ 
plish  for  28  years. 

I  do  not  believe  our  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  as  a  policy-making  body,  have 
evolved  into  a  Prussian-style  general 
staff.  Neither  do  I  believe  that  the  re¬ 
sponsible  members  of  that  body  are  seek¬ 
ing  or  even  desire  to  control  our  Govern¬ 
ment  and  our  economy. 

I  do  believe  that  compulsory  military 
training  would  open  the  way.  It  would 
present  the  opportunity.  It  would,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  be  the  seed  from  which  might 
spring  the  growth  of  American  militar¬ 
ism;  a  growth  which  would  strangle  our 
free  enterprise  system,  our  free  political 
institutions,  and,  finally,  our  essential 
liberties. 

It  seems  that  recent  statements  on 
this  floor,  to  the  effect  that  already  the 
military  is  planning  to  take  over  in  war¬ 
time  all  important  functions  of  our  Fed¬ 
eral  Government,  were  based  upon  a  sin¬ 
gle  document.  It  was  a  handbook,  out¬ 
lining  prewar  policies  of  the  German  gen¬ 
eral  staff,  and  was  circulated  among  high 
ranking  officers  in  the  Pentagon. 

This  book,  I  am  told,  revealed  how  the 
German  general  staff  planned  to  take 
over  in  wartime  all  administrative,  judi¬ 
cial,  and  legislative  functions  of  govern¬ 
ment  and  dominate  absolutely  all  eco¬ 
nomic  activities  of  the  German  people. 

I  do  not  think  that  the  men  who  lead 
our  Armed  Forces  took  this  outline  of 
German  general  staff  policies  seriously. 
They  must  have  known  all  about  those 
policies  long  before  the  book  was  circu¬ 
lated.  All  of  our  high  ranking  officers 
are  students  of  the  art  and  theory  of  war. 

However,  the  fact  remains  that  this 
book  was  required  reading  among  our 
military  leaders.  It  demonstrates  the 
magnitude  of  the  temptations  which 
even  the  ablest  and  most  patriotic  of 
those  men  in  the  Pentagon  would  face, 
should  compulsory  military  training 
create  a  favorable  field  here,  for  Prus¬ 
sianized  thinking. 

In  view  of  these  facts,  this  bill,  to¬ 
gether  with  selective  service  law  improve¬ 
ments,  looks  entirely  too  much  like  an 
effort  to  cram  compulsory  military  train¬ 
ing  down  our  throats,  by  forcing  us  to  ac¬ 
cept  it  as  an  integral  part  of  necessary 
wartime  conscription. 

Legislation  to  strengthen  the  draft  law, 
and  legislation  for  compulsory  military 
training,  if  we  must  give  the  latter  any 
consideration  at  all,  should  be  handled 
in  two  separate  bills. 

Compulsory  military  training  presents 
a  definite  threat  to  our  free  institutions 
and  our  personal  liberties.  Until  1940, 
the  year  before  World  War  II,  this  coun¬ 
try  never  accepted  peacetime  conscrip¬ 
tion.  We  did  so  then  because  it  was 
plainly  evident  that  a  World  War  was 
only  a  few  months  away.  At  that  time, 
compulsory  military  training  was  not 
even  seriously  considered. 

Neither  Congress  nor  the  people  liked 
either  of  them.  I  do  not  think  they  like 
them  now. 

It  is  my  conviction  that  the  people  of 
the  United  States  know,  by  reason  of 


their  common  sense,  that  extension  of 
the  draft,  from  time  to  time  as  needed, 
can  serve  all  the  requirements  of  na¬ 
tional  defense.  They  know  that  the 
draft  can  serve  these  requirements,  even 
in  the  event  of  all-out  war. 

Furthermore,  it  is  my  conviction  that 
the  people  of  the  United  States  actively 
abhor  universal  military  training,  be¬ 
cause  they  know  history  has  shown  that 
compulsory  military  training  has  never 
won  a  war  for  any  country. 

Those  countries  where  compulsory 
military  training  was  in  effect,  have  been 
forced  to  depend  for  victory  upon  na¬ 
tions  which  had  rejected  military  train¬ 
ing  as  repugnant  to  free  men. 

Conscription  and  compulsory  mili¬ 
tary  training  are  ideas  which  have 
their  roots  in  the  quarreling  nations  of 
Europe,  and  not  in  America.  While  we 
have  accepted  conscription  solely  as  a 
wartime  necessity,  we  have  always  re¬ 
garded  compulsory  military  training, 
and  its  attendant  evils  of  regimentation 
and  possible  militarism,  as  hateful  and 
contrary  to  our  traditions. 

The  advantages  of  this  policy  are 
manifest  in  the  military  record  of  our 
Republic  since  the  day  of  its  birth. 
These  advantages  are  manifest  in  the 
rise  of  the  United  States  to  world  promi¬ 
nence  and  power  unparalleled  through¬ 
out  the  history  of  the  earth. 

I  should  not  neglect  to  say  that  these 
advantages  are  apparent  in  our  record 
thus  far  in  the  Korean  War. 

In  spite  of  all  the  political  difliculties 
put  in  the  way  of  our  far-eastern  high 
command,  almost  unaided  except  by 
half- trained  South  Korean  troops,  they 
have  prevailed  against  an  enemy  far 
greater  in  numbers.  There  is  reason  to 
think  they  will  continue  to  do  so. 

It  may  be  said  that  our  traditional 
hatred  of  peacetime  conscription  and 
compulsory  military  training  grows  out 
of  the  fact  that  many  of  our  ancestors 
came  from  Europe  to  America  to  escape 
long  years  of  military  training.  My  own 
father  was  sent  to  this  country  from 
Italy,  in  1854,  when  he  was  only  15  years 
old,  to  escape  compulsory  military  train¬ 
ing. 

My  grandparents  sent  him  to  this 
country  because  they  knew  that  compul¬ 
sory  military  training  would  keep  him 
in  army  camps  for  seven  of  the  best 
years  of  his  young  manhood.  Even  in 
those  days,  many  Europeans  hated  and 
feared  the  consequences  of  the  very 
things  now  proposed  for  America  in  this 
bill. 

In  conclusion,  I  think  I  should  point 
out  that  those  of  us  who  are  conservative 
enough  to  oppose  this  proposal  may  be 
attacked  by  so-called  liberals.  We  may 
even  be  called  reactionaries. 

But  let  me  say  to  you  that  opposition 
to  this  proposal  marks  us,  not  as  reac¬ 
tionaries,  but  as  conservatives  in  the 
sense  that  we  seek  to  conserve  the  free¬ 
dom  of  our  young  men  from  regimenta¬ 
tion  and  to  preserve  our  free  institu¬ 
tions  and  the  essential  liberties  of  the 
people. 

Let  us  strengthen  our  selective  serv¬ 
ice  law,  sufficiently  to  fulfill  all  of  our 
military  needs,  but  let  us  reject  any  and 
all  proposals  for  compulsory  military 
training,  which  would  open  the  gate  to 


the  very  evils  against  which  we  are  mo¬ 
bilizing  today. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  she  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  from  Ohio  [Mrs.  Bolton]. 

Mi’s.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
very  distinguished  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  has  presented  to  this  body 
a  bill  which  has  two  distinct  and 
separate  aims:  First,  the  drafting  of 
young  men  for  active  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  in  such  numbers  as  the 
Defense  Establishment  deems  necessary 
to  meet  the  contingencies  of  this  very 
grave  moment  in  the  world’s  history; 
second,  to  establish  a  formula  under 
which  there  shall  be  what  is  termed  uni¬ 
versal  military  training. 

I  have  the  highest  respect  for  the  emi¬ 
nent  gentlemen  who  make  up  this  power¬ 
ful  and  important  committee  and  for  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson]  who  has  long  been  its 
chairman.  I  am  sure  that  each  of  them 
has  nothing  but  the  highest  sense  of  obli¬ 
gation  to  the  people  of  this  great  coun¬ 
try  and  that  each  is  making  every  effort 
to  secure  legislation  which  acts  in  the 
best  interest  of  the  United  States. 

I  would  call  attention,  however,  to  the 
fact  that  there  is  a  wide  and  vigorous 
difference  of  opinion  among  the  members 
of  the  committee  over  this  bill — differ¬ 
ences  not  of  a  political  nature,  but  of 
deeply  considered  judgment.  I  do  not 
recall  any  such  cleavage  except  in  the 
matter  of  the  President’s  request  for 
House  agreement  in  the  appointment  of 
a  military  man  to  the  office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense.  When  the  majority  of 
this  House  last  fall  took  the  responsi¬ 
bility  for  setting  aside  a  law  passed  in 
1947  after  the  most  careful  considera¬ 
tion  of  and  with  unanimous  agreement 
to  the  basic  principle  enunciated  by  the 
wise  men  who  established  our  unique 
form  of  government — that  in  these 
United  States  control  of  military  power 
should  be  in  civilian  hands — this  coun¬ 
try  was  laid  open  to  a  course  of  action, 
the  second  step  of  which  is  being  pre¬ 
sented  to  us  in  Senate  bill  1 :  Control  by 
this  same  military  of  the  education  of 
our  youth. 

Do  the  people  of  this  country  want 
this  step  to  be  taken  or  do  they  believe, 
as  I  do,  that  there  is  a  better  way — an 
American  way — to  set  up  even  at  this 
late  date  a  method  of  military  instruc¬ 
tion  under  civilian  control  that  origi¬ 
nally  was  considered  one  of  the  essen¬ 
tials  of  freedom? 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  one  in  this 
House  who  desires  a  true  and  construc¬ 
tive  peace  more  sincerely  than  the  Repre¬ 
sentative  from  the  great  Twenty-second 
District  of  Ohio.  My  constituents  have 
suffered  tragically,  not  only  from  both 
World  Wars  but  also  from  the  Korean 
battles.  They  desire  peace  as  never  be¬ 
fore.  They  insist  that  war  begets  more 
war  and  that  we  must  find  the  sure  road 
to  peace.  They  recognize  that  it  is  the 
United  States  which  must  lead  the  world 
out  of  the  darkness  and  chaos  of  war 
into  a  climate  in  which  peace  may  be 
born  and  grow  to  full  maturity. 

Wars  do  build  wars — of  that  there  is  no 
doubt — but  until  the  fanaticism,  the 
greed,  the  selfishness  of  nations  can  be 
held  in  check,  until  these  have  been 
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curbed  sufficiently  to  permit  peace  meas¬ 
ures  to  replace  them,  there  seems  to  be 
no  other  method  possible  save  that  of 
material,  visible  strength. 

But  that  should  not  mean  the  aban¬ 
donment  of  fundamental  principles  in¬ 
digenous  to  our  unique  national  struc¬ 
ture. 

Do  not  misunderstand  me. 

I  do  not  come  before  this  House  ask¬ 
ing  for  disarmament,  but  I  do  come  be¬ 
fore  you  to  insist,  so  far  as  it  is  in  my 
power,  that  our  methods  of  procedure 
and  the  formula  set,  give  this  great  coun¬ 
try  a  strength  that  will  be  recognized 
throughout  the  world  as  invincible  and 
be  in  keeping  with  our  true  belief  and 
faith  in  the  principle  of  freedom  under 
God. 

To  me  it  is  not  in  keeping  with  the  tra¬ 
dition  of  the  Committee  on  the  Armed 
Services  to  submit  to  this  House  a  bill 
that  confuses  issues  and  methods  as  does 
S.  1.  On  the  very  face  of  it  is  the  im¬ 
plication  that  the  Congress’  emotions  can 
be  so  played  upon  as  to  bring  about  re¬ 
sults  which  could  not  be  accomplished 
were  the  membership  not  thrown  off 
balance. 

Every  Member  of  this  House  knows 
that  emotion  and  considered  thinking  do 
not  go  hand  in  hand.  Anger  another 
deeply,  and  most  will  lose  control,  say¬ 
ing  and  doing  things  they  will  regret  all 
of  their  lives.  Pour  the  miasma  of  fear 
over  the  people  until  their  breath  is 
shortened,  their  sight  impaired,  and 
where  is  their  sanity  of  judgment? 

It  has  long  been  the  method  of  the 
party  in  power  to  create  an  atmosphere 
of  fear  which  beclouds  the  vision  and 
saps  the  courage  of  many  men  and 
women.  The  cry  of  “wolf,  wolf”  has 
long  been  heard  in  the  land — so  long  that 
we  no  longer  have  confidence  left  in 
those  in  whom  we  should  be  able  to  trust 
implicitly.  There  is  great  possibility  of 
fatal  tragedy  in  this,  for  any  thoughtful 
person  knows  that  the  world  stands 
upon  the  edge  of  a  burning  caldron  into 
which  a  sudden  misstep  could  plunge 
mankind.  What  the  United  States  does 
at  this  time  may  be  the  deciding  factor 
in  the  future  of  our  world.  Such  steps 
as  we  take  should  not  be  taken  in  con¬ 
fusion  of  mind  under  emotions  largely 
resulting  from  fear. 

Whatever  we  do,  if  we  are  to  build 
the  strength  we,  as  a  Nation,  must  have 
to  lead  the  battle  against  darkness,  must 
be  clearly  understood  by  the  people  and 
decided  by  them.  This  measure  as  pro¬ 
posed  is  not  clear  nor  is  it  forthright, 
proposing  as  it  does  to  achieve  the  en¬ 
action  into  law  of  a  procedure  whose  far- 
reaching  implications  are  beclouded  and 
certainly  are  not  understood. 

I  reiterate  what  I  have  already  said: 
that  action  taken  under  stress  of  emo¬ 
tion  cannot  be  sound,  a  false  move  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States,  not  out 
beyond  our  borders  but  right  here  in  the 
very  center  of  government,  may  tip  the 
scales  toward  defeat  of  the  principles 
for  whose  protection  and  development 
this  Nation  was  born.  When  emotion 
runs  high  among  the  people,  it  is  the 
duty  of  government  to  so  clarify  every 
action  to  be  taken  that  thinking  can  be 
freed  and  sane  judgment  can  be  attained. 


This,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  legislation 
as  presented  to  this  great  body  does  not 
do.  Indeed,  it  would  seem  to  have  the 
unwritten  purpose  of  making  confusion 
rather  confounded.  As  the  representa¬ 
tive  of  nearly  a  million  people,  I  must 
protest  this  method.  I  must  do  all  that 
lies  in  my  power  to  insist  that  the  ad¬ 
ministration  be  not  permitted  to  use 
double  talk.  It  is  failing  the  people  of 
this  country  whose  representatives  we 
are. 

My  confidence  in  Americans  is  very 
great.  I  believe  that  they  can  be  de¬ 
pended  upon  to  act  with  sanity  and 
judgment,  once  they  know  all  the  facts. 
It  angers  me  deeply  to  have  those  in 
high  places  treat  them  and  treat  us  as 
if  they — and  we — were  children,  to  be 
cajoled  or  frightened  into  obedience. 

Yes,  the  world  is  an  armed  camp  with 
spurts  of  war  now  here,  now  there.  It 
is  no  more  than  common  sense  to  build 
a  practical  and  material  strength  that 
will  preserve  our  free  way  of  life  and 
make  it  possible  for  us  to  be  successful 
champions  of  freedom.  Is  this,  there¬ 
fore,  a  moment  for  us  to  take  a  second 
step  away  from  the  basic  principles  of 
civilian  control  of  our  Armed  Forces  and 
our  educational  processes  and  so  weaken 
the  very  sound  basis  of  our  national 
structure? 

Once  upon  a  time  there  were  minute- 
men — there  was  a  militia.  Every  man 
had  his  gun  and  knew  how  to  use  it. 
Every  boy  was  taught  the  skill  required, 
either  by  his  father  or  his  uncle  or  some¬ 
one  in  the  village  who  knew  how  to 
teach  him. 

You  cannot  tell  me  that  the  citizens  of 
this  country  are  any  less  ready  to  learn 
the  necessary  skills  and  to  see  that  their 
sons,  too,  know  them. 

This  is  no  longer  a  simple  process,  this 
knowing  how  to  use  the  weapons  of  self- 
protection  and  the  defense  of  freedom. 
It  takes  more  complex  methods  of  pro¬ 
cedure,  just  as  the  whole  mechanics  of 
living  have  become  complex  beyond  be¬ 
lief.  But  surely  that  does  not  mean  that 
every  man  cannot  find  free  ways  to  ac¬ 
complish  these  purposes.  I  believe  that 
a  way  can  be,  must  be  found  to  develop 
in  every  youth  growing  into  manhood, 
a  deep  love  of  his  country  and  under¬ 
standing  of  his  responsibility  to  her  in¬ 
stitutions,  to  her  f uture ;  to  take  his  part 
in  her  life,  in  her  strength,  in  her  prog¬ 
ress.  I  do  not  believe  our  search  for  a 
way  to  do  this  is  helped  by  this  legisla¬ 
tion  as  introduced. 

Let  me  remind  you  that  the  terms  used 
are  in  themselves  deceptive  and  dis¬ 
turbing,  “universal  military  training.” 
What  is  universal  about  it?  Where  is 
there  any  recognition  of  the  fact  that 
for  every  soldier  at  the  front  today  there 
must  be  at  least  eight  trained  men  be¬ 
hind  it  in  a  line,  a  part  of  which,  at  least, 
is  right  here  in  Washington?  Where  is 
there  provision  for  the  men  who  do  not 
qualify  for  that  front-line  job?  Is  there 
any  reason  why  men  with  fiat  feet  or 
broken  ear  drums,  with  a  leg  gone,  but 
with  minds  that  work — often  overtime — 
why  these  and  others  should  not  be 
trained  in  skills  with  which  to  serve,  with 
which  to  man  those  millions  of  positions 
behind  the  men  of  the  line?  If  it  is  to 


be  universal  training  where  is  the  title 
covering  these? 

A  IV-F  is  not  a  pariah,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man.  If  we  are  to  fortify  the  road  to 
peace,  if  we  are  to  be  ready  for  all  con¬ 
tingencies,  we  would  need  all  of  our  man¬ 
power,  and  we  would  need  to  have  every 
man  know  his  own  strength  and  how  to 
use  it  for  the  best  interests  cf  his  country. 

But  I  see  nothing  in  this  bill,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  would  insure  us  such 
training.  I  believe  that  these  things 
pertaining  to  what  is  inaccurately  called 
universal  military  training  should  be 
separated  from  the  bill  and  an  eventual 
bill  be  brought  to  the  House  which  would 
face  issues  squarely  in  words  every 
American  will  understand.  I  have  no 
doubt  cf  the  action  our  citizens  would 
want  once  they  face  the  reality  of  Amer¬ 
ica’s  need  of  them  and  the  world's  need 
of  America’s  strong  leadership  in  the 
difficult  but  no  less  imperative  battle  to 
retain  freedom  on  the  face  of  the  earth. 

Feeling  as  I  do,  that  our  responsibility 
as  citizens  and  as  the  representatives 
of  the  citizens  of  this  still  free  country 
is  to  clarify  issues  and  give  to  the  people 
that  upon  which  they  can  form  sane  and 
sound  j  udgment.  Iam  particularly  glad 
that  the  debate  of  these  days  has  given 
to  those  in  authority,  a  clearer  concept 
of  the  method  that  must  be  used  as 
Americans’  will  to  express  themselves  in 
the  real  interests  of  Americans. 

The  announcement  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  that  he  now  proposes  to 
bring  in  an  amendment  which  will  keep 
the  principles  of  universal  military 
training,  but  will  do  no  more  than  set 
up  a  commission  to  bring  in  a  detailed 
blueprint  of  the  what  and  how  as  en¬ 
visaged  by  the  administration,  for  both 
Houses  to  pass  upon,  increases  one’s  be¬ 
lief  and  confidence  in  the  democratic 
processes  as  we  understand  them.  I  am 
convinced  that  the  people  of  this  country 
are  already  facing  up  to  the  cold  real¬ 
ization  of  life,  and  that  they  are  taking 
hold  of  whatever  sound  methods  are  put 
before  them,  supporting  them  with  a 
renewed  loyalty  and  a  greater  patriotism 
than  has  been  theirs  in  many  a  long  day. 

The  draft  title  of  the  bill  undoubtedly 
will  be  amended  in  various  particulars 
next  week.  It  has  been  my  opinion  that 
changes  might  be  made  at  this  time 
which  would  make  it  mandatory  for  the 
Selective  Service  Board  and  its  branch 
boards  to  consider  the  many  elements 
that  must  be  maintained  if  the  country 
is  to  weather  what  will  at  best  be  hard 
sledding. 

Up  to  this  time  there  has  been  little 
evidence  that  Selective  Service  has  any 
broad  national  picture  or  that  there  is 
true  cooperation  with  the  many  vital 
nonmilitary  services.  To  give  you  an 
example :  The  farmers  of  Ohio,  the  grow¬ 
ers  of  vegetables  under  glass  and  other 
such,  have  had  their  trained  men  lit¬ 
erally  snatched  from  them  by  draft 
boards  whose  sole  viewpoint  appears  to 
be  industrial  and  urban.  One  of  my 
own  constituents,  when  he  was  refused 
deferment  for  a  highly  skilled  green¬ 
house  man,  was  told:  “We  don’t  need 
your  vegetables,  we  have  more  in  stor¬ 
age  now  than  we  need.”  Have  we? 
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Perhaps  now — but  what  of  6  months  or 
a  year  from  now?  Greenhouse  men  take 
a  lot  of  training  just  as  do  dairy  farm¬ 
ers. 

That  the  armed  services  have  no  com¬ 
mon  plan  for  recalling  reservists  units 
has  been  a  source  of  many  grave  injus¬ 
tices  and  much  bitterness.  Neither  of 
these  are  conducive  to  high  morale  or 
a  cohesive  service.  This,  of  course,  is  not 
part  of  the  legislation  before  us.  I  speak 
of  it  merely  to  emphasize  the  need  of 
a  more  thorough  Nation-wide  plan  fully 
understood  and  supported  by  the  peo¬ 
ple  to  use  our  not-so-great  manpower  to 
the  very  best  possible  advantage  and  in 
such  wise  that  the  spirit  of  every  service 
man  and  civilian  worker  will  be  fused 
into  an  invincible  though  intangible 
strength— to  defend  this  country  and  to 
uphold  freedom  in  the  world. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Byrnes]. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  too  often,  when  we  debate 
controversial  and  far-reaching  legisla¬ 
tion,  such  as  the  bill  before  us,  we  are 
apt  to  ignore  the  basic  principles  which 
have  always  motivated  us  as  a  Nation. 
We  become  enmeshed  in  the  technicali¬ 
ties,  we  are  swayed  by  the  pull-and-tug 
of  conflicting  interests  and  emotions, 
and  we  lose  sight  of  the  very  principles 
which  have  served  as  our  guideposts 
since  the  day  this  Nation  began. 

Let  us  not,  as  we  make  the  momentous 
decisions  involved  in  this  legislation, 
forget  the  basic  principles  governing  our 
approach  to  the  Military  Establishment 
which  have  guided  us  since  the  days  of 
George  Washington. 

Those  principles  can  be  briefly  stated. 
They  reject  the  idea  of  a  huge  standing 
Military  Establishment  in  time  of  peace, 
with  its  tremendous  cost  and  its  dangers 
of  military  domination,  and  they  con¬ 
template  a  comparatively  small  stand¬ 
ing  force,  large  enough  to  meet  the  im¬ 
mediate  threats  to  our  national  security, 
backed  up  by  a  large,  well-trained  citi¬ 
zen  Reserve  or  militia,  ready  to  spring 
into  instant  action  when  danger  ap¬ 
proaches.  As  expressed  in  War  Depart¬ 
ment  Circular  No.  347  on  August  25, 
1944,  our  policy  calls  for  a  professional 
peace  establishment — no  larger  than 
necessary  to  meet  normal  peacetime  re¬ 
quirements — to  be  reinforced  in  time  of 
emergency  by  organized  units  drawn 
from  a  citizen  Army  Reserve,  effectively 
organized  for  this  purpose  in  time  of 
peace. 

Mr.  Chairman,  our  action  on  this  bill 
will  decide  whether  we  are  to  continue 
to  follow  the  principle  of  a  small  stand¬ 
ing  force  backed  by  Reserve  units,  or 
whether  we  are  to  embark  upon  the 
principle  of  a  huge  standing  force — a 
policy  which  has  led  to  the  eventual 
ruination  of  every  nation  which  has 
adopted  it. 

If  we  here  reject  the  provisions  of  this 
bill  calling  for  the  establishment  of  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program,  then  I 
I  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  have  re¬ 
jected  the  principle  of  a  citizen  army  and 
that  we  have  embarked  on  the  road 
to  a  permanent,  huge  standing  force 
which  will  wreck  our  economy  and  lead 
eventually  to  the  domination  of  our 


country  by  the  military  men  who  control 
that  force. 

Why  do  I  say  this? 

If  we  reject  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  the  only  known  method  of  insuring 
a  strong,  well-trained  Reserve  force, 
then  we  have  only  two  alternatives.  We 
can  decide  to  take  the  risk  of  inadequate 
preparedness,  and  we  would  be  blind, 
indeed,  if  we  failed  to  recognize  in  the 
world  around  us  a  danger  which  calls 
for  the  utmost  in  preparedness,  or  we 
can  protect  our  lives  and  liberties  by 
authorizing  and  appropriating  funds  for 
a  huge  standing  force.  Without  the 
strong  citizen  Reserve  that  UMT  will 
eventually  provide,  we  must  do  one  or 
the  other:  take  the  risk  of  inadequate 
preparedness  and,  in  the  process,  en¬ 
courage  the  aggressor  or  establish  a 
standing  force  large  enough  to  meet  any 
eventuality,  and  such  a  force,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  not  require  3,000,000  or  4,000,- 
000  men,  but  it  will  require  a  force  in 
•being  at  all  times  into  the  foreseeable 
future  approaching  World  War  II 
strength. 

For  these  reasons,  I  am  struck  by  the 
inconsistency  of  some  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  which  are  proposed  to  this  leg¬ 
islation.  I  refer  partciularly  to  those 
which  would  strike  out  the  UMT  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  legislation  and  those  which 
would  limit  the  size  of  our  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment. 

If  we  strike  out  the  UMT  program,  Mr. 
Chairman,  we  cannot,  if  we  have  the 
security  of  this  Nation  at  heart,  put  any 
effective  limitation  on  the  size  of  our 
standing  forces.  If  we  strike  out  UMT, 
we  will  have  killed,  for  all  practical  pur¬ 
poses,  our  Reserve  establishment.  It 
will  wither  and  die  on  the  vine  for  lack 
of  manpower.  With  a  weak  and  ineffec¬ 
tive  Reserve  establishment,  with  our  en¬ 
tire  reliance  placed  upon  our  standing 
forces,  who  would  dare  tamper  with  our 
national  security  by  imposing  drastic  re¬ 
strictions  upon  the  size  of  that  force? 
Without  a  soundly  conceived  Reserve 
establishment,  10,000,000  men  in  the 
standing  forces  would  not  be  too  much 
for  minimum  security. 

I  do  not  want  to  leave  the  impression 
that  we  will  not  require  a  relatively  large 
standing  force  during  the  uneasy  period 
which  lies  ahead.  Our  lack  of  well- 
trained  Reserves,  caused  by  both  the  lack 
of  a  universal  military  training  program, 
which  is  the  fault  of  Congress,  and  the 
lack  of  a  sound  Reserve  program,  which 
is  the  fault  of  the  Pentagon,  will  require 
a  much  larger  force  than  would  be  neces¬ 
sary  if  we  had  both  a  working  UMT  pro¬ 
gram  and  a  sound  Reserve  program  in 
operation.  When  these  things  have  been 
accomplished,  and  I  am  hopeful  that 
Congress  and  the  Pentagon  will  both 
move  swiftly  toward  that  end,  we  can 
then  think  about  the  reduction  of  our 
standing  force.  In  that  connection,  I 
think  it  is  the  responsibility  of  Congress, 
if  it  provides  the  means  to  bring  about 
strong  Reserve  forces,  to  set  limits  upon 
the  size  of  our  Military  Establishment. 
Until  we  have  those  Reserve  forces,  how¬ 
ever,  I  believe  we  must  recognize  the 
need  for  a  larger  standing  force  than 
would  otherwise  be  necessary. 

As  part  of  my  remarks,  I  will  include 
correspondence  which  I  have  had  re¬ 


cently  with  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
concerning  the  principles  which  underly 
our  Military  Establishment.  I  hope  that 
the  members  will  find  time  to  read  them. 
The  Secretary,  briefly,  reaffirms  the  prin¬ 
ciples  which  I  have  stressed.  You  will 
note,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  Secretary 
states  that  universal  military  training 
“is  the  only  practical  way  to  hold  down 
the  size  of  our  force  on  active  duty,  keep 
the  cost  of  our  defense  program  within 
reasonable  limits  and  insure  the 
strengthening  of  our  democratic  tradi¬ 
tions  against  any  danger  of  military 
domination.” 

March  14,  1951. 

The  Honorable  George  C.  Marshall, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Secretary:  My  correspondence 
reflects  much  confusion  in  the  mind  of  the 
average  citizen  over  the  kind  of  Military 
Establishment  which  will  be  required  during 
the  uneasy  period  which  lies  ahead.  Recent 
congressional  debates,  I  believe,  demonstrate 
the  depth  of  that  confusion. 

The  need  for  a  strong  national  defense 
organization  is  generally  taken  for  granted, 
but  there  is  a  great  fear  on  the  part  of  many 
that  a  very  large  Military  Establishment  will 
cause  serious  economic  difficulties,  particu¬ 
larly  if  the  present  situation  prevails  for 
some  time  to  come.  I  believe  you  yourself 
have  warned  against  a  possible  letdown  in 
civilian  morale  if  we  build  such  an  establish¬ 
ment  and  have  no  immediate  use  for  it. 

Much  of  this  confusion,  I  am  convinced, 
stems  from  a  lack  of  understanding  of  the 
basic  principles  upon  which  our  armed 
establishment  rests  and,  in  many  cases,  from 
an  ignorance  of  the  very  existence  of  such 
principles.  In  the  present  situation,  for  in¬ 
stance,  many  people  believe  that  an  increase 
in  our  armed  potential  must  necessarily  re¬ 
sult  in  the  creation  of  a  large  standing  army, 
draining  away  our  substance  and  lessening 
the  capacity  of  the  Nation  to  produce. 
Faced  with  the  dilemma  of  how  we  are  to 
survive  if  we  do  not  build  up  large  forces 
and  how  we  are  to  preserve  our  society  if 
we  do,  many  are  led  to  rationalize  them¬ 
selves  into  the  belief  that  the  need  for  large, 
trained  forces  does  not  exist,  or  that  we  must 
risk  postponing  their  creation  until  the  crisis 
is  upon  us.  They  forget,  or  do  not  know, 
that  there  is  a  third  method — a  method 
which  many  of  us  have  assumed  is  the  basic 
principle  guiding  our  military  policy  today. 

I  refer  to  the  “general  principles  of  na¬ 
tional  military  policy  to  govern  preparation 
of  postwar  plans”  laid  down  by  you  when 
you  were  Army  Chief  of  Staff  in  War  Depart¬ 
ment  Circular  347  on  August  25,  1944.  This 
circular  rejects  the  principle  of  a  large  stand¬ 
ing  army  and  accepts  “the  conception  of  a 
professional  peace  establishment  (no  larger 
than  necessary  to  meet  normal  peacetime 
requirements)  to  be  reinformed  in  time  of 
emergency  by  organized  units  drawn  from  a 
citizen  army  reserve,  effectively  organized  for 
this  purpose  in  time  of  peace.” 

In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  Army  has 
failed  to  develop  a  sound  reserve  program  in 
the  postwar  years,  it  has  been  my  assump¬ 
tion  that  this  principle  still  governs  our 
planningvand  that  we  are  relying  upon  this 
concept  to  provide  trained  forces  quickly, 
should  war  strike,  without  having  them  con¬ 
stantly  under  arms  during  what  may  be  a 
long  period  of  tension.  Naturally,  our 
standing  force— the  professional  peacetime 
establishment — must  be  increased  in  view 
of  the  world  situation,  but  I  have  assumed 
that  we  cannot  increase  it  to  a  size  large 
enough  to  meet  any  contingency  and,  there¬ 
fore,  our  major  reliance  must  be  placed  upon 
a  citizen  army.  If  such  an  army  is  well- 
organized,  well-trained,  and  ready  to  spring 
into  action  in  case  of  war,  I  believe  you  will 
agree  it  represents  almost  as  effective  a  de- 
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terrent  to  the  aggressor  as  a  large  standing 
army.  In  addition,  It  would  not  constitute 
such  a  drain  upon  the  economy. 

My  purpose  in  writing,  therefore,  is  two¬ 
fold.  First,  to  clarify  my  own  thinking,  I 
inquire  whether  the  principles  set  down  in 
the  above-mentioned  circular  still  govern 
our  military  planning.  If  they  do  not,  I 
would  sincerely  appreciate  learning  what 
principles  now  form  the  basis  for  national 
policy  in  this  connection. 

Secondly,  in  either  event,  I  strongly  urge 
you  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  American 
people,  at  the  earliest  possible  time,  the  ex¬ 
istence  of  basic  principles  governing  military 
planning  during  this  period,  spelling  out 
those  principles  carefully  so  that  all  may 
understand.  It  is  difficult  for  ordinary  citi¬ 
zens,  and  perhaps  soldiers  do  not  appreciate 
this,  to  distinguish  between  the  various  com¬ 
ponents  which  make  up  our  Armed  Forces 
and  to  fit  them  into  their  logical  place  in 
an  over-all  scheme  of  things.  I  have  no 
douht  that  the  American  people,  if  they  are 
given  the  opportunity  to  understand  the 
basic  reasoning  behind  our  military  policy 
will  find  it  much  easier  to  support  the  sacri¬ 
fices  necessary  to  give  that  policy  full  mean¬ 
ing.  It  seems  to  me  that  a  general  clarifica¬ 
tion  of  this  whole  matter,  Mr.  Secretary, 
would  be  invaluable  at  this  time. 

Sincerely  yours, 

John  W.  Byrnes, 
Representative  in  Congress. 


The  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Washington,  March  19,  1951. 
Hon.  John  W.  Byrnes, 

House  ol  Representatives. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Byrnes:  The  thoughts  you 
set  forth  in  your  excellent  letter  of  March 
14  are  fundamental  precepts  in  the  plan¬ 
ning  of  our  Military  Establishment.  The 
Department  of  Defense  is  completely  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  thesis  that  our  force  of  troops 
on  active  duty  should  be  held  to  the  small¬ 
est  number  consistent  with  our  security  and 
that  this  force  should  be  reinforced  in  time 
of  acute  danger  by  the  calling  to  duty  of 
well-organized  .and  well-trained  National 
Guard  and  Organized  Reserve  units. 

The  policy  enunciated  in  War  Department 
Circular  No.  347  on  August  25,  1944,  has 
always  represented  the  military  policy  of  our 
country.  It  is  still  our  policy.  However, 
it  has  become  tragically  apparent  that  we 
can  never  hope  to  have  a  trustworthy  citi¬ 
zens’  reserve  of  adequate  dimensions  unless 
some  provision  can  be  made  for  a  regular 
flow  of  trained  young  men  into  these  civil¬ 
ian  units.  It  has  been  the  lack  of  such  a 
dependable  flow  of  trained  manpower  that 
has  prevented  us  from  going  as  far  as  we 
would  have  desired  toward  transferring  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  our  national  safety  away  from 
our  forces  in  being  to  the  National  Guard 
and  Reserve. 

In  order  that  we  may  give  more  effective 
expression  to  our  historic  policy  of  shun¬ 
ning  a  large  professional  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  without  exposing  our  Nation  to  pos¬ 
sible  annihilation  at  the  hands  of  an  ag¬ 
gressor,  the  Department  of  Defense  is  cur¬ 
rently  urging  the  Congress  to  enact  a  per¬ 
manent  program  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service.  This  is  designed  to  do  the 
very  things  you  stress  in  your  letter  as  im¬ 
portant  to  a  soundly  conceived  national- 
defense  program. 

It  will  enable  us  to  build  up  the  expanded 
force  we  need  to  meet  the  immediate  threat 
to  our  security.  At  the  same  time  it  will 
infuse  real  vitality  into  our  Reserve  compo¬ 
nents  so  we  can  count  on  them  to  take 
the  field  swiftly  and  effectively  whenever 
the  need  arises.  With  such  a  program,  we 
will  be  assured  of  the  greatest  pro¬ 
tection  for  our  country  at  the  smallest  cost 
in  men  and  money. 


The  Senate  has  already  passed  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  and  service  bill  by 
a  vote  of  78  to  5.  I  hope  the  House  will 
approve  a  bill  that  makes  the  same  endur¬ 
ing  contribution  to  security  as  the  Senate. 
I  am  convinced  such  a  measure  represents 
the  only  practical  way  to  hold  down  the 
size  of  our  force  on  active  duty,  keep  the 
cost  of  our  defense  program  within  reason¬ 
able  limits  and  insure  the  strengthening  of 
our  democratic  traditions  against  any  dan¬ 
ger  of  military  domination. 

In  the  course  of  the  hearings  on  the  bill, 
all  the  members  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
and  the  civilian  officers  of  the  Department 
of  Defense  have  sought  to  give  the  clearest 
possible  picture  of  the  philosophy  under¬ 
lying  our  advocacy  of  universal  military 
training  and  service.  I  recognize  that  there 
is  still  great  confusion  on  many  basic  points, 
-and  you  may  be  assured  that  I  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  do  everything  in  my  power  to  ex¬ 
plain  exactly  what  it  is  we  hope  to  accom¬ 
plish  through  this  approach  to  national  se¬ 
curity. 

Faithfully  yours, 

G.  C.  Marshall. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
40  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Shafer], 

(Mr.  SHAFER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rarely 
take  the  floor  of  the  House.  Today,  I 
think,  is  the  first  occasion  I  have  asked 
for  time  in  several  weeks.  I  am  going  to 
use  a  number  of  quotations  in  my  talk, 
all  of  which  are  well  documented  and 
will  appear  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  Chairman,  human  memory  can 
become  exceedingly  short  in  the  heat  and 
fury  of  battle — even  in  the  heat  and 
fury  of  a  parliamentary  battle  of  ideas 
and  policies  such  as  we  are  engaged  in 
here  this  week. 

Memory  is  especially  short,  under  the 
stress  and  confusion  of  controversy, 
when  it  comes  to  recalling  the  back¬ 
ground  and  origins  of  the  conflict. 

Yet  sometimes  it  is  extremely  im¬ 
portant  to  make  the  deliberate  effort  to 
remember.  Sometimes  that  remember¬ 
ing  helps  define  and  clarify  the  very 
issues  at  stake. 

With  that  purpose  of  defining  and 
clarifying  the  issues,  I  want  to  quote  a 
brief  statement  to  you.  I  ask  you  to 
listen  closely  to  these  words — and  now  I 
am  quoting : 

The  realities  of  the  situation  are  that  if 
such  legislation  (that  is,  universal  training 
legislation)  were  enacted  tomorrow  it  could 
not  possibly  be  put  into  effect  at  once.  In 
view  of  the  demands  made  on  our  military 
forces  by  the  Korean  aggression,  it  is  clear 
that  we  could  not  possibly  make  available 
the  installations  and,  trained  military  man¬ 
power  to  put  a  universal  training  program, 
into  operation  at  this  time  or  in  the  imme¬ 
diately  foreseeable  future.  Accordingly,  it 
does  not  seem  to  me  immediately  necessary 
for  the  Congress  to  enact  universal  training 
legislation. 

That  is  the  end  of  the  quotation. 

This  line  of  reasoning  is  not  new  to  the 
Members  of  this  House.  It  has  been 
offered  during  this  debate  by  those  who 
see  no  reason  for  hurrying  or  being  hur¬ 
ried  into  a  decision  of  this  importance. 
I  doubt,  however,  whether  this  position 
has  been  as  well  or  as  briefly  stated  by 
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anyone  on  this  floor.  It  states  the  case 
concisely:  There  is  no  immediate  neces¬ 
sity  for  enacting  UMT  because  DMT  can¬ 
not  be  put  into  operation  “at  this  time 
or  in  the  immediately  foreseeable 
future.” 

But  it  is  not  primarily  the  clarity  or 
the  common  sense  logic  of  this  statement 
which  prompts  me  to  place  such  em¬ 
phasis  upon  it. 

The  significance  of  the  statement  I 
have  just  quoted  is  that  these  are  the 
words  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States.  They  were  contained  in  a  let¬ 
ter — in  duplicate  letters,  to  be  exact — 
under  date  of  August  29  of  last  year. 
These  letters  were  addressed  to  the 
chairmen  of  the  House  and  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committees. 

In  consequence  of  these  letters — and 
that  was  their  clear  intent — work  on 
UMT  legislation  was  abruptly  halted  in 
both  committees. 

In  the  Senate  committee,  that  work 
was  then  at  an  advanced  stage.  A  bill, 
endorsed  by  the  American  Legion,  was 
ready  for  final  action.  We  have  the  word 
of  Chairman  Johnson  that — 

It  was  then  in  its  fourth  revision;  all  con¬ 
troversial  matters  had  been  ironed  out  satis¬ 
factorily.  (Senate  hearings,  p.  24.) 

Later,  Senator  Johnson  said,  relative 
to  the  President’s  letter: 

We  had  a  bill  ready  and  ready  to  report  it, 
and  at  the  request  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief  we  withheld  action.  (Senate  hearings, 
p.  213.) 

The  bill  was  not  so  far  along  in  the 
House  committee.  But  early  this  year, 
in  commenting  on  the  President’s  letter 
to  the  committee,  the  distinguished 
chairman  said: 

That  simply  means  this:  In  going  down  to 
this  age  of  18,  with  world  conditions  as  acute 
as  they  are  and  as  uncertain  as  they  are, 
probably  everyone  who  is  drafted,  of  what¬ 
ever  age  for  many,  many  days  and  possibly 
several  years  in  the  future  probably  will  be 
called  right  into  the  service  and  there  won’t 
be  much  opportunity  of  any  set-up  of  the 
universal  military  training.  (House  hearings, 
p.  132.) 

Now  there  is  another  statement  I 
would  like  to  call  to  your  attention. 

When  the  Senate  Preparedness  Sub¬ 
committee  reconvened  on  January  10  of 
this  year  to  resume  consideration  of 
draft  and  manpower  legislation,  Chair¬ 
man  Johnson  reviewed  this  bit  of  past 
history.  Then  he  added  this  most  sig¬ 
nificant  statement: 

Now  the  over-all  picture  has  changed  so 
that  I  think  it  is  obvious  that  we  have  more 
important  things  to  do  than  ‘debate  stand¬ 
by  legislation  for  the  future.  (Senate  hear¬ 
ings,  p.  24.) 

His  very  next  sentence  appears  to  ex¬ 
plain  what  he  meant,  by  “more  impor¬ 
tant  things  to  do.”  He  said: 

Our  present  national  emergency  makes  4t 
imperative  that  we  look  to  a  program  suffi¬ 
ciently  realistic  to  meet  this  country’s  im¬ 
mediate  needs. 

Let  me  sum  up  the  situation  as  it  stood 
when  the  two  congressional  committees 
convened  after  the  start  of  the  new  Con¬ 
gress.  With  the  worsened  situation  in 
Korea;  with  the  President’s  earlier  an- 
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nouncement  of  plans  to  send  more  troops 
to  Europe,  and  with  every  indication  that 
substantially  more  manpower  must  be 
mobilized  for  active  military  service, 
there  was  certainly  nothing  to  change 
the  position  on  UMT  taken  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  in  his  letter  of  August  29.  And  there 
obviously  were  “more  important  things 
to  do  than  debate  stand-by  legislation  for 
the  future.’’ 

How  does  it  happen,  then,  that  we  find 
ourselves  where  we  are  this  afternoon — • 
embroiled  in  just  such  a  debate  on  stand¬ 
by  legislation  for  the  future?  How  does 
'it  come  to  pass  that  we  find  UMT  legisla¬ 
tion  now  on  the  must  list?  How  does  it 
happen  that  this  controversial  issue  has 
been  tied  to  a  piece  of  necessary  legisla¬ 
tion — the  draft-extension  bill — with  a 
mandatory  deadline  of  July  9?  Above 
all,  how  does  it  happen  that  the  UMT 
provisions  now  before  us,  and  the  UMT 
provisions  already  adopted  by  the  other 
body,  are  not  those  of  the  original  Legion- 
sponsored  UMT  bill  so  near  approval  in 
the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee 
last  August  and  reintroduced  in  both 
Houses  this  session?  How  does  it  happen 
the  current  bills  are  substantially  differ¬ 
ent? 

These  questions  are  important  because 
the  answer  is  important.  That  answer 
not  only  tells  why  we  are  in  the  situation 
and  confusion  we  are  in  here  today,  but 
it  clarifies  and  sharpens  up  the  real  issues 
now  before  the  House. 

First.  Because  one  man  has  claimed 
full  responsibility,  and  has  claimed  it  in 
the  almost  defiant  statement  to  the 
House  committee — “I  am  not  admitting 
it;  I  am  telling  you;  I  did  it” — I  shall 
name  that  man.  And  because  he  is  a 
military  man,  first,  last  and  always,  even 
though  he  holds  a  supposedly  civilian 
post,  I  am  going  to  phrase  my  answer  to 
the  questions  I  have  raised  in  military 
analogy. 

Perhaps  both  he — and  the  American 
people — will  understand  the  import  of 
that  language. 

We  are  today  embroiled  in  this  issue, 
under  pressure  of  an  arbitrary  dead  line, 
under  pressure  of  administration  de¬ 
mands  and  warnings  for  just  one  reason. 

That  reason  is  that  Gen.  George  C. 
Marshall,  Secretary  of  Defense,  has  de¬ 
cided  that  now  is  the  strategically  proper 
D-day  for  establishing  a  firm  beachhead 
in  the  United  States  for  his  brand — and 
the  Pentagon’s  brand — of  permanent 
universal  military  and  national  service. 

General  Marshall  acknowledged- 
under  sharp  questioning  by  the  Member 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday] — that  the 
Marshall  bill  combined  and  intermingled 
the  two  things,  draft  extension  and 
UMT — so  that  “it  is  practically  impos¬ 
sible  to  separate”  them — House  hearings, 
page  24. 

He  acknowledged  before  both  com- 
•mittees  that  he  was  joining  the  two  items 
under  the  stress  of  the  present  emer¬ 
gency,  because  of  a  fear — and  I  am 
quoting — “that  we  will  once  again  throw 
aside  all  our  military  power  whenever 
our  sense  of  urgency  subsides” — Senate 
hearings,  page  24.  He  made  it  plain  that 
he  doubted  whether  UMT  would  be 


adopted  if  postponed.  Here  are  his  very 
words: 

I  am  strongly  of  the  opinion  that  if  you 
ever  divorce  this  phase  (that  is,  UMT)  from 
the  bill  we  are  sunk  again.  (House  hear¬ 
ings,  p.  25.) 

Then  he  went  on  to  say  this — and 
mark  these  words  well: 

I  do  not  want  us  to  delay  to  get  into  this 
law.  I  want  to  get  going.  (House  hearings, 
p.  25.) 

There  you  have  it. 

General  Marshall  wants  the  beach¬ 
head  established  now — under  the  cover¬ 
ing  barrage  of  necessary  emergency 
draft-extension  legislation. 

There,  Members  of  Congress,  are  the 
marching  orders. 

Second.  The  situation  even  has  its 
humorous  aspects.  It  is  obvious  from 
the  record  that  the  general  took  mem¬ 
bers  of  his  own  army,  both  in  the  Penta¬ 
gon  and  in  the  Congress,  completely  by 
surprise. 

When  General  Marshall  announced 
the  new  approach — the  beachhead 
strategy — to  the  Senate  committee  on 
January  10,  Senator  Morse,  who  was  by 
no  means  adverse  to  the  strategy,  ex¬ 
pressed  his  surprise.  Senator  Morse 
said,  addressing  the  general  and  the 
committee : 

Unless  there  is  something  wrong  with  my 
ears,  I  recall  distinctly  in  recent  days,  in 
answer  to  questions  that  I  put  to  members 
of  the  Military  Establishment  before  our 
committee,  they  testified  that  they  did  not 
favor  going  ahead  with  it  (UMT)  at  the 
present  time.  *  *  *  I  think  the  chair¬ 

man  will  share  my  view. 

General  Marshall  assured  him  that 
now,  at  least,  there  was  nothing  wrong 
with  his  ears: 

You  heard  correctly.  *  *  *  Here  is  a 

proposal  that  combines  the  present  emer¬ 
gency  with  the  future  enduring  program. 
(Senate  hearings,  p.  26.) 

And  it  certainly  appears  that  the  gen¬ 
eral  caught  his  own  Defense  Department 
flat-footed.  As  a  result,  a  lot  of  midnight 
oil  was  burned  in  the  Pentagon,  getting 
the  new  law  ready  for  the  Congress  to 
rubber  stamp. 

When  Secretary  Marshall  appeared, 
Monday,  January  10,  before  the  Senate 
committee,  he  did  not  have  the  bill 
ready.  He  said  it  would  be  in  form  later 
in  the  week. — Senate  hearing,  page  27. 

The  following  Monday,  in  answer  to 
a  query,  Assistant  Secretary  Rosenberg 
said: 

We  will  have  the  bill  surely  this  week. 
(Senate  hearing,  pp.  153-154.) 

The  next  day  Chairman  Johnson  very 
sharply  rebuked  the  Defense  Depart¬ 
ment  for  the  delay,  commenting,  caus¬ 
tically: 

We  have  something  else  to  do  besides 
practice.  *  *  *  They — 

Meaning  the  Defense  Department — 
have  had  since  last  September  to  get  the 
bill  ready. 

Secretary  Rosenberg  explained,  apolo¬ 
getically  : 

We  are  working  on  the  bill,  drafting  all 
night  tonight.  (Senate  hearings,  p.  215.) 


Later,  on  January  23,  when  General 
Marshall  was  before  the  House  com¬ 
mittee,  the  Member  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  RiversI  called  his  attention  to  the 
omission  of  a  very  important  provision 
from  the  bill  relating  to  the  National 
Guard.  General  Marshall  said  it  was 
an  oversight  and  added: 

I  do  not  know  how  it  happened.  But  they 
were  working  on  these  papers  up  to  2  or  3  in 
the  morning,  and  that  probably  is  the  ex¬ 
planation.  (House  hearings,  p.  17.) 

I  spoke  of  this  situation  as  having  its 
humorous  side.  But  it  ceases  to  be 
funny  with  what  I  am  going  to  mention 
next. 

Secretary  Rosenberg  told  the  Senate 
committee,  apologetically,  that  “the 
shortness  of  time  has  not  permitted  us 
to  consult  with  as  many  people  as  we 
wanted  to” — Senate  hearings,  page  44. 
Spokesmen  of  the  vitally  affected  Re¬ 
serve  Officers’  and  National  Guard  Asso¬ 
ciations  testified  later  that  they  had  not 
been  consulted  by  anybody  in  the  prep¬ 
aration  of  the  bill — Senate  hearings, 
page  728. 

The  National  Guard  spokesman 
charged  that  the  law  had  even  been  vio¬ 
lated,  since  the  matter  had  not  been  con¬ 
sidered  by  War  Department  committees 
which  included  National  Guard  officers, 
as  required  by  statute — Senate  hearings, 
pages  714-715. 

What  a  farce  all  of  this  makes  of  the 
solemn  assurance  given  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  earlier  by  Mrs.  Rosenberg,  and 
repeated  in  substance  to  the  House  com¬ 
mittee.  She  told  the  Senate  committee: 

I  should  like  to  say  to  you  *  *  *  that 

we  are  fully  aware  and  particularly  sensitive 
and  conscious  of  the  very  grave  responsibil¬ 
ity  we  take  when  we  recommend  that  this 
country  change  its  whole  concept  of  mili¬ 
tary  service,  national  service  for  all  its  citi- 
2ens.  (Senate  hearings,  p.  41.) 

Third.  In  devising  and  executing  this 
surprise  beachhead  maneuver.  General 
Marshall  made  use  of  a  tactic  which  be¬ 
came  familiar  to  all  of  us  in  the  Pacific 
during  the  last  war.  He  used  the  by¬ 
passing  technique. 

You  will  recall,  when  the  President  of 
the  United  States  announced  there  was 
no  hurry  about  enacting  UMT,  that 
there  was  legislation  before  the  Armed 
Services  Committees  of  both  Houses. 
You  will  recall  that  it  was  well  advanced 
in  the  Senate  committee.  And  you  will 
recall  that  this  bill,  strongly  supported 
by  the  American  Legion,  was  reintro¬ 
duced  in  the  present  Congress  as  S.  1. 

That  bill  was  before  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee  when  General  Marshall  appeared 
on  January  10  and  announced  his 
beachhead  strategy.  Did  General  Mar¬ 
shall  make  any  mention  of  this  bill,  of 
the  past  labors  on  the  bill — so  much  as 
even  to  criticize  or  condemn  it?  Oh,  no. 
He  simply  bypassed  it  completely.  He 
left  it  to  wither  on  the  vine.  For  the 
original  Senate  bill  1  there  was  not  even 
the  courtesy  of  a  military  funeral  and 
the  sounding  of  taps. 

The  shift  was  adroitly  executed — Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall,  you  will  recall  won  fame 
in  the  First  World  War  for  moving  an 
entire  army  to  a  new  position  under  the 
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very  eyes  of  the  enemy  without  being 
detected.  This  new  shift  was  made  with 
equal  expertness. 

Twenty  days  later.  Senator  Malone,  a 
coauthor  of  the  original  Senate  bill  1, 
appeared  before  the  committee  and 
reported : 

The  country  Is  entirely  confused  about  the 
Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute  while  still  re¬ 
taining  the  title  Senate  bill  1.  My  recent 
mall  indicates  the  people  believe  that  the 
substitute  upon  which  the  hearings  have 
been  held  is  the  original  Russell-Malone 
American  Legion  or  veterans’  bill.  (Senate 
hearings,  p.  1172.) 

I  may  add  that  today,  more  than  2 
months  later,  my  own  mail  indicates  this 
impression  still  exists.  Incidentally, 
Senator  Malone  denounced  the  substi¬ 
tute  as  a  monstrosity. 

There  was  an  earlier  witness  before 
the  Senate  committee  who  recognized 
the  quick  switch.  That  was  National 
Commander  Erie  Cocke,  Jr.,  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Legion.  He  told  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee,  in  no  uncertain  terms,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  19: 

We  want  to  make  It  clear  that  the  plan 
before  you  is  not  universal  military  training 
of  the  type  so  long  advocated  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion,  and  supported  by  the  people. 
(Senate  hearings,  p.  702.) 

To  be  sure,  after  the  Senate  committee 
made  a  few  changes  the  top  brass  of  the 
American  Legion  decided  to  enlist  in  the 
Pentagon’s  “Operation  UMT  Beach¬ 
head.”  That  is  their  privilege,  of  course. 
But  I  think  they  may  wake  up  to  find  that 
they  are  very  junior  members  of  an  axis 
they  will  wish  they  had  never  joined.  I 
may  add  that  I  am  not  too  frightened  by 
a  so-called  pressure  group  which  caves 
in  so  easily  to  the  Pentagon  pressure 
group. 

Let  us  not  miss  the  tremendous  im¬ 
portance  of  the  program  which  General 
Marshall  is  seeking  to  substitute  for  the 
dead-on-the-vine,  original  S.  1.  The 
Marshall  proposal  calls  for  a  mandatory 
obligation  of  military  training  and  mili¬ 
tary  service  and  thereafter  membership 
in  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Regu¬ 
lar  armed  services  for  a  total  of  6  years, 
for  every  able-bodied  American  youth. 
That  is  in  the  bill  now  before  this  House. 
The  bill  adopted  by  the  Senate  calls  for  a 
total  obligation  of  8  years. 

But  that  doesn’t  put  the  finger  on  the 
most  fundamental  change.  The  plan, 
and  specifically  the  Reserve  component 
provision,  means  that  the  program  will 
set  up  a  centralized,  federalized,  Penta¬ 
gon  control,  on  a  permanent  basis,  over 
the  bulk  of  the  Nation’s  military  man¬ 
power. 

That  is  the  complete  opposite  of  a 
citizen-army  Reserve  plan,  with  local 
units,  locally  trained,  under  local  officers. 
It  threatens  the  whole  system  of  the 
State-organized  and  State-controlled 
National  Guard.  It  means,  also,  that  in 
future  emergencies  men  would  be  called 
up  directly  by  the  Defense  Department 
and  not  through  a  local  draft  board  set¬ 
up.  That  is  a  Prussian-type  UMT. 

And  get  this:  The  Pentagon  has  asked 
for  up  to  6  months  to  perfect  and  an¬ 
nounce  an  improved  Reserve  program. 


They  have  asked  for  that  interlude  even 
though  Mrs.  Rosenberg  told  the  Senate 
committee  : 

It  would  be  useless  for  us  to  ask  you  to 
give  us  a  universal  military  service  and  train¬ 
ing  program  unless  at  the  same  time  we 
would  come  up  to  you  with  an  Improved 
Reserve  program;  (Senate  hearings,  p.  50.) 

This  request  amounts  to  saying:  Give 
us  -eur  beachhead  now  and  later  on  we 
will  tell  you  what  life  is  going  to  be  like 
in  the  occupied  area. 

Fourth.  I  know  the  argument  that  will 
be  advanced — and  has  been  advanced 
during  this  debate. 

We  were  told,  only  yesterday,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  my  good  friend  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Rivers]  said  it — that  this 
bill  before  the  House  is  not  the  Marshall- 
Rosenberg  plan.  And  we  were  told,  too, 
that  approval  of  this  bill  does  not  au¬ 
thorize  UMT;  that  the  UMT  plan  must 
come  back  to  the  Congress  for  final  de¬ 
cision.  Now,  I  note,  they  have  added 
even  a  postscript  to  that.  They  now 
promise  us  there  will  be  opportunity  to 
amend  the  plan  when  it  does  corne  back. 

Now  I  do  not  discount  the  work  that 
has  been  done  by  the  House  committee. 
I  do  not  deny  that  our  esteemed  chair¬ 
man,  good  soldier  that  he  is  in  trying  to 
carry  out  the  policies  from  above,  has  not 
sought  and  secured  some  improvements 
in  order  to  make  a  bad  bill  less  bad.  All 
credit  to  him. 

But  I  point  out  two  facts. 

Once  you  have  approved  UMT  as  part 
of  a  draft-extension  bill — regardless  of 
details — which  you  promise  to  let  Con¬ 
gress  fill  in  later — they  have  won  the 
beachhead. 

Let  me  remind  you  that  the  other  body 
has  already  adopted,  in  its  virtual  en¬ 
tirety,  the  Marshall-Rosenberg  program. 
This  legislation  will  go  to  conference. 
There  is  no  way  of  knowing  what  House- 
devised  defenses  may  crumble  there. 

No,  my  friends,  you  do  not  defend  a 
beachhead  by  retreating  inland  to  imag¬ 
ined  defenses. 

You  win  or  lose  on  the  beaches  them¬ 
selves.  This  is  the  battleground  and 
now  is  the  battle — not  at  some  other 
place  and  time. 

Fifth.  Now  I  want  to  say  a  very  hard 
thing,  but  a  thing  the  record  forces  me 
to  say. 

Like  every  campaign.  General  Mar¬ 
shall’s  “Operation  UMT  Beachhead”  has 
its  expendables. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  charge — from  the 
record — that  the  Pentagon  demanded 
the  draft  of  18-year-olds  with  the  sole, 
exclusive,  and  deliberate  purpose  of  get¬ 
ting  going  now  with  a  permanent  sys¬ 
tem  of  peacetime  conscription. 

I  am  perfectly  aware  of  what  Mrs. 
Rosenberg  told — and  failed  to  tell — the 
House  committee  on  January  25.  The 
esteemed  chairman  said  to  her : 

Well,  the  question  is  naturally  going  to 
arise  if  you  go  down  to  the  18-year-old  group. 
What  are  you  going  down  there  for?  Are 
you  going  down  there  to  strengthen  the 
military  force  to  meet  the  world  crisis  as 
it  confronts  us  today,  or  are  you  going  down 
there  partly  for  the  purpose  of  inaugurating 
and  starting  a  program  of  universal  military 
service  or  training? 


Mrs.  Rosenberg  answered: 

We  are  going  down  for  two  reasons.  One, 
that  all  our  heads  of  the  services  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Bradley  have  said  that  they  are  some 
of  the  finest  soldiers  and  are  needed  to  make 
our  Army  as  combatworthy  as  possible;  and 
secondly,  we  are  suggesting  going  down  be¬ 
cause  we  have  need  of  men  and  we  have 
the  choice  of  offering  that  we  take  fathers 
or  husbands  or  veterans  or  all  of  them. 
(House  hearings,  p.  70.) 

There  was  not  a  word  here  to  indicate 
whether  they  wanted  the  18-year-olds  so 
they  could  gain  the  UMT  beachhead. 

But  now  turn  back,  please,  10  days,  to 
January  15.  Listen  to  the  earlier  testi¬ 
mony  of  Mrs.  Rosenberg  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  committee — and  she  was  repeating 
what  she  had  said  3  days  prior : 

Again  we  are  not  asking  you  to  give  us  the 
18-year-old  universal  military  training  be¬ 
cause  we  are  going  to  run  short  in  this  pool. 
We  might,  but  our  strong  argument  is  that 
if  we  do  not  have  them,  we  have  to  maintain 
a  force  as  large  as  this  or  larger  during  the 
entire  period  of  tensions  which,  as  General 
Marshall  said,  may  be  10  years. 

We  say  if  you  do  it  the  other  way,  if  you 
give  us  enough  young  men  who  will  have 
training  and  can  be  put  in  the  Reserve 
force,  we  hope  that  as  tensions  lessen,  the 
Regular  force,  the  force  in  being,  will  be 
reduced. 

Later  that  day.  Chairman  Johnson 
undertook  to  sum  up  Mrs.  Rosenberg’s 
argument.  He  said: 

You  told  us  that  you  do  not  ask  to  go 
down  in  the  18-year-old  crop  just  to  supply 
the  3,500,000  force  in  being.  That  is  not 
your  real  reason  for  doing  it.  *  *  *  As 

I  gather  it,  you  do  not  rest  your  case  for 
18-year-olds  on  the  necessity  of  taking  them 
because  you  can’t  get  a  3,500,000  force  from 
any  other  source,  because  you  can. 

I  am  still  quoting  Senator  Johnson’s 
summation: 

But  if  you  do  not  take  the  18-year-olds, 
your  UMT  program  goes  out  the  window,  be¬ 
cause  you  do  not  have  people  to  train  them 
and  you  have  got  to  phase  them  in  with  the 
Regular  service  in  order  to  have  a  UMT 
program.  *  *  *  Is  that  correct?” 

Mrs.  Rosenberg  replied  with  obvious 
enthusiasm : 

That  is  the  best  presentation  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense  has  made  yet  for  its 
case.  That  is  exactly  it.  Senator.  (Senate 
hearings  p.  187-188.) 

That  is  certainly  plain  enough,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

That  certainly  identifies  the  expenda-r 
bles  in  operation  UMT  beachhead. 

Sixth.  No  general  ever  planned  to  cap¬ 
ture  a  beachhead  merely  to  win  or  hold 
the  beachhead.  That  is  only  the  first 
objective. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  warn  this 
House  that  this  UMT  proposal  is  only  the 
beginning  of  the  system  of  conscription 
and  regimentation  which  the  adminis¬ 
tration  and  the  military  have  in  mind 
for  the  American  people. 

I  wish  the  present  administration 
would  be  even  a  fraction  as  explicit  and 
forthright  in  stating  their  military  goals 
and  objectives  in  Korea  as  they  are  in 
stating  the  war  aims  of  operation  UMT 
beachhead. 
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They  have  made  it  clear  that  they 
want  a  large-scale  standing  army  for  an 
indefinite  future. 

They  want  it  to  be  replaced,  if  and 
when  it  is  replaced,  with  a  Pentagon- 
controlled  Reserve  set-up — details  fur¬ 
nished  in  6  months  or  later. 

They  want — it  is  all  in  the  record  of 
the  Senate  and  House  hearings — Gov¬ 
ernment-controlled  selection  of  college 
students,  a  plan  of  Federal  scholarships, 
and  a  plan  of  free  medical  rehabilitation 
through  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Service  or  Veterans’  Administration — ■ 
Senate  hearings,  pages  51-53,  56, 158-159, 
465,  497 ;  House  hearings,  page  349. 

But  that  is  not  all. 

Let  me  read  what  Mrs.  Rosenberg  told 
the  Senate  committee: 

It  is  his — the  President’s — concept,  and 
that  of  the  Department  of  Defense,  that  this 
must  be  a  universal  program  and  that  every 
man  physically  and  mentally  and  morally 
capable  of  performing  a  service,  either  in 
the  military  or  outside,  must  perform  that 
service.  (Senate  .hearings,  p.  51.) 

Mrs.  Rosenberg  made  it  plain  that  she 
was  talking  about  those  men  who  would 
be  left  after  drafting  all  those  capable 
of  only  limited-duty  military  service. 
She  estimated  that  the  number  of  18- 
year-olds  in  this  category  would  be  from 
100,000  to  150,000  annually. 

Mrs.  Rosenberg  continued: 

We,  however,  want  to  make  sure,  and  that 
is  not  the  Department  of  Defense’s  program, 
but  I  know  those  are  the  President’s  instruc¬ 
tions,  that  when  a  program  is  submitted  to 
you  *  *  *  it  will  not  be  a  made-work  pro¬ 
gram  but  one  of  real  usefulness  in  the  na¬ 
tional  effort.  (Senate  hearings,  p.  51.) 

And  still  later,  Mrs.  Rosenberg  reiter¬ 
ated: 

The  President  will  have  a  program.  (Sen¬ 
ate  hearings,  p.  148.) 

Subsequently,  Labor  Secretary  Tobin 
was  asked  if  he  agreed  with  the  program 
for  nonmilitary  service  for  18-year-olds 
asked  for  by  the  Department  of  Defense. 
Secretary  Tobin  answered: 

It  would  be  a  very  difficult  program  to  ad¬ 
minister,  and  I  would  want  to  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  see  a  specific  plan  before  me 
before  I  would  want  to  commit  myself.  (Sen¬ 
ate  hearings,  p.  340.) 

There  was  no  doubt  in  the  mind  of  an¬ 
other  witness  who  was  an  enthusiastic 
supporter  of  really  universal  service, 
that  this  is  a  Pentagon  project.  Dr.  Karl 
T.  Compton  said: 

I  believe  that  the  plans  now  proposed  by 
the  Department  of  Defense  are  aimed  in  that 
direction. 

That  is,  universal  national  service — ■ 
Senate  hearings,  page  1051. 

There  was  no  doubt  either  about  the 
long-range  objective  in  the  mind  of  an¬ 
other  witness,  w-ho  did  not  like  the  pros¬ 
pect  at  all. 

James  B.  Carey,  secretary-treasurer  of 
the  CIO,  told  the  Senate  committee: 

We  believe  that  a  change  in  the  title  to 
“Universal  Military  Training  and  Service”  will 
leave  the  door  open  to  the  drafting  of  in¬ 
dividuals  not  qualified  for  military  duty  to 
perform  functions  normally  carried  on  by 
civilians. 

And  Mr.  Carey  added: 

To  this  we  are  unalterably  opposed.  (Sen¬ 
ate  hearings,  p.  1051.) 


Seventh.  In  conclusion,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  want  to  say  a  word  about  the 
barrage  which  is  currently  being  laid 
down  to  cover  the  advance  to  General 
Marshall’s  beachhead  objective. 

It  is  a  barrage  of  promise  and  threat, 
of  confused  and  conflicting  propaganda, 
but  why  should  they  care  if  it  is  conflict¬ 
ing  as  long  as  its  confusing? 

The  Defense  Department  is  alter¬ 
nately  trying  to  sell  its  UMT  plan  to 
the  Congress  on  the  argument  that  it 
will  make  possible  a  reduction  of  the 
standing  Army  in  the  near  future  and 
trying  to  stampede  the  Congress  into 
accepting  the  whole  program  without 
question  because  of  real  or  fancied  im¬ 
minent  peril. 

They  cannot  have.it  both  ways. 

There  cannot  be  any  real  build-up  of 
the  Reserves  through  UMT  until  it  is 
possible  to  halt  the  draft  for  service  and 
switch  to  the  draft  for  training  only. 

More  than  2  months  ago,  Chairman 
Vinson  and  Mrs.  Rosenberg  agreed  on 
the  statement  that —  ^ 

You  may  not  be  able  to  reach  the  training 
phase  for  a  great,  great  many  years.  (House 
hearings,  p.  110.) 

Yet  the  House  committee  report  says 
it  may  be  possible  to  end  the  draft  and 
reduce  the  standing  Army  in -the  near 
future — report,  page  14 — and  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  last  week  was 
quoted  as  saying  that  it  might  be  within 
18  months. 

Yet  ,  in  his  testimony.  General  Mar¬ 
shall  said,  as  recently  as  March  1,  we 
must  prepare  for  the  probability  that 
it  will  be  necessary  to  go  above  the  3V2- 
million  figure  in  the  standing  army — 
House  hearings,  page  438. 

General  Bradley  said  that — 

After  5  or  10  years  *  *  *  you  might 

be  able  to  reduce  those  that  are  on  full 
time  active  duty  below  3 ]/2  million.  (Senate 
hearings,  p.  666.) 

Does  that  sound  like  the  near  future? 

And  then  Wednesday  we  were  given 
a  warning  which  should  preclude  all 
thought  of  early  application  of  UMT. 
Our  esteemed  Speaker  told  the  Congress 
and  the  Nation: 

It  is  my  firm  belief  that  we  are  in  greater 
danger  of  an  expanded  war  today  than  we 
have  been  at  any  time  since  the  close  of 
the  World  War  in  1945.  *  *  *  I.  think 

that  we  stand  in  the  face  of  terrible  danger 
and  maybe  the  beginning  of  world  war  III. 
(Congressional  Record,  April  4,  1951,  p. 
3412.) 

I  pray  God  that  the  Speaker  may  be 
wrong.  I  know  how  sincerely  he  hopes 
that  he  is  wrong.  But  surely  if  this  is 
the  possibility,  there  is  no  prospect  in 
the  foreseeable  future  for  reducing  the 
forces-in-being — which  no  one  would 
want ,  done  under  such  circumstances. 
And  there  would  be  no  prospect  of 
switching  to  the  training  phase  of 
UMT — for  which  there  would  be  no  pos¬ 
sible  need. 

Certainly  the  Speaker’s  statement 
lends  new  and  ominous  import  to  the 
words  of  Senator  Johnson  that  “we 
have  more  important  things  to  do  than 
debate  stand-by  legislation  for  the  fu¬ 
ture.” 

In  the  light  of  what  the  Speaker  has 
said,  I  say  to  General  Marshall:  If  you. 
General  Marshall,  share  the  Speaker’s 


grave  anxiety  over  the  immediate  situa¬ 
tion,  then,  in  the  name  of  national  unity 
and  for  the  sake  of  putting  first  things 
first,  withdraw  your  demand  for  stand¬ 
by  UMT  legislation  as  part  of  the  draft- 
extension  bill — involving  as  that  demand 
does,  a  deeply  divisive  issue,  and  involv¬ 
ing  as  it  does  detailed  work  and  plan¬ 
ning  by  the  Pentagon  and  Congress 
which  have  no  immediate  urgency  or 
relevancy. 

And  I  extend  the  same  proposition  to 
General  Marshall’s  Commander  in  Chief. 
I  urge  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  write  a  letter.  I  urge  him  to  say— 
and  I  believe  he  can  say  it  with  vastly 
more  cause  than  when  he  said  it  on 
August  29  of  last  year — I  urge  him  to  say 
in  that  letter:  “It  does  not  seem  to  me 
immediately  necessary  for  the  Congress 
to  enact  universal  training  legislation.” 

I  say,  respectfully  and  earnestly  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  that  this 
is  the  course  of  practical  realism.  This 
is  the  course  of  hard-headed  wisdom. 
This  is  the  cour^fe  of  patriotism  which 
would  do  much  to  unite  a  free  people  to 
meet  whatever  challenge  may  be  before 
us. 

And  if  that  letter  is  not  forthcoming, 
then,  for  the  same  reasons,  let  the  Con¬ 
gress  say  it.  Let  the  Congress  by  its 
vote  say  to  the  President  and  to  the 
Pentagon:  “It  does  not  seem  to  us  im¬ 
mediately  necessary  to  enact  universal 
training  legislation.” 

And  then  let  us,  and  the  President,  and 
the  American  people,  turn  with  courage 
and  unity  to  the  more  important  duties 
at  hand. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  was  told  by  a  member 
of  the  21 -member  Committee  on  Reserves 
that  they  would  report  by  the  end  of 
March  to  the  gentleman’s  committee. 
Is  that  true,  or  is  that  out  the  window? 
What  is  the  present  situation? 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  is  true  or  not.  All  I  am  doing  is  quot¬ 
ing  the  record  or  using  their  own  words. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentlewoman  from 
Illinois  [Mrs.  Church]. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ap¬ 
proach  this  subject  with  the  trepidation 
which  it  deserves.  For  3  days  I  have 
been  a  daily  attendant  and  a  conscien¬ 
tious  listener  to  these  debates.  May  I 
say  I  never  expect  to  hear  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  a  finer  or  more  carefully 
reasonable  speech  than  that  given  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Cole].  The  fact  that  I  do  not  agree 
with  him  in  no  sense  lessens  my  admira¬ 
tion  for  the  cogency  of  his  sincerity  for 
the  height  of  his  idealism,  I  am  de¬ 
lighted  also  to  follow  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  who  has  given  us  facts 
which  we  did  not  know.  I  would  like 
to  inform  the  committee — if  I  may  be 
forgiven  the  personal  allusion — that  I 
know  the  experience  of  sending  boys  into 
the  service.  In  my  adult  life  I  have  had 
my  family  participating  in  two  wars.  I 
have  been  caught  abroad  in  two  wars.  I 
think,  whether  we  call  it  that  or  not, 
that  we  are  now  actually  in  one  of  the 
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most  disastrous  wars  this  Nation  has 
ever  faced,  in  Korea.  For  that  reason 
there  is  no  length  to  which  I  would  not 
go  to  furnish  this  country  adequate  de¬ 
fense  of  men  and  money. 

I  would  like  to  go  on  record  perma¬ 
nently  as  saying  that.  However,  I  have 
distinct  fears  about  this  bill.  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  that  the  American  people  who  are 
being  asked  to  give  their  sons,  and  who 
may  be  asked  to  give  their  daughters, 
have  a  right  to  have  their  represent¬ 
atives  vote  separately  on  the  two  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  bill.  I  shall  support  with 
all  my  heart  the  extension  of  the  draft. 
I  ask,  however,  a  studied  consideration 
of  the  universal  military  training  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  bill.  In  fact,  I  would  hope 
that  they  might  be  removed  from  the 
bill  and  considered  separately.  I  will 
tell  you  why.  I  take  distinct  exception 
to  the  idea  that  there  is  any  necessary 
reason  for  including  such  provision  in 
this  bill  since  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  himself  has  said  that  the  plan 
could  not  go  into  active  operation  for  24 
months.  If  that  is  true,  we  have  ade¬ 
quate  time  to  study  again  the  problem; 
to  bring  it  up  for  late  consideration  be¬ 
fore  the  House ;  and  to  let  the  people  ex¬ 
press  themselves  through  us  on  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  such  a  plan. 

We  are  nw  actually  in  a  war,  with 
emergency  draft  bills  adequately  cover¬ 
ing  our  present  situation.  Furthermore, 
I  object  to  the  form  of  this  bill.  I  think 
that  it  is  another  step  away  from  truly 
representative  government.  I  have 
great  faith  in  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  I  have  such  faith  in  the  chair¬ 
man  that  he,  the  ether  day,  almost  per¬ 
suaded  me  that  this  bill  was  perfectly 
harmless.  However,  I  believe  perhaps 
that  I  have  more  faith  in  them  than 
they  seem  to  be  showing  in  themselves; 
I  am  perfectly  convinced  that  there  is 
no  reason  for  a  committee  so  ably  chair- 
manned,  and  manned  with  such  experi¬ 
enced  and  conscientious  men.  to  rely 
upon  any  commission  to  bring  in  provi¬ 
sions  to  be  embodied  in  a  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  bill.  You  have  been  told 
today  that  any  plan,  as  brought  in  un¬ 
der  the  proposed  provision  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  can  be  amended.  The  chair¬ 
man  said  yesterday  that  an  amendment 
to  make  this  possible  would  probably 
be  offered  and  passed  here  next  week. 
However — and  this  is  definitely  stated 
in  the  bill — as  now  provided  the  plan 
suggested  by  the  Commission  and  re¬ 
ported  to  the  House  must  be  accepted  or 
rejected  in  full.  I  would  remind  you 
that  such  wras  the  intention  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  when  the  bill  was  written  and  re¬ 
ported  to  the  House.  I  would  remind 
you,  as  did  the  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan,  that  if  the  House  so  amends  this 
provision,  the  amendment  can  later  be 
lost  through  conference.  And  we  will 
then  find  ourselves,  we  the  the  repre¬ 
sentatives,  a  thinking,  experienced,  con¬ 
scientious  body  of  men  and  women  elect¬ 
ed  to  represent  the  American  people,  in 
the  position  of  having  to  take  or  reject 
without  change  the  plans  presented  to  us 
by  the  Commission. 

Mr.  Chairman,  my  time  is  short.  My 
plea  is  only  with  reference  to  that  fea¬ 


ture  of  the  bill.  I  would  urge  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  if  it  feels  that  it 
cannot  adequately  bring  in  a  universal 
military  training  plan  through  its  own 
efforts,  to  seek  the  advice  perhaps  of  an 
advisory  commission,  if  it  must  have  one. 
But  let  the  committee  bring  in  a  defi¬ 
nite  plan  made  by  itself  from  the  pro¬ 
posals  of  that  committee,  which  plan 
can  be  considered  on  its  merits  with  a 
full  expression  of  opinion  from  all  of 
those  at  home  whom  we  represent. 

Have  you  stopped  to  think  of  it  this 
way?  We  are  here,  not  only  through 
our  own  ambitions  or  desires.  We  are 
here  merely  because  the  people  back 
home  in  each  case  thought  that  we  were 
smart  enough  and  honest  enough  and 
idealistic  enough  to  express  their  view¬ 
point. 

We  are  turning  more  and  more  away 
from  our  responsibilities  as  legislators. 
I  would  remind  you,  I  do  not  think  that 
the  American  people  expect  their  Con¬ 
gress  to  turn  over  the  processes  of  think¬ 
ing,  of  planning,  of  deciding  questions 
such  as  the  UMT,  to  any  agency  or  to 
any  commission.  This  UMT  program 
would  go  into  the  life  of  every  individual 
American.  There  is  no  phase  of  our  ac¬ 
tivity,  no  phase  of  our  thinking,  no 
phase  of  our  living  that  it  would  not 
touch.  On  such  questions  the  American 
people  have  a  right  to  express  them¬ 
selves  through  us.  On  such  questions  we 
have  a  duty  to  vote  specifically.  I  would 
say  just  this  to  you:  We  exist  here,  this 
whole  Government,  traditionally  and 
rightly,  only  by  consent  of  the  governed. 
I  would  warn  you  that  if  we  give  up  that 
right,  if  we  refuse  to  take  our  privilege 
and  our  responsibility  to  draw  our  own 
plans,  there  should  be  no  hope  for  any 
one  of  us. 

We  have  had  experience  in  this  coun¬ 
try  with  an  effort  to  enforce  laws  which 
did  not  have  full  public  support.  If  you 
are  going  to  have  full  public  support  for 
an  epoc-changing  program,  you  must 
have  behind  you  the  will  and  the  convic¬ 
tion  of  the  American  people.  I  would 
urge  the  Armed  Services  Committee  to 
accept  the  responsibility,  not  to  bring  us 
in  a  piecemeal  plan  whereby  we  decide 
today  we  will  take  UMT  without  know¬ 
ing  or  being  able  to  tell  the  people  back 
home  what  we  have  voted  for;  but  to 
wait  and  to  bring  in  a  full  plan  which 
can  be  presented,  a  plan  which  could 
win  our  support  if  it  were  necessary,  but 
a  plan  on  which  we  could  go  back  to  our 
people  and  say,  “You  decided  through  us, 
through  your  constitutional  authority 
expressed  in  us.”  Then  I  believe  that 
there  would  be  some  reason  for  us  to  go 
out  to  a  weary  world  and  sell  a  story  of 
what  truly  representative  government 
can  be-  What  would  it  mean  to  all  of  us 
to  have  a  full  force  abroad  taut  to  lose 
at  home  not  only  our  freedom  but  that 
sense  of  constitutional  government  in 
which  every  man  and  every  woman  can 
walk  with  human  dignity,  as  individuals, 
with  the  right  to  express  themselves 
through  this  Congress?  I  would  beg  the 
Representatives  in  this  House:  Do  not 
in  any  sense  abdicate  your  authority. 
It  is  also  your  responsibility.  Insist 
upon  having  submitted  to  you  in  full  the 
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plans  which  may  change  the  lives  of 
every  one  in  this  generation  and  in  the 
generations  to  come. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentlewoman  from  Illinois  [Mrs. 
Church]  has  expired. 

Mi’.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  now 
yield  to  one  of  the  ablest  members  of  our 
committee,  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Elston]  40  minutes. 

(Mr.  ELSTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall 
not  endeavor  to  discuss  at  this  time  all  of 
the  provisions  cf  this  bill.  I  voted  in 
committee  to  report  the  measure  to  the 
House,  but  did  so  with  definite  reserva¬ 
tions.  Like  many  other  members  of  the 
House,  I  favor  the  selective  service  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  proposed  legislation,  but 
feel  that  this  subject  should  be  separated 
from  the  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
visions.  Moreover,  it  is  my  considered 
judgment  that  the  active  duty  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces  should  be  fixed  by 
Congress  In  this  bill.  The  original  meas¬ 
ure  considered  by  our  committee  con¬ 
tained  a  limitation  of  4,000,000  persons 
at  any  time.  On  final  consideration, 
however,  and  by  a  divided  vote,  this  lim¬ 
itation  was  deleted.  I  believe  it  is  the 
duty  of  Congress  to  limit  our  active  mil¬ 
itary  strength  by  definite  authorizing 
legislation,  and  not  bring  about  such  lim¬ 
itation  under  the  specious  theory  that 
this  can  be  done  through  appropriations. 
Whether  the  number  should  be  4,000,000 
persons  or  some  other  number  is  for  us  to 
determine  when  appropriate  amend¬ 
ments  are  offered.  Since  we  are  pro¬ 
ceeding  at  the  present  time  on  the  basis 
of  need  for  3,462,000  men,  I  shall  support 
an  amendment  to  fix  a  limitation  of  3% 
million  persons,  or  4,000,000  if  that 
amendment  is  rejected.  Should  the  need 
arise  at  any  time  to  increase  the  limit. 
Congress  can  act  and  Congress  would 
act.  To  leave  it  to  the  military  author¬ 
ities  would  not  only  be  dangerous  for 
economic  and  other  reasons,  but  such 
action  would  constitute  an  unwarranted 
delegation  of  authority.  A  limitation 
would  be  the  best  way  in  which  to  pre¬ 
vent  a  waste  of  manpower  by  tire  Armed 
Forces. 

In  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
an  effort  was  made  to  prohibit  the  send¬ 
ing  of  troops  to  Western  Europe  without 
the  approval  of  Congress.  This  amend¬ 
ment  was  defeated  in  committee  and  will 
be  reconsidered  before  this  committee. 

This  is  a  question  of  far-reaching  im¬ 
portance  and  it  is  my  purpose  to  support 
any  amendment  which  will  permit  Con¬ 
gress  to  retain  the  power  and  authority 
to  say  when  and  how  many  American 
boys  shall  be  sent  to  Western  Europe  for 
service  with  the  armed  forces  of  the 
North  Atlantic  Treaty  nations.  It  is  the 
constitutional  duty  of  Congress  to  de¬ 
termine  this  question,  and  it  is  an  obli¬ 
gation  which  cannot  and  should  not  be 
delegated  to  the  President.  I  have  no 
sympathy  with  the  plea  that  the  requir¬ 
ing  of  congressional  approval  will  ham¬ 
string  General  Eisenhower  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  his  duties.  It  could  just  as 
effectively  be  argued  that  General  Eisen- 
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hower  is  being  hampered  by  the  necessity 
of  coming  to  Congress  for  appropriations 
to  support  the  American  Armed  Forces 
under  his  command. 

I  have  not  reached  the  place  where  I 
am  willing  to  place  the  judgment  of  any 
President  above  that  of  the  duly  elected 
Members  of  Congress,  even  if  we  had  the 
constitutional  right  to  delegate  our  au¬ 
thority  to  pass  upon  this  vital  question. 
We  shall  have  our  opportunity  to  write 
our  position  into  law  by  an  appropriate 
amendment  to  this  bill.  It  is  far  from 
sufficient  to  merely  express  an  opinion 
on  the  subject  by  way  of  a  resolution. 
Too  often  the  will  of  Congress  is  ignored 
even  when  it  is  expressed  in  law.  A 
mere  expression  of  opinion  would  be 
meaningless.  With  no  limitation  on  the 
size  of  our  Armed  Forces,  and  unre¬ 
stricted  authority  on  the  part  of  the 
President  to  send  American  troops  any¬ 
where  in  the  world,  we  will  be  taking  a 
long  step  toward  the  military  dictator¬ 
ship  the  framers  of  our  Constitution 
feared  when  it  created  this  Republic. 

While  the  pending  bill  fixes  a  definite 
termination  date  as  to  its  selective  serv¬ 
ice  features,  you  will  note  that  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  part  of  the 
measure  is  permanent.  The  National 
Security  Training  Corps  is  created  as 
soon  as  the  President  appoints  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission. 
No  further  action  by  Congress  would  be 
needed  to  make  universal  military 
training  a  permanent  institution  of  our 
Government.  There  will  be  no  further 
congressional  review  until  and  unless  a 
measure  is  introduced  and  considered  to 
repeal  the  law.  I  need  not  tell  you  that 
if  universal  military  training  is  set  up 
at  this  time  there  is  no  certainty  that 
it  could  be  repealed  short  of  a  two- 
thirds  vote  of  both  Houses,  which  would 
be  required  in  the  event  of  a  Presidential 
veto.  I  listened  with  great  interest  to 
the  remarks  of  our  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  at  the  beginning  of  this  debate  on 
the  subject  of  adopting  and  terminating 
universal  military  training.  But  I  sub¬ 
mit  the  procedure  is  not  as  simple  as  he 
indicated.  At  the  moment  there  is  no 
universal  military  training  program  be¬ 
fore  us.  There  is  nothing  in  this  bill 
which  definitely  advises  Congress  about 
even  the  major  phases  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  Those  details,  we  are  told, 
must  be  left  to  a  commission  to  be  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President.  Bear  in  mind 
we  do  not  wait  until  a  program  is  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Commission  before  we 
adopt  universal  military  training.  We 
adopt  it  now,  and  the  Universal  Military 
Training  Corps  comes  into  being  as  soon 
as  the  Commission  is  appointed  by  the 
President.  The  Commission  may  be  ap¬ 
pointed  at  any  time  after  the  passage  of 
the  bill. 

Under  the  language  of  the  pending 
bill  Congress  would  leave  it  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  devise  the  program  and  to 
submit  it  to  Congress.  If  the  amend¬ 
ment  which  our  distinguished  chairman 
now  proposes  to  offer  should  not  be 
adopted,  our  only  course  thereafter 
would  be  to  accept  or  to  reject  the  plan 
exactly  as  submitted.  We  would  have 
no  authority  to  change  the  crossing  of 
a  “t”  or  the  dotting  of  an  “i”  in  the 


plan.  If  any  legislative  bill  comes  be¬ 
fore  us  in  the  regular  way  we  have  an 
opportunity  to  amend  it  in  committee 
or  on  the  floor.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
this  bill  is  not  amended,  the  plan  of  the 
Commission  would  have  to  be  accepted 
exactly  as  the  Commission  wrote  it  or 
be  rejected  in  its  entirety.  In  other 
words,  the  Commission  would  do  the 
legislating  and  Congress  would  either 
rubber-stamp  the  Commission’s  view  in 
their  entirety  or  reject  them  completely. 
In  this  connection  let  us  not  forget  that 
the  original  plan  or  future  plans  might 
not  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  which 
considered  this  bill,  but  to  a  future  Con¬ 
gress.  That  Congress  will  have  nothing 
to  say  about  the  matter  except  to  ap¬ 
prove  or  disapprove  the  plan  of  a  Fed¬ 
eral  bureau.  Surely  this  is  not  the  way 
to  legislate,  and  it  is  not  the  way  in¬ 
tended  when  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  was  created  by  the  founding 
fathers. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Mi’.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Yesterday  I  asked 
someone  who  was  speaking  on  the  bill, 
I  believe  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Bentsen],  about  the  authority  of  the 
House  to  amend  the  bill  after  the  Com¬ 
mission  reported  it.  He  advised  me 
that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  had 
stated  to  the  House  that  not  only  would 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  but  also 
the  House  would  have  the  authority  to 
amend  the  bill  when  it  is  submitted  by 
the  commission  for  approval  or  rejec¬ 
tion  by  the  House.  What  does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  say  about  that? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  am  coming  to  that, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  the 
question. 

While  the  amendment  which  the 
chairman  indicates  he  will  offer  may  go 
a  long  way  toward  correcting  an  incred¬ 
ible  situation,  I  am  not  certain  of  its 
legal  soundness.  If  the  plan  takes  the 
form  of  a  legislative  bill,  subject  to 
Presidential  approval  or  veto,  it  would, 
of  course,  have  the  force  of  law.  On  the 
other  hand,  mere  congressional  approval 
by  way  of  a  concurrent  resolution  would 
not  make  the  plan  the  law  of  the  land. 

I  submit  it  is  dangerous  to  attempt  to 
legislate  by  mere  resolution.  The  Su¬ 
preme  Court  of  the  United  States  has 
not  as  yet  determined  that  it  is  uncon¬ 
stitutional  to  legislate  through  the  proc¬ 
ess  of  concurrent  resolution  for  the 
simple  reason  the  question  has  not  been 
presented  to  that  Court.  Certainly  we 
cannot  take  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  his  constitutional  right  to 
approve  or  veto  legislation  passed  by 
Congress.  A  concurrent  resolution  would 
seek  to  do  that  very  thing.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  a  concurrent  resolution  as  you 
know  is  to  fix  the  time  of  final  adjourn¬ 
ment,  provide  for  a  joint  session  to 
receive  the  President’s  message,  and  like 
matters  which  do  not  constitute  legisla¬ 
tion.  If  the  amendment  which  is  to  be 
submitted  by  our  chairman  provides  that 
Congress  may  approve  of  the  plan  of  the 
Commission  or  that  we  may  amend  or 
reject  the  plan  by  concurrent  resolution, 
I  submit  the  amendment  would  violate 


the  Constitution,  since  it  would  deny  to 
the  President  his  clear  constitutional 
right  to  either  approve  legislation  or  to 
veto  it.  The  proposed  amendment  of  the 
chairman  contemplates  that  the  entire 
plan  which  is  to  be  submitted  by  the 
Commission  is  to  be  considered  first  by 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  where 
it  will  be  subject  to  amendment.  There¬ 
after  the  plan  will  be  brought  to  the 
floor  of  the  House  for  further  amend¬ 
ment,  if  desired.  Thereafter  Congress 
will,  by  concurrent  resolution,  adopt  the 
plan  or  reject  it.  The  President  will 
have  nothing  to  say  about  it. 

While  I  differ  with  President  Truman 
on  perhaps  as  many  things  as  any  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  body,  I  do  not  want  to  be  in 
the  position  of  voting  to  deny  to  him  or 
to  any  other  President  any  right  clearly 
guaranteed  by  the  Constitution.  While 
I  have  said  this  question  has  not  been 
passed  upon  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States,  it  was  considered  by 
a  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals. 
I  refer  to  the  case  of  F.  H.  E.  Oil  Co. 
against  Commissioner  of  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  decided  by  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  of  the  Fifth  District  on  August 
21,  1945  and  reported  in  150  Federal 
Reporter,  page  857.  This  case  reviewed 
the  decision  of  the  Tax  Court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  District  of  Texas. 
The  syllabus  of  the  case,  which  consti¬ 
tutes  the  law,  reads  as  follows: 

A  resolution  adopted  by  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  agreed  to  by  the  Senate,  but 
not  approved  by  the  President  or  passed  over 
his  veto,  was  not  an  act  of  Congress  and  did 
not  make  or  change  the  law,  but,  as  an  ex¬ 
pression  of  an  opinion  on  a  point  of  law, 
it  would  be  entitled  to  respectful  considera¬ 
tion  by  the  courts. 

I  do  not  think  we  are  so  much  con¬ 
cerned  about  whether  a  plan  to  com¬ 
pletely  set  up  a  program  of  universal 
military  training  will  be  given  respectful 
consideration  or  not.  We  are  concerned 
with  whether  or  not  our  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  will  have  the  force  of  law.  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  under  this  decision  it  will  not 
have  the  force  of  law.  The  amendment 
which  the  chairman  proposes  to  offer 
provides  that  the  plan  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Commission  may  be 
adopted,  rejected,  or  amended  by  con¬ 
current  resolution. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  have  been  listening 
very  carefully  to  the  gentleman’s  logic. 
I  wondered  in  my  own  mind  whether  or 
not  the  gentleman  would  apply  that 
same  logic  to  the  resolution  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  of  sending  troops  to  Europe. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  think  it  is  conceded 
that  the  resolution  adopted  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate  does  not  have  the  force  of  law.  We 
can  give  it  force  of  law  by  adopting  a 
similar  amendment  in  this  bill,  and  I 
feel  it  should  be  done.  That  would  be 
the  proper  way  in  which  to  do  it. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  gentleman  as  a  dis¬ 
tinguished  and  able  lawyer  has  pointed 
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out  that  this  particular  requirement  or 
gimmick  that  we  have  had  in  various 
bills  about  legislating  through  a  con¬ 
current  resolution  has  not  been  passed 
upon  by  the  Supreme  Court.  Does  not 
the  gentleman  agree  with  me  that  not 
only  the  Supreme  Court  but  the  Con¬ 
gress  is  also  sworn  to  uphold  and  defend 
the  Constitution  and  that  we  have  the 
duty,  if  a  provision  is  unconstitutional, 
not  to  adopt  it? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  The  gentleman  is  ab¬ 
solutely  right.  We  have  taken  an  oath 
to  support  and  defend  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  If  it  is  our  con¬ 
sidered  judgment  that  anything  in  any 
measure  violates  the  Constitution  we 
cannot  in  good  conscience  support  it. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  gentleman  has 
made  a  most  excellent  point,  one  that  I 
personally  had  not  had  an  opportunity 
to  consider.  He  has  quoted  the  law.  It 
would  seem  to  me  that  whatever  amend¬ 
ment  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  pre¬ 
sents  would  have  to  take  that  into  con¬ 
sideration,  otherwise  his  amendment 
would  have  no  force  and  effect  in  law.  I 
wonder  if  the  gentleman  has  any  idea 
as  to  just  what  sort  of  amendment  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  intends  to  offer? 
Has  it  been  submitted  to  him  for  his 
consideration? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  No;  it  has  not,  but  I  am 
advised  that  it  contemplates  adopting 
or  changing  the  plan  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  concurrent  resolution.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  a  bill  is  introduced  contain¬ 
ing  the  provisions  of  the  plan,  and  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  the 
House  and  the  Senate  fully  debate  it, 
after  which  the  bill  goes  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  for  approval  or  veto  the  proper  pro¬ 
cedure  would  have  been  followed. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  It  seems  to  me  if 
the  gentleman  is  correct,  and  I  think 
he  probably  is,  that  the  only  thing  the 
committee  can  then  do  is  provide  that 
a  commission  shall  make  a  report,  pe¬ 
riod;  and  then  from  that  point  a  new 
bill  would  be  introduced.  Is  not  that 
correct? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Yes.  The  only  thing  I 
feel  the  Commission  should  do  if  we  need 
a  commission  at  all,  is  to  make  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  Congress,  leaving  it 
to  Congress  to  enact  the  law.  That  is 
the  proper  procedure  to  follow. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  appreciate  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  remarks. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  I  asked  a  question  a 
moment  ago  and  I  am  interested  in 
knowing  the  answer,  because  I  do  not 
want  any  legislation  to  be  authorized 
by  a  commission  without  the  consent  of 
Congress  and  without  our  having  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  look  at  it  after  they  get 
through  with  it.  Does  the  gentleman 
understand  that  the  amendment  that 
will  be  offered  by  the  chairman  of  this 
committee,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson],  will  authorize  Congress  to 
amend  and  change  or  modify  any  legisla¬ 


tive  proposal  that  is  submitted  to  the 
Congress  by  the  Commission? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Yes,  that  is  true,  but 
I  understand  that  when  the  House  and 
Senate  pass  on  any  plan  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  it  is  by  concurrent  resolution 
and  not  as  we  would  proceed  if  we  were 
considering  a  legislative  bill. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  The  gentleman’s  ob¬ 
jection  is  that  the  President,  if  he  signs 
this  bill,  will  be  authorizing  legislation 
to  be  brought  about  by  way  of  the  Com¬ 
mission? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Not  only  would  the 
President  be  authorizing  it  but  Congress 
also  would  be  authorizing  it.  If  we  pass 
this  bill,  with  the  proposed  amendment 
of  the  chairman  included,  we  will  be 
authorizing  the  Commission  to  legislate. 
That  is  a  power  which  I  feel  we  cannot 
delegate. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  If  I  understand  this 
bill  correctly  with  regard  to  the  universal 
military  training  phase,  it  would  just 
be  authorizing  the  Commission  to  pro¬ 
pose  some  legislation  for  Congress  either 
to  adopt  or  reject;  is  not  that  true? 

Mi’.  ELSTON.  It  would  authorize  the 
Commission  to  submit  a  plan  which  we 
must  accept  or  reject  without  change, 
unless  of  course  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  chairman  is  adopted.  That 
amendment  would  permit  Congress  to 
amend  the  plan.  I  would  have  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  Commission  making  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Congress,  if,  after 
such  recommendations  are  made,  legis¬ 
lation  is  introduced  and  considered  in 
the  usual  way.  I  object  to  merely  rub¬ 
ber-stamping  that  which  is  turned  over 
to  it  by  the  Commission. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  If  I  understand  cor¬ 
rectly,  the  amendment  to  be  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vin¬ 
son]  would  not  place  us  in  the  position 
of  rubber-stamping  the  legislation,  but 
we  would  be  allowed  to  write  the  legisla¬ 
tion  after  it  has  been  suggested  by  the 
Commission;  is  not  that  true? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  We  could  make  what¬ 
ever  changes  we  desire.  However,  the 
complaint  I  make  is  that  in  the  final 
analysis,  after  we  have  made  the 
changes,  the  amended  plan  must  be 
adopted  by  the  House  by  concurrent 
resolution.  The  President,  of  course, 
will  have  no  authority  to  approve  or  veto 
the  resolution.  That,  I  say,  is  taking 
from  the  President  a  constitutional  right 
as  firm  as  the  right  of  Congress  to 
legislate. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  As  long  as  no  rights 
are  taken  away  from  this  Congress, 
which  is  closer  to  and  more  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  people,  we  do  not  particularly 
give  a  hoot  whether  the  President  ap¬ 
proves  the  legislation  by  one  method  or 
the  other,  do  we?  I  would  not  vote  to 
delegate  authority  to  a  commission  to 
determine  such  legislation.  But  it  would 
hurt  nothing  to  provide  an  advisory 
committee. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  think  so,  because  the 
Constitution  provides  that  the  proper 
way  to  legislate  is  for  both  Houses  of 
Congress  to  pass  legislation,  after  which 
the  President  shall  have  an  opportunity 
to  approve  it  or  to  veto  it. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  My  idea  of  a  plan  of 
military  training,  and  I  think  this  was 
the  idea  in  the  committee,  is  that  the 
Commission  would  say  a  certain  portion 
of  the  time  served  in  training  would  be 
devoted  to  classroom  work,  drill  maneu¬ 
vers,  and  what  not.  That,  of  course,  is 
not  a  matter  of  law.  It  is  only  a  matter 
of  the  manner  in  which  the  time  is  to  be 
utilized.  I  think  the  gentleman  would 
agree  with  me  the  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion  would  not  be  concerned  with  that, 
because  it  is  not  to  become  a  matter  of 
law,  but  only  a  matter  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  plan  under  which  they  are  to 
be  trained.  Should  the  Commission 
bring  in  something  which  was  a  matter 
of  legislation,  do  you  not  think  it  would 
then  be  necessary  to  go  through  the  leg¬ 
islative  process  to  take  from  that  plan 
these  things  which  require  legislation, 
and  that  they  would  have  to  go  through 
that  legislative  process?  The  plan  is 
only:  How  are  you  going  to  utilize  their 
time;  how  are  you  going  to  protect  their 
morals;  and  how  are  you  going  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  their  welfare,  and  all  that  sort 
of  thing.  If  there  should  be  anything  in 
the  plan  of  a  legislative  nature,  it  would 
have  to  come  out,  and  it  would  not  be 
approved  by  concurrent  resolution,  but 
would  have  to  go  through  the  regular 
legislative  process. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  May  I  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  where  any  suggestions 
would  be  coming  from  if  they  did  not 
come  from  the  plan,  because  certainly 
there  is  not  one  single  word  in  this  en¬ 
tire  bill  which  does  more  than  merely  set 
up  a  universal  military  training  program. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  But  suppose  the  com¬ 
mission  should  come  in  and  recommend 
that  rather  than  $30  a  month,  as  we 
provide  in  this  bill,  the  pay  should  be 
$40  a  month.  Of  course  that  would 
have  to  go  through  the  legislative  proc¬ 
ess,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Certainly. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  would  not  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  plan. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Certainly  it  should  not. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  questions  of  drill 
and  morals  and  welfare,  and  things  of 
that  kind  included  in  the  plan  which  is 
approved  by  the  concurrent  resolution, 
do  not  become  law  but  only  the  manner 
in  which  the  training  should  be  carried 
on. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  think  the  gentleman 
is  begging  the  question.  Everything  the 
commission  proposes  does  not  have  to 
be  brought  to  the  Congress.  What  I  am 
contending  is  that  anything  which  is  of 
a  legislative  nature  at  all  should  be 
brought  to  the  House  with  a  recommen¬ 
dation.  Thereafter  we  should  pass  on 
the  recommendations  in  the  form  of  a 
legislative  bill  rather  than  a  concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  believe  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  agree  with  me  that  when  we 
discussed  this  matter  in  committee  we 
were  concerned  that  the  system  might 
be  used  to  promote  some  social-welfare 
program.  We  mentioned  training  in  ce¬ 
ramics,  and  things  of  that  kind.  We 
wanted  to  make  sure  that  it  was  to  be 
military  training,  and  not  a  socializing 
program.  That  was  one  of  the  main 
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things  which  motivated  us  in  requiring 
that  the  plan  be  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress,  so  that  we  could  keep  it  in  line  as 
a  military  program  and  nothing  else. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  am  not  objecting  to 
submitting  the  plan.  I  am  not  object¬ 
ing  to  submitting  recommendations.  I 
think  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  com¬ 
mission,  if  it  is  created,  to  do  that,  but 
I  am  saying  before  the  plan  becomes 
effective,  if  it  contains  legislative  matter, 
it  should  be  considered  in  a  legislative 
bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course,  everyone  in 
the  House  agrees  to  that,  I  might  say  to 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  That  is  not  the  way  I 
understand  the  gentleman’s  resolution. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  If  I  understand  the 
gentleman  correctly,  and  understand  his 
point,  if  we  adopt  the  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
we  would  then  have  committed  ourselves 
to  a  definite  period  of,  say,  6  months  of 
training  and  6  years  in  the  Reserves,  and 
the  only  thing  we  would  then  do  is  ap¬ 
prove  or  disapprove  or  make  recom¬ 
mendations  for  change  concerning  what 
the  commission  will  establish  as  the 
method  of  carrying  it  out;  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Of  course,  the  gentle¬ 
man  appreciates  that  universal  military 
training  is  a  tremendous  subject.  The 
bill  which  was  reported  out  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  in  the 
Eightieth  Congress  was,  I  believe,  63 
pages  long.  It  contained  all  sorts  of 
provisions  with  respect  to  benefits  and 
everything  that  would  and  should  be 
considered  in  that  kind  of  a  program. 
There  is  nothing  in  this  bill  setting  those 
things  up.  Obviously  it  is  expected  that 
all  those  matters  will  be  presented  to  us 
by  the  commission.  Then  we  will  either 
adopt  the  plan  of  the  commission,  modify 
it,  or  reject  it  by  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  would  like  to  know 
just  what  the  force  and  effect  of  the 
amendment  to  be  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  would  be.  I  do  not 
quite  understand  it.  If  what  the  gentle¬ 
man  says  is  so,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
have  any  force  and  effect. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  In  my  opinion  it  would 
have  no  force  or  effect  in  law,  and  if  a 
plant  for  UMT  is  adopted  by  concurrent 
resolution  we  may  find  some  day  the 
entire  procedure  has  been  declared  to  be 
unconstitutional. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
my  friend  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Today  we  do  not  write 
out  definite  plans  in  words  as  to  what  the 
Army  and  Navy  and  Air  Force  do  in  their 
training  program  or  their  welfare  pro¬ 
gram  or  benefits  to  the  personnel.  Why 
would  this  be  any  different? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
understood  me.  I  do  not  contend  that 
the  Commission  should  present  to  the 
Congress  every  minor  detail  in  the  whole 
program.  But  this  bill  provides  that  the 
plan  for  universal  military  training  shall 


be  submitted  to  Congress  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  gentleman,  who  is  one  of 
the  very  able  members  of  our  committee, 
knows  that  when  we  considered  the  UMT 
program  in  the  Eightieth  Congress, 
which  was  reported  by  our  committee 
unanimously,  it  was  a  huge  bill.  It  con¬ 
tained  all  kinds  of  provisions;  the  same 
provisions  that  should  be  in  any  legisla¬ 
tion  setting  up  so.  important  a  program 
as  universal  military  training.  Under 
this  bill  all  of  these  things  will  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  us  Ipy  the  Commission  in  the 
form  of  a  plan.  I  know  of  no  other  leg¬ 
islation  that  is  going  to  be  introduced  on 
the  subject.  If  we  pass  this  bill  we  must 
stand  aside  and  wait  for  the  Commission 
to  act.  We  must  wait  for  their  plan. 
Until  the  amendment  suggested  by  our 
distinguished  chairman  was  announced, 
we  could  not  even  amend  the  plan  that 
was  to  be  submitted  to  us  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  thought  the  point 
which  was  disturbing  the  gentleman  was 
that  it  would  not  have  the  force  of  law. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  It  would  not,  if  it  is  to 
be  approved  by  a  concurrent  resolution. 
The  point  I  am  making  is  that  a  con¬ 
current  resolution  does  not  have  the 
force  of  law. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
believe  it  would  be  possible  to  submit  a 
plan  in  its  entirety  that  would  not  require 
some  legislative  act. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Does  the  gentleman 
contend  that  the  bill  we  are  considering 
provides  for  anything  of  that  kind?  The 
bill  provides  that  the  Commission  shall 
submit  a  plan  to  the  Congress,  and  the 
Congress  shall  either  approve  or  reject  it. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  If  I  understand  what 
the  chairman  is  going  to  offer  as  an 
amendment,  he  will  submit  an  amend¬ 
ment  based  on  the  fact  that  the  House 
can  amend  or  the  Senate  can  amend. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  That  is  right,  but  ulti¬ 
mately  we  approve  of  the  plan,  amended 
or  not,  by  a  concurrent  resolution. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  We  can  write  any¬ 
thing  in  it  that  we  want  to. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  But  it  would  not  have 
the  force  of  law  if  it  was  in  a  concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
my  chairman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  would  have  jurisdic¬ 
tion  to  incorporate  things  in  a  legislative 
program  that  are  not  set  out  in  a  con¬ 
current  resolution. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Of  course,  the  Congress 
has  a  right  to  repeal  the  entire  act  if  it 
cares  to  do  so. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Exactly. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  But  let  me  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman,  for  whom  I  have  the  highest  re¬ 
gard,  if  his  proposed  amendment  does 
not  provide  that  the  plan  which  will 
eventually  be  adopted,  whether  we 
amend  it  or  not,  is  to  be  approved  by 
Congress  by  a  concurrent  resolution? 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  take  the  time  to 
read  it,  and  I  would  like  to  put  it  in  the 
Record  at  this  point,  if  the  gentleman 
will  permit. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Very  well. 

Mr.  VINSON.  What  I  propose  tQ  of¬ 
fer  for  the  consideration  of  the  Commit¬ 
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tee  on  Monday  is  an  amendment  to  this 
effect : 

On  page  37,  strike  out  lines  3  and  4  and 
substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

■“(7)  The  Commission  shall,  not  later  than 
6  months  following  its  appointment,  submit 
to  the  Congress  an  initial  plan  or  plans 
for  — .” 

On  page  38,  strike  out  lines  1  through  20, 
inclusive,  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following : 

"(1)  The  plan  provided  for  in  paragraph 
(7)  of  this  subsection  shall  have  been  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  Congress  and  shall  have  been 
approved  by  the  adoption  of  a  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  Congress  incorporating  such 
plan  with  or  without  amendments.  Upon 
receipt  by  the  Congress  the  plan  shall  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services 
which  committees  shall,  not  later  than  the 
expiration  of  the  first  period  of  45  calendar 
days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress, 
following  the  date  on  which  the  plan  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  paragraph  (7)  of  this  subsec¬ 
tion  is  transmitted  to  the  Congress,  report 
a  resolution  to  their  respective  Houses  incor¬ 
porating  the  plan  with  or  without  amend¬ 
ments  and  its  recommendations  thereon,  and 
such  resolution  shall  be  privileged  and  may 
be  called  up  by  any  Member  of  either  House 
but  shall  be  subject  to  amendment  as  if  it 
were  not  so  privileged.” 

On  page  39,  strike  out  lines  2  through  7, 
inclusive,  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following : 

‘‘(9)  Following  the  adoption  of  a  plan  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (8) ,  the  Congress  may,  in  accordance 
with  the  procedure  established  under  para¬ 
graph  (8)  modify  or  change  such  plan,  or 
the  Commission  may,  if  changes  to  the  plan 
are  demed  desirable  by  the  Commission,  sub¬ 
mit  such  changes  to  the  Congress  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedure  prescribed  in  para¬ 
graph  (8),  and  such  changes  shall  be  acted 
upon  as  prescribed  in  paragraph  (8) .” 

Mr.  ELSTON.  As  I  indicated  the 
amendment  does  provide  that  the  plan 
shall  be  adopted  by  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion. 

Let  us  keep  in  mind  that  compulsory 
military  training  is  in  itself  a  tremendous 
subject.  It  would  be  something  new  in 
the  history  of  this  Nation  and,  as  I  see  it, 
should  not  be  embarked  upon  until  legis¬ 
lation  is  introduced  in  the  regular  way, 
adequate  hearings  are  held,  and  the  sub¬ 
ject  fully  debated  on  the  floor  of  the 
House.  The  incidental  questions  in¬ 
volved,  all  of  them  of  great  importance, 
are  large  in  number.  As  an  example  of 
the  magnitude  of  the  subject,  I  would 
call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
universal  military  training  bill  which 
was  unanimously  reported  to  the  House 
during  the  Eightieth  Congress  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  contained 
more  than  60  pages. 

Among  other  questions,  the  Congress 
might  want  to  consider  the  cost  which 
it  is  conceded  will  amount  to  billions  of 
dollars  a  year.  I  appreciate,  of  course, 
that  it  will  be  claimed  that  where  na¬ 
tional  defense  is  involved  we  cannot 
count  the  cost.  I  believe  it  has  been 
demonstrated  that  that  is  the  attitude 
of  Congress.  However,  since  universal 
military  training  cannot,  or  at  least 
should  not  become  operative  until  after 
the  present  war  emergency  is  over,  such 
an  argument  is  not  supported  by  logic 
or  reason.  If  an  effort  should  be  made 
to  put  universal  military  training  into 
operation  before  the  present  emergency 
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is  over,  it  would  seriously  interfere  with 
our  defense  effort  rather  than  help  it. 
The  more  immediate  the  threat  to  our 
national  security,  the  more  necessary  it 
is  that  peacetime  training  programs  be 
deferred.  If  the  threat  is  immediate  and 
serious — and  under  existing  conditions 
it  is  not  safe  to  proceed  on  any  other 
theory — our  manpower  and  our  dollars 
must  be  used  as  fully  as  feasible  in  prepa¬ 
ration  for  the  impending  conflict  or  to 
prevent  its  execution,  rather  than  upon 
any  purely  peacetime-training  program. 

Whether  you  are  for  or  against  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  is  beside  the 
point.  Ordinary  procedure  should  re¬ 
quire  the  entire  program  to  be  subject  to 
congressional  review.  This  can  be  ac¬ 
complished  only  by  the  fixing  of  a  termi¬ 
nation  date.  Since  the  bill  does  not  fix 
a  time  when  inductions  into  the  program 
shall  cease,  I  propose  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  make  this  part  of  the  bill  con¬ 
form  to  the  selective-service  phase.  Se¬ 
lective  service  is  definitely  terminated  on 
July  1,  1954,  thus  requiring  a  complete 
congressional  review  of  the  whole  pro¬ 
gram  before  that  time.  On  the  other 
hand,  universal  military  training  will 
continue  on  a  permanent  basis  unless  the 
program  is  terminated  or  suspended  for 
a  stated  time  by  concurrent  resolution. 
It  has  been  conceded  in  this  debate  that 
the  only  hope  for  universal  military 
training  is  to  tie  it  in  with  selective-serv¬ 
ice  extension.  That  in  itself  should  call 
for  congressional  review  not  later  than  3 
years  after  the  passage  of  this  bill.  A 
provision  for  the  termination  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  by  concurrent 
resolution  is  far  from  being  even  a  poor 
substitute  for  a  provision  which  -would 
require  a  complete  congressional  review 
the  same  as  is  required  if  selective  service 
is  to  be  extended. 

If  a  concurrent  resolution  may  be  used 
to  terminate  universal  military  training, 
it  may  be  used  to  terminate  any  law.  It 
may  be  employed  to  amend  any  law. 
That  I  do  not  believe  is  the  function  of  a 
concurrent  resolution.  If  laws  may  be 
terminated  or  amended  by  concurrent 
resolution,  I  repeat,  What  becomes  of  the 
constitutional  provision  requiring  action 
on  the  part  of  both  the  President  and 
Congress?  What  becomes  of  the  Presi¬ 
dents  right  to  veto,  and  the  necessity  for 
a  two-thirds  vote  of  both  Houses  to  over¬ 
ride  a  veto? 

However  much  we  may  disagree  with 
the  President,  I  submit  it  is  neither  our 
province,  nor  should  it  be  our  desire,  to 
seek  to  deny  to  him  any  authority  guar¬ 
anteed  by  the  Constitution  itself.  A  con¬ 
current  resolution,  according  to  section 
1037,  VII  of  Cannon’s  Procedure  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  “is  without 
force  and  effect  beyond  the  confines  of 
the  Capitol.”  Yet  section  18  (c)  of  the 
pending  bill  would  provide,  by  concurrent 
resolution,  for  the  termination  or  sus¬ 
pension  for  a  stated  period  of  time  of  all 
inductions  into  the  Armed  Forces  or  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps.  Ob¬ 
viously  the  procedure  defined  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  is  designed  to  prevent  the  same 
complete  congressional  review  of  the 
universal  military  training  program  as  is 
provided  for  selective  service,  as  out¬ 


lined  in  section  17  (d).  That  section 
definitely  terminates  selective  service  on 
July  1,  1954,  unless  Congress,  after  a  re¬ 
view  of  the  program  before  that  date  de¬ 
cides  it  should  be  continued. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  wish  to  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  in  reference  to  the  reorganiza¬ 
tion  program.  It  is  generally  conceded 
now  that  program  can  be  set  up  by  law 
through  agreement  by  Congress  with 
the  Executive,  and  plans  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Congress.  If  not  acted 
on,  they  shall  have  the  force  of  law. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Yes. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Analyzing  that,  if  the 
Congress  and  the  executive  department 
agree  to  a  plan  whereby  the  universal 
military  training  program  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted,  not  to  a  commission  or  to  a  board 
or  to  a  department  of  Government,  but 
to  the  Congress  itself,  you  might  say 
acting  as  a  commission,  and  it  adopts 
that  plan  affirmatively,  why  would  not 
that  be  a  similar  case? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  The  gentleman  refers 
to  plans  under  the  reorganization  bill 
sent  to  us  by  the  President.  Of  course, 
that  is  not  a  precedent  at  all  because 
the  plans  which  are  sent  to  us  by  the 
President  under  the  Reorganization  Act 
are  initiated  by  the  President  himself. 
He  had  had  his  opportunity  to  pass  on 
the  plan.  We  simply  give  his  plan  our 
approval  or  disapproval. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  We  can  set  up  a  com¬ 
mission  and  agree  that  the  commission 
adopt  a  plan  and  submit  it  back  to  us. 
If  we  fail  to  act  it  is  law. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  am  sure  that  would  be 
an  unwarranted  delegation  of  power. 
Moreover,  under  such  procedure,  the 
President  would  not  have  had  his  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  exercise  his  constitutional  right 
to  approve  or  to  veto  it. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  presume  from  what 
the  gentleman  says  that  if  the  President 
were  directed  to  submit  a  plan  to  the 
Congress,  the  Congress  could  by  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  approve  or  disapprove  it? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  doubt  that,  since  that 
would  not  be  similar  to  the  procedure 
under  the  Reorganization  Act.  Under 
the  Reorganization  Act,  which  was 
passed  by  Congress  and  signed  by  the 
President,  the  submission  of  plans  of  re¬ 
organization  of  executive  departments  is 
authorized. 

This  method  of  attempting  to  legislate 
by  concurrent  resolution  is  not  new. 
During  the  Roosevelt  administrations  it 
was  employed  many  times.  During  the 
Truman  administration  it  has  been  em¬ 
ployed  many  times,  but  two  wrongs  do 
not  make  a  right.  Since  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  has  never 
passed  on  the  question,  the  fact  that 
Congress  has  been  doing  something 
which  may  be  unconstitutional  does  not 
make  it  constitutional.  You  cannot 
make  an  unconstituonal  act  constitu¬ 
tional  by  practice  or  custom. 


Mr.  HINSHAW.  Suppose  that  the 
commission  submits  a  plan  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  decides  to  change  the  plan  and  by 
concurrent  resolution  approves  the 
changed  plan,  then  the  President  does 
not  like  the  thing  and  pays  no  attention 
to  the  concurrent  resolution.  He  can 
then  proceed  on  his  own  authority  to  put 
any  plan  into  effect  he  wants  to? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  The  President  could 
properly  take  the  position  that  the  plan 
which  was  adopted  by  a  concurrent  res¬ 
olution  is  not  the  law  of  the  land,  but  he, 
of  course,  could  not  put  a  plan  of  his  own 
ilnto  effect  that  was  not  authorized 
by  law. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  You  put  in  the  law 
here  there  should  be  6  months  of  mili¬ 
tary  training  and  6  years  in  the  Re¬ 
serves.  That  is  sufficient  law,  I  think, 
to  enable  the  President  to  institute  any 
plan  he  wants  to. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  The  President  might 
take  the  position  that  that  is  sufficient 
as  to  that  particular  phase  of  the  law. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Does  the  gentleman 
not  agree  with  me  on  the  concurrent- 
resolution  feature  that  it  would  depend 
on  whether  it  is  a  condition  precedent 
or  a  condition  subsequent?  In  other 
words,  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from 
California,  fearing  the  President  might 
be  able  to  put  it  into  effect  because  the 
concurrent  resolution  was  not  effective, 
if  it  was  a  condition  precedent  he  could 
not  do  it.  The  point  is  that  a  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  terminating  has  always 
been  sustained,  not  by  the  courts  but 
here  in  the  Congress,  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  a  condition  subsequent,  beyond 
which  the  law  shall  not  proceed. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe  that  we  would  respect  our  con¬ 
current  resolution,  but  it  still  would  not 
have  the  force  of  law. 

For  the  reasons  I  have  stated,  Mr. 
Chairman,  it  would  appear  that  while 
this  bill  contains  many  desirable  and 
highly  essential  features,  it  at  the  same 
time  has  its  objectionable  side.  The  ob¬ 
jections  may  be  and  should  be  corrected 
by  proper  amendments  so  that  we  may 
present  a  united  front  on  the  only  part 
of  the  bill  that  is  needed  at  this  time  in 
our  national  defense  effort. 

[Mr.  GRAHAM  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

[Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Committee.  His  remarks 
will  appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
20  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  [Mr.  Doyle]. 

(Mr.  DOYLE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  being  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  and  having  heard  the  testimony 
and  evidence  produced  before  that  com- 
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mittee  during  the  several  weeks  we  stud¬ 
ied  this  important  subject  of  selective- 
service  extension  and  UMT,  and  also 
again  this  session  being  a  member  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Reserve  Components 
of  the  Military  Establishment,  also  hav¬ 
ing  been  present  on  this  House  floor  dur¬ 
ing  all  the  present  debate  these  4  days,  I 
believe  I  can  add  to,  clarify,  and  empha¬ 
size  a  few  material  points  and  ultimate 
conclusions  in  support  of  this  bill  as  it 
comes  from  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services.  I  make  my  remarks  having  in 
mind  that  my  distinguished  chairman 
has  announced  a  clear  and  constructive 
amendment.  That  amendment  is  clear¬ 
ly  so  reasonable  and  sound  no  voice  has 
been  raised  against  it. 

As  no  Member  has  raised  his  or  her 
voice  during  this  debate  against  the  pro¬ 
posed  extention  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948  as  proposed  in  this  bill,  it  is 
clear  to  me  that  the  people  of  this  great 
Nation  generally  recognize  the  necessity 
for  its  extension  and  this  House  knows 
the  extension  is  necessary.  Therefore  I 
will  treat  briefly  with  the  UMT  division 
of  this  bill,  only. 

It  has  been  stated  in  the  committee  re¬ 
port  that  the  avowed  purposes  of  this 
UMT  proposal  are,  first,  to  enable  the 
armed  services  to  immediately  raise  and 
maintain  an  armed  force  of  sufficient  size 
as  determined  by  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  to  meet  our  minimum  security  re¬ 
quirements  and,  second,  to  establish  a 
universal  military-training  program. 

Now,  as  to  the  first  objective  which  has 
been  stated.  The  necessity  for  raising 
an  armed  force  of  sufficient  size  to  meet 
our  minimum  national  defense  security 
requirements  is  so  self-evident  and  so 
much  the  paramount  issue  and  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  this  Congress  that  I  only 
need  to  mention  it,  and  you  unanimously 
agree  with  me.  The  Constitution  charges 
us  with  this  continuing  responsibility.  It 
is  as  clear  as  crystal.  No  Members  de¬ 
sires  to  shirk  it,  I  feel  sure.  Our  security 
is  at  stake.  But  whether  or  not  we  in 
Congress  and  the  American  people 
should  let  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  of 
our  Military  Establishment  determine 
from  their  expert  training  and  expe¬ 
rience,  what  the  minimum  requirements 
for  our  national  security  should  be;  then 
they  recommend  them  to  us  and  we  take 
their  advice,  is  the  subject  at  issue, 
brought  forth  in  the  recent  4  days’  de¬ 
bate  on  this  bill. 

Some  of  the  opponents  of  universal 
military  training  apparently  believe  they 
know  more  about,  or  at  least  as  much  of, 
what  is  needed  to  meet  our  minimum 
military  security  requirements,  as  do  our 
combined  and  total  Military  Establish¬ 
ment,  as  represented  to  Congress  by  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  I  am  not  only  dis¬ 
turbed,  I  am  shocked,  to  hear  so  many 
opposing  this  bill  say  so  much  of  what 
cannot  help  but  be,  and  will  naturally  be, 
construed  by  aggressive  Communists, 
Stalin,  and  his  cohorts,  as  less  than  lack 
of  faith  in  the  ability  of  our  American 
military.  Aggressive  communism  de¬ 
lights  to  hear  our  top  military  criticized 
and  referred  to  with  undignified  words 
and  with  careless,  thoughtless  lan¬ 
guage — not  giving  any  proof  with  our 
criticism. 


Such  criticism,  to  the  extent  that  it 
appears  unjust  and  unfounded,  is  weak¬ 
ening  to  our  sinews  and  results  in  caus¬ 
ing  natural  fears  and  anguish  in  the 
minds  of  the  American  people.  The 
American  people  need  the  assurance  of 
sound,  competent-  military  leadership, 
rather  than  any  carping,  unwarranted 
innuendos  and  insinuations  against  those 
on  whom  we  must  depend. 

In  this  connection,  I  yield  to  no  man 
the  having  of  a  more  fixed  purpose  than 
I  do,  that  our  beloved  Nation  shall  not 
become  militarized  or  fall  under  the  con¬ 
trol  of  the  military.  I  have  always  felt 
that  way.  Constitutionally  and  on  all 
other  grounds,  from  the  office  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief  to  the  Halls  of 
Congress,  ours  has  been  and  is  and  must 
be  maintained  in  fact,  as  a  civilian  econ¬ 
omy  and  a  civilian-controlled  military 
through  the  actions  of  Congress  on  ap¬ 
propriations  and  otherwise.  We  must 
remain  a  Republic  of  free  men,  living 
daily  the  democratic  way  of  life.  There 
is  no  need  of  civilian  control  passing  to 
the  military.  It  is  inconsistent  with  our 
whole  history. 

It  has  not  been  my  knowledge  nor 
experience  in  the  5  years,  almost,  that 
I  have  been  here  now,  that  the  rank 
and  file  of  our  Military  Establishment 
leadership  has  been  or  now  is  less  able 
in  their  profession,  or  less  patriotic  or 
less  devoted  to  duty  and  the  best  inter¬ 
ests  of  our  great  Nation,  than  are  we 
Representatives  in  Congress,  who  have 
been  chosen  from  the  many  millions  to 
patriotically  represent  the  American 
people  legislatively  on  a  high  ethical, 
moral,  and  nonpartisan  plane  in  matters 
of  national  defense  and  national  security 
as  concerned  in  this  bill.  I  recall  the 
Biblical  story  of  some  having  motes  in 
their  eyes.  Let  us  be  eminently  fair 
in  our  remarks. 

Finally,  as  to  tire  recommendations 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  as  to  the  min¬ 
imum  requirements  for  national  defense 
and  security,  I  want  them  to  know  that 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  consider 
them  continuously  charged  with  that 
responsibility,  legally,  morally,  and  on 
all  points.  I  look  to  them  to  be  well- 
qualified  and  equipped  to  fully,  ade¬ 
quately,  safely,  and  vigilantly  determine 
our  minimum  military  and  defense  re¬ 
quirements  at  all  times,  and  then  to  rec¬ 
ommend  and  advise  Congress  promptly 
what  those  minimum  requirements  may 
be  for  our  national  defense  against 
aggression.  I  see  no  other  way  pro¬ 
vided  whereby  we  in  Congress  can  the 
most  safely  and  sanely  proceed  to  render 
our  legislative  responsibilities;  even 
though  we  must  always  continue  to  con¬ 
trol  the  numerical  strength  and  expend¬ 
itures  of  the  Military  Establishment  by 
our  appropriation  control  and  legislative 
processes. 

Our  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  have  in¬ 
formed  us  of  the  need  of  immediately 
raising  an  armed  force  of  3,462,000  men. 
They  advise  this  is  the  minimum  suffi¬ 
cient;  they  advise  us  of  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  this  size  force  to  meet  our 
minimum  security  requirements  prob¬ 
ably  during  the  next  several  year's. 

As  one  Member  of  Congress,  I  would 
not  want  the  responsibility  of  refusing 


to  provide  the  minimum  military  recom¬ 
mended  by  our  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  in 
the  event  of  a  global  war  or  even  under 
present  global  conditions.  I  know  I  am 
not  sufficiently  informed  to  know  as 
much  as  they  do.  We  must  depend 
upon  them  for  their  military  opinions 
and  advice.  I  would  rather  err  in  favor 
of  having  a  million  men  too  many,  for  a 
short  period,  than  1,000  men  too  few  at 
all  in  time  of  necessity.  Aggressive 
communism  knows  only  the  power  of 
might  as  a  deterrent  to  her  world  con¬ 
quest  pronouncements.  America  never 
has  had,  and  does  not  now  have,  and 
never  will  have,  with  God’s  help,  any 
desire  or  determination  to  conquer  a  ter¬ 
ritory  or  to  conquer  a  people.  We  must 
always  keep  the  heart  of  America  on 
that  level — no  conquest  of  territory  and 
no  conquest  of  people.  We  must  build 
a  world  of  good-will  relationships 
through  righteous  treatment  of  people. 

.  But  America  has  an  immediate  and 
continuing  responsibility  not  only  to  the 
United  States  of  America,  but  to  the 
freedom-loving  and  freedom-seeking 
peoples  all  over  the  world.  And  our  own 
security  is  in  jeopardy.  Distance  and 
space  have  been  shrunk;  the  time  ele¬ 
ment  and  distance  have  been  practically 
erased;  communication  delays  and 
transportation  bottlenecks  have  been 
eliminated.  We  in  America  have  been 
catapulted  into  a  world  neighborhood 
which  is  by  hour  and  by  day  becoming 
more  dependent  and  interdependent  on 
the  daily  behavior  and  conduct  of  the 
naticns  constituting  this  world  neigh¬ 
borhood.  We  are  a  neighbor  in  this 
world  neighborhood  and  cannot  change 
our  residence,  street,  or  location. 

Having  previously  discussed  the  first 
stated  and  avowed  purpose  of  this  bill,  as 
found  on  page  9  of  the  committee  report, 
let  us  now  briefly  discuss  the  second  ob¬ 
jective  which  is,  to  wit,  “that  it  will 
establish  a  universal  training  program.” 

At  this  point  I  wish  to  inform  my  col¬ 
leagues  I  will  digress  from  my  written 
notes  to  speak  ad  lib.  First  I  wish  to 
refer  to  the  Towe  bill,  and  wish  to  re¬ 
mind  you  that  in  the  Eightieth  Congress 
it  almost  passed  a  universal  military  bill. 
It  passed  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
unanimously.  I  read  the  bill  H.  R.  4278, 
Report  No.  1107,  Introduced  July  18, 
1947.  I  found  the  concluding  statement 
by  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
saying  this: 

The  committee  concludes  that  a  flexible 
well-administered  program  of  UMT  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  H.  R.  4278  is  a  vital  necessity  to 
the  United  State  at  this  time. 

This  bill  by  the  Republican-controlled 
Armed  Services  Committee  also  created 
a  UMT  Commission. 

I  find  no  objection,  so  far  as  I  am  con¬ 
cerned,  to  the  Congress  referring  for 
study  and  survey  and  report  to  a  com¬ 
mittee  controlled  by  a  civilian  majority, 
such  as  this  Commission  will  be  under 
this  bill.  Three  of  the  five  must  be 
civilians.  I  find  no  objection  to  refer¬ 
ring  to  such  a  commission  approved  by 
the  Senate  of  responsible  citizens  for 
study,  survey,  and  report  back  to  the 
Congress  well  considered  plans  and  pro¬ 
grams  for  a  UMT  program.  I  think  it  is 
wise  that  we  set  up  such  a  commission 
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that  will  have  a  year  or  two,  or  even 
longer  if  you  please,  to  study  that  im¬ 
portant  subject  and  report  back  to  the 
Congress.  When  the  reported  plan  can 
be  amended,  adopted,  or  entirely  re¬ 
jected.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  as  a 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  at  this  stage  of  my  informa¬ 
tion  I  do  not  feel  qualified,  to  be  frank 
with  you,  to  report  now  a  UMT  bill  to 
this  House  in  detail  so  far  as  my  judg¬ 
ment  and  knowledge  is  concerned,  and 
draw  up  a  program  of  universal  military 
training  of  which  I  would  ask  your  ap¬ 
proval.  I  do  not  feel  I  have  the  knowl¬ 
edge.  I  would  need  much  study  and 
advice.  I  fully  know  I  would  have  to 
have  the  expert  advice  and  opinion  of 
men  who  know  far  more  and  of  men 
who  are  admittedly  best  advised  on 
those  problems.  We  need  educators 
and  others  to  help  us.  I  think  it  is  very 
important  that  Members  of  Congress 
get  the  best  advice  they  can  and  have  it 
coming  from  an  experienced  group  of 
men  specifically  delegated  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  under  this  bill  for  1  or  2  or  3  years 
to  study  the  problem  and  then  report 
back  to  Congress.  We  can  take  it  or 
leave  it;  we  can  take  the  good  and  leave 
out  what  we  wish.  We  can  then  more 
intelligently  legislate.  We  are  surely 
not  ready  to  do  it  now. 

I  might  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  glad 
to  have  given  up  my  place  on  the  speak¬ 
ing  schedule  to  some  of  my  other  col¬ 
leagues  so  that  they  could  get  away  ear¬ 
lier  in  the  day,  as  they  had  pressing  of¬ 
ficial  business  in  committee  work.  So  I 
have  shortened  my  remarks. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DOYLE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  from 
California  is  a  member  of  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  on  reserves.  Earlier  in  the  day 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  brought 
up  the  question  of  when  the  Reserve 
program  would  be  given  to  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

The  question  was  asked  as  to  the  spe¬ 
cific  time  and  readiness  of  the  Defense 
Department  to  give  that  program  to  the 
committee.  Since  the  gentleman  is  a 
member  of  that  Reserve  subcommittee, 
I  think  the  Record  ought  to  show,  in  his 
time,  that  the  Defense  Department  is 
prepared  and  has  been  for  several  weeks 
prepared  to  come  before  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
with  a  Reserve  program,  and  as  soon  as 
our  legislative  schedule  permits,  we  hope 
to  be  able  to  have  representatives  of  that 
Department  give  us  the  Reserve  pro¬ 
gram  in  detail.  I  have  consulted  with 
the  able  gentleman  from  California  on 
that  point. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  subcommittee 
for  that  observation.  He  very  ably 
heads  this  important  subcommittee,  and 
I  enjoy  working  under  his  leadership. 
I  do  wish  to  now  mention  a  couple  of 
subjects  and  ideas  that  I  mentioned  in 
Armed  Services  Committee,  and  I  do  it 
with  a  great  deal  of  feeling  that  they  are 
important  to  consider  under  this  uni¬ 
versal  military-training  proposal.  I 
think  this  House  should  be  reminded  of 
the  fact  that  if  and  when  this  UMT  pro¬ 


gram  is  set  up,  it  is  set  up  for  the  youth 
of  our  Nation  between  18  y2  and  19  years 
of  age,  the  ‘tender”  young  men  of  our 
Nation,  so-called,  the  youngest  in  our 
military  call.  On  pages  36  and  37  of 
the  committee  hearings  there  is  quoted 
there  a  discussion  between  myself  and 
General  Marshall.  Then,  later  in  the 
report,  a  discussion  between  myself  and 
Mrs.  Rosenberg  and  General  Hershey, 
dealing  with  the  matter  of  the  morals 
and  welfare  of  these  young  men  in  the 
UMT. 

I  wish  to  say  as  one  Member  of  Con¬ 
gress  I  shall  expect  the  Commission, 
when  it  is  set  up,  and  if  no  Commission 
is  set  up,  I  expect  any  bill  passed  by  this 
Congress  to  contain  adequate  provisions 
to  protect,  as  far  as  they  can  be,  the 
morals  and  the  welfare  of  the  young  men 
who  go  into  this  national  training  corps. 
I  think  it  is  high  time  that  we  in  this 
Congress  declare  ourselves  that  we  are 
not  afraid  to  speak  clearly  and  firmly  on 
the  proposition  that  the  conditions  and 
circumstances  surrounding  the  training 
of  boys  and  young  men  must  be  to  the 
uttermost  for  their  protection  and  their 
strength;  rather  than  for  their  weak¬ 
ness  and  the  destruction  of  their  char¬ 
acter  and  their  morals.  Such  protec¬ 
tion  against  commercialized  vice  of  all 
kinds  is  a  must. 

Another  thing,  about  5  years  ago  I 
spoke  over  a  considerable  radio  hook-up 
in  New  York  City,  and  at  that  time  I 
extemporaneously  said  something  like 
this:  “It  is  time  America  gets  on  her 
knees  and  stays  there.”  I  have  said  it 
frequently  since  that  time.  I  think 
that  is  true.  I  know  it  is  true.  To  do  so 
keeps  a  person  or  a  people  humble 
enough  to  deserve  prosperity.  I  wish  at 
this  point  in  our  discussion,  because  I 
do  not  believe  it  has  been  sufficiently 
emphasized  in  this  debate,  to  say  that 
military  strength  alone  will  not  give  us 
world  peace.  Military  might  alone  will 
not  do  the  job.  Adequate  military 
strength  is  absolutely  necessary  at  this 
time,  to  prevent  Russian  communistic 
aggression,  but  the  greatest  force,  if  you 
please,  the  greatest  force  that  we  have  in 
this  Nation,  is  the  morality,  honesty,  in¬ 
tegrity,  and  clean  living  and  righteous¬ 
ness,  and  all  the  other  intangible  ele¬ 
ments  and  factors  that  enter  into  Ameri¬ 
can  life  and  make  the  hearts  and  souls  of 
men,  as  the  strength  of  10.  As  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  know  that  these  moral 
and  spiritual  powers  have  more  perma¬ 
nent  power  than  even  powder  and  bul¬ 
lets.  We  need  to  get  on  our  knees  and 
keep  our  powder  dry,  also.  I  want  to  urge 
that  as  we  think  of  making  our  Nation 
stronger  in  a  military  way,  stronger  than 
ever  before,  that  we  place  paramount  in 
our  objectives  the  proposition  that  our 
main  national  objective  in  becoming 
strong  in  a  military  way,  is  not  to  con¬ 
quer  people  and  territory  but  to  be 
strong  enough  to  compel  world  peace. 
This  is  not  inconsistent.  It  is  factual. 
That,  if  you  please,  is  my  paramount 
justification  for  voting  for  this  bill  for 
UMT.  It  gives  us  a  reserve  source  of 
military  training  which  will  make  it  un¬ 
necessary  to  keep  a  back-breaking  sized 
Regular  Army  over  a  term  of  years.  It 
will  give  us  the  strength  to  keep  off  a 
war  of  communistic  aggression,  I  hope. 


3537 

If  you  ask  us  what  letters  or  com¬ 
munications  I  have  had  for  or  against 
UMT  from  my  congressional  district,  I 
will  say  that  not  more  than  25  residents 
of  my  congressional  district  have  written 
me  opposing  it,  which  I  have  had  many 
times  that  number  of  approvals.  And 
just  a  few  minutes  ago  I  was  handed 
this  telegram : 

Washington,  D.  C.,  April  6,  1951. 
Hon.  Clyde  Doyle, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C.: 

The  following  national  organizations  urge 
your  support  of  Senate  bill  1  as  amended  by 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  including 
UMT  and  extension  of  draft  in  one  bill. 

National  Guard  Association  of  the  United 
States,  by  Maj.  Gen.  Ellard  A.  Walsh, 
President;  Reserve  Officers  Association, 
by  E.  A.  Evans,  Executive  Director; 
Military  Order  of  the  World  Wars,  by 
Milton  G.  Baker,  Commander  in  Chief; 
Adjutant  Generals  Association  of  the 
United  States,  by  Maj.  Gen.  W.  H. 
Harrison,  Jr.,  President;  Veterans  of 
Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States,  by 
Charles  C.  Ralls,  Commander  in  Chief; 
the  American- Legion,  by  Miles  D.  Ken¬ 
nedy,  National  Legislative  Director; 
Disabled  American  Veterans,  by  Boni¬ 
face  R.  Maile,  National  Commander; 
AMVETS,  by  Harold  Russell,  National 
Commander. 

I  think  the  American  people  feel  we 
in  Congress  will  vote  our  honest-to-God 
conscientious  convictions  upon  all  the 
known  facts. 

It  is  a  chance  for  world  peace  sooner 
through  present  strength  and  might. 
But  we  must  keep  our  objective — a  just 
world  peace. 

I  had  a  son — some  of  you  have  said  he 
was  a  distinguished  son  because  he  gave 
his  life  for  our  country  in  the  uniform 
of  the  Air  Force  as  a  first  lieutenant.  I 
had  always  been  opposed  to  the  conscrip¬ 
tion  of  the  young  men  of  our  Nation  until 
one  time  in  his  lifetime,  when  home  for 
a  few  days’  vacation  from  the  Aleutian 
Islands  where  he  was  stationed,  he  said 
this  to  me,  he  said:  “Dad,  be  sure,  if  you 
ever  have  anything  to  do  with  it,  that  the 
young  men  of  our  Nation  before  they  go 
to  college,  if  possible,  have  more  military 
training.  Give  them  more  training,  dad, 
than  I  had  before  I  had  to  go  into  com¬ 
bat.”  And  so  you  can  understand,  you 
men  who  know,  how  I  feel.  The  thing 
that  convinced  me  outside  of  the  volume 
of  evidence  that  came  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  and  convinced  us,  outside  of  the 
justification  that  I  know  these  men  made 
before  our  committee,  the  evidence  and 
the  telling  to  the  committee,  to  justify 
this  UMT  commission  at  this  time,  was 
the  appeal  of  my  own  son  based  on  his 
experience  in  the  United  States  Air  Force 
when  he  said  to  me:  “Dad,  give  the 
American  boys,  if  you  ever  get  a  chance, 
more  basic  training  than  I,  myself,  had 
before  I  went  into  combat  in  the  Aleutian 
zone.” 

So  I  wish  to  urge  you,  Mr.  Chairman 
and  my  colleagues,  to  realize  that  we  are 
not  going  to  abdicate  anything  from 
Congress;  we  are  going  to  keep  control 
of  the  UMT  plan;  we  can  end  it  if  we 
want  to.  I  do  not  anticipate  or  look 
toward  abdicating  any  legislative  respon¬ 
sibility  on  my  part.  If  that  commission, 
comes  back  to  us  and  makes  recommen¬ 
dations  which  need  the  legislation  of 
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Congress,  we  will  enact  the  legislation. 
The  commission  cannot  and  need  not 
legislate.  Congress  will  continue  to  leg¬ 
islate  if  necessary.  I  do  not  cenceive  of 
that  commission’s  usurping  the  power  of 
Congress  or  taking  over  unto  itself  the 
pronouncement  or  the  enforcement  of 
rules  that  have  the  effect  of  law.  This 
bill  does  not  intend  or  allow  that.  I  am 
not  afraid  of  that  at  all  because  I  know 
and  you  know  that  if  the  commission 
comes  back  to  us  with  a  plan  and  a  pro¬ 
gram  which  we  approve,  then  that  pro¬ 
gram  or  plan,  after  we  amend  it  or  other¬ 
wise  treat  it,  if  it  needs  the  power  of 
legislation,  Congress  is  the  only  power  to 
legislate. 

I  have  not  again  repeated  the  figures 
of  either  men  or  dollars  involved.  Mem¬ 
bers  have  already  done  so — several  of 
them.  You  have  the  financial  saving  of 
many  millions  which  will  result  before 
you.  You  have  heard  of  the  necessity 
of  this  DMT  plan  to  gain  a  permanent 
reserve.  You  know  Congress  can  end 
the  program  or  change  it  at  will.  You 
know  it  will  not  start  until  or  unless 
Congress  has  first  and  previously  ap¬ 
proved  the  plan  and  passed  the  necessary 
legislative  enactments  and  provided  the 
money.  You  know  it  is  even  possible 
the  world  will  settle  down  to  settle  up 
in  time  so  the  DMT  will  never  be  neces¬ 
sary.  God  grant  it  may  be  so.  But, 
meantime,  let  us  not  procrastinate  and 
do  less  than  our  fullest  duty  to  ourselves 
and  to  our  freedom-loving  friends  and 
allies  for  peace  on  earth. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Smith]. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  bill  S.  1  which  we  are  now  con¬ 
sidering  has  as  its  objective  the  common 
defense  and  security  of  the  United  States 
and  for  other  purposes.  The  effort  for 
national  security  is  an  old  one.  For 
many  years  organization  for  group  se¬ 
curity  has  been  the  objective  of  even 
primitive  forms  of  social  organization. 
This  security  has  taken  on  many  dif¬ 
ferent  forms  and  for  offensive  as  well 
as  defensive  purposes.  We  like  to  think 
and  we  profess  that  all  policies  in  the 
field  of  military  preparedness  are  for 
defensive  purposes  and  yet  we  have  seen 
throughout  history  that  these  defensive 
measures  for  security  eventually  justify 
the  claim  for  aggressive  action.  It  has 
long  been  a  popular  concept  that  the 
best  defense  is  an  offense.  Napoleon, 
Bismarck  and  many  other  leaders  used 
that  concept  to  start  a  war. 

History  also  shows  that  foreign  policy 
as  the  official  conduct  of  relations  of  our 
sovereignty  to  others  grew  up  side  by 
side  with  the  professional  soldier  and 
the  professional  army.  The  military  as 
an  institution  from  the  outset  of  civiliza¬ 
tion  has  been  a  pertinent  tool  of  foreign 
policy.  The  Military  Establishment  pro¬ 
vides  the  latent  force  that  makes  diplo¬ 
macy  effective.  It  likewise  is  that  arm 
of  government  which  has  always  been 
a  heavy  burden  upon  taxpayers. 

Since  all  expenditures  for  the  military 
and  for  foreign-policy  operations  must 
be  paid  for  by  the  people,  the  population 
as  a  whole  is  beginning  to  realize  that 
the  most  of  its  Government’s  foreign 


policy  has  a  direct  bearing  upon  their 
lives  for  they  foot  the  bill. 

No  President  or  Secretary  of  State 
or  the  Chief  of  Staff  will  admit  that  his 
policy  is  aggressive  and  calculated  to 
bring  war.  So  here  today  we  hear  the 
same  arguments  that  have  been  used 
since  1939 — that  whatever  we  do  is  al¬ 
ways  designed  for  peaceful  purposes. 
Yet  we  look  in  vain  for  evidence  of  peace 
anywhere  in  the  world. 

The  necessity  of  deceiving  the  people, 
especially  in  matters  of  foreign  policy, 
says  Mr.  Felix  Morley  in  an  article  on 
foreign  policy  to  be  issued  very  soon, 
is  indeed  an  accepted  principle  of 
statesmanship.  Machiavelli,  writing  The 
Prince  in  1513,  devoted  all  of  one  chap¬ 
ter  under  the  title  “In  What  Way  Princes 
Must  Keep  Faith.”  The  conclusion  of 
this  great  political  scientist  was  that  a 
chief  of  state  must  always  “seem  to  be 
all  mercy,  faith,  integrity,  humanity,  and 
religion.”  However,  he  continues,  those 
that  have  been  best  able  to  imitate  the 
fox  have  succeeded  best.  But  it  is  neces¬ 
sary,  he  goes  on  to  say,  to  be  able  to 
disguise  this  character  well  and  to  be  a 
great  feigner  and  dissembler;  and  men 
are  so  simple  and  so  ready  to  obey  pres¬ 
ent  masters  that  those  who  deceive  will 
always  find  those  who  allow  themselves 
to  be  deceived.  It  is  hard  to  believe 
when  Machiavelli  made  that  statement 
in  1513  that  it  would  have  such  a  close 
application  to  the  arguments  that  we 
have  listened  to  in  this  debate.  Machia¬ 
velli  also  said  when  foreign  policy  is 
unsuccessful  the  tempo  of  deception  must 
be  increased  and  the  blame  for  failure 
must,  if  possible,  be  focused  on  a  situa¬ 
tion  for  which  it  is  claimed  the  chief  of 
state  is  not  responsible. 

Alliances  such  as  the  North  Atlantic 
Pact,  as  a  device  of  foreign  policy,  are 
as  old  as  recorded  history.  Though  un¬ 
familiar  to  most  Americans  because  until 
recently  it  was  our  policy  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  entangling  alliances,  today  we 
find  ourselves  stripping  our  economy  and 
imposing  great  financial  burdens  upon 
our  people.  All  of  this  in  an  effort 
to  bolster  questionable  alliances  to  the 
detriment  of  our  way  of  life. 

As  we  review  history  and  remember 
great  civilizations  which  relied  upon  the 
use  of  force  to  maintain  their  position, 
there  is  but  one  conclusion.  It  has 
failed  to  bring  peace  or  security.  The 
use  of  force  has  led  rather  to  the  dis¬ 
integration  and  destruction  of  those  em¬ 
pires.  This  is  the  road  we  are  traveling 
today.  There  will  be  neither  peace  nor 
security  if  we  continue  to  march  down 
the  road  which  is  proposed  in  the  pend¬ 
ing  legislation.  Peace  through  force  is 
a  fiction;  it  is  contrary  to  the  judgment 
of  history,  as  I  read  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  will  never  be  a 
lasting  peace  while  we  continue  to  rely 
upon  guns  and  bombs.  This  is  the  pro¬ 
gram  we  are  asked  to  approve  today.  I 
repeat,  that  peace  and  security  will  elude 
us  if  we  use  bombs,  bacteria,  pacts, 
promises  or  advance  commitments. 
Since  1915  the  role  of  commitments  in 
American  policy  have  obviously  insured 
the  enlargement  of  limited  wars  to  gen¬ 
eral  wars.  Yet  they  have  always  been 
advertised  as  vindications  of  interna¬ 


tional  morality.  So  as  we  look  at  the 
question  before  us,  we  are  forced  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  methods  we  now  seek 
to  use  can  result  in  but  one  condition, 
namely  the  ultimate  destruction  of  the 
United  States  of  America  as  we  know  it. 
In  1917  we  joined  with  other  nations  in 
the  use  of  force  for  peace.  We  failed. 
It  was  the  same  in  1941.  What  reasons 
are  there  to  expect  a  different  result 
now? 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  need  to  do  some 
thinking  in  new  directions  if  we  are  to 
pass  a  peaceful  world  on  to  those  wTho 
follow  us.  It  can  never  be,  I  repeat, 
achieved  by  the  use  of  alliances  and  mili¬ 
tary  force.  War  is  an  evil ;  good  cannot 
be  secured  by  evil  means.  War  is  a  can¬ 
cerous  growth  of  minor  conflicts  which 
would  remain  small  as  issues  between  the 
nations  concerned  but  which  grow  into 
larger  conflicts  of  vrar  as  a  consequence 
of  amassing  forces  by  means  of  involun¬ 
tary  servitude. 

Mi-.  Chairman,  the  decision  of  whether 
or  not  to  use  force  in  self-defense  is  a 
matter  of  strategy  to  be  determined  by 
us  but  I  remind  you  that  Christ’s  method 
met  the  force  of  great  military  and  po¬ 
litical  power  2,000  years  ago  and  its  de¬ 
fensive  strength  was  impressive.  Has 
not  the  Prince  of  Peace  demonstrated 
the  secret  of  both  peace  and  defense  for 
which  we  ourselves  have  not  been  able 
to  see  the  reason.  Why  it  works  so  well 
may  defy  some  of  our  instincts  and  sur¬ 
pass  our  full  understanding. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  at  war  and  I 
shall  vote  to  amend  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  if  the  age  for  induction  is  fixed 
at  19  years.  I  see  no  justification  for  this 
country  furnishing  the  great  bulk  of 
fighting  men  for  countries  all  over  the 
world  when  the  draft  age  in  those  coun¬ 
tries  is  higher  than  here.  I  would  remind 
you  that  we  are  furnishing  90  percent 
of  the  men  in  Korea  and  as  usual  we  are 
also  providing  the  money  and  the  ma¬ 
terial. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  should  not  be  in  this  bill. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  a  military  training 
bill  at  all.  It  is  bait  to  secure  support  for 
the  pending  measure.  This  House  should 
consider  a  separate  bill  which  incorpo¬ 
rates  the  principle  of  universal  military 
training.  I  do  think  the  people  want 
the  question  settled  soon  but  this  is  not 
the  place  to  do  it.  I  shall  vote  against 
it  in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  Bates], 

Mr.  BATES  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  if  we  are  living  in  a  world  to¬ 
day  of  lessening  tension  I  am  not  aware 
of  it.  If  there  is  anything  that  appears 
to  be  guaranteed  to  the  people  of  the 
world  these  days  it  is  stabilized  tension. 
If  we  are  not  faced  with  a  condition  of 
all-out  war,  it  appears  we  are  faced  with 
a  long  period  of  stress.  The  most  prom¬ 
inent  men  of  our  country  have  prophe¬ 
sied  that  this  period  of  stress  will  prob¬ 
ably  last  for  some  20  years.  We  cannot 
afford  during  that  period  to  spend  some 
thirty-five  to  fifty  billions  of  dollars  a 
year  in  military  expenses,  because  should 
we  do  that  we  would  lose  the  war  eco¬ 
nomically.  If  we  do  not  get  involved  in 
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all-out  war  we  must  have  a  program  that 
is  within  the  capacity  of  our  economy  to 
stand  and  one  that  will  be  adequate  to 
cope  with  any  emergency  that  may  pre¬ 
sent  itself.  We  cannot  move  up  and 
down  like  a  thermometer  and  suddenly 
expose  our  unprepared  youths  to  meet  an 
emergency  situation.  This  can  only  re¬ 
sult  in  the  reckless  expenditure  of  lives 
and  money.  Time  after  time  we  have 
had  Congressmen  appear  in  the  well  of 
this  House  and  complain  about  the  short 
period  that  existed  between  the  time  a 
man  was  called  into  the  service  and  when 
he  died  in  Korea.  We  cannot  be  expedi¬ 
ent  with  the  lives  of  men.  The  men  of 
this  country  are  entitled  to  the  best  plans 
that  the  best  brains  of  this  country  can 
devise. 

Today  the  youth  of  America  have  had 
no  opportunity  to  plan  their  lives.  There 
is  to  them  no  real  security.  Consider  the 
inactive  reservist  who  has  been  called 
back  for  the  second  time  within  a  decade, 
men  who  said  they  were  willing  to  serve 
their  country  in  the  event  of  an  all-out 
war,  but  who  have  been  snatched  once 
again  from  their  home  life.  Why?  Only 
because  there  were  not  adequately  train¬ 
ed  men  available  to  take  their  places. 
As  long  as  we  pursue  a  hapazard  system, 
repeated  injustices  will  follow.  We  lis¬ 
tened  to  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Doyle]  and  the 
advice  that  his  son  passed  on  to  him. 
Because  there  was  a  boy  who  had  had  ex¬ 
perience  in  war.  He  knew  what  training 
meant. 

It  is  up  to  us  to  prepare  the  men  of  this 
country,  to  give  them  the  training  that 
they  need.  Strength  will  direct  our  des¬ 
tiny  until  such  time  as  the  Ten  Com¬ 
mandments  of  God  are  imbedded  and 
felt  in  the  hearts  of  men,  but  until  that 
time  comes  we  must  have  recourse  to 
strength,  unlike  prior  to  World  War  II, 
when  our  allies  represented  strength, 
today  we  find  them  practically  destitute 
economically  and  having  been  ravaged 
by' war,  have  perhaps  lost  the  will  to 
fight.  The  vitality  of  force  and  factory 
that  was  available  to  us  during  the  days 
of  the  League  of  Nations  is  not  available 
to  us  under  the  United  Nations.  Youth¬ 
ful  and  vigorous  America  finds  itself 
facing  new  conditions.  We  have  greater 
responsibilities  and  challenges  in  a 
smaller  and  a  more  explosive  world. 

We  have  heard  speaker  after  speaker 
here  tell  us  that  other  countries  are  not 
taking  their  boys  at  18  Va  and  keeping 
them  in  service  for  26  months.  If  the 
people  of  this  country  have  a  suspicion 
of  the  aid  we  might  expect  to  receive 
from  our  so-called  friends  overseas,  it  is 
all  the  more  reason  why  in  this  country 
we  must  protect  ourselves.  It  is  not  our 
friends  I  am  primarily  concerned  about, 
it  is  our  potential  enemies  and  what 
they  may  do  that  really  concerns  me. 

The  universal  military  program  is  de¬ 
signed  to  permit  a  smaller-standing  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  with  a  broad  Reserve 
base.  With  the  knowledge  and  assur¬ 
ance  that  we  have  trained  reserves  that 
can  augment  our  standing  Armed  Forces, 
we  can  decrease  the  size  of  our  stand¬ 
ing  force,  and  take  a  calculated  risk  to 
meet  any  emergency.  This  bill  does  not 
commit  any  Member  to  any  definite  plan. 
If  you  are  interested  in  some  particular 


plan  you  will  have  an  opportunity  to  dis¬ 
cuss  it  before  the  committee.  You  can 
amend  it  on  the  floor  and  in  its  final 
analysis  you  can  accept  or  reject  the 
plan.  I  know  there  are  probably  a  hun¬ 
dred  plans  in  the  minds  of  various  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress.  I  have  one  and  prob¬ 
ably  each  of  you  sitting  here  at  this  mo¬ 
ment  has  a  plan.  But  if  we  can  devise 
a  plan  that  will  cut  down  on  the  stand¬ 
ing  Army  and  lower  the  cost  to  the  tax¬ 
payers  and  still  have  military  security, 
and  if  we  can  also  give  some  certainty 
to  the  plans  of  our  youth,  and  if  we  can 
give  more  bargaining  power  to  our  dip¬ 
lomats,  and  if  we  can  create  a  reservoir 
of  men  to  meet  an  emergency  and  to 
make  an  enemy  think  twice  before  he  at¬ 
tacks,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  favor  of 
such  a  plan. 

I  propose  to  support  the  bill  when  it 
comes  to  final  vote  when  it  contains  cer¬ 
tain  amendments  which  will  be  offered. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
12  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey], 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not 
my  desire  to  add  to  the  dissention  and 
general  confusion  that  has  developed  in 
the  prolonged  debate  on  this  legislation. 
I  have  requested  this  time  in  order  that  I 
might  plead  the  cause  of  more  than 
100,000  injured  and  otherwise  disabled 
ex-servicemen  who,  in  our  zeal  to  pre¬ 
pare  America  for  another  war,  we  may 
make  the  “forgotten  men’’  of  World 
Wars  I  and  II. 

I  shall,  Mr.  Chairman,  during  the 
course  of  my  discussion,  ask  to  include 
in  the  Record  a  mass  of  detailed  infor¬ 
mation  to  prove  that  the  medical,  dental, 
and  nursing  staffs  of  our  Veterans’  hos¬ 
pitals  are  being  raided  by  the  armed 
services  to  such  an  extent  that  before 
the  close  of  the  current  year,  more  than 
half  of  our  veterans’  hospitals  will  be 
closed  to  these  helpless  men  who  so  rich¬ 
ly  deserve  every  service  and  assistance 
our  Government  can  possibly  render. 

I  am  fully  aware  of  the  dire  emergency 
that  faces  our  Nation.  I  realize  the 
need  for  prompt  and  courageous  action 
in  setting  up  our  defenses.  We  must, 
of  course,  put  first  things  first;  but  there 
should  be  a  triple-A  priority  for  those 
men  who,  in  1917  and  again  in  1941,  ren¬ 
dered  such  gallant  service  to  America. 

Today  we  have  in  operation  through¬ 
out  the  Nation  142  veterans’  hospitals. 
On  January  15  of  this  year,  these  hos¬ 
pitals  were  short  379  doctors.  Hardly  a 
single  one  of  them  had  a  full  medical 
staff.  On  this  same  date,  there  were 
six  new  hospitals  completed,  prior  to 
January  1,  1.951,  that  could  not  open 
their  doors  because  there  were  no  doc¬ 
tors  available.  These  new  installations 
were  located  in  Albany,  N.  Y.,  at  Erie, 
Pa.,  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  at  Beckley 
and  Clarksburg  in  West  Virginia.  One 
hundred  and  five  doctors  were  needed  to 
staff  them.  The  one  located  in  my  dis¬ 
trict,  at  Clarksburg,  has  in  the  past  few 
days  opened  its  doors;  but  only  56  pa¬ 
tients  have  been  admitted  because  there 
are  not  enough  doctors. 

To  add  to  this  already  deplorable  situ¬ 
ation,  there  are  21  other  new  hospitals 
now  in  the  course  of  construction  that 
will  be  completed  in  this  calendar  year  of 
1951.  They  will  require  355  doctors  and 


there  is  not  a  single  doctor  in  sight. 
One  cannot  escape  the  economy  angle 
involved — or  rather,  the  lack  of  economy. 
The  six  units  already  completed  and  the 
21  units  nearing  completion  will  cost  in 
excess  of  $300,000,000.  Can  we  justify 
such  a  huge  expenditure  with  no  return 
in  the  way  of  service  to  the  thousands 
of  servicemen  now  pleading  for  admis¬ 
sion  to  these  hospitals? 

What  I  have  just  told  you  is  not  even 
half  the  story.  This  already  bad  situa¬ 
tion  is  further  aggravated  by  the  action 
of  the  armed  services  in  recent  months 
in  calling  for  active  service  Reserve  medi¬ 
cal  men  and  other  doctors  who  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  service  under  the  provisions  of  an 
act  by  the  Eighty-first  Congress  that 
provides  for  drafting  doctors  between 
the  ages  of  25  years  and  50  years. 

As  of  the  1st  day  of  April,  this  year,  a 
total  of  418  of  these  reservists  and  other 
doctors  have  been  separated  from  the 
staffs  of  the  142  operating  hospitals.  A 
total  of  136  of  these  are  specialists  par¬ 
ticularly  trained  for  the  care  of  service¬ 
men.  There  are  79  other  doctors  who 
have  been  called  on  whom  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  has  asked  for  defer¬ 
ments.  Few,  if  any  of  these,  will  be  de¬ 
ferred,  and  they  are  subject  to  call  at 
a  later  date. 

The  total  score  is  a  shortage  of — 


(a)  Present  installations _ _  379 

New  installations _  460 


839 

(b)  Armed  service  calls  (separated) _  418 

Armed  service  calls  (pending) _  79 


Total _  1,  433 


The  situation  in  the  dental  and  nurs¬ 
ing  staffs  is  also  acute.  Four  hundred 
and  thirty-six  nurses  have  already  been 
separated  and  57  others  have  been 
ordered  to  report  for  active  duty.  In 
the  case  of  dentists,  the  smaller  hospitals 
are  the  hardest  hit.  Many  have  but  one 
or  two  on  the  staff  which  has  been  wiped 
out  by  the  summary  and  arbitrary  action 
of  the  Armed  Forces. 

I  would  like  to  submit  and  put  in  the 
record  these  statistics  that  I  have  here. 

(The  documents  referred  to  are  as 
follows : ) 

Veterans’  Administration, 

Office  of  Chief  Medical  Director, 
Department  of  Medicine  and  Surgery, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  January  18,  1951. 
Hon.  Cleveland  M.  Bailey, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Bailey:  The  attached  material 
is  forwarded  in  accordance  with  our  tele¬ 
phone  conversation  of  yesterday. 

If  any  further  information  is  desired, 
please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  on  us. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Arden  Freer,  M.  D., 

Acting  Chief  Medical  Director. 
Number  of  full-time  physicians  needed 
for  existing  installations  (from  par. 


4,  p.  2,  of  letter  to  Mr.  Kraable,  Jan. 

9,  1951) _ 379 

Number  of  full-time  physicians  needed 
for  hospitals  which  have  construction 
completed,  but  not  open  for  admis¬ 
sion  of  patients  (from  enclosure  A)  —  105 
Number  of  full-time  physicians  needed 
for  hospitals  which  will  have  construc¬ 
tion  completed  during  the  calendar 
year  1951  (from  enclosure  B) - S55 


Total _ 839 
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[Enclosure  A] 

Veterans’  Administration  hospitals  with  construction  completed  but  not  open  for  admis¬ 
sion  of  patients 


Date  construc¬ 
tion  completed 

Estimated  date 
for  admission 
of  patients 

Number 
of  beds 

Type  of  beds 

Number  of 
physicians 
needed 

October  1950.. 

February  1951 

486 

General  medical . 

22 

. do . 

. do _ 

200 

10 

_ do _ 

_ do . . 

200 

10 

January  1951.. 

March  1951.... 

'  208 

. do . 

10 

_ do_'_ _ 

_ do _ 

325 

16 

. do . 

April  1951 . 

1,005 

. do . . . 

37 

Tof^l  _ 

2,424 

105 

[Enclosure  B] 

Veterans’  Administration  hospitals  which  will  complete  construction  during  calendar  year 

1951 


Location 

Estimated  date  of 
completion  of  con¬ 
struction 

April  1951 . 

May  1951 . 

do  _  - 

September  1951 . 

...do . . . 

>  Transfer  from  old  hospital. 
3  Transfer  from  Fort  Logan. 


Status  of  medical  military  personnel  as  of 
Jan.  11,  1951 

DOCTORS 

Total  number  of — 

Doctors  separated  to  enter  armed 


services : 

Doctors  _ 119 

Residents  _ 194 

Total . 313 


Requests  for  delays  submitted  to 
armed  services: 

Doctors  _ 281 

Residents  _ 106 

Total _ 387 


Requests  for  delays  awaiting  action 
by  armed  services: 

Doctors  _  78 

Residents  _ _ _  27 

Total _  105 


Delays  granted  by  armed  services: 

Doctors  _  43 

Residents  _ _  19 

Total _  62 


Delays  granted  by  armed  services: 

Doctors _ _ _ __  47 

Residents  _  37 

Total _  84 


Number 
of  beds 

Type  of  beds 

325 

General  medical. . . 

100 

. do . . . 

494 

. do . . 

192 

. do . . . . 

50 

_ do _ 

288 

Domiciliary . . 

494 

General  medical . . 

498 

_ do. . . . . 

486 

494 

. do . 

4S9 

945 

496 

. do . . 

496 

546 

295 

Tuberculosis . . 

487 

General  medical _ _ 

491 

. do _ _ _ _ 

493 

_ do . . . 

955 

_ do.. . . . 

486 

. do . . 

496 

_ do . . 

10,106 

Number  of 
physicians 
needed 


(') 

(') 


17 

5 

4 


(2) 

(>) 


<*) 


2!> 

25 

25 

34 

25 

25 

2(1 

17 

24 

25 

34 

25 

25 


355 


Total  number  of — Continued 
Requests  returned  by  armed  services 
without  action  (physically  dis¬ 
qualified;  to  be  resubmitted  upon 
receipt  of  extended  active-duty 
orders:  not  to  be  called  at  this 
time,  etc.) : 


Doctors  _  113 

Residents  _  23 

Total _ 136 


DENTISTS 

Total  number  of — 

Dentists  separated  to  enter  armed 

services _  38 

Requests  for  delays  submitted  to 

armed  services _  102 

Requests  for  delays  awaiting  action 

by  armed  services _  22 

Delays  granted  by  armed  services _  19 

Delays  denied  by  armed  services _  19 


Requests  returned  by  armed  services 
without  action  (physically  disquali¬ 
fied;  to  be  resubmitted  upon  receipt 
of  extended  active-duty  orders;  not 


to  be  called  at  this  time,  etc.) _  42 

NURSES 

Total  number  of — 

Nurses  separated  to  enter  armed 

services _ 270 

Requests  for  delays  submitted  to 

armed  services _ 209 

Requests  for  delays  awaiting  action 

by  armed  services _  60 

Delays  granted  by  armed  services _  27 

Delays  denied  by  armed  services _ 109 


Total  number  of — Continued 
Requests  returned  by  armed  services 
without  action  (physically  disquali¬ 
fied;  to  be  resubmitted  upon  receipt 
of  extended  active-duty  orders;  not 


to  be  called  at  this  time,  etc.) _  13 

Doctors  separated  to  enter  armed  services  by 
specialty  as  of  Jan.  11, 1951 

Internal  medicine _  49 

Neuropsychiatry _  17 

General  surgery _  14 

Orthopedic  surgery _  4 

Neuro  surgery _  1 

Plastic  surgery _  1 

Anesthesiology _ _ _  1 

Urology _  1 

Otolaryngology _ _ _  2 

Eye,  ear,  nose,  and  throat _  5 

Ophthalmology _  3 

Tuberculosis _  7 

Pathology _  2 

Radiology _  4 

Cardiology _  1 

Dermatology _  1 

Obstetrics _ 1 

Physical  medicine _ : _  1 

Gastroenterology _ _  2 

Tumor  research _  1 

Total _ 119 


Source:  Prepared  by  Medical  Manpower 
Unit,  Jan.  15,  1951. 


January  9,  1950. 

Mr.  T.  O.  Kraabel, 

National  Director,  the  American  Legion, 
National  Rehabilitation  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Kp.aabel  :  This  is  in  reply  to  your 
letter  of  November  27,  1950,  concerning  the 
comments  of  Mr.  Grant  Morgan,  your  na¬ 
tional  field  representative,  following  his  visit 
to  the  VA  Center,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  August 
7  through  August  11. 

My  staff  and  I  have  been  aware  of,  and 
concerned  regarding  the  lack  of  doctors  In 
the  specialties  of  psychiatry  and  otolaryn¬ 
gology  at  this  center  and  have  given  Sioux 
Falls  high  priority  for  the  procurement  of 
these  specialists. 

We  are  most  fortunate  insofar  as  the  psy¬ 
chiatric  situation  at  the  center  is  concerned, 
as  on  November  7  one  of  the  psychiatrists  at 
Lincoln,  Nebr.,  requested  transfer  to  Sioux 
Falls.  With  this  exception,  in  spite  of  all 
recruitment  efforts,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration,  no  psychiatrist  up 
until  this  time  has  been  at  all  interested  in 
an  assignment  to  Sioux  Falls.  It  is  expected 
that  this  physician  will  be  transferred  the 
latter  part  of  January,  unless,  of  course,  the 
Armed  Forces  should  take  him. 

The  possibility  of  recruiting  a  qualified 
psychiatrist  for  replacement  at  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  is  practically  nil.  As  far  as  the  State 
of  South  Dakota  is  concerned,  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  has  in  its  employment  40 
percent  of  all  psychiatrists  listed  by  the 
American  Psychiatric  Association  as  prac¬ 
ticing  their  specialty  in  this  State. 

In  regard  to  the  possibility  of  assigning  an 
otolaryngologist  to  the  center,  I  can  only 
paint  a  dim  picture.  Earlier  this  year,  before 
the  Korean  Incident  when  recruitment  was 
still  a  possibility,  my  staff  interviewed  sev¬ 
eral  candidates,  but  they  were  definitely  not 
Interested  in  coming  with  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  for  assignment  in  South  Da¬ 
kota.  However,  we  will  continue  our  efforts 
to  find  an  otolaryngologist  willing  to  accept 
this  assignment,  either  from  physicians  pres¬ 
ently  with  the  Veterans’  Administration  or 
by  recruitment.  It  is  out  of  the  question  to 
try  to  transfer  a  physician  unless  he  is  agree¬ 
able  to  the  transfer.  If  we  try  to  force  the 
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transfer,  he  will  resign  and  be  lost  to  the 
Veterans’  Administration.  There  are  such 
lucrative  opportunities  for  qualified  special¬ 
ists  in  civilian  practice  that  doctors  are  re¬ 
signing  rather  than  accept  an  assignment  to 
which  they  are  not  agreeable. 

I  am  very  glad  you  brought  to  my  atten¬ 
tion  the  situation  at  Sioux  Palls,  S.  Dak.,  as 
I  am  more  concerned  than  anyone  else  over 
this  lack  of  physician  personnel,  which  is 
rapidly  becoming  evident  in  more  and  more 
of  our  hospitals.  Your  letter  concerning  the 
center  at  Sioux  Palls  gives  me  an  opportunity 
to  acquaint  you  with  this  grave  situation 
which  faces  the  whole  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

As  you  are  aware,  we  have  for  the  past  2 
years  maintained  the  highest  type  of  medi¬ 
cal  care  to  veterans,  in  spite  of  the  handi¬ 
caps  of  budgetary  and  ceiling  limitations 
under  which  the  Veterans’  Administration  is 
operating. 

Our  present  situation  is  this:  As  of  No¬ 
vember  1,  1950,  we  had  290  fewer  full-time 
physicians  and  130  fewer  part-time  physi¬ 
cians  on  duty  in  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion  than  were  on  duty  as  of  February  1, 
1950,  in  addition  to  a  loss  of  162  residents. 
The  opening  and  staffing  of  21  new  hospitals 
during  this  period  made  the  situation  doubly 
acute.  Due  to  shortages  in  critical  categories 
we  are  beginning  to  spread  our  medical  care 
in  specific  specialties  dangerously  thin. 

This  decrease  of  290  full-time  physicians 
does  not  seem  as  great  as  compared  to  the 
total  number  of  physicians  in  the  Veterans’ 
Administration,  but  when  transposed  into 
terms  of  patient  care,  it  is  a  major  item. 
If  we  apply  the  ratio  of  one  physician  to  30 
patients,  then  the  care  of  290  times  30  equals 
8,700  patients  being  affected  by  this  loss. 
The  total  number  of  vacancies  for  physicians 
was  reported  by  the  field  stations  to  be  379 
as  of  December  7,  1950. 

It  is  my  expressed  policy,  to  which  I  am 
irrevocably  committed,  to  maintain  the  high¬ 
est  quality  of  medical  care  for  veteran 
patients.  If  I  am  faced  with  alternative  of 
continuing  our  present  standard  of  medical 
care  for  fewer  patients  and  poor  medical  care 
for  a  greater  number  of  patients,  I  choose 
the  former.  In  considering'  anything  less  I 
woud  be  derelict  in  my  duty  and  responsi¬ 
bility  to  veteran  patients. 

If  the  Armed  Forces  continue  to  call  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration  physicians  at  the  same 
rate  as  in  the  recent  past,  we  will  be  in  dire 
need  of  physicians  at  our  existing  hospitals, 
and  the  staffing  of  certain  new  hospitals  to 
be  activated  in  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal 
year  1951  may  prove  to  be  a  practical  im¬ 
possibility. 

As  you  may  be  aware,  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  has  not  yet  set  up  any 
system  of  permanent  deferment  for  physi¬ 
cians.  The  best  we  can  do  is  obtain  a  tempo¬ 
rary  delay  in  orders,  which  in  the  long  run 
will  catch  up  with  us. 

My  staff  and  I  are  devoting  a  major  part  of 
our  time  to  developing  some  effective  method 
of  easing  this  crisis,  but  in  view  of  the 
present  situation  I  have  found  no  over-all 
relief  or  remedy  possible  within  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Veterans’  Administration.  If 
the  Veterans’  Administration  were  placed  on 
a  parity  with  the  Armed  Forces  for  procure¬ 
ment  of  physicians,  this  would  do  much  to 
stabilize  our  personnel  situation. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Paul  B.  Magnuson, 

Chief  Medical  Director. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  quote  the  last  paragraph  of  a  let¬ 
ter  from  Dr.  Paul  B.  Magnuson,  former 
head  of  the  Medical  Services  Division 
of  the  Veterans’  Administration.  Dr. 
Magnuson  says: 

My  Staff  and  I  are  devoting  a  major  part 
of  our  time  to  developing  some  effective 


method  of  easing  this  crisis,  but  in  view  of 
the  present  situation  I  have  found  no  over¬ 
all  relief  or  remedy  possible  within  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Veterans’  Administration.  If 
the  Veterans’  Administration  were  placed 
on  a  parity  with  the  Armed  Forces  for  pro¬ 
curement  of  physicians,  this  would  do  much 
to  stabilize  our  personnel  situation. 

I  want  to  propose  to  my  colleagues 
that  we  remedy  this  situation  by  insert¬ 
ing  a  short,  simple  amendment  to  this 
pending  legislation.  The  amendment 
should  be  inserted  on  page  33,  after  line 
8  and  would  read  as  follows: 

Said  paragraph  (1)  is  further  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence 
as  follows:  “No  physician  or  dentist  who  is 
engaged  in  full-time  employment  as  such  at 
any  hospital  operated  by  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  shall  be  inducted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  subsection  after  he  has 
attained  the  thirtieth  anniversary  of  the 
date  of  his  birth.” 

I  had  thought  of  asking  for  deferment 
of  doctors  between  the  ages  of  25  and  50 
years.  I  recall  the  Government  paid  for 
the  education  of  several  thousand  doc¬ 
tors  during  and  after  World  War  II. 
Many  of  these  young  men  are  under  30 
years  of  age  and  should  discharge  their 
obligation  to  the  Government. 

I  shall  go  into  this  matter  in  greater 
detail  when  this  legislation  reaches  the 
amendment  stage.  In  the  meanwhile,  it 
is  my  sincere  hope  that  you  will  join  me 
in  helping  these  men  when  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  is  at  hand  and  the  need  is  so 
great. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
have  brought  some  of  the  same  informa¬ 
tion  to  the  House  already,  the  part  re¬ 
garding  the  number  of  doctors  and 
nurses  that  have  been  seized  by  the 
armer  services  for  duty.  I  have  intro¬ 
duced  a  bill  which  would  give  the  doctors 
and  the  nurses  military  status.  That 
was  necessary  in  World  War  II.  We 
were  not  getting  the  doctors  and  nurses 
then.  It  was  done,  and  the  situation 
was  eased.  If  they  do  that.  Veterans’ 
Administration  doctors  can  be  kept  in 
the  VA  or  in  some  cases  there  could  be 
a  transfer  of  doctors  from  one  service 
to  another,  and  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  the  care  of  veterans  would 
be  better.  The  appalling  thing  to  me,  as 
it  is  to  the  gentleman,  is  that  our  men 
are  injured  in  the  service  and  then  the 
benefits  they  shoud  have  are  not  secured 
to  them.  Also  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration  does  not  fight  as  it  should  fight 
to  give  the  men  the  benefits  to  which 
they  are  entitled  under  the  law. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts  for  her 
comments.  I  know  of  her  great  interest 
in  the  veterans  of  this  country. 

In  conclusion,  may  I  state  that  this 
Congress  would  be  remiss  in  its  duty  if 
it  does  not  at  this  time  take  advantage  of 
an  opportunity  to  handle  the  situation 
that  will  close,  as  I  said  before,  half  the 
veterans’  hospitals  of  the  United  States 
before  the  first  of  January  1952. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The 
gentleman  has  made  a  very  fine  and  very 
necessary  contribution. 
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Mr.  BAILEY.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Berry]. 

Mr.  BERRY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
been  on  this  floor  every  minute  through¬ 
out  the  entire  debate  on  this  question  of 
preparedness  through  manpower  con¬ 
scription,  and  certainly  the  only  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  legislation  before  us  today 
is  preparedness— yet  no  one  has  as  yet 
touched  upon  the  point  of  what  to  me  is 
the  material  question  involved  in  this 
draft  and  training  issue. 

It  seems  to  me  that  in  order  to  under¬ 
stand  what  preparation  we  need  for  war, 
we  must  first  consider  the  basic,  under¬ 
lying  reason  of  why  we  are  heading  for 
war,  why  we  are  in  the  shameful  inter¬ 
national  condition  that  we  are  in  today. 
In  our  thinking  let  us  build  our  founda¬ 
tion  first  and  ask  ourselves  why  did  we 
get  into  this  mess?  Then  consider  how 
we  are  going  to  get  out  of  it. 

First,  I  want  it  understood  that  I  am 
not  an  isolationist — I  propose  to  defend 
every  free  country,  every  God-fearing 
country,  against  the  ravages  of  a  godless 
communism. 

Next,  I  want  it  understood  that  I  hold 
no  grudge  against  the  military.  I  think 
they  are  doing  the  only  kind  of  a  job 
they  can  do  under  the  outmoded  kind 
of  training  they  have  had.  I  do  not 
think  they  are  any  worse  than  any  other 
American  organization  or  Government 
department  which  is  not  responsive  to 
the  people.  Every  department  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  great  difficulty  in  getting 
away  from  the  “horse  and  buggy”  days  of 
the  past. 

But,  I  want  to  say  at  the  outset  that 
I  am  convinced  that  the  principal  reason 
we  got  into  this  mess  today  was  because 
of  the  inability  of  our  military  leader¬ 
ship  to  depart  from  the  outmoded  mili¬ 
tary  textbooks  of  the  past.  In  their 
preparation  for  World  War  n  their  only 
conception  of  waging  such  war  was  sur¬ 
face  warfare — fighting  man  for  man,  gun 
for  gun,  tank  for  tank,  and  carcass  for 
carcass. 

There  is  not  a  person  sitting  in  this 
room  who  has  not  said  to  himself  a 
thousand  times,  “How  could  they  do  it? 
How  could  men  with  the  capacity  and 
the  vision  of  Roosevelt  and  Churchill 
sign  the  agreements  that  they  signed  at 
Yalta  and  Tehran,  or  their  successors  at 
Potsdam?”  How  could  they  do  it? 

I  have  read  everything  that  I  could 
read.  I  have  talked  with  some  of  those 
In  high  places.  I  have  heard  those  of 
the  top  official  brackets.  I  have  at¬ 
tended  committee  hearings.  The  an¬ 
swer  that  I  submit  to  you  this  afternoon 
for  your  thought  and  consideration  is 
the  only  logical  thinking  and  conclusion 
that  I  can  come  to.  I  want  you  to  think 
this  through  with  me.  But  in  doing  so, 
let  us  be  fair,  let  us  be  tolerant  to  the 
place  where  it  hurts,  let  us  lay  aside 
partisan  politics  and  ask  ourselves  this 
simple  question  of  how  could  great  men, 
international  thinkers,  world  leaders, 
give  the  Russian  bear  one-third  of  free 
Europe  and  the  only  friend  we  ever  had 
in  Asia,  China,  and  its  possession  that 
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we  had  previously  agreed  to  return  to 
her,  Manchuria? 

How  could  they  do  it? 

Oh,  yes,  I  know,  I,  too,  have  thought 
that  it  was  the  influence  of  Alger  Hiss 
and  the  Remingtons  and  the  other  pinks 
in  the  State  Department  and  high  Gov¬ 
ernment  departments,  and  yet,  upon 
serious  reflection,  I  could  not  conceive  of 
how  those  men,  even  with  their  inside 
influence,  could  do  the  entire  job.  They 
might  have  been  able  to  sell  the  book  to 
Roosevelt,  but  by  what  magic  power 
could  they  cast  the  same  spell  over 
Churchill? 

There  is  no  question  but  that  Alger 
Kiss  took  advantage  of  the  existing  hys¬ 
terical  situation  to  further  his  nefarious 
and  traitorous  ends,  but  the  funda¬ 
mental  reason  why  our  leaders  were 
willing  at  Yalta  and  Tehran  to  trade 
half  of  what  we  had  to  win  by  World 
War  II  was  fear,  was  panic,  was  hysteria. 

They  knew  of  no  wTay  of  wanning  that 
wear  against  Germany  except  with 
ground  forces  in  surface  warfare.  They 
knew  that  this  Nation  and  her  demo¬ 
cratic  allies  could  not  match  German 
troops  man  for  man.  They  could  not 
believe  that  air  power  could  do  any  more 
than  serve  as  mobile  guns,  and  rather 
than  to  see  cur  men  slaughtered  in  a 
raan-to-man  struggle  in  surface  warfare 
in  a  bloody  mile-for-mile  battle  to  re¬ 
capture  lost  ground,  they  were  willing 
to  trade  the  free  people  of  Poland, 
Czechoslovakia,  and  what  net  into  eter¬ 
nal  slavery  in  exchange  for  the  Russian 
masses  who  would  move  in  from  the  east 
to  help  make  the  kill. 

There  is  no  question  but  that  the  black 
hand  of  the  traitorous  Hiss  was  writing 
the  doom  of  all  free  people  everywhere, 
that  he  took  advantage  of  his  position 
and  the  hysteria  of  the  day  to  further 
his  nefarious  ends  at  Tehran,  but  the 
underlying  cause  of  the  shameful  trade 
of  friendly  China  and  Manchuria  was  the 
fear  and  hysteria  of  our  military  leaders. 
Marshall  and  King  and  our  other  mili¬ 
tary  experts  could  not  conceive  of  being 
able  to  bring  Japan  to  her  knees  without 
the  use  of  ground  forces  for  a  bloody  in¬ 
vasion  to  wade  in  to  make  the  kill.  And, 
because  they  could  not,  they  were  pan¬ 
icky,  they  were  hysterical,  and  they  were 
willing  to  trade  another  friendly  nation 
into  dark  and  doomed  slavery  in  ex¬ 
change  for  the  Russian  masses  to  move 
in  to  help  make  the  invasion. 

In  spite  of  the  fact  that  strategic 
bombing  and  strategic  bombing  alone, 
cut  the  economic  and  war  potential 
heart  out  of  Japan  and  caused  her  sur¬ 
render  with  an  army  of  six  million  well 
equipped  men  still  in  the  field  without 
the  need  of  one  single  Russian  soldier, 
our  military  leaders  refuse  today  to  ad¬ 
mit  that  their  strategy  was  wrong,  they 
refuse  to  admit  even  today  that  Japan 
was  defeated  from  the  skies. 

Let  me  read  to  you  the  words  of  Secre¬ 
tary  Marshall  delivered  on  June  21,  1943, 
when  he  said: 

Your  adversary  may  be  hammered  to  hie 
knees  by  bombing,  but  he  will  recover  un¬ 
less  the  knockout  blow  is  delivered  by  the 
Army. 


As  proof  that  his  thinking  has  not 
changed,  less  than  a  month  ago  speaking 
at  Columbia  University,  said: 

The  experience  of  battle  *  *  *  points 

to  the  continued  and  decisive  role  of  ground 
forces. 

General  Bradley  wrote  only  last  year 
that  he  is  convinced  beyond  any  reason¬ 
able  doubt  that — 

We  shall  once  more  be  forced  to  gain  the 
inevitable  victory  over  our  dead  bodies — ■ 
those  of  our  soldiers  on  the  ground. 

All  of  General  Collins’  statements  re¬ 
volve  around  his  certainty  that  “the 
doughboy  is  the  final  answer.” 

No,  my  friends,  let  us  be  fair,  let  us  be 
tolerant,  let  us  admit  that  Yalta,  Teh¬ 
ran,  and  Potsdam  were  the  result  of 
fear,  panic,  and  hysteria  brought  about 
by  an  outmoded  conception  of  warfare 
in  our  military  leadership. 

Yes,  our  leadership  and  their  military 
advisers  were  hysterical  as  they  sank  into 
the  slime  of  their  own  ideology  of  sur¬ 
face  warfare,  and,  as  they  sank,  they 
were  grasping  for  a  straw  at  Yalta,  they 
were  grasping  for  a  straw  at  Tehran, 
they  were  grasping  at  Potsdam,  and  my 
friends,  they  are  panicky  today,  and 
because  they  have  no  more  free  people  to 
trade  into  slavery,  they  are  grasping  for 
another  straw,  our  18-year-old  kids.  And 
well,  they  might,  because  if  they  still  re¬ 
fuse  to  come  down  to  1951  in  their  think¬ 
ing,  they  will  have  to  draft  into  their 
surface  forces  every  man,  woman,  and 
child  in  these  United  States  to  be  able 
to  meet  Russia  on  the  ground  man  for 
man. 

No,  this  is  not  a  question  of  whether 
18-year  olds  make  the  best  soldiers.  It 
is  not  a  question  of  morals  of  these  kids. 
It  is  not  a  question  of  whether  we  need 
3,465,342  or  43  men,  whatever  the  figure 
it,  it  is  a  question  of  national  policy, 
and  national  policy  alone. 

It  is  a  question  of  whether  we,  as  the 
elected  Representatives  of  the  people, 
are  going  to  serve  notice  today  upon  the 
military  that  they  throw  away  the  old 
textbooks  of  Napoleon  and  his  Maginot 
line  successors  and  come  down  to  1951 
in  their  methods  of  warfare. 

A  vote  for  this  18  %  -year-old  draft  is 
a  vote  to  ratify  Yalta,  Tehran,  and 
Potsdam,  because  it  is  the  same  under¬ 
lying  principle  that  is  facing  us  today. 
A  vote  against  it  is  a  vote  to  serve  notice 
on  the  military  that  this  is  1951  and  that 
we  demand  that  they  modernize  their 
war  machine. 

I  agree  that  we  have  to  have  an  army. 
I  agree  that  we  have  to  have  a  navy.  I 
agree  that  our  youth  should  be  trained 
in  the  fundamentals  of  war  for  their  own 
and  their  country’s  protection,  but  the 
time  has  come  when  our  Air  Force  has 
got  to  be  our  striking  force,  has  got  to 
be  our  deterring  force  against  the  rav¬ 
ages  of  Communist  aggression. 

There  is  not  one  single  person  in  this 
room  who  has  the  slightest  doubt  in 
his  mind  today  but  that  if  we  had  3,000 
R-36’s  loaded  with  bombs  and  ready  to 
blacken  the  sky  of  any  nation  who  dared 
put  one  foot  across  any  border  in  ag¬ 
gression  that  there  would  be  no  Koreas, 


or  Indochinas,  or  Irans,  or  an  invasion 
of  Europe. 

Yes;  we  need  fighters  and  strafers, 
but  if  we  had  that  air  superiority,  if  we 
had  those  long-range  bombers  to  hit  at 
the  heart  of  Russia  or  any  of  her  satel¬ 
lites  and  simply  serve  notice  on  her, 
“You  send  one  division  of  men  across 
any  border  anywhere  in  aggression,  and 
we  will  blast  you  into  all  eternity,”  there 
would  be  no  world  war  III.  You  may 
be  as  sure  of  that  as  you  are  that  3,500,- 
000  American  soldiers  will  not  deter 
30,000,000  well-trained  Russian  soldiers. 

Even  Secretary  of  State  Dean  Acheson 
2  weeks  ago  Thursday  night  when  we 
were  briefing  the  freshmen  Members  of 
Congress  on  the  Russian  situation  made 
the  statement  that  Russia  will  not  strike 
this  spring  because  she  is  afraid  of  our 
air  superiority.  When  I  asked  him  if  he  ' 
did-  not  believe  unquestionable  air  supe¬ 
riority  would  continue  to  contain  Russia, 
he  said,  “Yes,”  and  then  he  stopped  short 
and  said: 

That  is  for  a  time,  until  they  huiid  up 
their  defense,  and  then  we  have  got  to  de¬ 
pend  upon  our  ground  forces. 

Yes,  in  spite  of  that  knowledge,  in  , 
spite  of  that  fact,  the  military  still  re¬ 
fuses  to  throw  our  resources  into  the 
manufacture  of  B-36’s.  In  spite  of  the 
fact  that  Russia  is  being  contained  to¬ 
day  because  of  our  puny  fleet  of  striking 
bombers,  the  military  refuses  to  throw 
our  economy  into  the  manufacture  of  50 
or  100  times  as  many  as  we  have  today. 
Believe  this  or  not,  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  aluminum  is  the  one  essential  metal 
needed  in  the  manufacture  of  B-36’s,  2 
weeks  ago  the  military  released  40  per¬ 
cent  of  the  aluminum  stockpile  to  civil¬ 
ian  use,  and  believe  it  or  not,  South 
Dakota  has  purchased  enough  aluminum 
on  the  open  market  to  manufacture  two 
license  plates  for  every  car  in  the  State 
for  1952.  And  you  tell  me  we  are  hon¬ 
estly  preparing  to  defend  the  peace? 

Yes,  they  are  up  here  on  the  Kill  ask¬ 
ing  us  to  draft  skilled  American  boys, 
potential  pilots,  potential  mechanics,  po¬ 
tential  navigators,  to  throw  into  the 
muck  and  the  slime  of  surface  warfare  in 
Korea  or  Europe,  or  wherever  the  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  may  decide  to  send  them 
next.  At  the  same  time,  their  Secretary 
of  State  tells  us  that  it  is  our  puny 
striking  force  of  long-range  bombers 
that  is  deterring  Russia  today.  At  the 
same  time,  the  Pentagon  tells  us  they 
are  making  every  effort  to  defend  this 
Nation,  and  yet  by  their  own  act,  the 
one  essential  metal  that  is  necessary  to 
build  up  that  containing  force,  is  re¬ 
leased  to  civilian  use  to  add  to  the  glut¬ 
ted  market  of  refrigerators,  chrome  on 
new  cars,  and  yes,  let  us  not  forget,  two 
license  plates  for  every  automobile. 

Today  our  Nation  is  standing  at  the 
crossroads.  Our  freedom,  our  way  of 
life,  our  homes,  the  future  of  our  chil¬ 
dren  and  their  religion  hangs  in  the  bal¬ 
ance.  The  decision  rests  upon  you  as  the 
Representatives  of  the  American  people. 

Let  us  vote  an  extension  of  the  19- 
year-old  draft.  Let  us  serve  notice  on 
the  Pentagon  that  when  they  get  their 
house  in  order,  we  will  provide  for  the 
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military  training  of  our  youth  in  a  bill 
which  does  by  direction  what  this  bu¬ 
reaucratic  monstrosity  claims  to  do  by 
indirection.  This  Congress  is  not  feeble¬ 
minded.  This  Congress  has  some  of  the 
most  able  men  in  the  Nation  on  its  ros¬ 
ter.  Then  why  do  we  have  to  delegate 
our  duty  and  authority  to  five  men  to 
perform?  It  is  time  the  legislative 
branch  of  the  Government  started  to 
legislate. 

Let  this  Congress  put  an  end  to  this 
bickering  in  the  military.  Instead  of  be¬ 
ing  so  worried  about  grabbing  our  boys 
out  of  high  school,  let  us  conscript  every 
ounce  of  metal  necessary  to  immediately 
construct  3,000  B-36’s  and  the  fighters 
and  strafers  necessary  to  protect  them 
in  the  air,  and  let  this  Congress  once 
again  speak  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  speak  for  the  free  people  every¬ 
where,  and  let  its  voice  be  heard  in  the 
saving  of  civilization. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan  [Mr.  Ford!. 

(Mr.  FORD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
this  time  principally  to  inquire  of  the 
chairman,  or  the  gentleman  handling 
the  bill  on  either  the  majority  or  mi¬ 
nority  side,  for  information  concerning 
the  recent  directive  of  the  President 
concerning  the  deferment  of  young  men 
who  are  able  to  go  to  college.  As  we  all 
know,  the  President  on  Sunday,  or  last 
week,  issued  an  order  which  permits  or 
which  directs  the  selective-service 
boards  throughout  the  country  to  defer 
men  who  are  going  to  college.  It  so 
happens  in  my  home  county  the  two 
draft  boards,  or  a  substantial  number 
of  the  members  have  felt  this  directive 
is  discriminatory.  There  have  been  res¬ 
ignations  from  the  two  draft  boards  be¬ 
cause  the  draft  boards  feel  that  the 
President’s  order  is  discriminatory  and 
in  effect  would  set  up  a  poor  man’s  army. 
I  would  like  to  read  into  the  Record  a 
telegram  sent  to  me  from  Draft  Board 
No.  43  in  Grand  Rapids.  I  quote: 
Congressman  Gerald  Ford: 

We  are  indignant  over  the  inconsistency 
and  the  embarrassment  that  will  be  ours 
on  the  college  and  university  student  de¬ 
ferment  proposal  outlined  in  Operations 
Bulletin  No.  28  just  received  from  national 
selective-service  headquarters. 

It  is  felt  that  the  procedure  outlined 
would  show  discrimination  to  those  who  can 
afford  college  against  those  who  cannot  af¬ 
ford  this  higher  education  or  who  prefer 
some  vocation  equally  beneficial  to  our 
country.  Branding  those  economically  un¬ 
able  to  afford  college  or  those  least  intelli¬ 
gent  as  the  only  ones  eligible  for  the  defense 
of  our  country  was  construed  as  an  insult 
to  those  whom  we  are  inducting  into  service, 
Henry  S.  Kaminski, 

Chairman. 
Francis  T.  Russell, 

Robert  J.  Yonkman, 

Lewis  M.  De  Korne, 
Members,  Local  Board,  No.  43,  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  System. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  have 
some  clarification  of  an  amendment 
which  I  understand  is  to  be  offered  next 
week  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  in 


reference  to  this  problem.  Can  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks] 
amplify  what  I  have  seen  in  the  news¬ 
papers  in  reference  to  that  amendment? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  am  not  familiar  with 
the  amendment  to  be  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texis  next  week.  As  I  saw 
it  in  the  press,  I  assume  it  would  be 
offered  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  when  the  other  amendments  were 
taken  up  on  Monday. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  wonder  whether  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  can  enlighten  us. 
I  think  it  is  very  important,  not  only 
so  far  as  these  two  draft  boards  are 
concerned,  but  I .  think  it  is  important 
on  a  Nation-wide  basis.  The  men  on 
that  particular  draft  board  and  those  on 
draft  board  No.  43,  I  know  take  their 
responsibilities  very  seriously.  They  are 
high-type  individuals  and  it  would  be 
tragic  if  they  should  resign  during  this 
emergency  period  over  the  question  of  a 
policy  which  I  am  sure  the  House  and 
the  other  body  might  revise  very  shortly. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  amendment  to 
which  he  refers  was  mentioned  by  me 
the  day  before  yesterday  when  I  spoke 
on  the  bill.  I  read  it  as  part  of  my  re¬ 
marks,  and  it  is  printed  in  the  Record  at 
page  3410  of  April  4,  together  with  a 
brief  statement  of  my  objections  to  the 
Executive  order.  The  amendment  in  ef¬ 
fect  repeals  the  Executive  order  and 
therefore  would  leave  the  matter  of  stu¬ 
dents  and  education  as  it  now  is  under 
the  act  of  1948,  and  as  it  was  under  the 
act  of  1940. 

In  other  words,  the  effect  would  be  that 
the  local  boards  would  continue  to  deter¬ 
mine  who  should  be  deferred  for  the 
purpose  of  education,  and  the  examina¬ 
tion  now  called  for  would  be  eliminated. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  the  gen¬ 
tleman  advised  as  to  whether  the  draft 
boards  to  which  he  refers  have  granted 
deferments  to  college  students  within 
their  jurisdiction? 

Mr.  FORD.  It  is  my  understanding 
that  they  have  pursued  a  policy  of  grant¬ 
ing  deferments  for  those  who  are  in  col¬ 
lege  and  who  have  requested  permission 
to  finish  their  present  semester  or  col¬ 
lege  term.  I  do  not  know  whether  or 
not  they  have  gone  beyond  that  particu¬ 
lar  policy. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Of  course, 
the  result  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  gentleman  from  Texas,  which  would 
revert  to  the  present  practice  of  allow¬ 
ing  local  boards  to  deal  with  college  de¬ 
ferments,  inevitably  results  in  discrim¬ 
ination  with  respect  to  dealing  with  col¬ 
lege  students  in  one  community  as  con¬ 
trasted  with  the  way  college  students  are 
deferred  in  another  community.  It  is 
for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  that  dis¬ 
crimination  that  this  plan  announced  by 
General  Hershey  has  been  devised, 
through  which  a  formula  of  granting 
college  deferments  will  be  standardized 
and  will  be  granted  to  all  college  stu¬ 
dents,  irrespective  of  where  they  live. 
Speaking  for  myself,  there  will  be  one 
who  will  resist  the  proposal  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas,  because  I  feel  that 
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the  plan  proposed  by  General  Hershey, 
which  has  been  before  the  committee 
and  which  the  committee  endorsed  in 
reporting  this  bill,  and  the  plan  is  set 
forth  in  the  committee  report,  is  a  fair 
method  of  dealing  with  this  very  diffi¬ 
cult  problem.  I  am  not  greatly  im¬ 
pressed  with  this  argument  that  the  plan 
of  General  Hershey  will  result  in  a  poor 
man’s  army.  I  have  yet  to  find  any  boy 
who  wants  to  go  to  college  badly  who  is 
prevented  from  going  because  he  has 
not  got  the  money  to  do  it.  That  is  an 
argument,  I  think,  without  any  founda¬ 
tion,  that  it  will  result  in  deferring  the 
rich  boys  over  the  poor  boys,  because  it 
will  not  at  all. 

Mr.  FORD.  I  might  say  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  that  I  think  we  should  weigh  very 
strongly  the  point  of  view  of  those  who 
are  actually  operating  a  selective-service 
board.  They  have  had  practical,  down- 
to-earth  experience  of  handling  defer¬ 
ments  of  many  thousands  of  individuals. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Why  should 
that  be  any  more  true  with  respect  to 
college  deferments  than  with  respect  to 
agricultural,  industrial,  or  any  of  the 
other  deferments  which  are  written  into 
the  law? 

Mr.  FORD.  It  seems  to  me  you  have 
to  give  some  discretion  to  the  local 
boards.  The  order  of  General  Hershey, 
as  announced  by  the  executive  branch 
of  the  Government,  makes  an  arbitrary, 
across-the-board  determination  for  all 
draft  boards,  taking  away  the  essential 
discretion  at  the  local  level.  For  that 
reason  I  personally  think  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  be  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday]  is  highly 
desirable. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  think  the  major  ob¬ 
jection  is  that  an  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  is  permitted  to  choose  those 
who  shall  go  to  or  continue  in  college.  I 
am  basically  and  fundamentally  opposed 
to  permitting  the  Federal  Government  to 
choose  the  people  who  shall  be  educated 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  agree  com¬ 
pletely  with  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Kilday]  in  his  position  of  opposi¬ 
tion  to  authorizing  any  Government 
agency  to  select  who  shall  go  to  college, 
but  the  Hershey  plan  does  not  do  that 
at  all.  It  simply  prescribes  the  pattern 
of  determination.  It  does  not  select  the 
individuals  themselves. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  But  it  does  provide 
the  examination:  it  gives  the  examina¬ 
tion,  and  it  grades  the  papers,  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing.  So  that  it  results  in 
the  Federal  Government  determining 
who  shall  go  to  or  continue  in  college. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Of  course  I  am  very 
much  concerned  with  reference  to  the 
proposed  changes.  I  am  informed,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  new  directive  actually  re¬ 
duces  rather  than  increases  the  number 
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of  deferments.  While  that  is  not  the 
final  test,  whether  or  not  we  will  increase 
or  decrease  them,  1  think  v;e  should  have 
a  very  orderly  plan.  I  think  we  should 
have  a  plan  that  will  fit  into  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  schools  and  colleges  through¬ 
out  the  country  so  as  to  do  them  as  little 
damage  as  possible.  Furthermore,  I 
recognize  that  it  is  only  a  3 -year  pro¬ 
posal,  as  I  understand,  and  at  the  end  of 
that  limited  period,  of  course,  defer¬ 
ments  will  cease. 

Mr.  FORD.  That  is  under  the  direc¬ 
tive  by  the  executive  branch? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Under  the  statute  we 
have  a  limit  imposed  upon  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  any  such 'plan.  Of  course,  it  is 
merely  deferment,  it  is  not  a  final  ex¬ 
emption. 

Mr.  FORD.  It  is  possible  that  in  the 
interim  the  international  situation  may 
be  such  that  those  who  have  been  de¬ 
ferred  for  that  interim  period  will  not 
thereafter  have  to  serve  in  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  We  fervently  hope 
that  that  is  the  case;  and  if  that  is  the 
case  we  certainly  would  not  want  to  put 
out  of  business  thousands  of  schools  and 
colleges  throughout  the  country  through 
the  unwise  operation  of  any  deferment 
policy. 

Mr.  FORD.  In  closing  I  would  like  to 
say  that  I  am  certainly  sympathetic 
with  the  position  in  which  these  local 
draft  boards  find  themselves.  I  only 
hope  that  they  will  defer  their  resigna¬ 
tions  where  they  have  not  already  done 
so,  and  in  the  meantime  I  hope  that  we 
shall  be  able  to  include  in  the  legislation 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
are  three  or  four  other  Members  who 
have  asked  for  time,  but  I  do  not  see 
them  on  the  floor  at  the  moment.  Since 
the  hour  is  late  I  imagine  they  are  as 
exhausted  as  most  of  us  are. 

There  are  no  further  requests  for  time 
on  this  side. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
several  requests  for  time.  I  yield  15 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  McCarthy]. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr  Chairman,  in  my 
opinion  the  subject  matter  which  we  are 
debating  this  week  is  the  most  important 
of  any  which  we  may  be  called  upon  to 
consider  during  this  term  of  Congress. 
This  very  debate  is  the  debate  which 
should  be  characterized  as  the  “great 
debate.”  We  are  not  proposing  a  hair  cut 
for  the  Nation,  nor  the  treatment  of  a 
common  cold.  The  proposal  today  is  an 
operation  affecting  the  vitals  of  human 
life.  It  is  a  departure  from  a  firmly 
founded  and  long-standing  American 
tradition.  We  are  here  considering  a 
proposal,  which  if  it  becomes  law,  will 
penetrate  every  fiber  of  the  social  struc¬ 
ture  of  the  United  States,  which  will 
affect  every  family  in  the  Nation  and 
which  will  take  in  control  the  youth  of 
this  Nation. 

This  is  a  frightening  prospect.  Yet 
it  is  one  which  we  must  face.  It  will 
not  profit  us,  or  the  Nation,  to  turn  our 
face  away  from  the  reality  of  the  evil 
which  faces  us;  to  underestimate  its 
power,  and  to  fail  to  make  adequate 


preparations  to  meet  and  overcome  this 
evil.  The  question  before  us  is  not  the 
pleasant  one  of  proposing  means  by 
which  the  horizons  of  freedom  will  be 
extended  further.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  securing  greater  freedom  and  liberty 
for  an  already  free  people,  but  rather 
one  of  securing  the  freedom  which  we 
possess,  and/or  of  attempting  to  make 
secure  that  freedom  which  we  possess, 
and  which  we  value. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  stand  ready  to  make 
the  unpleasant  decisions  which  may  be 
necessary  in  order  to  secure  that  free¬ 
dom.  At  this  time  of  decision,  we  must 
remember  the  important  truth  expressed 
by  W.  H.  Gardiner.  We  must  remember 
that — 

We  are  but  the  transient  trustees  of  the 
heritage  of  all  for  which  the  past  has  lived, 
charged  with  administering  it  for  a  little 
while,  but  surcharged  with  responsibility 
of  administering  today  our  trust  for  the 
future,  of  our  successors  and  of  the  world, 
in  such  manner  that  they  will  not  look 
back  upon  us  as  false  trustees,  who  took  our 
present  ease  instead  of  performing  our  per¬ 
haps  more  painful  duty  as  a  sound  link  in 
the  chain  of  generations. 

First.  The  case  that  has  been  made  for 
the  Selective  Service  Act  has  been  well 
presented. 

Second.  The  members  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  who  have  presented 
this  bill,  have  spoken  well  of  the  need 
for  a  general  training  program,  a  pro¬ 
gram  which  will  meet  our  national  needs, 
in  time  of  cold  war,  in  time  of  uncertain 
and  precarious  peace. 

They  have  told  us  that  we  need  such  a 
program  to  insure  the  continued  safety 
of  this  country.  They  have  told  us  that 
we  need  such  a  program  in  order  to  give 
some  measure  of  certainty  to  parents 
and  to  young  men  as  to  how  much  of 
their  lives  is  to  be  given  in  service  to 
country,  and  when.  They  have  told  us 
we  need  a  program  which  will  give  some 
assurance  to  men  who  are  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  service,  or  who  have  already  served, 
that  they  will  not  be  left  alone  to  de¬ 
fend  this  country,  and  that  other  men 
who  may  be  called  upon  to  defend  this 
country  and  the  couse  of  freedom,  will 
not  be  called  upon  to  enter  upon  this 
task  short-handed  and  inadequately 
trained.  They  have  told  us  that  we 
need  a  program  which  will  prove  to  the 
world  that  the  United  States  intends  to 
carry  out  its  responsibility  in  the  cause 
of  justice  and  freedom. 

They  have  told  us  of  this  great  need. 

Individual  members  of  the  committee 
have  told  us  of  the  great  knowledge,  wis¬ 
dom,  and  virtues  of  the  other  members 
of  the  committee,  and  of  the  committee 
as  a  whole. 

The  have  told  us  of  their  great  labors 
as  a  committee.  For  65  days  they  have 
dwelt  on  the  mountain  top. 

But,  after  all  this,  I  looked  to  the  pro¬ 
posals  in  the  bill.  What  is  proposed? 
A  commission  to  study  the  problem  and 
write  the  law. 

A  commission,  another  commission* 
The  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
now  operates  through  commissions.  The 
judicial  branch  has  yielded  in  many 
fields  to  the  commission,  and  the  legis¬ 
lative  branch  too. 


Mr\  Chairman,  I  have  no  objection  to 
delegating  legislative  responsibility  to  a 
commission  when  the  question  is  one  of 
reorganization,  when  the  principal  point 
at  issue  is  probably  that  of  who  shall 
control  the  files.  But,  here  before  us  to¬ 
day,  is  a  proposition  of  another  order. 
I  believe  that  the  committee  should  have 
brought  before  us  a  specific  plan  and 
program  drawn  by  the  committee.  They 
have  chosen  not  to  do  so.  They  pro¬ 
pose  a  commission.  I  will  accept  this 
proposal,  but  under  the  condition  that 
that  commission  will  be  required  to  re¬ 
port  its  proposals  to  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  which  will  then  have  the 
power  to  modify  them,  and  which  will, 
itself,  have  the  responsibility  to  report 
the  plan,  as  amended,  to  the  House  of 
Representatives  for  final  disposition. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  my  opinion  that 
this  action  should  be  completed  in  this 
first  session  of  the  Eighty-second  Con¬ 
gress. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  I  could  not  help  but 
take  recognition  of  the  statement  of 
the  gentleman  that  we  were  in  between 
peace  and  war.  Does  the  gentleman 
believe  the  fact  we  are  losing  thousands 
and  thousands  of  American  boys  in 
Korea  indicates  we  are  not  at  war? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  said  we  were  be¬ 
tween  all-out  war  and  peace.  I  said 
we  were  in  what  has  been  called  a  cold 
war. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Would  the  gentleman 
agree  we  are  at  war  but  the  President 
has  not  made  a  declaration  or  asked 
Congress  to  make  a  declaration  of  war, 
which  in  my  opinion  he  ought  to  do? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  It  is  obvious  it  has 
not  been  declared;  it  is  obvious  we  are 
shooting  and  losing  men.  I  know  the 
American  people  know  that  and  I  hope 
the  Members  of  Congress  knovV  it.  The 
technical  point  whether  war  has  been 
declared  does  not  have  any  particular 
bearing  on  our  action  on  this  legislation. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Phil- 

BIN 1 . 

(Mr.  PHILBIN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  tables  and  excerpts.) 

Mr.  PHILBIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
very  thankful  to  you,  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Georgia,  the 
great  American  who  heads  our  commit¬ 
tee,  for  yielding  me  time  to  present  my 
views  on  the  pending  measure. 

I  entertain  such  high  admiration  and 
such  deep  affection  for  the  gentleman 
that  it  is  not  at  all  pleasant  for  me  to 
have  to  disagree  with  him  so  sharply 
on  this  major  and  perhaps  crucial  leg¬ 
islation. 

However,  I  have  very  deep  convictions 
on  these  issues,  which  I  feel  conscience 
bound  and  duty  bound  to  express  and 
vote. 

Let  me  make  it  clear  at  the  outset  that 
I  do  not  question  in  any  way  the  pres¬ 
ent  need  of  a  strong  and  invincible  and 
powerful  national  defense.  I  have  long 
been  conscious  of  the  menace  of  Soviet 
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aggression  and  the  shadow  which  it  has 
cast  over  the  free  world  and  I  sincerely 
and  heartily  approve  of  the  objective  of 
facing  up  to  that  threat  with  all  the 
material  and  physical  resources  which 
this  great,  powerful  Nation  can  com¬ 
mand. 

I  am  in  complete  agreement  with  the 
program  of  marshaling  and  mobilizing 
our  great  resources,  both  human  and 
material,  so  that  we  may  be  prepared 
to  meet  every  possible  eventuality  affect¬ 
ing  our  security,  our  freedom,  and  our 
well-being  as  a  great  democratic  Nation. 

I  am  not  questioning  the  .strictly 
selective-service  parts  of  this  bill.  I  am 
willing  to  vote  for  the  extension  of  the 
present  draft,  because  I  believe  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  for  us  to  build  up  our  Army  and 
our  other  Armed  Forces  consistently 
with  emergency  conditions  which  now 
face  us. 

If  it  appears,  as  has  been  intimated  on 
this  floor  by  very  responsible  leaders, 
that  we  are  facing  all-out  war,  then  I 
am  prepared  to  vote  for  all-out  mobili¬ 
zation  and  I  will  vote,  not  only  to  draft 
boys  into  the  Army,  but  I  will  vote  to 
draft  wealth,  industry,  and  agriculture 
and  every  other  part  of  the  American 
economic  machine  that  may  be  necessary 
to  win  that  war  and  save  the  Nation. 

But  I  must  confess  that,  while  I  have 
studied  these  matters  very  carefully  and 
have  surveyed  international  develop¬ 
ments  very  scrupulously,  I  am  unable  to 
whip  myself  into  the  frenzy  of  apprehen¬ 
sion  and  hysteria  which  I  have  seen 
manifested  in  some  quarters. 

So  far  as  I  can  view  it,  we  are  about 
the  only  democratic  nation  where  re¬ 
sponsible  leaders  are  exhibiting  such 
extreme  hysteria.  None  of  the  nations 
located  closest  to  the  source  of  this  great 
threat — the  Soviet  Union — seem  to  be 
greatly  disturbed  about  their  particular 
situation.  None  of  them  are  raising 
large  armies.  None  of  them  are  passing 
sweeping  and  drastic  draft  and  man¬ 
power  bills  like  this  one.  These  data 
have  been  presented  to  the  House  and  I 
will  not  repeat  them  at  this  time.  But  it 
is  very  interesting  and  pertinent  to  note 
that  the  large  majority  of  Atlantic  Pact 
nations  are  at  present  drafting  only  boys 
over  19  years  of  age,  and  some  of  them 
do  not  draft  boys  until  they  are  20  or  21 
years  of  age. 

We  are  all  aware  of  the  outstanding 
record  and  great  service  of  General 
Eisenhower,  and  I  think  that  he  is 
greatly  respected  by  every  Member  of 
the  House.  Despite  his  able  and  ener¬ 
getic  efforts,  it  must  be  admitted  that  the 
number  of  military  effectives  which  he 
has  pledged  by  member  nations  up  to 
this  time  for  the  defense  of  Europe,  is 
hardly  what  one  would  call  an  enthusi¬ 
astic  response. 

As  of  February  15,  1951,  the  size  and 
strength  of  present  armed  forces  of  the 
member  nations  of  the  Atlantic  Pact  and 
the  plans  for  future  increases  thereof, 
which  I  am  inserting  as  part  of  my  re¬ 
marks,  do  not  indicate  that  any  of  the 
members  has  been  moved  by  the  hysteria 
and  sense  of  urgency,  which  have  pre¬ 
vailed  during  some  of  our  own  delibera¬ 
tions. 


We  are  a  great  Nation.  But  certainly 
we  cannot  be  expected  to  carry  all  the 
burden  of  fighting  against  potential  com¬ 
mon  enemies  throughout  the  entire 
world.  There  are  over  250,000,000  peo¬ 
ple  in  the  democratic  nations,  outside  of 
the  iron  curtain  in  Europe,  and  it  is  log¬ 
ical,  proper,  and  just  for  us  to  expect 
that  these  peoples,  these  nations,  will  as¬ 
sume  full  responsibility  and  make  all 
necessary  sacrifices  that  may  be  required 
to  defend  their  own  soil  and  whole¬ 
heartedly  join  with  us  to  stave  off  Com¬ 
munist  aggression. 

It  should  be  clear  to  every  one  of 
them  that  the  military  resources  mar¬ 
shalled  up  to  this  time  in  Europe  are 
wholly  inadequate,  if  war  comes,  to  stop 
hostile  military  aggression.  We  must  be 
reminded  that  in  case  of  such  aggression, 
the  Red  army  would  have  the  assistance 
of  its  satellite  states  and  Communist 
fifth  columns  of  size,  significance,  and 
power  in  almost  every  single  country  in¬ 
volved,  where,  according  to  our  best  in¬ 
formation,  Trojan  horses  of  Communist 
conspiracy  stand  patiently  by,  ready  at  a 
given  signal,  to  unload  the  enemies  of 
democracy. 

On  the  point  of  possible  resistance  to 
this  threat,  let  me  cite  briefly  from  Gen. 
Pierre  Billotte,  one-time  head  French 
military  adviser  to  the  United  Nations, 
who  certainly  ought  to  know  the  situa¬ 
tion,  and  I  quote: 

To  put  up  resistance  with  any  real  hope 
of  success,  the  least  Europe  would  require  is 
100  divisions,  extremely  mobile,  equipped 
with  the  most  powerful  antitank  weapons 
and  supported  by  ultra-modern  air  power — 
at  least  10,000  tactical  and  2,000  strategic 
planes.  *  *  *  Reduced  to  financial 

terms,  no  less  than  $100,000,000,000  invest¬ 
ment,  spread  over  several  decades,  is  indi¬ 
cated. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  just  the  kind  of  a 
trap  into  which  the  Soviet  is  seeking  to 
lead  us,  to  tie  us  up  for  several  decades, 
if  necessary;  even  some  of  our  own  lead¬ 
ers  say  that  it  would  be  20  or  30  years, 
piling  untold  expense,  regimentation, 
burdens,  and  sacrifices  upon  the  Ameri¬ 
can  economic  system  and  the  American 
people,  which  would  finally  wear  down 
our  morale,  smash  us  financially  and 
economically,  and  bring  us  to  a  state  of 
collapse. 

Now  there  is  one  answer  to  this  sit¬ 
uation  from  the  American  standpoint 
and  it  does  not  lie  in  transforming  our 
own  great  Nation  into  totalitarian  pat¬ 
terns  and  binding  the  strong  arms  of  our 
people  with  the  obnoxious  and  unneces¬ 
sary  restraints  of  supermilitarism.  It 
does  not  lie  in  a  piecemeal,  scattered, 
ineffectual  program  for  the  alleged  bene¬ 
fit  of  foreign  countries.  In  the  first 
place,  any  arms,  military  strength,  naval 
components  or  air  power  which  we  pro¬ 
vide  under  any  program  in  defense  of  de¬ 
mocracy  and  America  should,  insofar  as 
possible  and  practicable,  be  kept  under 
the  control  and  direction  of  our  own  mil¬ 
itary  leadership.  Otherwise,  in  some 
conceivable  circumstances,  our  own 
weapons  may  be  turned  against  us.  As 
we  deem  the  occasion  demands  it,  in  this 
world  which  has  been  torn  asunder  by 
the  blandishments  and  threats  and  con¬ 


spiracies  of  communism,  let  us  strength¬ 
en  first  the  Armed  Forces  of  our  own 
Nation.  Let  us  at  this  time  strengthen 
our  own  air  power  and  bring  into  being — 
which  I  hope  we  are  preparing  to  do 
because  certainly  that  is  the  intent  of 
our  people — a  fleet  of  supertransconti¬ 
nental  and  intercontinental  strategic 
bombers  and  other  suitable  modernized 
aircraft,  capable  of  carrying  atomic 
bombs  and  other  effective  explosives  to 
the  very  heartland  of  the  enemy. 

We  should  greatly  speed  up  the  build¬ 
ing  of  our  radar  screen  as  this  commit¬ 
tee,  I  am  proud  to  say,  has  been  seeking 
to  do. 

We  should  hasten  and  expedite  our 
guided  missile  program. 

We  should  assemble  a  great  fleet  of 
modernized  tanks. 

We  should  take  more  of  our  great  na¬ 
val  forces  out  of  moth  balls  and  put  them 
into  action  at  the  fastest  possible  rate. 

We  should  build,  strength  and  equip  a 
reorganized  army— an  army  based  on 
modern  concepts  of  warfare,  equipped 
with  every  modern  device  and  weapon. 

We  should  revitalize  and  build  the 
National  Guard  and  the  Reserves,  which 
have  been,  to  such  an  amazing  extent, 
neglected  and  demoralized  since  the  war. 

We  should  utilize  the  weapons  and 
techniques  in  which  our  great  free  crea¬ 
tive  and  productive  system  gives  us  such 
a  great  superiority. 

If  we  do  these  things,  we  will  be  giv¬ 
ing  the  most  effective  possible  answer — 
the  answer  of  freemen,  not  slaves — to 
the  threats  of  Russian  aggression  and 
the  defense  of  the  United  States  and  the 
other  democracies,  should  it  become  nec¬ 
essary. 

There  is  little  chance  of  any  signifi¬ 
cant  land  invasion  of  the  United  States 
at  this  particular  time  and  such  opera¬ 
tions  would  not  only  take  long,  careful 
preparation  but  would  be  attended  with 
greatest  difficulties  and  obstacles.  We 
must  recognize,  however,  that  in  the 
event  of  war,  we  would  undoubtedly  suf¬ 
fer  some  serious  and  crippling  attacks 
from  the  air.  We  must  be  in  such  a 
position,  should  attacks  come,  that  we 
will  be  able  to  meet  the  aggressors  with 
an  adequate  radar  screen  on  land,  sea 
and  in  the  air,  and  also  with  a  flood  of 
tactical  aircraft  and  antiaircraft  fire 
on  land  and  sea  and  be  ready  to  deal 
with  problems  of  public  safety  and  public 
medical  care  in  damaged  areas. 

We  must  be  ready  also  to  deploy  our 
air  strength  and  our  valuable  sea  power 
that  we  can  immediately  and  without 
any  delay  from  several  strategically  lo¬ 
cated  points  within  the  range  of  our 
heavy  bombers  visit  swift  and  terrible 
retaliation  upon  the  enemy  that  dares 
attack  us.  If  we  are  to  believe  our  mili¬ 
tary  authorities,  we  are  equipped  to  visit 
terrible  retaliation  from  the  air  against 
the  attacker  nation. 

We  have  many  things  on  our  side.  We 
not  only  have  hundreds  of  atomic  bombs 
made  and  ready  to  go,  but  we  have  an 
incomparable  know-how,  the  scientific 
genius,  the  industrial  capacity,  the 
skilled  workers,  the  capable  leadership 
to  make  enough  atomic  bombs  and  other 
destructive  weapons  to  bring  ruin  and 
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devastation  to  any  potential  enemy. 
And  believe  me  the  Soviet  Union  recog¬ 
nizes  that  fact. 

We  should  move  with  all  possible  speed 
to  set  up  hemispheric  defenses,  not  only 
along  the  coastline  of  the  United  States, 
but  jointly  with  our  neighbors  to  the 
north  and  to  the  south  and  in  Alaska. 

I  am  not  one  of  those  who  believes  that 
war  is  imminent.  I  do  not  speak  in  the 
spirit  of  a  jingoist  or  warmonger,  nor 
am  I  an  appeaser,  nor  do  I  presume 
military  expertness.  I  have  vigorously 
protested  against  appeasement  of  the 
Soviets  on  very  many  occasions,  even 
while  World  War  II  was  going  on,  be¬ 
cause  I  saw  the  great  danger  and  the 
menace  to  our  free  institutions  that  was 
looming  in  the  person  of  the  great 
Frankenstein  which  this  Nation  and 
other  democracies  helped  to  set  up  to 
challenge  the  most  precious  values  of 
civilized  man. 

I  am  intensely  profoundly  interested 
in  peace  and,  even  now  when  a  wave  of 
defeatism  and  resignation  to  war  has 
spread  over  much  of  the  Nation  or  at 
least  has  affected  many  people,  I  am  as 
anxious  to  strive  for  and  to  work  for 
peace  as  eagerly  and  as  militantly  as 
some  seem  to  be  striving  for  war.  I  am 
glad  to  know  that  the  leadership  of  this 
Nation  has  inaugurated  fresh  measures 
even  at  this  advanced  stage  on  the  road 
toward  hostilities  to  effect  a  world-wide 
disarmament  program  and  to  look  for¬ 
ward  to  some  international  arrangement 
to  utilize  atomic  energy  for  the  benefit 
and  advancement  of  humanity  rather 
than  for  its  destruction. 

But  I  recognize  that  it  takes  two  to 
make  such  a  bargain.  It  takes  at  least 
two  to  sit  around  the  peace  table  at  a 
time  like  this  and  they  must  sit  around 
it  with  the  genuine  feeling  and  spirit 
of  peace  in  their  hearts.  Long  ago,  long 
before  the  Soviets  acquired  their  present 
strength  and  at  times  when  we  our¬ 
selves  were  formidable  militarily,  I  urged 
that  we  call  peace  conferences  to  make 
the  peace  and  to  unite  the  nations  of  the 
world  against  war.  But  it  is  better  late 
than  never  and  in  the  name  of  Chris¬ 
tian  civilization  and  humanity,  even, now 
the  goal  of  peace  and  peaceful  settle¬ 
ment  of  the  present  situation  should  be 
gept  in  mind  and  earnest,  untiring  ef¬ 
forts  made  to  reach  it. 

I  may  say — and  I  think  we  are  practi¬ 
cally  all  agreed  upon  this — that  we  must 
be  prepared  against  every  possible  even¬ 
tuality  and  we  must  take  into  account 
every  possible  military  contingency.  If 
we  obey  our  ordinary  instincts  of  self- 
preservation,  in  a  world  torn  with  strife, 
persecution,  and  brutality,  in  a  world 
plagued  with  Communist  infiltration, 
threats,  and  intimidations,  we  cannot 
gamble  as  we  have  heretofore,  we  cannot 
delay  until  another  Pearl  Harbor  shakes 
us  out  of  our  lethargy,  because  this  time, 
the  visitation  of  war  will  come  like  a 
bolt  from  the  blue.  It  will  come  without 
warning.  It  will  come  on  a  broad  front, 
net  only  in  Europe,  but  in  Asia,  where 
bloody  war  in  which  we  are  engaged,  is 
already  raging.  It  will  come  with  the 
crushing  power  of  the  Soviets  and  their 
satellites,  accompanied  by  internal  trou¬ 
bles,  dissension,  revolution,  and  rebel¬ 
lion  in  various  countries,  generated  by 


Godless  Communism,  such  as  this  Na¬ 
tion  and  this  world  has  never  before 
witnessed. 

Unless  we  are  fully  prepared  and  ready 
for  it,  we  will  be  completely  overwhelmed 
even  before  we  have  time  to  get  into  ac¬ 
tion.  Then  in  truth  the  lamp  of  liberty 
will  go  out  and  the  darkness  of  slavery 
will  have  come  upon  us. 

Now  is  the  time  for  firm,  high  courage, 
courage  in  our  strength  as  free  men  and 
women,  courage  to  carry  on  boldly  and 
unflinchingly  as  Americans  have  always 
earned  on  in  emergencies  and  in  time  of 
danger  and  crisis.  It  is  a  time'  to 
strengthen  our  free  institutions  and  not 
to  weaken  them  by  forms  of  indenture 
and  peonage  and  other  forms  of  ruthless 
tyrannical  dominion  over  the  individual. 

Our  aim  is  high.  Our  cause  is  just  and 
if  we  but  seek  it  in  a  humble,  honest 
spirit,  we  will  find  the  guidance  and  the 
help  of  the  Almighty  and  we  will  not  only 
be  safe  and  secure  from  our  enemy  but 
we  will  be  able  to  preserve  our  liberties 
and  build  a  lasting  and  enduring  peace 
upon  this  earth  based  upon  justice,  tol¬ 
erance  and  love  of  our  fellow  man. 

I  am  very  sorry  that  the  bitter  con¬ 
troversial  UMT  proposal  has  been  in¬ 
jected  into  this  bill.  It  merely  diverts  us 
from  considering  the  really  vital  ques¬ 
tions  of  our  national  defense  and  pre¬ 
paredness.  There  is  nothing  new, 
strange  or  startling  about  UMT.  It  is  as 
old  as  the  hills.  It  has  been  employed  by 
every  tyrant  who  ever  lived  from  Caesar 
to  Hitler  and  from  Charlemagne 
to  Stalin.  Here  in  this  country  they  call 
it  the  Plattsburg  plan  because  it  had 
such  an  aristocratic  origin.  It  has  been 
considered  several  times  by  the  Congress 
and  in  every  instance  repudiated  and  put 
aside  in  response  to  overwhelming  public 
sentiment.  In  an  ordinary  time,  there  is 
not  a  man  in  the  Chamber  who  believes 
it  would  have  a  chanee  of  passing  this 
House. 

History  is  strewn  with  the  wreckage 
of  great  nations  which  put  their  faith 
in  supermilitarism.  Now  I  am  not  criti¬ 
cizing  the  military.  I  greatly  admire  cur 
military  leaders  and  I  recognize  above 
all  the  great  debt  which  we  owe  them. 
But  this  is  a  civilian  government  domi¬ 
nated  by  the  people  and  directed  by  their 
representatives.  Military  men  have  their 
place  and  it  is  a  very  important  place, 
but  they  must  always  be  subject  to  the 
direction  and  control  of  the  civilian  arm 
of  this  Government  and  they  must  al¬ 
ways  be  subordinate  to  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people,  in  matters  of  policy 
unrelated  to  military  strategy  and  tactics. 
Essentially  and  basically,  UMT  is  a 
Prussian-slave  system  of  militarization 
which  has  signally  failed  every  country 
that  has  tried  it.  At  different  times 
and  in  some  cases  more  than  once  in 
history,  France,  Russia,  Germany,  and 
Italy  hare  gone  down  to  defeat  under 
this  tyrannical,  conscript  pattern  before 
the  forces  of  free  nations. 

France,  which  has  had  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  for  over  160  years,  has  been 
overrun  by  its  enemies  four  times  dur¬ 
ing  that  period.  As  recently,  as  June 
1S40,  as  you  all  recall,  the  French  Army, 
consisting  of  5,000,000  men  who  had  re¬ 
ceived  years  of  military  training,  was 


disastrously  defeated  in  a  few  days  by 
far  fewer  numbers  of  technically  trained 
Germans.  Germany,  which  had  UMT 
for  more  than  100  years,  has  suffered 
complete  military  defeat  and  disaster 
twice  within  the  past  generation.  UMT 
did  not  bring  victory  to  Japan,  nor  pre¬ 
vent  the  invasion  of  Russia,  which  but 
for  the  assistance  of  our  own  Nation, 
would  have  been  most  certainly  overrun 
and  conquered  by  Hitler.  All  the  nations 
of  Europe,  with  their  millions  upon  mil¬ 
lions  of  conscripts,  with  years  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  could  not  check 
the  ruthless  march  of  Hitler.  It  re¬ 
mained  for  our  American  soldiers,  with¬ 
out  UMT,  I  repeat,  and  our  American 
Air  Force,  to  blast  and  defeat  the  power¬ 
ful  Nazi  hordes. 

UMT  is  a  most  alarming  development 
in  American  life  because  it  would  strike 
a  telling  blow  at  our  great  educational 
system  and  our  traditional  family  life. 
It  is  based  on  the  assumption  that  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  are  better  qualified  to  bring 
up  and  train  our  young  men  than  their 
parents,  than  their  spiritual  advisers  in 
the  churches  of  America,  and  than  the 
teachers  in  their  schools. 

UMT  is  contrary  to  American  free  tra¬ 
dition,  antagonistic  to  the  spirit  of  the 
American  people.  Americans  are  born 
free  and  the  youth  of  America,  in  this 
and  future  generations,  are  entitled  to 
our  incomparable  heritage  of  freedom. 
UMT  is  just  the  opening  wedge  for  much 
wider-  regimentation  by  Federal  bureau¬ 
crats  of  our  educational,  religious,  and 
social  structure.  It  will  unquestionably 
result  in  dangerous  and  un-American 
encroachment  upon  the  freedom  of  the 
individual.  First,  our  young  boys  will 
be  impressed  and  indentured,  and  then 
it  is  entirely  possible,  in  fact  some  re¬ 
sponsible  people  are  already  demanding, 
that  our  young  girls  will  follow  suit. 
Next,  after  that  we  will  revive  the  idea 
of  universal  service,  the  drafting  of  all 
able-bodied  people  between  the  ages  of 
18  and  65,  such  as  was  proposed  and 
brought  into  this  House  during  the  last 
war. 

Many  of  you  will  remember  that  bill. 
It  finally  wound  up  as  a  draft  of  all  those 
between  18  and  45  and  would  permit  a 
Federal  bureaucrat  to  send  our  citizens 
away  from  their  homes  to  work  in  any 
part  of  the  country.  I  had  the  privilege, 
at  that  time,  of  voting  against  that  bill. 
But  it  passed  this  House  and  was  sent 
over  to  the  other  body,  where  an  aroused 
public  opinion  soon  consigned  it  to  the 
well-known  and  well-deserved  pigeon¬ 
hole.  Such  a  measure  has  strong  sup¬ 
port  in  many  places  even  now. 

UMT  presents  the  greatest  of  chal¬ 
lenges  to  free  sectarian  education  of 
young  men.  If  carried  to  its  logical 
conclusion,  it  will  greatly  hamper,  if  not 
destroy,  the  training  of  youths  in  re¬ 
ligious  schools  of  all  denominations  and 
substitute  instead  training  in  Army 
camps  under  the  decrees  and  plans  of 
some  Federal  bureaucrat.  Let  no  one 
here  get  the  impression  that  UMT  is  a 
substitute  for  a  general  draft  in  tire 
event  of  an  all-out  war  because  in  that 
case,  as  in  our  previous  wars,  it  would 
be  necessary  to-  mobilize  all  our  strength 
and  manpower. 
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This  Prussianized  system  would  dis¬ 
rupt  and  jeopardize  all  privately  en¬ 
dowed  education  in  the  United  States 
and  it  would  unquestionably  result  in 
widespread  Federal  control  over  our 
schools,  colleges,  and  institutions  of 
learning.  By  making  schools  and  col¬ 
leges  financially  dependent  upon  the 
Government,  UMT  may  well  lead  to  na¬ 
tionalization  of  education.  No  real,  re¬ 
liable  cost  estimates  are  at  hand.  In 
fact,  that  question  has  been  very  care¬ 
fully  avoided  for  the  most  part.  A  few 
years  ago,  the  UMT  national  committee 
estimated  that  it  would  cost  something 
in  the  neighborhood  of  $2,000,000,000  a 
year.  At  the  same  time,  Hanson  Bald¬ 
win,  eminent  New  York  Times  military 
authority,  estimated  that  it  would  cost 
from  three  to  five  billion  dollars  a  year. 
Since  that  time,  costs  have  gone  up  and 
it  could  well  cost  twice  that  amount  or 
$10,000,000,000  a  year  for  the  cost  of 
running  the  program  alone. 

But  do  you  suppose  for  a  moment  that 
these  boys,  who  have  been  dragged  away 
from  their  homes  into  Army  camps  at 
the  age  of  18,  are  going  to  be  satisfied 
with  a  pay  of  $30  a  month.  In  modern 
America,  that  is  nothing  but  peonage 
and  no  one  can  make  anything  else  out 
of  it.  You  will  have  demands  for  equal¬ 
ized  pay  for  the  trainees,  you  will  have 
demands  for  the  full  GI  benefits,  com¬ 
pensation,  insurance,  health  benefits, 
and  other  fringe  benefits,  which  Con¬ 
gress  will  find  it  very  difficult  to  reject. 
Before  we  get  through  with  this  pro¬ 
gram,  its  cost  could  be  so  staggering  as 
to  greatly  handicap  the  financial  needs 
of  the  entire  national  defense.  So  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  if  the  Congress  is  going 
to  spend  such  huge  amounts  of  mor.?y,  I 
would  rather  see  it  spent  for  strategic 
bombers  or  other  necessary  equipment 
that  would  have  some  real  value  to  us  in 
an  emergency,  and,  believe  me,  we  are 
going  to  have  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
getting  very  smart,  capable  young  Amer- 
'  ican  boys  to  handle  our  aircraft  and  to 
man  our  Navy  and  Army. 

Let  me  point  out  also  that  from  a 
moral  and  social  standpoint,  UMT  will 
have  devastating  results  upon  our  youth 
and  everyone  in  this  House  knows  it.  It 
will  promote  the  development  of  bad 
habits,  always  occasioned  by  the  associa¬ 
tions  and  environmental  attractions  of 
Army  life  for  extreme  youth.  It  will  en¬ 
courage  premature  marriages  and  breed 
unimagined  social  problems  for  which 
the  Government  will  finally  have  to  pay 
a  huge  price. 

In  my  humble  opinion,  the  great  na¬ 
tion  like  our  own  which  takes  its  boys 
away  from  their  homes,  away  from  their 
churches,  away  from  their  schools  and 
colleges,  and  makes  them  part  of  a  great 
militaristic  <  caste  system,  with  all  its 
known  and  demonstrated  evils,  under  the 
pretext  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  na¬ 
tional  security,  cannot  avoid  the  gravest 
of  consequences  to  its  political  free¬ 
dom,  the  integrity  of  its  family  life,  and 
the  impairment  of  its  educational  sys¬ 
tem.  The  preservation  of  individuality, 
morally,  spiritually,  politically,  and  in 
every  other  sense,  has  been  one  of  the 


chief  contributing  factors  to  the  great¬ 
ness  of  America.  Our  strength  lies  in 
our  freedom.  Experience  has  clearly 
demonstrated  to  us  that  Americans  can 
live,  work,  and  fight  better  when  they 
are  free.  To  shackle  young  America 
into  a  Prussianized  militarism  bred  of 
hysteria  and  propaganda  is  to  ignore  the 
chief  source  of  our  great  power  as  a 
nation. 

It  is  surely  unnecessary  for  us  to  adopt 
a  pattern*  of  totalitarian  government  in 
order  to  defend  ourselves  against  the 
Marxist  superstate.  If  democracy  fails 
to  meet  these  issues  clearly  and  cou¬ 
rageously,  the  door  will  be  wide  open  for 
the  development  of  a  regimented  Ameri¬ 
can  state. 

I  was  glad  to  note  that  the  great  chair¬ 
man  of  this  committee  is  considering 
amendments  that  will  soften  up  this  bill. 
But  that  is  not  enough  for  the  American 
people.  There  is  one  sound,  sensible 
solution,  and  that  is  to  strike  UMT  com¬ 
pletely  from  the  bill,  raise  the  draft  age 
to  19,  and  then  proceed  to  clear  the  way 
for  the  building  of  a  powerful,  invincible 
national  defense  predicated  on  modern 
concepts,  and  not  based  upon  the  out¬ 
moded  and  discredited  militaristic  sys¬ 
tems  which  have  brought  nothing  but 
defeat  and  disaster  throughout  all  his¬ 
tory  to  the  nations  which  employed 
them. 

Our  purpose  should  be  not  to  disrupt 
the  lives  of  young  Americans  except 
where  it  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
defense  of  the  Nation.  We  can  and 
should  institute  voluntary  training  pro¬ 
grams  in  the  schools,  colleges,  and  fac¬ 
tories  for  young  men  and  launch  a  pro¬ 
gram  of  summer  training  in  universities 
and  colleges,  trade  and  technical  schools, 
coordinated  with  training  programs  at 
military  installations  where  our  young 
men  can  receive  military  training  with¬ 
out  causing  them  to  abandon  their 
career.  The  great  Marine  Corps  has 
made  exceptional  progress  in  shaping  a 
satisfactory  program,  which  is  known  as 
“platoon  leaders’  class,”  and  it  can  well 
be  copied  by  other  branches  of  the  serv¬ 
ice.  These  are  matters  which  should  be 
carefully  studied  by  the  committee  and 
legislated  upon  by  the  Congress,  and  not 
by  some  outside  commission. 

It  is  utterly  unthinkable  to  me  that 
this  Congress  should  at  any  time  dele¬ 
gate  its  lawmaking  powers  to  any  com¬ 
mission,  and  I  am  constrained,  for  the 
reasons  I  have  set  forth,  to  vote  against 
UMT  and  the  18-year-old  draft. 

TROOPS  TO  EUROPE 

As  I  understand  it,  the  administra¬ 
tion  contends  that  the  President  has  gen¬ 
eral  power,  as  well  as  authority  under 
the  Atlantic  Pact,  to  send  troops  abroad 
without  the  approval  of  Congress, 

The  Constitution  specifically  vests 
Congress  with  sole  power  to  declare  war, 
and  this  connotes  the  plenary  power  to 
wage  war  with  all  the  force  necessary  to 
make  it  effective. 

While  the  President  has  no  power  un¬ 
der  the  Constitution  to  initiate  or  de¬ 
clare  war  against  a  foreign  state,  he  has 
power  to  recognize  the  existence  of  a 
state  of  war  and  to  resist  force  by  force. 


Where  the  President  acts  in  an  emer¬ 
gency  to  involve  the  Nation  in  war,  or 
the  danger  of  war,  it  is  certainly  con¬ 
templated  by  the  Constitution  that  he 
should  seek  approval  or  ratification  of 
his  acts  by  Congress.  If  this  were  not 
true,  this  Nation  would  be  just  another 
dictatorship  and  its  Executive  head 
could  not  only  engage  in  war,  but  invoke 
every  measure,  including  the  draft  and 
assignment  of  armed  forces  and  troops, 
to  fight  such  a  war  of  his  own  will. 
Clearly  this  is  not  the  case. 

The  President  is  the  Commander  in 
Chief  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  as  such 
is  authorized  to  direct  the  movement 
of  land,  naval,  and  air  forces  placed  by 
law  at  his  command  and  employ  them 
in  the  manner  he  may  deem  most  effec¬ 
tual.  But  it  must  be  remembered  and 
emphasized  that  Congress  has  sole  power 
to  raise  and  support  armies  and  to  main¬ 
tain  and  provide  the  Navy  and  the  Air 
Corps  and  every  other  military  com¬ 
ponent.  The  Congress  makes  the  laws 
relative  to  war.  The  President  enforces 
them.  Neither  should  intrude  upon  the 
authority  of  the  other.  The  power  of 
the  President  acting  as  Commander  in 
Chief  must  be  exercised  according  to 
law.  In-  this  democracy,  the  military  is 
subordinate  to  the  civilian  aqthority  and 
must  be  kept  so. 

The  above-stated  principles  are  not 
figments  of  the  imagination  but  specific 
provisions  of  the  Constitution  and  judi¬ 
cial  intrepretations  thereof.  Therefore, 
I  am  of  the  view  that  the  question  of 
sending  troops  to  Europe  should  be  pre¬ 
sented  to  and  determined  by  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

Apart  from  constitutional  power, 
there  is  another  side  of  this  question :  Is 
it  advisable  to  send  additional  troops  to 
Europe  in  substantial  numbers  until  the 
nations  of  Europe  have  clearly  and  un¬ 
mistakably  demonstrated  their  firm 
purpose,  expressed  in  action,  that  they 
intend  to  defend  themselves  against  ag¬ 
gression.  There  are  more  than  250,000,- 
000  people  in  free  Europe,  powerful  in¬ 
dustrial  resources  and  very  sizable  mili¬ 
tary  manpower.  Yet  up  to  this  mo¬ 
ment,  General  Eisenhower’s  efforts  to 
raise  military  divisions  under  the  Atlan¬ 
tic  Pact  for  the  defense  of  Europe  could 
hardly  be  termed  successful. 

Would  we  not  be  foolhardy,  indeed,  if, 
until  Europe  moves  very  decisively  and 
substantially  to  defend  itself,  we  were  to 
pour  in  substantial  numbers  of  American 
boys  and  large  quantities  of  American 
arms?  Do  not  European  nations  have 
primary  obligation  to  defend  themselves? 

I  think  we  must  follow  the  prudent 
course  of  building  and  conserving  our 
strength  for  possible  all-out  war.  Clear¬ 
ly,  Europe  is  afraid  of  being  turned  into 
an  atomic  battleground.  She  is  war- 
weary  and  intimidated,  and  wracked  by 
social  ills  and  unworkable  social  pana¬ 
ceas.  In  our  own  interest,  and  in  keeping 
with  our  own  ideals  of  democracy  and 
freedom,  not  to  speak  of  our  obligation 
to  our  honored  dead  and  all  thse  who 
recently  made  such  bitter  sacrifices  in 
the  name  of  human  liberation,  we  cannot 
ignore  Europe’s  plight.  For  many  rea- 
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sons,  not  the  least  of  which  is  our  own 
security,  we  certainly  cannot  stand  by 
while  she  is  overrun. 

If  it  is  necessary,  as  it  seems  to  be,  to 
lift  her  morale  and  strengthen  her  cour¬ 
age,  let  us  state  frankly  and  unequivo¬ 
cally  that  unwarranted  aggression  by 
the  Soviets  against  western  civilization 
means  war.  Such  an  attitude  on  our 
part  coupled  with  overwhelming  air 
power,  a  strong  remobilized  Navy  and  a 
powerful  Army,  all  implemented  with 
atomic  weapons,  guided  missiles  and 
other  modern  war  materiel,  backed  up  by 
the  vast  incomparable  productive  power 
of  America,  will  make  any  nation  think 
twice  before  committing  an  aggression 
that  would  require  us  to  protect  our  se¬ 
curity  and  defend  our  spiritual  ideals  and 
cur  free  civilization.  Above  all,  let  us 
be  prepared  for  every  possible  contin¬ 
gency. 

Let  us  not  feel  that  war  is  inevitable 
or  imminent.  Intelligent,  courageous  ac¬ 
tion  may  well  keep  the  peace.  But  that 
action  must  be  based  upon  overwhelm¬ 
ing  strength  of  arms  and  a  firm  resolu¬ 
tion  not  to  dissipate  or  misuse  our 
strength.  And  it  must  be  taken  with 
calm,  prudent,  if  sober,  judgment,  free 
from  vagrant  emotions  of  the  hour. 

I  hope  that  the  President  will  submit 
the  question  of  sending  troops  to  Europe 
to  the  Congress.  In  this  way,  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  American  people  will  be 
able  to  pass  upon  the  merits  and  de¬ 
merits  of  this  proposal  and  the  decision 
reached,  whatever  it  is,  will  make  for  a 
policy  that  will  have  behind  it  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  country. 

Casualties  in  Korea 


United  States,  as  of  Mar.  23: 

Killed -  8,  511 

Wounded _ 37,  918 

Missing - 10,  691 


Total - 57,  120 

Turkey  (of  which  298  are  killed) _  1,  169 

Britain _  892 

French _  396 

Australia _  265 

Netherlands _  112 

Thailand _  103 

Philippines _  55 

Greece _  89 

Canada _  68 


UN  figures  are  estimates  only.  Informa¬ 


tion  from  UN  Secretariat. 

Troop  strengths  in  Korea 
United  States: 

Army - 250,000 

Navy  (including  Marines) _  90,000 

Air  Force  ( unestimated  groups )  _  _ _ _ 

Source:  General  Bradley,  Feb.  26. 

UN,  as  of  March  1: 

Korea -  60,  000-90,  000 

Commonwealth  and 

United  Kingdom _  13,  000 

Philippines -  1,  ooo 

Turkey - 5,  000 

Thailand _  1,  000 

Netherlands _ ’  600 

Greece -  80o 

France - -  600 

Canada -  10,  OOO 

Australia _ 1,  ooo 

Sweden _  ’  200 


Total .  33,  200 


In  addition,  there  are  unestimated  naval 
and  air  contingents  from  some  of  these 
countries. 


The  Library  of  Congress, 
Legislative  Reference  Service, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  April  3, 1951. 
To:  The  Honorable  P.  J.  Philbin. 

From:  Dr.  Albert  C.  F.  Westphal,  Chief,  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  Section. 

Subject:  Draft  ages  in  the  various  Atlantic 
pact  nations,  also  size,  respective  present 
standing  armies. 

The  following  is  in  answer  to  your  request 
of  April  2,  1951,  regarding  the  draft  ages  in 
the  various  Atlantic  Pact  nations,  also  the 
size,  respective  present  standing  ahnies : 


Country 

Ground 

forces 

Navy 
and  air 

Total 

Belgium . . 

Si,  noo 

11,000 

102,  000 

Luxemburg- . . . 

2,  000 

2.  000 

Denmark _ 

23,000 

6,000 

29,  000 

France _ 

60f),  000 

122, 000 

722,  000 

Italy . . 

245,  000 

62,000 

307,  000 

Netherlands _ 

78,  000 

36, 000 

114,  000 

Norway _ 

15,  000 

10, 000 

25,  000 

Portugal . . . 

64,  000 

9,000 

73.000 

United  Kingdom . . 

380,  000 

349,  000 

729,  000 

Canada . . 

34,000 

27,  000 

61,  000 

Source:  Basie  Information  on  Implementation  of  tha 
North  Atlantic  Treaty.  Committee  print,  82d  Cong. 
1st  sess.  Washington,  U.  S.  Government  Printing 
Office,  February  15, 1951:  p.  1. 

Type  and  period  of  military  service  in  foreign 
countries 


Country 

Type  of  service 
(conscription 
or  volunteer) 

Mini¬ 
mum 
age  of 
service 

Conscript _ 

20 

Volunteer . . 

18 

Conscript _ 

10 

19 

21 

. do _ _ 

18 

19 

20 

_ do _ 

18 

Source:  Universal  Military  Training  and  Sevice  Act 
cf  1951.  Hearings  before  the  Preparedness  Subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services.  U.  S.  Senate, 
82d  Cong.,  1st  sess.  January  and  February  1951. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Wolver- 
ton]. 

Mr.  WOLVERTON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  importance  of  the  legislation  now 
under  consideration,  relating  to  the 
present  and  future  security  of  our  coun¬ 
try,  requires  that  we  give  it  the  careful 
and  studious  attention  its  importance 
demands. 

The  debate  which  has  now  proceeded 
for  3  days  and  will  continue,  according 
to  present  plans,  for  many  more  before 
the  final  vote  is  taken  has  been  char¬ 
acterized  by  sincerity.  There  has  been 
an  almost  total  absence  of  partisanship. 
The  arguments  for  and  against  the  legis¬ 
lation  in  its  present  form  have  been 
based  upon  facts,  figures,  testimony,  and 
statements  of  military  and  other  per¬ 
sonages  well  qualified  to  speak  and  ex¬ 
press  opinions  on  this  legislation  and  its 
provisions. 

I  have  listened  carefully  to  the  debate 
as  it  has  progressed.  I  have  learned 
much  from  the  discussion.  As  a  result 
of  what  I  have  heard  and  the  individual 
study  and  consideration  I  have  given  the 
matter,  I  am  convinced  that  the  wisest 
course  for  us  to  pursue  would  be  to  sep¬ 
arate  the  two  divisions  or  parts  of  the 
bill  so  that  each  subject  may  be  treated 
on  its  individual  merits. 


Title  I  of  the  bill  provides  for  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  selective-service  program 
with  certain  changes  in  the  provisions  of 
the  present  law.  Without  discussing  at 
this  time  the  suggested  changes,  and, 
leaving  that  until  the  bill  is  read  for 
amendment,  it  is  my  opinion  that  no 
doubt  exists  as  to  the  necessity  for  a 
continuation  of  selective  service.  It  is 
unfortunate  that  such  a  necessity  does 
exist.  We  won  the  war  but  we  do  not 
have  peace.  Uncertainty  and  fear 
exists.  Failure  of  some  of  our  allies  of 
World  War  II  to  recognize,  now  that  the 
war  is  over,  the  principles  of  freedom  for 
which  we  fought  has  brought  through¬ 
out  the  world  a  condition  that  requires 
the  free  nations  of  the  world  to  strength¬ 
en  their  military  forces.  As  the  leading 
exponent  of  freedom  in  all  the  world  we 
must  do  our  part  with  particular  refer¬ 
ence  to  our  own  security.  Unpleasant 
though  it  may  be  to  be  faced  with  the 
continued  necessity  of  providing  men 
for  military  forces,  yet,  in  the  face  of 
present  conditions  we  cannot  do  other¬ 
wise.  Hence,  it  is  my  opinion  that  the 
selective-service  feature  of  the  bill,  or 
one  similar  in  most  respects,  will  have 
the  unanimous  support  of  the  House. 
This  is  as  it  should  be. 

When,  however,  we  consider  title  II  of 
the  bill,  a  different  situation  exists.  This 
part  of  the  bill  sets  up  a  program  or  plan 
for  universal  military  training.  It  is 
no  definite  plan.  The  formulating  of 
such  a  program  is  left  to  a  commission 
of  five  members  to  be  appointed  by  the 
President.  It  is  provided  that  it  shall 
make  a  report  to  Congress,  and.  Con¬ 
gress  can  then  only  vote  up  or  down  the 
plan  without  the  right  to  amend  or 
change  in  any  particular.  Nothing  could 
be  more  unsatisfactory.  I  am  certain 
that  those  individuals  and  organizations 
that  have  expressed  a  favorable  opinion 
of  universal  military  training  would  not 
favor  such  a  plan.  It  would  mean  an 
abdication  of  congressional  rights  and 
responsibilities.  No  such  plan  can  be“ 
justified  no  matter  how  favorable  one 
may  be  to  a  universaly  military  training 
program.  In  this  controversial  matter 
the  question  as  to  whether  there  shall 
be  a  system  of  military  training,  as  well 
as  the  type  and  form  it  shall  take,  must 
pnd  should  be  decided  by  the  Congress. 

Furthermore,  this  is  not  the  time,  nor 
Is  this  bill  the  proper  place  for  universal 
military  legislation. 

The  present  bill  to  extend  and  con¬ 
tinue  the  selective  service  is  before  us 
because  of  the  present  emergency  in 
Korea  and  elsewhere.  It  is  imme¬ 
diately  necessary.  It  is  admitted  by 
the  sponsors  of  the  universal  military 
training  feature  of  the  bill  that  such  a 
program  could  not  and  would  not  be  put 
into  effect  until  the  termination  of  the 
present  emergency.  And,  as  to  this  our 
highest  military  authorities  have  said 
that  it  might  be  one,  two,  three,  or  more 
years  before  it  could  be  done.  One  of  our 
highest  authorities  has  even  fixed  10 
years  as  the  possible  date  before  it  could 
be  put  into  effect.  Therefore,  there  is 
no  immediate  reason  for  its  adoption 
at  this  time.  We  should  wait  until  this 
emergency  is  over  and  then  decide 
what,  if  any,  program  for  universal 
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training  is  then  necessary.  It  should  be 
judged  in  the  light  of  the  situation  then 
existing.  It  is  my  opinion  therefore  that 
the  present  emergency  legislation  for 
extension  of  the  selective  service  should 
not  be  encumbered  with  a  controversial 
matter  that  cannot  be  put  to  use,  even 
if  adopted,  until  some  time  in  the  distant 
future. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
such  time  as  he  may  desire  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Martin]. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Iowa.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  have  thoroughly  appreciated  the 
opportunity  to  hear  the  outstanding  de¬ 
bate  on  S.  1,  which  is  now  before  us  for 
consideration.  It  is  a  privilege,  indeed, 
to  join  in  the  discussion  in  the  closing 
minutes  of  this  debate  and  I  appreciate 
very  much  the  time  granted  me. 

Throughout  my  entire  lifetime  I  have 
tried  to  study  preparedness  fairly  and 
thoroughly  and  I  have  tried  to  analyze 
America’s  position  in  the  family  of  na¬ 
tions  as  well  as  analyze  the  factors  im¬ 
portant  in  our  defense  of  America. 

Some  30  years  ago  I  taught  military 
science  and  tactics  at  the  University  of 
Iowa.  In  that  capacity  I  had  occasion 
to  lecture  to  student  groups  on  matters 
of  military  history  and  military  policy. 
We  studied  the  factors  important  to  pre¬ 
paredness  and  we  tried  to  determine  the 
most  important  sinews  of  war  but  above 
all  we  studied  the  prevention  of  war 
through  strength. 

I  will  today  outline  briefly  the  his¬ 
toric  American  and  Russian  rivalry  and 
enumerate  the  sinews  of  war,  discuss 
briefly  our  manpower  situation  and  the 
importance  of  military  training  in  our 
preparedness  program,  and  close  with  a 
brief  statement  of  my  views  regarding 
the  prevention  of  war. 

BACKGROUND  FOR  WAR - HISTORIC  AMERICAN  AND 

RUSSIAN  RIVALRY 

Alexis  de  Tocqueville,  of  France,  in 
1831,  visited  the  United  States  to  inquire 
into  what  was  then  hailed  as  the  great 
experiment  in  constitutional  liberty. 
Coming  to  North  America  shortly  after 
the  pronouncement  of  the  Monroe  Doc¬ 
trine,  de  Tocqueville  was  acquainted 
with  the  major  currents  of  national  de¬ 
velopments  in  Europe  which,  in  view  of 
subsequent  events,  he  described  with  re¬ 
markable  precision. 

Writing  about  1835  in  his  Democracy 
in  America,  he  summarized  his  views 
with  unusual  clarity: 

There  are,  at  the  present  time,  two  great 
nations  in  the  world  which  seem  to  tend  to¬ 
ward  the  same  end,  although  they  started 
from  different  points:  I  allude  to  the  Rus¬ 
sians  and  the  Americans.  Both  of  them  have 
grown  up  unnoticed;  and  whilst  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  mankind  was  directed  elsewhere,  they 
have  suddenly  assumed  a  most  prominent 
place  amongst  the  nations;  and  the  world 
learned  their  existence  and  their  greatness 
at  almost  the  same  time. 

All  other  nations  seem  to  have  nearly 
reached  their  natural  limits,  and  only  to  be 
charged  with  the  maintenance  of  their  pow¬ 
er;  but  these  are  still  in  the  act  of  growth; 
all  the  others  are  stopped,  or  continue  to 
advance  with  extreme  difficulty;  these  are 
proceeding  with  ease  and  with  celerity  along 
a  path  to  which  the  human  eye  can  assign 
no  term.  The  American  struggles  against  the 
natural  obstacles  which  oppose  him;  the  ad¬ 
versaries  of  the  Russian  are  men;  the  former 
combats  the  wilderness  and  savage  life;  the 


latter,  civilization  with  all  its  weapons  and 
its  arts;  the  conquests  of  the  one  are  there¬ 
fore  gained  by  the  ploughshare;  those  of  the 
other  by  the  sword. 

The  Anglo-American  relies  upon  personal 
Interest  to  accomplish  his  ends,  and  gives  free 
scope  to  the  unguided  exertions  and  common 
sense  of  the  citizens;  the  Russian  centers 
all  the  authority  of  society  in  a  single  arm; 
the  principal  instrument  of  the  former  is 
freedom;  of  the  latter  servitude.  Their 
starting  point  is  different,  and  their  courses 
are  not  the  same;  yet  each  of  them  seems  to 
be  marked  out  by  the  will  of  Heaven  to  sway 
the  destinies  of  half  the  globe. 

Just  before  the  outbreak  of  the  Cri¬ 
mean  War  in  1853  between  France  and 
England  on  the  one  hand  and  Russia  on 
the  other,  Lord  Palmerston,  British  For¬ 
eign  Minister  for  many  years  and  Prime 
Minister  for  nearly  10  years,  spoke  of  the 
czardom  and  its  methods  as  follows: 

The  policy  and  practice  of  the  Russian  Gov¬ 
ernment  has  always  been  to  push  forward  its 
encroachments  as  fast  and  as  far  as  the 
apathy  or  want  of  firmness  of  other  govern¬ 
ments  would  allow  it,  but  always  to  stop  and 
retire  when  it  was  met  with  decided  re¬ 
sistance.  In  furtherance  of  this  policy,  the 
Russian  Government  has  always  had  two 
strings  to  its  bow,  moderate  language  and 
disinterested  professions  at  Petersburg  and 
London;  active  aggression  by  its  agents  on 
the  scene  of  operations. 

During  his  famous  Asiatic  cruise  Com¬ 
modore  Perry  not  only  visited  the  Japa¬ 
nese  Empire  and  other  islands  of  that 
region  but  also  the  mainland  of  eastern 
Asia.  He  was  thus  able  to  interpret 
realistically  the  movements  he  discerned. 

Commodore  Perry  presented  a  paper 
before  the  American  Geographical  and 
Statistical  Society,  at  a  meeting  held 
March  6,  1956,  in  New  York  City,  from 
which  I  quote  as  follows: 

It  requires  no  sage  to  predict  events  as 
strongly  foreshadowed  to  us  all;  still  west¬ 
ward  will  the  course  of  empire  take  its  way. 
But  the  last  act  in  the  drama  is  yet  to  be 
unfolded,  and  notwithstanding  the  reason¬ 
ing  of  political  empires — westward,  north¬ 
ward,  and  southward — to  me  it  seems  that 
the  people  of  America  will,  in  some  form  or 
other,  extend  their  dominion  and  their  power 
until  they  shall  have  brought  within  their 
mighty  embrace  multitudes  of  the  islands 
of  the  great  Pacific,  and  placed  the  Saxon 
race  upon  the  eastern  shores  of  Asia;  and 
I  think,  too,  that  eastward  and  southward 
will  her  great  rival  of  future  aggrandizement 
(Russia)  stretch  forth  her  power  to  the  coast 
of  China  and  Siam,  and  thus  the  Saxon  and 
the  Cossack  will  meet  once  more,  in  strife 
or  in  friendship,  on  another  field.  Will  it 
be  in  friendship?  I  fear  not.  The  antago¬ 
nistic  exponents  of  freedom  and  absolutism 
must  thus  meet  at  last,  and  then  will  be 
fought  that  mighty  battle  on  which  the 
world  will  look  with  breathless  interest,  for 
on  its  issue  will  depend  the  freedom  or  the 
slavery  of  the  world — despotism  or  rational 
liberty  must  be  the  fate  of  civilized  man.  I 
think  I  see  in  the  distance  the  giants  that 
are  growing  up  for  that  fierce  and  final  en¬ 
counter;  in  the  progress  of  events  that  battle 
must  sooner  or  later  inevitably  be  fought. 

Let  us  examine  America’s  position  to¬ 
day  in  the  hope  that  we  can  disagree  with 
Commodore  Perry’s  prediction. 

The  United  States  can  avoid  becoming 
involved  in  a  third  world  war  if  we  build 
our  own  defenses  strong  enough  to  dis¬ 
courage  other  nations  from  attacking  us. 
But  if  we  build  our  strength  to  full 
preparedness  and  use  it  as  aggressors 


against  other  nations,  we  will  most  cer¬ 
tainly  fulfill  Commodore  Perry’s  predic¬ 
tion.  We  need  an  appraisal  of  our  Na¬ 
tion’s  role  in  the  family  of  nations.  No 
nation  has  yet  permanently  benefited  by 
world- wide  conquest  and  subjugation  of 
other  nations.  Surely  the  United  States 
cannot  consider  its  role  that  of  forcing 
all  other  nations  of  this  earth  to  adopt 
our  prescribed  forms  of  government  and 
to  govern  themselves  as  we  dictate. 

It  is  most  hazardous  also  to  permit  our 
defenses  to  become  so  impotent  as  to 
tempt  aggressor  foreign  nations  to  attack 
us  because  of  our  weakness.  We  were 
dangerously  close  to  that  level  of  unpre¬ 
paredness  when  the  Korean  war  started 
last  June.  America  dangerously  had  as¬ 
sumed  that  the  appropriation  of  dollars 
for  defense  assured  us  of  strength  in  our 
defenses,  and  America  awakened  with  a 
rude  jolt,  indeed,  last  June.  We  have 
made  good  progress  in  rebuilding  our  de¬ 
fenses  during  the  past  year,  but  we 
should  not  be  so  naive  as  to  assume 
that  our  adversary — Russia — has  not  ap¬ 
praised  our  strength  and  our  weakness 
in  every  factor  bearing  upon  the  ade¬ 
quacy  of  our  strength. 

*  THE  SINEWS  OF  WAR 

It  is  my  belief  that  the  defense  of  any 
nation,  or  the  sinews  of  war  of  that 
nation,  can  be  classified  under  five  gen¬ 
eral  headings: 

(a)  Strategic  and  critical  materials. 

(b)  Industrial  production  and  inven¬ 
tive  genius. 

(c)  Economic  strength  and  manpower. 

(d)  Military  preparedness. 

(e)  Fiscal  strength. 

In  this  debate  on  the  proposed  Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act 
now  before  us  special  attention  should 
be  given  to  the  matter  of  guarding 
America’s  small  manpower  in  industry, 
agriculture,  and  in  our  Armed  Forces, 
with  special  emphasis  upon  the  latter. 
This  is  made  necessary  by  the  fact  that 
our  total  population  equals  approxi¬ 
mately  only  6  percent  of  the  world 
population,  together  with  the  fact  that 
the  logistics  of  world  war  III  will  be 
weighed  heavily  against  us  if  that  war 
is  to  be  fought  far  from  our  own  land. 
And  Heaven  forbid  its  being  fought  here 
at  home. 

America  must  launch  a  successful 
broad-based  reserve  military  training 
program  to  the  end  that  there  will  not 
again  be  permitted  to  occur  the  abrupt 
and  disastrous  let-down  in  our  prepared¬ 
ness  whenever  the  Korean  war  might  end 
or  if  it  is  permitted  to  drag  along  in 
stalemate. 

Some  time  after  World  War  I  ended, 
Germany  rebuilt  her  armed  might  faster 
than  the  Allies,  and  immediately  at  the 
end  of  World  War  H  Russia  launched  a 
tremendous  drive  for  preparedness  while 
we  declined  in  our  own  preparedness  and 
concentrated  our  energies  almost  ex¬ 
clusively  in  the  rebuilding  of  our  civil¬ 
ian  economy.  I  will  not  take  the  time 
now  to  outline  the  steps  taken  by  Russia 
in  contrast  to  our  own  but  I  do  urge  you 
to  read  the  writings  of  Robert  Magidoff, 
who  was  expelled  from  Russia  April  15, 
1948,-  and  who  has  written  good  first¬ 
hand  reports  on  Russian  industry  which 
have  appeared  in  American  publications; 
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also,  the  comparison  of  the  armies  of  the 
world  that  appeared  in  the  Encyclopedia 
Britannica  Yearbook  for  1948  starting  at 
page  73,  which  summary  was  prepared 
by  Gen.  E.  S.  Seibert,  of  our  own  General 
Staff.  You  do  not  need  to  have  access 
to  classified  information  to  draw  an  ac¬ 
curate  picture  of  the  contrast  between 
Russian  preparedness  and  American  un¬ 
preparedness  between  1945  and  1950. 
The  handwriting  was  plainly  written  on 
the  wall  in  those  years  and  Russia  is 
capable  of  analyzing  the  sinews  of  war 
whether  or  not  we  in  America  choose  to 
close  our  eyes  to  our  own  weaknesses 
that  Russia  may  discover  and  accurately 
appraise  notwithstanding. 

The  draft  for  military  service  must 
continue  as  long  as  we  are  at  war,  and 
Congress  will  also  very  properly  estab¬ 
lish  the  size  of  the  standing  Armed 
Forces  to  the  extent  needed  to  protect 
our  country  over  the  years  ahead.  But 
we  should  not  attempt  to  build  the 
armed  services  beyond  the  point  that 
will  threaten  our  own  fiscal  stability. 
We  cannot  in  this  debate  expect  to  set 
the  exact  peacetime  limits  of  the  stand¬ 
ing  Armed  Forces,  but  we  can  make  pro¬ 
vision  for  a  successful  broad-based  re¬ 
serve  military  training  program  that  will 
enable  our  Nation  to  mobilize  and  place 
combat  troops  in  the  field  more  quickly 
in  event  a  world  war  should  strike  us 
after  the  draft  for  military  service  has 
been  discontinued. 

During  the  past  35  years  I  have  been 
a  firm  believer  in  universal  military 
training  under  civilian  control,  but  to 
date  I  have  never  had  an  opportunity  to 
register  my  support  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  in  any  vote  here  in  Con¬ 
gress  in  my  time. 

I  am  tremendously  interested  in  giv¬ 
ing  our  young  men  the  opportunity  to 
learn  how  to  defend  themselves  and  our 
Nation  without  taking  them  into  the 
armed  services  by  the  draft  in  peacetime. 
The  powers  of  the  President  under  our 
Constitution  as  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  Armed  Forces  are  far  too  great  for 
Congress  lightly  to  transfer  the  power 
to  raise  or  create  the  Armed  Forces  in 
that  way.  In  my  opinion,  Congress  must 
jealously  guard  its  constitutional  power 
and  obligation  by  placing  an  expiration 
date  in  any  legislation  establishing  the 
draft  for  military  service,  and  Congress 
should  also  guard  against  crippling  our 
defense  self-sufficiency.  This  can  best 
be  done  by  building  a  training  program 
under  civilian  control  to  make  available 
the  greatest  possible  number  of  basically 
trained  men  who  can  fit  quickly  into  any 
mobilization  effort.  A  standing  armed 
force  of  2,000,000  men  together  with  the 
National  Guard  and  the  ROTC  program 
as  it  has  functioned  cannot  furnish  us 
with  enough  basically  trained  men  to 
protect  our  country  adequately  in  the 
early  days  of  another  world  war.  Uni¬ 
versal  military  training  is  not  the  sole 
factor  of  adequate  preparedness  but  it 
is  a  highly  important  factor  that  can  be 
helpful  through  cutting  down  the  length 
of  time  needed  for  basic  training  and 
team  training  before  newly  recruited 
men  should  be  committed  to  combat. 
With  our  small  percentage  of  the  world’s 
population  and  the  increased  tempo  of 
modem  warfare,  basic  training  of  all 


men  for  defense  is  more  important  today 
than  at  any  time  in  history,  if  we  are  to 
guard  our  manpower  as  we  should  guard 
it,  if  we  are  to  strike  our  adversary 
quickly  and  effectively,  and  if  we  are 
to  give  our  young  men  a  fair  chance  to 
defend  themselves  in  the  first  disastrous 
days  of  any  future  world  war.  On  the 
effectiveness  of  our  punch  in  those  first 
days  may  rest  the  fate  not  only  of  the 
men  committed  quickly  to  combat  but 
the  success  or  failure  of  our  Nation  in 
that  world  war  and  the  fate  of  our  Na¬ 
tion  for  all  time  to  come. 

PREVENTION  OF  WAR 

One  of  civilized  man’s  greatest  prob¬ 
lems  is  the  prevention  of  war.  Both  in¬ 
dividuals  and  nations  have  within  them 
enough  of  the  spirit  of  Cain  to  make 
necessary  the  most  careful  self-control, 
both  against  imperialistic  impulses  at 
home  and  against  aggression  from  with¬ 
out. 

No  one  nation  today  has  such  a  mo¬ 
nopoly  of  any  one  of  the  five  sinews  of 
war  as  to  enable  that  nation  to  rely 
solely  on  that  one  factor.  Strategic  and 
critical  materials  are  divided  largely  be¬ 
tween  Russia,  Britain,  and  America. 
America  has  outstanding  leadership  in 
industrial  production  and  inventive 
genius.  America  has  developed  her  eco¬ 
nomic  strength  ahead  of  other  nations 
but  this  factor  is  somewhat  offset  by 
America’s  comparatively  small  land  area, 
population,  and  manpower.  At  the  end 
of  WTorld  War  n  America  held  undisputed 
leadership  in  military  preparedness  and 
military  strength  but  5  years  of  repose 
in  America  and  determined  effort  by 
Russia  had  almost  produced  disastrous 
results  at  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean 
War.  During  those  5  years  Russia  de¬ 
voted  from  25  to  30  percent  of  her  entire 
industrial  production  to  preparedness 
and  Russia  maintained  large  armed 
forces  together  with  tremendous  training 
programs,  in  contrast  to  America’s  devo¬ 
tion  of  6  to  8  percent  of  her  industrial 
production  to  preparedness  and  the 
characteristic  return  to  small  armed 
forces  with  no*  reserve  training  program 
worthy  of  the  name.  America  on  the 
other  hand  set  something  of  an  all-time 
record  for  rapid  and  successful  reestab¬ 
lishment  of  the  civilian  economy.  In¬ 
dustrial  production  and  inventive  genius 
rapidly  have  built,  up  our  standard  of 
living  to  the  point  that  Stalin  has  used 
the  iron  curtain  more  tightly  than  ever 
to  conceal  information  of  our  success 
from  the  Russian  people. 

This  achievement,  however,  carried 
with  it  a  very  dangerous  impact  upon  our 
available  reserves  of  raw  materials.  Pri¬ 
vate  industry  not  only  used  up  95  percent 
of  RFC  stocks  of  strategic  and  critical 
materials  and  all  other  supplies  of  these 
materials  they  could  get  from  all  sources, 
but  private  industry  failed  to  preserve 
stockpiles  of  its  own  of  the  most  strategic 
and  most  critical  items  and  now  faces 
unparalleled  competition  in  the  world 
market  for  the  basic  materials  needed  to 
maintain  our  industrial  production  at  its 
capacity.  Throughout  the  past  5  years 
the  Government  stockpile  program  has 
coasted  along  with  the  Munitions  Board 
unwilling  to  compete  with  private  indus¬ 
try  in  requiring  needed  reserves  of  stra¬ 


tegic  and  critical  materials  during  the 
period  of  postwar  rehabilitation.  Their 
miserable  failure  to  safeguard  America’s 
security  in  strategic  and  critical  ma¬ 
terials  is  best  proven  by  their  record  of 
increasing  our  Government  stockpiles 
from  15  percent  in  1946  to  only  30  per¬ 
cent  in  4j/2  years.  Even  so,  hungry  in¬ 
dustrialists,  have  already  launced  a 
vigorous  attack  on  the  program  of  build¬ 
ing  these  meager  Government  stockpiles 
to  the  size  needed  for  the  safeguarding  of 
our  Nation  in  event  of  another  world 
war. 

On.  the  fiscal  front,  Stalin  no  doubt 
has  more  than  once  expected  a  crash  in 
the  financial  structure  of  America.  I 
am  not  qualified  to  predict  with  certainly 
whether  Stalin’s  hopes  on  that  line  may 
be  fulfilled  but  I  do  know  that  our  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  cannot  long  proceed 
with  its  profligate  and  wasteful  spending 
as  usual  for  nondefense,  and  even  for  de¬ 
fense  itself,  without  resorting  to  con¬ 
fiscatory  taxation  on  the  one  hand  or  to 
impossible  deficit  financing  on  the  other. 
Most  certainly  America’s  strength  today 
does  not  lie  in  sound  fiscal  planning  but 
I  am  not  in  position  to  draw  comparisons 
between  America  and  Russia  on  that 
front  because  I  have  no  authentic  infor¬ 
mation  on  Russia’s  fiscal  situation. 

In  summary,  the  one  factor  in  which 
we  are  best  prepared  to  hold  our  position 
of  strength  in  the  family  of  nations  is  in 
the  field  of  industrial  production  and  in¬ 
ventive  genius.  Altogether,  on  the  other 
four  points  I  can  see  no  clear-cut  guar¬ 
anty  of  either  peace  or  war  in  the  years 
ahead,  but  I  can  predict  that  unless 
America  builds  adequate  stockpiles  of 
strategic  and  critical  materials,  skill¬ 
fully  guards  her  small  manpower, 
launches  a  successful  broad-based  Re¬ 
serve  military  training  program,  and  re¬ 
duces  Federal  spending  enough  to  re¬ 
move  the  threat  of  confiscatory  taxation, 
deficit  financing,  and  fiscal  collapse,  we 
can  expect  an  attack  by  Russia  based 
upon  our  weakness  in  one  or  more  of 
these  four  factors. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  we  build  our 
strength  successfully  and  skillfully  in 
these  four  fields  and  preserve  our  indus¬ 
trial  power  of  production  and  our  inven¬ 
tive  genius,  we  can  build  this  Nation  to 
such  strength  that  no  nation  will  dare 
strike  us.  If  in  our  great  strength  we 
then  refrain  from  the  role  of  the  aggres¬ 
sor  and  in  true  Christian  spirit  do  not 
undertake  to  force  other  nations  to  live 
and  govern  themselves  as  we  dictate,  we 
can  build  a  lasting  peace  out  of  the  rub¬ 
ble  of  this  war-torn  world. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  pro  tempore  (Mr.  Priest) 
having  assumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Cooper, 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union, 
reported  that  that  Committee,  having 
had  under  consideration  the  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  and 
security  of  the  United  States  and  to  per¬ 
mit  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
manpower  resources  of  the  United  States 
by  authorizing  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes, 
had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 
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[No.  73] 

FULL  COMMITTEE  HEARING  ON  H.  R.  7405  AND  SUNDRY  MATTERS 

House  of  Representatives, 

Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  Tuesday,  April  8,  1952. 

(The  committee  met  at  10  a.  m.,  the  Honorable  Carl  Vinson, 
chairman,  of  the  committee,  presiding.) 

The  Chairman.  Now  let  the  committee  come  to  order. 

Members  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Anderson  of  California  introduced 
H.  R.  7405,  a  bill  establishing  the  catalog  for  the  Department  of 
Defense. 

A  BILL  ESTABLISHING  THE  CATALOG  FOR  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

The  Chairman.  I  was  privileged  to  sit  with  the  subcommittee 
while  they  were  presenting  this  bill  and  I  think  it  is  a  very  fine  piece 
of  legislation  and  should  be  enacted,  but  to  keep  us  from  getting  in 
a  jam  and  getting  in  position  that  we  are  subject  to  criticism,  I  think 
it  should  be  referred  to  the  Department  for  their  comment.  It  has 
never  been  referred  to  the  Department  for  its  comment.  Of  course, 
we  are  going  to  do  what  we  think  is  right  and  proper.  But  I  think  we 
had  better  refer  it  to  the  Department  for  comment.  I  prepared  a 
letter,  if  it  meets  the  views  of  the  committee — and  Mr.  Courtney 
agrees  with  me — that  the  Department  must  have  their  report  back 
not  later  than  the  21st  day  of  April  and  then  on  the  following  Tuesday, 
the  22d,  when  we  get  back  here,  we  will  act  on  this  bill.  I  hope  that 
we  will  vote  this  bill  out. 

Now  we  can  act  on  it  now  without  referring  to  the  Department,  but 
I  think  it  is  just  a  little  bit  better  procedure  to  just  follow  that  channel. 

Now  what  do  you  think,  Mr.  Hubert? 

Mr.  Hebert.  I  think  that  is  perfectly  proper  procedure.  Nothing 
wTould  be  gained  by  voting  it  out  now,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  think,  Mr.  Cole? 

Mr.  Cole.  It  is  fine,  but  it  does  seem  to  me,  anticipating  that  the 
Department  might  raise  objections  to  the  bill  in  total  or  in  part,  that 
we  ought  to  allow  them  a  chance  to  come  in  and  explain  their  position 
before  we  report  it. 

The  Chairman.  We  will.  Read  the  letter  Mr.  Courtney  prepared. 

Mr.  Courtney.  I  will  get  it. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  not  necessary. 

Mr.  Courtney.  It  merely  asks  for  comment. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course  the  Department  probably  will  come  out 
and  say  they  are  against  this  whole  principle  of  the  way  we  set  it  up. 
We  will  read  what  they  have  to  say  and  if  it  is  necessary  then  the  full 
committee  will  have  a  brief  hearing  to  get  the  Department’s  views  and 
put  it  in  the  record.  But  it  is  not  being  sent  to  the  Department  for 
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the  purpose  of  delay.  It  is  just  being  sent  to  the  Department  to  stop 
one  avenue  of  criticism. 

Mr.  Hebert.  That  is  perfectly  all  right. 

The  Chairman.  So  without  objection,  it  will  proceed  along  that 
line.  You  have  prepared  the  letters. 

Mr.  Courtney.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  All  right. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

REAL  ESTATE  PROJECTS 

The  Chairman.  Now,  Mr.  Smart,  what  is  the  next  thing  we  have? 

Mr.  Smart.  Your  real-estate  projects,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Kelleher,  now  what  real-estate  projects  have 
you  here?  We  have  acquisitions  37,  39,  54,  and  two  disposals 
Nos.  1  and  2. 

Mr.  Kelleher.  No.  37,  Navy,  is  the  naval  storehouse  at  Gulfport, 
Miss.,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  Yes.  Now,  members  of  the  committee.  I  ex¬ 
amined  this  and  it  is  proposed  to  pay  $100,000.  From  the  facts  in  it, 
I,  didn’t  think  they  were  justified  to  pay  the  $100,000.  So  we  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  Department  and  the  Department  agreed  with  it  and 
said  that  they  thought  $100,000  a  year  was  too  much  rent.  So 
negotiation  was  opened  up  and  they  have  already  reduced  it  down  to 
$95,000.  But  the  Department  says  that  they  are  still  keeping  on 
negotiating,  and  if  they  cannot  get  it  down  to  what  they  consider  to 
be  a  reasonable  price,  why  they  will  reject  it,  is  that  it? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  with  that  understanding — there  have  been 
no  complaints  from  any  members  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  All  right. 

Mr.  Cole.  You  said  this  was  a  disposal. 

The  Chairman.  No. 

Mr.  Kelleher.  No;  this  is  an  acquisition. 

The  Chairman.  They  are  leasing  a  piece  of  property  and  they  put 
in  there  $100,000.  From  the  facts,  I  thought  $100,000  was  too  much 
and  I  wrote  the  Department  and  said  from  the  facts  it  looked  like  too 
much  money  and  they  said — they  agreed  with  us,  is  that  what  they 
said? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Bates.  Why  did  they  come  up  here  in  the  first  place? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  They  came  up  really  with  the  idea  of  getting  a 
tentative  approval  subject  to  an  appraisal  and  a  determination  of  the 
true  value  and  that  is  the  way  they  are  proceeding  at  this  time.  They 
will  turn  it  down  if  it  is  too  milch  money  when  they  get  the  appraisal 
this  Thursday. 

The  Chairman.  $100,000  is  too  much.  We  have  already  saved 
$5,000  and  we  may  save  some  more  money.  With  that  understanding, 
if  there  is  no  objection,  we  will  withhold  any  action. 

Now,  what  is  your  next  one? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  The  next  acquisition  is  at  Cherry  Point,  N.  C., 
for  the  Marine  Corps. 
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The  Chairman.  Oh,  yes.  Now  you  recall  last  week  at  Cherry 
Point,  N.  C.,  where  we  are  renting  at  16  cents  a  square  foot  some 
storage  facilities  being  built  by  the  port  authority  and  the  Marines 
need  it.  The  16  cents  a  square  foot  is  about  the  cheapest  that  has 
been  presented  to  this  committee  up  to  date  and  Mr.  Durham  has 
looked  into  it  and  I  am  advised  that  Mr.  Durham  interposes  no 
objection. 

Mr.  Kelleher.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  satisfactory,  Mr.  Durham? 

Mr.  Durham.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Clemente.  Does  that  have  any  relationship  to  the  fact  that 
it  is  in  North  Carolina? 

The  Chairman.  Well,  in  North  Carolina,  he  wanted  to  be  definitely 
sure  that  it  was  not  subject  to  the  slightest  degree  of  criticism.  And 
that  is  the  right  way  to  proceed.  So  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
on  these  items  from  New  York  will  bear  that  in  mind,  too. 

Without  objection,  that  is  approved. 

Mr.  Kelleher.  The  first  disposal  is  a  Navy  disposal  of  the  Pasco 
Naval  Air  Station. 

The  Chairman.  Now  that  turns  it  back  to  that  community.  I 
held  it  up.  There  had  been  no  complaint  from  anybody  else.  I 
looked  it  over  and  wrote  the  Department  that  I  didn’t  think  it  was 
in  the  best  interest  to  turn  that  over.  I  have  had  some  correspondence 
with  Congressman  Holmes  of  Washington. 

The  Chairman.  And  turns  it  over  to  that  community.  It  is  surplus, 
but  we  have  a  recapture  clause  in  it. 

Mr.  Kelleher.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Without  objection,  that  is  approved. 

Mr.  Kelleher.  The  next  one  is  Air  Force  acquisition  No.  54, 
McKees  Rocks. 

The  Chairman.  Where? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  McKees  Rocks,  Pa.  There  are  now  no  objections 
to  that. 

The  Chairman.  What? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  There  are  now  no  objections  to  that.  Mr.  Cole 
questioned  the  rental  value  there  and  we  looked  over  an  appraisal 
and  he  now  feels  that  it  is  all  right. 

The  Chairman.  All  right,  without  objection,  that  is  approved. 
Now  what  is  your  next  one? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  The  last  one  is  the  Casper  Air  Force  Base  in 
Wyoming,  a  disposal. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  I  held  that  up  and  wrote  a  letter  to  the 
Department.  Senator  Hunt  and  Senator  O’Mahoney  came  over 
and  talked  about  it.  It  is  turning  it  over  to  that  community  and  it 
will  be  maintained  as  an  airfield  and  there  is  a  recapture  clause  in  it. 

Mr.  Kelleher.  That  is  correct,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  And  we  are  not  losing  anything  by  letting  that 
community  have  that  piece  of  property? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  That  is  correct,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Cole.  What  about  Pasco,  is  there  a  recapture  in  that? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  There  is.  Both  of  these  and  all  others  we  may 
have  in  the  future  are  disposed  of  by  GSA  and  there  is  a  recapture 
clause. 
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The  Chairman.  I  want  to  say  to  the  committee  that  we  are  scruti¬ 
nizing  every  one  of  these  matters  very  carefully.  Our  staff  member 
looks  into  it  and  the  members  look  into  it.  We  are  not  letting  a  thing 
slip  by,  because  the  committee  is  conversant  with  every  phase  of  these 
matters.  It  is  thoroughly  looked  into. 

Mr.  Cole.  There  is  a  question  in  connection  with  the  recapture 
right  that  I  think  slioidd  be  clarified,  and  that  is  whether  the  recapture 
right  runs  only  for  an  emergency  that  might  occur  or  does  the  right  of 
recapture  continue  indefinitely? 

Mr.  Kelleher.  It  continues  indefinitely,  Air.  Cole. 

Mr.  Cole.  I  have  understood  with  some  of  these  plants,  at  least  in 
the  newspaper  references  to  the  recapture  right,  the  recapture  only 
goes  to  the  period  of  a  future  emergency. 

The  Chairman.  No. 

Air.  Cole.  I  think  that  is  wrong. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Kelleher.  That  is  true.  Most  of  them  fall  in  that  category. 
Incidentally,  the  question  has  always  arisen  whether  it  included  the 
present  emergency,  too. 

Mr.  Cole.  Well,  at  any  rate,  with  respect  to  these  military  dis¬ 
posals,  the  right  of  recapture  that  we  preserve  is  a  permanent  right. 

Air.  Kelleher.  Yes,  sir. 

Air.  Cole.  It  may  continue  beyond  an  emergency  it  the 
conditions - 

Air.  Kelleher.  Actually,  I  would  like  to  check  that  exact  language 
before  I  give  a  firm  answer  on  that. 

The  Chairman.  Suppose  you  write  a  letter  to  the  Department 
telling  the  Department  we  think  the  recapture  should  not  be  restricted 
to  merely  an  emergency,  but  it  should  be  an  established  principle  and 
any  time  the  Government  needs  it  for  its  defense  it  lias  the  right  to 
recapture. 

Air.  Kelleher.  I  think  that  might  interfere  with  C-AA’s  partici¬ 
pation  in  giving  cities  and  municipalities  funds  if  they  had  a  per¬ 
manent  right  of  recapture,  but  I  will  look  into  that,  Mr.  Chairman, 
and  advise  you. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course,  where  the  Department  declares  surplus 
and  there  is  not  any  need  and  turn  it  over  to  the  GSA  and  GSA 
disposes  of  it,  we  can  have  the  definite  policy  that  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  some  community  might  have  difficulty  in  getting  money, 
that  the  Government  comes  first.  If  the  Government  needs  it,  it 
must  take  it  back  for  its  defense. 

Air.  Kelleher.  All  right,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Now  that,  covers  all  your  projects? 

Air.  Kelleher.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  bills  for  consideration  this  morning? 

Air.  Smart.  No,  sir.  _ 

The  Chairman.  Now  members,  we  will  have  to  go  into  executive 
session. 

(Whereupon,  at  10:18  a.  m.,  the  committee  proceeded  in  executive 
session.) 
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IVsTHlRD  SUPPLE  I EITEAL  APrROaRlATION  BILL,  1951*  Began  delate  on  this  lill,  Ev 

sj  (Pp.  3634-63). 

preed,  69-57  ("by  teller  vote  in  Committee  of  the  Whole),  to  ap^'amendment 
ly  Rep.*N3,eselton,  Mass.,  to  decrease  the  amount  for  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
administrative  expenses  ly  $750>000  (pp.  3662-3)* 

Rep*  Floods  Pa*,  smoke  in  favor  of  the  Voice  of  America  program  and  against 


the  committee* s  reduction  in  the  Budget  estimate,  and  Rooney,  U*  Y.,  spoke 

in  favot*  of  the  cut  criticized  the  program  (pp  v'564S-6o)  • 

Rep*  Aspinall,  Colo.,  urged  additional  funds'' for  control  of  Englemann 
spruce  lark  leetle  and. objected  to  the  commit-tee*  s  policy  statement  on  this 
project- (pp.  3661-2)*  \ 

Rep.  Vursell,  Ill.,  recommen^td^iJ*^  annual  leave  of  Federal  employees  le 
reduced  to  15  days  a  year  (pp*  364^ 


2.  DAYLIGHT-SAVING  TIME.  Delat< 

D.  C.  during  1951  (pp*  3i^“4)  • 


R.  2612,  to^'-authorize  daylight-saving  time  in 
A  vote  on  the  lill  is  to  le  taken  today. 


3.  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION*  The  Expenditures  in  the  Executive^Department  s  Committee 

submitted  its  Third  Intermediate  Report  on  a  study  of  “cefta-in  operations  of** 

REA  (H.  R.ep,l«^30l) (p*  3669)* 

' 

4.  PERSOIUIEL.  Received  from  the  State  Department  a  proposed  lill  ’’to  provide  for  the 
education  of  the  dependent  minor  children  of  the  military  and  civilian '^'■eysonnel 
'of*  the  Federal  Government  stationed  overseas  ** ;  to  Education  and  Labor  Committee 
(p*  3669).  


MMMOIMMM 


5.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  The  “Daily  Digest **  states  that  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
“Approved  unanimously  an  amendment  to  le  offered  to  S.  1,  the  military  training 
and  service  lill,  ihich  would  require  loth  congressional  and  Executive  approval 


of  an V  future  legislative  proposal  to  nut  universal  military  training  into  ef- 
feet  The  provision  now.  in  the  .Measure •‘being  considered  in  the  house  would  call 
for  a  commission  to  draw  u-j  details  of  a  WIT  plan  as  soon  as  possible,  which 
will  go  into  effeo*  automatically  unless  rejected  by ■Congress  witnin  bO  days. 

(u.  D265/) 


SENATE 


HOUSING.  Passed  with  amendments  S.  3^+9  >  ^-e  defense  housing  and  comraunity  fj^6±l~ 
ities  and  services  hill  (up.  35°3-*77  *•  35S3~609). 


T. 


w^SSTS.'  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  with  amenxpont  . 
S.\p9,  to  protect  scenic  values  along  the  Grand  Canyon  Park  Soutn  Jra/froach 
HighW  within  the  Ilaibab  National  Forest,  Ariz.  (S.  Rept.  212)  (p./35-jO) .  ' 


r.M.C  Tke' Expenditures  in  Executive  Departments  ■Committee  was  a^tnorised  to 
file  duri\  recess  a  report  on  S.  Res.  76,  disapproving  Reorganization  Plan 

I-o.  1,  relating  to  RFC  (p.  3611) . 


DAIRY  PRODUCT  s/\Rcceived  a  Calif.  Legislature  resolution  inquest ing.  tnat  fresh  ^ 
dairy  products  hkserved  members  of  the  armed  forces  at /amps  in  the  U.  S. 


vrJ 


.CO  JL  .J  WW.WI.V  V  w  ^  - -  ,  f  ^ 

rhen  such  fresh  nrWiicts  are  availaole  (p.  355^  >  * 


10, 


3HPTUDITURES.  ReceivccSnn  01:1a.  Legislature  resolution  proposing  an  amc ndment 
to  the  Constitution  to  r^cuire  that  appropriation^,  except  in  case  of  war,  shall 
not  exceed  estimated  receipts  (pp.  3557~S) . 


11 


PERSONNEL • !  Son.  Connal.lv  inserted  a  Houston  J[iex»)  Chamber  -of  Commerce.. resolu¬ 
tion  suggesting  a  uolicy  on  loWlty  in  public  office  (p»  35^0)  •  ^ 
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RECE  S  SED  unt  i  1'  We  d.,  'April  11  ( p  •  3^?-9 )  ♦, 

'BILLS  PRODUCED 


13 


TAXATION.  S.-  12-7o,- by  »Son.  Thye.^ndH.  &v  3!o01,  by  Rep.  Curt  is ,  Ncbr . , ^ to 
amend  section  117  (j)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  with  respect  to  the  income 
tax  treatment  of  sales  of  livestock;  to  Finable  and  Ways  and  Means  Committees ( 

(pp.  3560,  3669). 


l4. 


IRRIGATION.  S.  1297,  by  3en.  Malone,  authorizing  l^e  construction,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  works  diverting  water  from  Loire  >cad  and  tributaries  of  the 
Virgin  River,  togetho/  with  certain  appurtenant  pumping  plants  and  .cancels ; 

S.  129S,  by  Scn/Tlalone,  ■  author i zing  works  diverting  water  from  Lake  Mead, 
together  with  mumping  plo.nts  and  canals;  ^ 

S.  1299,  by jBo.n.  iialone,  a  bill  similar  to  S.  12$3;  ■  - 

S.  1300,  bj/U3en.  Hal  one,  to  authorize.  works  diverting  wa^er  from  Lake  Mead 
above  Eoovcr ^ara ,  together  with  pumping  plants  and  canals;  ^  V  ^ 

S.  1301/ by  Son.  Halo  no,  authoring  works' diverting' water  frPm’  the  main 
stream' of/the'  Colorado  River  above  Davis  Dam,  together  with  pump i>g  plants  and 
ca.na.ls;  A 0  Interior  a.nd  Insular  Affairs  Committee  (p.  35^1)*  Discussion  of 
these  proposed  projects  by-  Son.  Malone  (pp*  3  5  20“ 7/ • 


15. 


PERSONNEL.  H.  R.  3609,  by  Rcp.  Teague,  Tex.,  to  establish  a  ba’sic  adminf^trativ 
v^rkwock  of  US  hours  for  officers  and  employees  of  the  U.  ,S.;  to  Post  Office  an 
Jivil  Service  Committee  (p.  3(>7C0  • 


EDUCATION.  E.  R.  360O,  by  Rcp.  Lane,  Mass.,  to  bar  Federal  aid  to  any  college 
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-v  HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  3rd  supplemental  appropriation  bill.  House  passed  D.  C, 
✓  daylight-saving- tine  bill.  House  debated  military  training  bill. 


) 


HOUSE 

THIRD  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPRCPRIATI01T  SILL.  Passed  with  amendments  this  bill,  H 

S^5S7  (pp.  3672-90). 

\v  Rejected,  159-250,  the  Heselton  amendment  to  redr.ee  the  CCC  iter 
$750>^X)  additional  (pp.  3$72-7,  3689-90,  A19S3-4) . 

Ag^S^d  to  a  Cannon  amendment  reducing  ^Expenses  of  def e ns  e>f$r 0 due t i o n ff  from 
$3$»000,00b'^o  $33,029,000.  Rep.  Cannon  said  this  reductioi^tfas  offered  by  the 
Office  of  PriCTyStabiliza-tion  because  ffrecruitment  of  per^wfnnel  has  lagged. n 

(p<>  3674.) 

Agreed  to  an  aj^jdnent  by  Rep.  Da.vis,  Wis • ,  to,./^rovide  that  the  $450,000 
for  planning  the  IT iagamS^p 0 we r  development  be  obtained  by  transfer  of  flood- 
control  funds,  by  a  64- Rep.  Miller Y. ,  moved  to  recommit  the  bill 
with  instructions  for  elimination  of  the  N^dgare,  item,  but  the  motion  was  re¬ 
jected.  (up.  3679,  36S6-90<D  /v 

Rep.  Yorty,  Calif.,  made  a  poif&^f  order  against  the  general  provision 
which  would  prohibit  salary  uaymOyKb  to  a  person  ,fwho  is  a  member  of  an  organi¬ 
zation  of  Government  employ  eesptfnat  asserts  the  right  to  strike  against  the 
Governments  Rep.  Cannon,  Jfie. » .  then  made  anoint  of  order  against  the  entire 
anti- Communist  paragraulrp^The  point  of  order  .was  sustained,  and  this  paragraph 
was  stricken  from  the^-bill*  (pv  3686.)  \ 

Reps.  Hill  andO&Voinall,  Colo.,  and  Rep.  WhittenT^Iiss. ,  debated  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  whethe refunds  should  be  provided  for  the  spruce  bhij^k  beetle  (pp 

3684-5,  A198 

Sc  members  debated  the  item  for  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Administra¬ 
tion  ai  civil-dcfensc  program  in  general  (pp.  3681-4).  .  \ 


2.  DAYLIGHT-SAVING  TEIEs  Passed,  278-115,  without  amendment  H.  R.  2612,  to  Tcuthorizc 
the  D.  C,  Commissioners  to  establish  daylight-3e.ving  time  in  D.  C.  during  tW 
summer  of  1951  (pp.  3671-2) .  *  '  _  ' 


3.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military  training  and  selective 


2- 


servicc  "bill,  .acting  on  ar.iendments  (mm.  36$1— 70o) . 

Agreed  to  committee  amendments  providing  for  a  five-member  National  Secur¬ 
ity  Training  Comission  to  report  to  Congress,  not  later  then  6  months  follow^ 
ing  their  appointment  and  confirmation,  legislative  recommendations  for  a  pro¬ 
gram  to  "build  a  national  Security  Training  Corps*  which  plan  would  then  have  to 
"be  acted  upon  "by  Congress  within  45  days  "before  it  could  toko  effect  (pp. 

3691-705) 


PURCHASING.  The  Expenditures  in  Executive  Departments  Committee  submit  tod  a 
report,  "Survey  of  Procurement  Process"  (E.  Herat.  307)  (p«  3709). 


5.  P.A\0.  The  Subcommittee  on  Poderal  Relations  Uith  International  Organi satins 
of  rhe  Expenditures  in  Executive  Departments  Committee  approved  for  submis¬ 
sion  \p  the  full  committee  an  information  remort,  "Technical  Assistance  Propo¬ 
sals  orvfche  Pood  and  Agriculture  Organization  of  the  United  Nations  V\m.  D27l)  * 


of  Mexican 


6.  PARE  LABORAVThe  Judiciary  Committee'  authorised  its  Subcommittee  31b •  1  to  in¬ 

vestigate  thtv  Mexican  wetback  situation  dealing  with  illegal  ojjKT^ 
migratory  la. "boy  into  this  country  (a .  D272)  • 

7.  MONOPOLIES.  •  The  ^di clary  Committee  report  ed  without  anen^ient  H*  H.  2401,  in— Q 
creasing  criminal  -p^ialtics  under  the  Sherman  Ant i t ru s t J&c t  (id.  Hc-pt •  30o) 

(p.  3709)- 


g.  REPORT.  A  renort  has  0 cay  issued  on  "Work  and  Act  rustics  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Agriculture  for  th  •  Second  Session  of  the  Eighty—  first  Congress*"  It  dis¬ 
cusses  the  study  of  r 0 r- car c!k  and  market i ng  •  programs ,  foreign' agricultural  re¬ 
lations,-  fertiliser,  farm  machinery,  foot— and^iouth  disca.sc »  commodity  ex¬ 
changes,  terminal  markets,  and  yarn  labor*  /A  copy  has  been  sent  to  the  head 
of  each  agency  of  the  Departments  A  few  additional  comics  are  available  in 
this  Division. 


SE1U 


HOT  IN  SESSION.  Next  meeting  Apr.  Il/l951. 


9.  LOANS;  CLAE-iS.  The  Tanking  eurocurrency  Commafcteo  unanimously  voted  to  renort  ( 
with  amendments  S.  930 1  to  ajffond  the  AssignnehV of  Claims  Act  of  1940,  so  as 


to  encourage  banks  and  othjffr  financial  institutions  to  make  loans  to  Govcrn- 
nent  contractors  on  the  Assignment  of  Government  contracts  (pi  D269) . 


10.  HOUSING  LOANS.  One  of/^ho  amendments  offered  by  Sen.  TSfoarkna.n  to  S.  3^9  >  "the 

defense  housing  biljp'  (see  Digest  63)  would  extend  unt i^July  1,  1953 »  the  auth- 
oritjr  of  the  Veterans 1  Administration  to  make  direct  loa.rfeg  to  vet erans, under 


certain  conditions,  for  construction  or  improvement  of  farmhouses .  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  in  tho/oill  as  massed  by  the  .Senate  and  would  also  rV.iovc  the  limita¬ 


tion  of  $150,000,000  on  such  loans.-  This  authority  was  fir  striven  the  Vet¬ 


er  a.ns  1  Ad/ 


nistration  by  the  Housing  Act  of  1550>  section  512. 

TILLS  INTRODUCED 


11.  A.A.A6T.  H.  R.  3625,  by  Rem.  Abb-itt,  Va . ,  H.  R.  3~2o,  by  Rem.  Burton, 

Hj/R.  3627 ,  by  Rep.  Ha.rrison,  7a.,  and  H.  R.  3  J75»  by  Rep.  Stanley,  7a,.  ,\to 
me nd  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1932;  to  Agriculture  Committee  (u' 


2.  TPAFSPCRTATIOIT.  H.  R.  3635»  by  Rem.  Rankin,  Miss*,  to  ammromriatc  funds  for  coi 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the.  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri 2^—- - 

— - — "TKere  was  no  objection. 

1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 

MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE 

ACT 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide 
for  the  common  defense  and  security 
of  the  United  States  and  to  permit 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by 
authorizing  universal  military  training 
and  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill,  S.  1,  with 
Mr.  Cooper  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Commit¬ 
tee  rose  on  Friday,  April  6,  1951,  gen¬ 
eral  debate  had  been  concluded  on  the 
bill.  Under  House  Resolution  171,  the 
committee  substitute  will  be  considered 
as  an  original  bill  for  the  purpose  of 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  will  now  read  the  commit¬ 
tee  substitute  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended, 
is  hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  1  of  said  act 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Section  1.  (a)  This  act  may  be  cited  as 
the  ‘Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act’.” 

(b)  The  first  two  sentences  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  said  act  are  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
title,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the 
United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages  of 
18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years,  at  the 
time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  at¬ 
tains  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months  after 
having  been  required  to  register  pursuant 
to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  otherwise 
liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this 
title,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
or  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps:  Provided,  That  any  such 
person  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  18 
years  and  6  months  shall,  as  soon  as  prac¬ 
ticable  following  his  registration,  be  classi¬ 
fied  and  examined  physically  and  mentally 
in  order  to  determine  his  availability  for 
induction  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  upon  his  attaining 
the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months.  Any  citi¬ 
zen  of  a  foreign  country,  who  has  not  de¬ 
clared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  and  who  is  not  deferrable 
or  exempt  from  training  and  service  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title  (other  than  this 
subsection),  shall  be  relieved  from  liability 
for  training  and  service  under  this  title  if, 
prior  to  his  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces, 
he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved  from 
such  liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  President;  but  any 
person  who  makes  such  application  shall 
thereafter  be  debarred  from  becoming  a  citi¬ 
zen  of  tho  United  States.” 


(c)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  hereby  amended  to  read:  “The  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 
whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to 
select  and  induct  into  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service 
in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  or  for 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  as  hereafter  provided  (including  but 
not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age 
group  or  age  groups)  such  number  of  per¬ 
sons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  main¬ 
tain  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and 
to  further  the  purposes  of  this  act.” 

(d)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  said  act  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows:  “No  person  shall  be  inducted  into 
the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service 
or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  under  this  title  until  his  accept¬ 
ability  in  all  respects,  including  his  physi¬ 
cal  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satisfactorily 
determined  under  standards  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense :  Provided,  That  the 
minimum  standards  for  physical  and  mental 
acceptability  established  pursuant  to  this 
subsection  shall  not  be  higher  than  those 
applied  to  persons  inducted  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  26  in  January  1945.” 

(e)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  said  act  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following:  “Every  per¬ 
son  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  following 
his  induction  be  given  full  and  adequate 
military  training  for  service  in  the  armed 
force  into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of 
not  less  than  4  months,  and  no  person  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall,  during 
this  4  months’  period,  be  assigned  for  duty 
at  any  installation  located  on  land  outside 
the  United  States,  its  Territories,  and  pos¬ 
sessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone);  and  no 
person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title  shall,  during  the 
6-month  period  immediately  following  his 
induction,  be  assigned  for  duty,  in  a  combat 
area  on  land  located  outside  the  United 
States,  its  Territories  and  possessions  (in¬ 
cluding  the  Canal  Zone).” 

(f)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  act 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “(b)  Each  per¬ 
son  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under 
the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  serve  on  active  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  for  a  period  of  26  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  released,  transferred,  or  dis¬ 
charged  in  accordance  with  procedures  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise 
prescribed  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of 
this  title.” 

(g)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(1)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  may,  during 
the  effective  period  of  this  act,  apply  for 
a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed 
in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his 
application  shall  be  accepted :  Provided,  That 
his  services  can  be  effectively  utilized  and 
that  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such 
service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the 
head  of  the  department  concerned:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  active  service  performed 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice 
his  status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve 
component:  And  provided  further,  That  any 
person  who  was  a  member  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter 
continued  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  re¬ 
serve  component,  shall,  if  his  application  for 
active  duty  made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph 
is  denied,  be  deferred  from  induction  under 
this  title  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to 
active  duty  or  ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily 
in  such  reserve  component. 
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“(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  deter¬ 
mined  under  section  5(b)  for  the  subdivision 
in  which  he  resides,  any  person,  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  26,  shall  be  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the 
training  and  service  prescribed  in  subsection 
(b),  but  no  person  who  so  volunteers  shall 
be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  so 
long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

“(3)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  is  author¬ 
ized  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
any  person,  after  attaining  the  age  of  18, 
shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer 
for  induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  for  the  training  prescribed 
in  subsection  (lc)  of  section  4  of  this  title. 

“(4)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of 
17  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  par¬ 
ents  or  guardian  be  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training 
and  service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b). 

“(5)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  is  author¬ 
ized  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  title 
any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  17 
shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents 
or  guardian  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
volunteer  for  induction  into  th%  National 
Security  Training  Corps  for  the  training  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this 
title.” 

(h)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such 
act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  June 
25,  1950,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed 
in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  prior  to  attaining  the 
twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall 
be  required  to  serve  on  active  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  pe¬ 
riod  of  6  years,  unless  sooner  discharged 
on  the  grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  regulations  and  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 
the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard).  Each  such 
person,  on  release  from  active  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
shall,  if  physically  and  mentally  qualified, 
be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for 
the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is 
required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such 
reserve  component  during  such  period.  In 
case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard) ,  deter¬ 
mines  that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  ap¬ 
pointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized 
unit  of  a  reserve  component  or  an  officers’ 
training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which 
he  served  is  available  to,  and  can,  without 
undue  personal  hardship,  be  filled  by  any 
such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such 
person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appoint¬ 
ment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  or¬ 
ganized  unit  or  officers’  training  program, 
and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
with  respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard) ,  may 
provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be  as 
nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  re¬ 
lease  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required 
by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of  individ¬ 
uals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted 
into  organized  units  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other  re- 
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serve  components.  Nothing  in  this  subsec¬ 
tion  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  per¬ 
son,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called 
to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force.” 

(i)  Subsection  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4 
are  repealed. 

(j)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by  striking 
out  the  word  “twenty-one”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  the  word  “twenty-six.” 

(k)  Section  4  of  said  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  tfiat  such 
action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international 
conditions,  the  Presiderft,  upon  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  au¬ 
thorized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall  be 
uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed 
Forces,  and  uniform  in  its  applications  to  all 
persons  inducted  under  this  title  but  which 
may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide  for 
(A)  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this 
title  but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time 
than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or  (B) 
eliminating  periods  of  service  required  un¬ 
der  this  title. 

"(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  con¬ 
current  resolution  declare — 

“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  per¬ 
sons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  de¬ 
creased  to  any  period  less  than  26  months 
which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolu¬ 
tion;  or 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  should  be  elimi¬ 
nated, 

the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age  group 
or  groups  designated  in  any  such  resolution 
shall  be  so  decreased  or  eliminated,  as  the 
case  may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  service 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have 
not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of 
the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated  by 
the  President  or  by  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  fore¬ 
going  provisions  of  this  section,  all  indi¬ 
viduals  then  or  thereafter  liable  for  induc¬ 
tion  under  section  4  of  this  title  who  on 
that  date  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth 
anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and 
have  not  been  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  be  liable,  effective  on  such  date, 
for  induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  as  hereinafter  established 
for  initial  military  training  for  a  period  of 
6  months;  Provided,  That  persons  deferred 
under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  this  title 
shall  not  be  relieved  from  liability  for  induc¬ 
tion  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  solely  by  reason  of  having  exceeded 
the  age  of  19  years  during  the  period  of  such 
deferment. 

“(3)  There  is  hereby  established  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  (here¬ 
in  called  the  Commission) ,  which  shall  be 
composed  of  five  members,  three  of  whom 
shall  be  civilians;  of  the  remaining  two  mem¬ 
bers  one  shall  be  an  active  or  retired  member 
of  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
the  other  shall  be  a  member  *  of  a  reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  a  person 
entitled  to  retired  or  retirement  pay  because 
of  his  service  as  a  member  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent.  Members  of  the  Commission  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from 
among  persons  of  outstanding  national  repu¬ 
tation.  The  President  shall  select  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Commission  from  among  its 
civilian  members.  No  person  who  has  been 
on  active  duty  as  a  commissioned  officer  in 
a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces 
shall  be  eligible  for  appointment  as  a  civilian 
member  of  the  Commission.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  have  a  seal  which  shall  be  judi¬ 
cially  noted.  At  such  time  as  the  Commis¬ 


sion  shall  be  appointed,  in  accordance  with 
this  paragraph,  there  shall  be  established 
a  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

“(4)  The  term  of  office  of  two  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Commission  shall  be  2  years. 
The  term  of  office  of  the  remaining  ■  three 
members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  for 
3,  4,  and  5  years,  respectively.  Any  individual 
appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  by  the 
death,  resignation,  or  removal  of  a  member, 
shall  be  appointed  only  for  the  unexpired 
term  of  such  member.  Members  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  while  actually  serving  with  the 
Commission,  shall  receive  a  per  diem  of  not 
to  exceed  $50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the 
business  of  the  Commission  and  shall  be 
allowed  transportation  and  a  per  diem  in 
lieu  of  subsistence  of  $9  while  away  from 
their  homes  or  places  of  business  pursuant 
to  such  business. 

“(5)  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  President,  direct  and  control 
the  training  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  which  training  shall  be  basic  mili¬ 
tary  training.  It  shall  establish  such  poli¬ 
cies  and  standards  with  respect  to  the  con¬ 
duct  of  initial  military  training  of  members 
cf  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as 
are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
this  act.  The  Commission  shall  make  ade¬ 
quate  provisions  for  the  moral  and  spiritual 
welfare  of  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps.  Subject  to  the  direction  of 
the  President,  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Commission 
shall  designate  the  military  departments  to 
carry  out  such  training.  Each  military  de¬ 
partment  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such 
military  training  in  accordance  with  the 
policies,  standards,  and  directives  of  the 
Commission. 

“(6)  The  Commission  is  authorized,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  civil-service  laws  and  the  Classi¬ 
fication  Act  of  1949,  to  employ  and  fix  the 
compensation  of  such  officers  and  employees 
as  it  deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform 
its  functions. 

"(7)  The  Commission  shall  prepare  and 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  plan  or  plans  for — 

“(i)  a  program  of  initial  military  training 
deemed  by  the  Commission  to  be  appropriate 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  which 
program  shall  include  the  types  of  basic 
military  training  to  be  given  members  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps; 

“(ii)  measures  for  the  personal  safety, 
health,  welfare,  and  morals  of  members  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps; 

"(iii)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with 
penalties  for  violation  thereof; 

“(iv)  such  other  policies  and  standards 
as  may  be  established  under  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (5)  of  this  subsection;  and 

“(v)  recommendations  with  respect  to  dis¬ 
ability  and  death  benefits  and  other  benefits, 
and  the  obligations,  duties,  liabilities,  and 
responsibilities,  to  be  granted  or  imposed 
upon  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps. 

“(8)  No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  until 
after — 

“(1)  the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of 
60  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of 
the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which 
the  plan  provided  for  in  paragraph  (7)  of 
this  subsection  is  transmitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  referred  to  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  during  which  60-day  period 
there  has  not  been  passed  by  either  of  the 
two  Houses  of  the  Congress,  by  the  affirma¬ 
tive  vote  of  a  majority  of  either  House,  a 
resolution  stating  in  substance  that  that 
House  does  not  favor  such  plan:  Provided, 
That  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of 
both  Houses  to  which  the  p'an  is  referred 
shall,  not  later  than  the  expiration  of  the 
first  period  of  45  calendar  days  of  con¬ 
tinuous  sessions  of  the  Congress,  following 
the  date  on  which  the  plan  provided  for 
in  paragraph  (7)  of  this  subsection  is  trans¬ 


mitted  to  the  Congress,  report  a  resolution 
to  their  respective  Houses  approving  or  dis¬ 
approving  the  plan  submitted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  its  recommendations  thereon, 
and  such  resolution  shall  be  privileged  and 
may  be  called  up  by  any  member  of  either 
House;  and 

"(2)  the  period  of  service  required  under 
this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of 
their  birth  has  been  eliminated  by  the 
President  or  by  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  Congress  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(2)  of  this  subsection. 

“(9)  Following  the  adoption  of  a  plan 
submitted  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (8),  the  Commission  may,  if 
changes  to  the  plan  are  deemed  desirable 
by  the  Commission,  submit  such  changes 
to  the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedure  prescribed  in  paragraph  (8),  and 
such  changes  shall  be  acted  upon  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (8). 

“110)  Six  months  following  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  induction  of  persons  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and 
semiannually  thereafter,  the  Commission 
shall  submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehen¬ 
sive  report  describing  in  detail  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  including  the  number  of  persons  in¬ 
ducted  therein,  a  list  of  camps  and  stations 
at  which  training  is  being  conducted,  a  re¬ 
port  on  the  number  of  deaths  and  injuries 
occurring  during  such  training  and  the 
causes  thereof,  an  estimate  of  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  the  persons  inducted  therein,  in¬ 
cluding  an  analysis  of  the  disciplinary  prob¬ 
lems  encountered  during  the  preceding  6 
months,  the  number  of  civilian  employees 
of  the  Commission  and  the  administrative 
costs  of  the  Commission.  Simultaneously, 
there  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Congress  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  report  setting 
forth  an  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  train¬ 
ing  conducted  during  the  preceding  6 
months,  the  cost  of  the  training  program 
chargeable  to  the  appropriations  made  to 
the  Department  of  Defense,  and  the  number 
of  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces  directly 
engaged  in  the  conduct  of  such  training. 

“(11)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  com¬ 
pensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  each  such  person,  hav¬ 
ing  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such 
terms  are  defined  in  the  Career  Compensa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum 
of  the  basic  allowance  for  quarters  provided 
for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l  by  section  302 
(f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949 
as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’ 
Assistance  Act  of  1950  as  may  be  extended  or 
amended  plus  $40  so  long  as  such  person 
has  in  effect  an  allotment  equal  to  the 
amount  of  such  dependency  allowance  for 
the  support  of  the  dependent  or  dependents 
on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed. 

“(12)  No  person  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  as¬ 
signed  for  training  at  an  installation  lo¬ 
cated  on  land  outside  the  continental  United 
States,  except  that  residents  of  Territories 
and  possessions  of  the  United  States  may  be 
trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession  from 
which  they  were  Inducted.” 

(1)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  act 
is  amended  by  Inserting  before  the  period  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following  words:  “:  And 
provided  further,  That  nothing  herein  shall 
be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  in¬ 
duction  of  persons  by  age  group  or  groups 
under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President.” 

(m)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “the  effective  date 
of  this  title,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“February  1,  1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  “six 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


1951 

months”  a  comma  and  the  words  "prior  to 
the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are 
available  to  the  National  Guard  to  enable  it 
to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by  cur¬ 
rent  appropriations,  and  prior  to  the  receipt 
of  orders  to  report  for  induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  "subsection  (b)” 
a  comma  and  the  following:  "paragraph  (1) 
of  this  subsection,”. 

(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said 
act  is  amended  by  inserting  the  words  “mid¬ 
shipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Reserve,  United 
States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in 
an  officer  procurement  program  at  military 
colleges  the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;”  immediately 
following  the  words  "cadets,  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Academy;”. 

(o)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said 
act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any 
person  who,  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter 
be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in 
the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer 
candidate  training  program  established  by 
the  act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057), 
as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  officers’  candi¬ 
date  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  platoon 
leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  of¬ 
ficer  procurement  programs  of  the  'Coast 
Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  ap¬ 
pointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Re¬ 
serve,  while  undergoing  professional  train¬ 
ing;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  de¬ 
partment  having  Jurisdiction  over  him  (or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard),  not  less  than 
2  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a 
commission;  and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a 
member  of  a  regular  or  reserve  component 
until  the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt 
of  a  commission  in  accordance  with  his  ob¬ 
ligation  under  subsection  (d)  of  section  4 
of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induc¬ 
tion  under  this  title  until  after  completion 
or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction 
and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or 
reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but 
shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such 
persons  except  those  persons  who  have  pre¬ 
viously  completed  an  initial  period  of  mili¬ 
tary  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active 
military  training  and  service  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  while  enrolled  in  such  programs  to 
complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as  de¬ 
termined  under  regulations  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast 
Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training 
to  an  initial  period  of  military  training. 
There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active 
commissioned  service  of  any  person  who  has 
agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in 
return  for  financial  assistance  while  attend¬ 
ing  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  train¬ 
ing  program  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  1 
year. 

"(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs 
enumerated  in  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast 
Guard)  may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the 
military  departments  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish  of¬ 
ficer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  com¬ 
missioning  of  persons  on  active  duty. 

"(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  pro¬ 
viding,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  ub- 
section  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment 
from  training  and  service  of  any  category 


or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(p)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regualtions  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  from  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  of  any  or  all  categories  of 
persons  whose  employment  in  industry,  ag¬ 
riculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employ¬ 
ment,  or  whose  continued  service  in  an  of¬ 
fice  (other  than  an  office  described  in  sub¬ 
section  (f),  under  the  United  States  or  any 
State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  or  whose  activity  in  study, 
research,  or  medical,  dental,  optometric,  os¬ 
teopathic,  chiropractic,  scientific,  or  other 
endeavors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety, 
or  interest:  Provided,  That  no  person  within 
any  such  category  shall  be  deferred  except 
upon  the  basis  of  his  individual  status:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  persons  who  are  or  may 
be  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  remain  liable  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  for  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this 
act  until  the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  the 
date  of  their  birth.  This  proviso  shall  not  be 
construed  to  prevent  the  continued  defer¬ 
ment  of  such  persons  if  otherwse  deferable 
under  any  other  provisions  of  this  act.  The 
President  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  train¬ 
ing  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 

(1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a 
status  with  respect  to  persons  (other  than 
wives  alone  except  in  cases  of  extreme  hard¬ 
ship)  dependent  upon  them  for  support 
which  renders  their  deferment  advisable, 
and  (2)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those  per¬ 
sons  found  to  be  physically,  mentally,  or 
morally  deficient  or  defective.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  whether  or  not  the  de¬ 
ferment  of  any  person  is  advisable,  because 
of  his  status  with  respect  to  persons  depend¬ 
ent  upon  him  for  support,  any  payments 
of  allowances  which  are  payable  by  the 
United  States  to  the  dependents  of  persons 
serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  but 
the  fact  that  such  payments  of  allowances 
are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed  conclusively 
to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when 
the  dependency  is  based  upon  financial  con¬ 
siderations  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  re¬ 
move  the  ground  for  deferment  when  the 
dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  finan¬ 
cial  considerations  and  cannot  be  eliminated 
by  financial  assistance  to  the  dependents. 
The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have 
children,  or  wives  and  children,  with  whom 
they  may  maintain  a  bona  fide  family  rela¬ 
tionship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from 
such  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  made  in  the  case  of 
any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the 
status  of  such  individual.  There  shall  be 
posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at  the  office  of 
each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the 
names  and  classifications  of  those  persons 
who  have  been  classified  by  such  local 
board.” 

(q)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  act 
Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

"(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfac¬ 
torily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  in¬ 
struction  at  a  high  school  or  similar  in¬ 
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stitution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts 
being  presented  to  the  local  board,  be  de¬ 
ferred  (A)  until  the  time  of  his  graduation 
therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  twen¬ 
tieth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until 
he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
source  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  ear¬ 
liest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactorily 
pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at 
a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution 
is  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this 
title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented 
to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the 
end  of  such  academic  year,  or  (B)  until  he 
ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course 
of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  any  person  who  has  heretofore 
had  his  induction  postponed  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  6  (i)  (2)  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948;  or  any  person  who  has 
heretofore  been  deferred  as  a  student  under 
section  6  (h)  of  said  act;  or  any  person  who 
hereafter  is  deferred  under  the  provision  of 
this  subsection,  shall  not  be  further  deferred 
by  reason  of  pursuit  of  a  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  in¬ 
stitution  except  as  may  be  provided  by  reg¬ 
ulations  prescribed  by  the  President  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (h) 
of  this  section.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph 
shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  President 
from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed 
under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  of  any  category  or 
categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(r)  Section  7  of  said  act  is  hereby  re¬ 
pealed. 

(s)  (1)  Section  9  (b)  (A)  (1)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “If  still  qualified  to  per¬ 
form  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored 
to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held 
by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise, 
to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and 
pay;  or”. 

(2)  Section  9  (b)  (B)  (i)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform 
the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to 
such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 
a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to 
a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and 
pay;  or”. 

(3)  Section  9  (b)  (C)  (i)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  “If  still  qualified  to  per¬ 
form  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored 
to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held 
by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise, 
to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and 
pay;  or”. 

(t)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  Reserve 
component)  and  who  serves  for  not  more 
than  4  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be 
entitled  upon  release  from  service  under 
honorable  conditions  to  all  the  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for 
by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June 
24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty  (other  than 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  physical 
fitness),  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order 
or  call  to  active  duty  shall,  upon  his  relief 
from  active  duty  under  honorable  condi¬ 
tions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment 
rights  and  benefits  provided  by  this  section 
in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved  from 
active  duty  not  later  than  4  years  after  the 
date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon 
after  the  expiration  of  such  4  years  as  he  is 
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able  to  obtain  orders  relieving  him  from 
active  duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position 
described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted 
a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering, 
determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or 
performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  re¬ 
lease  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejec¬ 
tion,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes  appli¬ 
cation  for  reinstatement  within-  30  days 
following  his  release,  be  reinstated  in  his 
position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority, 
status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may 
be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated.” 

(u)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said 
act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  words  "or  persons  appointed  to  or  serv¬ 
ing  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 
Board.” 

(v)  Section  10  of  said  act  is  amended  by 
(1)  amending  the  sixth  sentence  of  the  pro¬ 
viso  appearing  in  section  10  (b)  (3)  to  read 
as  follows:  “There  shall  be  not  less  than 
one  appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of 
each  Federal  judicial  district  in  the  United 
States,  and  such  additional  separate  panels 
thereof,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.”;  and 

(2)  By  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a 
new  subsection  as  follows: 

“(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall 
submit  to  the  Congress,  on  or  before  the  3d 
day  of  January  of  each  year,  a  written  report 
covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System  and  such  report  shall  include,  by 
States,  information  as  to  the  number  of  per¬ 
sons  registered  under  this  act;  the  number 
of  persons  inducted  into  the  military  serv¬ 
ice  under  this  act;  and  the  number  of  defer¬ 
ments  granted  under  this  act  and  the  basis 
for  such  deferments.” 

(w)  Section  17  of  said  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this 
title  all  laws  or  any  parts  of  lav/s  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are 
hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated 
for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  shall 
he  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission 
and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  training  carried  out  by  the  mili¬ 
tary  departments  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  this  title,  the  Congress  may,  by  concurrent 
resolution,  terminate  or  suspend  for  a  stated 
period  of  time,  all  inductions  into  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  Any  person  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  the 
adoption  of  said  concurrent  resolution  shall, 
not  more  than  6  months  following  the  adop¬ 
tion  thereof,  be  released  from  training  in 
such  corps,  but  shall  not  be  relieved  from 
his  obligation  to  serve  in  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  as  provided  in  section  4  (d)  (3)  of 
this  title.  ' 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  this  title,  no  person  shall  be  Inducted  for 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
after  July  1,  1954.” 

(x)  Section  21  of  such  act  is  amended  (1) 
by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951,”  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  “July  1,  1953,”  and  (2)  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following  at  the  end  thereof:  “Any 
member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve 
who  served  on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  90 
days  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed 
Forces  between  the  period  December  7,  1941, 
and  September  2,  1945,  inclusive,  or  for  a 
period  of  12  months  or  more  in  any  branch 


of  the  Armed  Forces  between  the  period 
September  16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948,  in¬ 
clusive,  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  pursuant  to  this  sec¬ 
tion,  shall  upon  the  completion  of  12  or 
more  months  of  active  duty  since  June  25, 
1950,  if  he  makes  application  therefor  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  branch  of  service  in 
which  he  is  serving,  be  released  from  active 
duty.” 

Mr.  JAVITS  (interrupting  the  read¬ 
ing).  Mr.  Chairman,  a  parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will, 
state  it. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Is  it  appropriate  at  this 
time  to  offer  an  amendment  which  will 
follow  line  11,  which  was  just  read  by  the 
Clerk? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  is  not  proper  to 
offer  amendment  until  section  1  of  the 
bill  has  been  read. 

Mr.  VINSON  (interrupting  the  reading 
of  the  amendment) .  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  dispense  with 
the  further  reading  of  section  1,  and  that 
it  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 

state  j|^ 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  have 
an  amendment  which  comes  right  after 
the  enacting  clause.  Could  the  Chair¬ 
man  inform  me  when  I  should  present 
it? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  not 
able  to  advise  the  gentleman  when  he 
should  present  his  own  amendment. 

The  Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  I  offer  a  committee  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  committee  amendment. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substi¬ 
tute  for  the  bill  under  consideration.  Am 
I  correct  in  believing  that  following  the 
reading  of  the  first  section,  which  has 
just  been  completed,  committee  amend¬ 
ments  are  in  order  and  take  precedence 
over  any  amendment  or  substitute;  and 
that  following  the  completion  of  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  committee  amendments  or 
amendments  to  committee  amendments 
the  substitute  to  which  I  refer  is  in  or¬ 
der? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
correct.  It  is  in  order  to  offer  a  substi¬ 
tute  after  the  reading  of  the  first  section 
of  the  bill  and  after  the  committee 
amendments  have  been  presented  and 
considered. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  wish  to  apprise  the 
Chair  of  the  fact  that  that  is  my  inten¬ 
tion  and  that  I  have  such  a  substitute 
and  expect  to  offer  it. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 


Mr.  JAVITS.  Is  it  the  intention  of  the 
Chair  to  rule,  therefore,  that  the  sub¬ 
stitute  will  precede  any  other  amend¬ 
ment  except  committee  amendments? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No;  that  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  Chair,  because  that  is 
not  in  conformity  with  the  rules  of  the 
House. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  offers  an 
amendment  which  the  Clerk  will  report. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  Page 
37,  strike  out  lines  3  and  4  and  substitute  in 
lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“(7)  The  Commission  shall  not  less  than 
6  months  following  its  appointment  and  con¬ 
firmation  submit  to  the  Congress  legislative 
recommendations  which  shall  include  but 
not  be  limited  to — ” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  the 
committee  can  understand  from  a  read¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment,  its  purpose  and 
objective  is  that  after  the  Commission 
has  been  appointed  by  the  President  and 
confirmed  by  the  Senate,  then  within  6 
months  the  Commission  must  submit  to 
the  Congress  for  its  consideration  the 
legislative  recommendations  it  thinks 
advisable. 

You  will  see  from  an  examination  of 
page  37  of  the  bill  that  it  would  be 
amended  to  read  this  way: 

The  Commission  shall,  not  later  than  6 
months  following  its  appointment  and  con¬ 
firmation,  submit  to  the  Congress  legislative 
recommendations  which  shall  include  but 
not  be  limited  to — 

And  then  we  enumerate  and  set  out 
certain  facts  that  the  Commission  must 
necessarily  send  up  to  the  Congress  for 
its  consideration. 

Following  that  another  amendment 
v/ill  be  offered  to  the  effect  that  when  the 
Commission  submits  its  report  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  this 
committee  will  be  required  within  45  days 
to  submit  a  report  on  the  recommenda¬ 
tions,  or  a  bill  or  resolution.  If  it  is  a 
bill  or  resolution,  it  will  be  privileged 
and  can  be  called  up  by  any  Member. 
Then  will  start  the  debate  as  to  the  type 
and  character  of  the  plan.  In  other 
words,  we  are  not  delegating  to  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive;  we  are  performing  our  respon¬ 
sibilities.  One  of  our  constitutional  re¬ 
sponsibilities  is  to  provide  and  maintain 
an  army.  You  cannot  provide  and  main¬ 
tain  an  army  unless  you  have  complete 
control  of  the  various  phases  of  the 
Army,  its  plans,  and  its  program.  So  in 
this  language  now  we  are  simply  saying 
that  the  Commission  must  within  6 
months  send  up  to  the  House  its  plans 
and  under  the  next  amendment  that 
those  recommendations  must  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  committee  within  45  days. 
It  does  not  come  to  the  floor  as  a  con¬ 
current  resolution;  it  comes  in  the  form 
of  a  bill.  It  will  be  here  like  any  other 
bill  that  comes  before  the  Congress,  it 
will  be  here  under  all  parliamentary 
rules,  except  one.  It  is  privileged  and 
must  be  and  can  be  called  up  by  any 
Member  of  the  House. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Why  does  the  gentleman 
in  his  second  amendment  to  be  offered 
later  insist  on  the  45-day  privileged 
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status?  Why  not  let  it  go  before  his 
committee  and  that  committee  bring  it 
out  or  not  bring  it  out  the  same  as  any 
other  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  do  not  want  it 
pigeonholed  in  the  committee,  I  do  not 
want  it  blocked  in  the  Rules  Committee. 
I  want  the  Congress  to  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  pass  on  it. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  Do  I  understand  the 
amendment  that  the  gentleman  pro¬ 
poses  contemplates  that  there  shall  be 
a  plan;  in  other  words,  the  gentleman 
says  the  Commission  within  6  months 
shall  submit  its  plan  which  by  the 
gentleman’s  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  will  be  reported  to  the  House  within 
45  days.  Will  it  not  be  within  the  right 
of  the  Congress  to  turn  down  the  plan 
altogether? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course  it  will. 

Mr.  COX.  And  whatever  plan  is 
adopted  will  be  the  plan  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  or  the  plan  of  the  Congress? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  will  be  the  plan  of 
the  Congress.  Let  us  understand  that. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Can  the  gentleman's 
committee  amend  this  plan  before  it 
brings  it  out  or  must  it  bring  the  plan 
out  in  exactly  the  same  form  that  the 
Commission  submits  it? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  committee  can, 
like  we  do  here,  write  a  brand  new  bill. 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  committee  can? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  merely  has  the  ad¬ 
vice  of  what  the  Commission  recom¬ 
mends.  We  do  not  have  to  follow  the 
advice.  We  can  modify  it  or  change  it 
and  when  it  comes  to  the  House  the 
House  does  not  have  to  follow  the  views 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee.  The 
House  can  write  whatever  plan  it  wants 
to  write. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  10 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  Will  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee,  the  gentleman 
now  addressing  the  House,  assure  the 
House  at  this  time  that  under  no  circum¬ 
stances  will  he  yield  to  striking  out  this 
part  of  the  bill  in  the  conference  be¬ 
tween  the  House  and  the  Senate? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  this  at  the 
outset:  Whenever  a  man  is  so  honored  by 
the  Speaker  as  to  be  named  a  member 
of  a  conference  committee,  it  is  his  duty 
to  carry  out  the  views  of  the  body  that  he 
represents.  Now,  whatever  is  written 
here  in  this  bill  in  regard  to  the  acts  of 
the  House,  as  one  conferee,  if  I  am  so 
named  by  the  Speaker,  I  will  try  to  carry 
out  the  views  of  the  House  that  I  repre¬ 
sent.  Of  course,  it  may  be  impossible  to 


get  an  agreement  and  we  will  have  to 
come  back  for  instructions  on  the  part 
of  the  House.  Any  conferee  on  this  bill 
or  any  other  bill  who  goes  beyond  doing 
what  he  thinks  his  body  wants  him  to  do 
is  exceeding  his  authority  as  a  conferee. 
Everybody  understands  that  whatever 
bill  comes  back  will  have  to  be  agreed  to 
by  the  House  again,  either  by  voting  up 
or  voting  down  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  McDONOUGH.  I  understand, 
then,  the  gentleman  will  stand  firm  on 
this  amendment  in  conference? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  insist  as  vigor¬ 
ously  as  I  can  that  the  American  Con¬ 
gress  write  the  plan. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  In  view  of  what  the 
gentleman  is  saying  now  that  whatever 
report  comes  up  from  the  Commission, 
may  I  ask  him,  it  will  have  to  come  be¬ 
fore  the  gentleman’s  committee? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  What  did  the  gentle¬ 
man  mean  a  while  ago  when  he  said  he 
would  not  put  up  with  any  pigeonholing? 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  provide  in  the  bill 
that  the  committee  cannot  pigeonhole  it. 
It  must  report  ultimately  to  the  House 
so  that  the  House  can  within  45  days 
work  its  will. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Then  that  is  another 
instance  of  a  commission  telling  the  Con¬ 
gress  what  to  do? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Why  is  that  not  so  if 
the  gentleman’s  committee  cannot  do 
anything  with  it  but  bring  it  back?  Why 
can  you  not  reject  it,  why  can  you  not 
pigeonhole  it,  if  the  Congress  is  going 
to  legislate? 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  can  kill  it,  we  can 
write  a  plan  of  our  own,  we  can  bring  it 
in  here  after  the  Commission  has  sub¬ 
mitted  its  plan. 

Mi-.  HALLE  CK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  As  I  understand  the 
proposition,  the  gentleman’s  committee 
could  not  kill  the  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course,  it  could  kill 
it,  probably,  in  the  sense  it  could  not  do 
something  within  45  days,  but  in  sub¬ 
stance  it  could  write  whatever  it  thought 
necessary  to  write. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  like  to  in¬ 
quire,  as  a  practical  matter:  The  gen¬ 
tleman  has  said  that  the  committee  will 
write  the  bill  the  way  it  wants  to;  that 
it  will  take  into  consideration  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Commission.  Assume 
that  the  committee,  of  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  the  chairman,  could  not  agree 
upon  the  terms  of  a  bill;  then,  under  this 
procedure,  which  is  quite  novel,  I  might 
say  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  what 
would  the  situation  be? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Well,  if  the  committee 
cannot  agree,  why,  we  will  continue  to 
work,  as  we  have  done  repeatedly,  until 
we  do  agree.  Someone  will  give  way 
until  we  get  a  plan  out  here. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  As  I  understand,  you 
have  a  provision  in  here  that  requires 


your  committee  to  bring  the  matter  to 
the  floor  within  45  days. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  ** 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Well,  then,  certainly 
if  the  committee  could  not  agree,  you 
could  not  bring  it  in  within  the  45  days. 

Mr.  VINSON.  All  right;  then  they 
submit  to  the  House  that  they  could  not 
agree. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course;  then  on 
what  would  the  House  act? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Then  the  House  could 
act  on  whatever  views  the  House  wanted 
to  act  on. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  It  strikes  me,  I  might 
say  to  the  gentleman,  that  the  idea  of 
the  Commission  to  study  this  matter  is 
not,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  a  bad 
thing.  I  can  see  much  good  in  it.  But 
the  compulsory  provisions  as  against  his 
committee  that  the  gentleman  has  in¬ 
corporated  in  this  amendment  certainly 
are  a  departure  from  the  Hoover  Com¬ 
mission  proposals.  For  instance,  when 
the  Hoover  Commission  was  set  up  it  was 
directed  to  report  to  the  Congress  for 
action  by  the  Congress.  Now  let  me  ask 
the  gentleman  one  further  question. 
Can  he  conceive  of  a  situation  6  months 
and  45  days  from  now  that  might  in¬ 
volve  all-out  war  with  tremendous -other 
problems  that  would  be  confronting  the 
Congress?  Under  those  circumstances, 
does  he  think  that  the  Congress  should 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  this  sort 
of  a  measure  with  no  alternative  left  to 
the  House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course,  the  House 
can  always  act  on  any  legislative  matter 
that  is  laid  before  it. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  The  commission  that  is 
provided  for  has  no  power  to  put  into 
effect  any  plan  that  it  might  devise  until 
there  is  congressional  action. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  COX.  And  until  such  action  by 
Congress  the  Commission  serves  only  in 
an  advisory  capacity. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mi\  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Is  it  a  fact  that  if  the 
gentleman’s  committee  takes  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  report  and  reworks  it  and 
brings  it  up  within  45  days,  that  is  the 
bill  that  we  would  work  upon? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JUDD.  And  if  the  gentleman’s 
committee  should  not  do  anything 
within  45  days,  then  any  Member  could 
bring  up  the  Commission’s  report  and 
the  House  would  have  to  act  upon  that; 
is  that  a  correct  statement? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  I  would  say  that 
it  would  be  reported  out  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  It  will  be  acted  on  within  45 
days  and  laid  before  the  House  in  a 
certain,  intelligent  form  for  the  House 
to  act  on  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mr.  JUDD.  So  what  will  be  called 
ut>  is  what  your  committee  brings  in 
after  study  of  the  Commission  report? 
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Mr.  VINSON.  As  a  background  of 
what  the  Commission  has  set  up. 

Mr.  JUDD.  What  is  called  up  is  not 
necessarily  the  Commission  report. 

Mr.  VINSON.  No. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  is  what  you  do  with 
the  report. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Let 
me  say  this  at  the  outset  that  I  intend 
to  support  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
as  a  great  improvement  over  the  pres¬ 
ent  language  contained  in  the  bill.  But, 
there  is  one  question  I  would  like  to 
ask,  rather  one  criticism  that  I  would 
like  to  make  of  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment,  and  that  is  I  do  not  understand 
exactly  whether  the  House  will  be  able 
to  give  full  consideration  to  this  legis¬ 
lation  when  it  is  called  up  under  a  privi¬ 
leged  motion. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  me  read  the  next 
amendment  so  that  you  will  get  it  all 
clear : 

The  Commission  shall,  not  later  than  6 
months  following  its  appointment  and  con¬ 
firmation,  submit  to  the  Congress  legisla¬ 
tive  recommendations  which  shall  include, 
but  not  be  limited  to. 

Note  that  “which  shall  include,  but  not 
be  limited  to”  certain  things  we  put  in 
the  bill. 

Then,  on  page  38,  the  amendment  is  to 
strike  out  all  of  lines  1  through  20,  in¬ 
clusive,  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

(1)  The  legislative  recommendations  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  paragraph  (7)  shall  have  been 
enacted  with  or  without  amendments  into 
law:  Provided,  That  such  recommendations 
shall  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  and  both  committees  shall,  not 
later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first  period 
of  45  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions 
of  the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which 
the  recommendations  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graph  (7)  of  this  subsection  are  transmitted 
to  the  Congress,  report  thereon  to  their  re¬ 
spective  Houses:  Provided  further,  That  any 
bill  or  resolution  so  reported  shall  be  privi¬ 
leged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any  Member 
of  either  House  but  shall  be  subject  to 
amendment  as  if  it  were  not  so  privileged. 

That  is  the  whole  system. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield  further,  as  I  understand  that  lan¬ 
guage  it  contemplates  action  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  to  report  a  bill 
or  resolution  to  the  House. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  me  get  back  to 
my  original  inquiry:  If  the  committee 
cannot  agree  on  such  a  resolution  or  bill, 
what  then  would  be  the  circumstance? 
To  my  mind,  nothing  would  be  reported 
or  could  be  reported,  hence  there  would 
be  nothing  before  the  House  for  consid¬ 
eration;  that  is,  I  take  it  that  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Commission  would  not 
have  the  status  of  an  introduced  bill  or 
resolution. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course,  it  would  not. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  would 
be  the  first  to  insist  that  his  committee 
act  upon  it  and  report  it  as  a  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right;  exactly. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  anyone  sought  to 
circumvent  his  committee,  I  am  quite 


sure  he  would  be  quite  vigorous  in  his 
denunciation  of  any  such  tactics. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Exactly. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  To  my  mind,  it  pre¬ 
sents  the  very  definite  question  as  to 
what  the  situation  would  be  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  committee  could  not  agree  on  a 
bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  committee  could 
not  agree,  or  the  House  could  not  agree 
and  did  not  write  a  bill,  they  would  not 
have  any  bill.  You  would  not  have  any 
plan  to  operate  the  universal-military¬ 
training  language.  You  just  would  not 
have  a  plan.  You  have  to  do  something, 
and  this  is  an  effort  to  start  it.  If  the 
House  says,  “No;  we  will  turn  it  down,” 
you  do  not  have  a  plan  then.  You  would 
have  to  start  all  over  again.  If  the 
Commission  says,  “This  is  my  plan,”  and 
the  committee  says,  “We  won’t  accept  it, 
but  we  will  submit  to  the  House  this 
plan,”  and  then  the  House  says,  “We 
won’t  accept  that,”  why,  it  goes  back  and 
you  do  not  have  a  plan  then.  What  I  am 
driving  at  is  this — let  the  Congress  write 
the  plan. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  I  am  for 
that,  as  I  said  earlier  to  the  gentleman. 
I  do  not  object  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Commission.  To  my  mind,  that 
would  be  a  good  thing. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  However,  is  not  the 
essence  of  the  gentleman’s  proposal  the 
appointment  of  the  Commission  and  the 
report  of  that  Commission  to  the  Con¬ 
gress,  the  report  being  some  sort  of  basis 
upon  which  the  Congress  would  then 
undertake  to  act? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  could  be  the  basis, 
but  it  does  not  have  to  be  the  conclusion. 
It  could  be  the  basis,  but  it  does  not  have 
to  be  what  the  committee  recommends. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman;  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  be  permitted  to  proceed 
for  five  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Oklahoma? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  call  the 
gentleman’s  attention  to  the  provisions 
of  the  amendment  which  requires  the 
committee  to  report  to  the  House  within 
45  days  and  report  upon  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendations.  This  does  not 
require  the  committee  to  report  to  the 
House  within  45  days  a  bill  for  a  plan, 
but  requires  the  committee  to  report  to 
the  House  upon  the  Commission’s  recom¬ 
mendations.  If  the  committee  could  not 
agree  with  the  recommendations,  it 
would  report  to  the  House  within  45  days 
that  it  could  not  agree,  and  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BONNER.  What  is  this  privilege 
of  which  the  gentleman  spoke?  The 
gentleman  says  any  Member  could  call 
up  the  bill  on  a  privileged  motion.  What 
is  privileged,  then? 


Mr.  VINSON.  The  privileged  matter 
would  be  any  bill  or  resolution  so  re¬ 
ported. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Who  would  report  it  if 
the  committee  could  not  agree  on  re¬ 
porting  it  to  the  House?  What  would  be 
reported? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Now  the  gentleman  is 
splitting  hairs  and  is  dodging  around 
matters  which  cannot  arise. 

Mr.  BONNER.  How  much  debate 
would  there  be  on  this  privileged  matter? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  would  be  privileged, 
but  you  could  go  before  the  Committee 
on  Rules  and  get  a  rule  to  have  it  con¬ 
sidered  like  the  other  bill. 

Mr.  BONNER.  What  would  be  privi¬ 
leged?  Would  it  be  the  Commission  re¬ 
port  which  would  be  privileged  ? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  would  be  either  the 
Commission’s  report,  if  we  could  not 
agree  on  a  bill  to  be  reported,  or  else  it 
would  be  the  bill  reported  out  by  the 
committee.  You  see,  what  we  are  driv¬ 
ing  at  is  that  we  are  trying  to  get  it  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  and  let  the  House 
say  what  kind  of  a  plan  should  be 
adopted.  That  is  what  we  are  trying  to 
do  and  that  is  the  whole  objective. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  If  the  committee  votes 
down  this  proposal,  may  I  ask  him 
whether  we  will  have  a  straight-out  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  proposal  to  vote 
on  on  final  passage? 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  you  vote  this  down 
and  it  comes  in  as  the  committee  re¬ 
ported  it  out,  then  you  have  a  proposal 
which  falls  within  the  category  of  the 
reorganization  bill. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  will  yield,  it  ought  to  be  made 
clear  that  it  is  not  the  report  of  the 
Commission  which  has  a  privileged 
status,  but  it  is  the  bill  which  the  com¬ 
mittee  formulates  based  upon  such  re¬ 
ports  as  may  be  filed. 

Mi-.  VINSON.  That  is  correct . 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  I  understand 
the  situation,  the  gentleman  desires  to 
have  this  matter  acted  on  today  so  as  to 
make  certain  that  the  House,  within  6 
months  and  45  days  from  now,  will  pass 
upon  the  question  of  universal  military 
training,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of 
requiring  the  Commission,  within  a  6 
months’  period  to  do  something  about 
inaugurating  a  plan  so  far  as  it  is  con¬ 
cerned. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Of  course,  if 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  6 
months  and  45  days  from  now,  or  even 
45  days  from  now,  or  the  day  after  to¬ 
morrow,  would  bring  out  a  universal 
military  training  bill,  it  seems  rather 
certain  that  the  Congress  would  have  an 
opportunity  to  pass  upon  that  measure, 
does  it  not? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes,  the  Congress  could 
pass  upon  it  whenever  it  is  presented 
here. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Then  why  is 
it  necessary  to  decide  today  on  whether 
we  are  going  to  bring  out  a  universal 
military  training  proposal  for  consid- 
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eration  6  months  and  45  days  from  now, 
or  3  months  from  now,  or  45  days  from 
now? 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  point  out  that 
that  line  of  argument  has  no  particular 
application  to  this  amendment. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  No,  but  it  has 
a  lot  of  common  sense  to  it,  I  might  say 
to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  may  be  true,  and 
that  would  be  a  very  pertinent  argu¬ 
ment  under  the  proper  circumstances. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  A  little  com¬ 
mon  sense  would  not  hurt,  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  and  I  am  glad  that 
the  gentleman  is  beginning  to  use  a  lit¬ 
tle  of  it. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  hope  that  I 
can  contribute  a  little  common  sense  to 
the  debate  here  and  also  hope  that  we 
may  dispense  with  levity  on  such  an  im¬ 
portant  matter  as  this. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is  con¬ 
tributing  some  common  sense  to  the  de¬ 
bate,  and  I  appreciate  it.  May  I  say 
the  gentleman’s  criticism  would  be  per¬ 
tinent  and  germane  when  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden] 
moves  to  strike  out  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  phase  of  it. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  feel  that  he  is  justified  in  criti¬ 
cizing  another  Member  for  asking  a 
question  on  the  floor  and  trying  to  get 
an  answer? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  think  the  gentleman 
is  perfectly  right  in  making  the  observa¬ 
tion  as  to  the  right  of  the  Congress  to 
pass  upon  the  proposal,  and  the  obser¬ 
vation  I  made  was  no  reflection  on  him. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman 
will  agree,  I  think,  that  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  can  bring  out  a  uni¬ 
versal  military-training  bill  any  time  it 
wants  to  and  that  the  House  can  vGte 
on  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  agree  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  to  bring  it  out. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  And  may  I  add 
also  that  the  gentleman  always  brings 
out  any  bill  that  he  desires  to  bring  out. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bonner] 
asked  a  pertinent  question  about  the  de¬ 
bate  on  the  proposal  as  a  privileged 
matter  whenever  the  bill  comes  out.  I 
think  the  answer  to  that  is  that  like  de¬ 
bate  on  an  appropriation  bill,  the  time 
is  agreed  upon.  Furthermore,  the  House 
would  go  into  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  if  the  time  is  not  agreed 
upon  before  resolving  into  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole,  the  agreement  would 
be  made  later.  I  do  not  know  of  a  case 
when  the  time  was  not  agreed  upon. 
Therefore,  that  is  a  matter  that  can 
very  easily  be  taken  care  of,  as  I  see  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  may  proceed  for  two  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 


Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  If  these  amendments 
that  you  propose  are  adopted,  will  a 
Member,  if  he  votes  for  the  bill  after  the 
amendments  are  adopted,  be  indicating 
that  he  is  for  some  kind  of  universal 
military  training? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  am  glad  the  gentle¬ 
man  asked  that  question.  If  this  amend¬ 
ment  and  other  amendments  are  agreed 
to,  you  have  accomplished  this,  and  this 
is  all  you  have  accomplished:  You  have 
set  up  the  machinery,  you  have  set  up  a 
commission,  you  have  set  up  a  corps,  and 
Congress  later  on,  in  bill  form,  will  write 
the  program.  That  is  all  you  have  done 
here  if  you  adopt  this. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  I  do  not  think  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  quite  answered  my  question. 
I  want  to  know  whether  or  not,  as  the 
proponent  of  these  amendments,  you  feel 
that  if  a  Member  votes  for  the  bill  after 
your  amendments  are  adopted,  that  he 
is,  at  least  to  some  extent,  expressing 
himself  in  favor  of  universal  military 
training. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  cannot  answer  that 
question.  I  cannot  answer  how  a  man  is 
going  to  straighten  his  own  conscience 
with  his  mind  or  his  mind  with  his  con¬ 
science  or  what  not. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  That  is  not  the  reason 
I  asked  the  question.  I  am  not  worried 
about  my  own  conscience  in  the  matter. 
You  know  what  is  in  the  amendments 
better  than  anybody  else.  I  have  given 
some  consideration  to  them  since  you 
have  presented  them  here.  I  want  to 
know  whether  or  not  that  will  be  an  ex¬ 
pression  of  approval  of  some  form  of 
universal  military  training. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  this  is  the  first 
step  in  inaugurating  the  machinery  under 
which  universal  military  training,  in  an 
orderly  fashion,  can  be  put  into  opera¬ 
tion  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  That  is  a  definite  an¬ 
swer.  That  is  true.  That  is  the  first 
step. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  amendment,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  an 
additional  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  take  10  minutes  to  talk  as  calmly 
and  as  coolly  as  I  can  about  these  amend¬ 
ments.  If  we  pay  attention,  I  think  per¬ 
haps  we  can  clear  up  some  of  the  doubts 
and  perplexities  that  are  in  the  minds  of 
all  of  us. 

Yesterday  morning  every  member  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  present, 
29  of  us,  voted  for  this  amendment,  not 
because  we  liked  it  but  because  it  is  the 
lesser  of  two  evils. 

Under  the  present  bill  as  written,  when 
the  Commission  is  created,  it  is  required 
to  give  a  report  within  6  months’  time. 
Then  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
would  have  to  vote  up  or  vote  down  that 
plan  submitted  by  the  Commission,  with¬ 


out  crossing  a  “t”  or  dotting  an  "i.”  It 
would  be  a  cowardly  abdication  of  the 
powers  of  Congress  to  turn  over  to  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  the 
power  to  legislate  for  us. 

Under  the  proposed  amendment  offered 
by  our  distinguished  chairman  a  com¬ 
mission  is  established  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner.  It  reports  in  6  months,  but  when 
that  report  or  plan  or  recommendation 
is  submitted  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  then  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  is  free  to  consider  that  plan  or 
those  recommendations  just  as  it  con¬ 
siders  any  other  bill.  They  can  vote  it 
up  or  they  can  vote  it  down,  or  they  can 
amend  it  in  any  such  fashion  as  they 
might  choose.  That  is  the  chief  differ¬ 
ence  between  the  pending  bill  and  the 
proposed  amendment.  But  having  stated 
that,  I  want  to  say  to  you  that  it  is  a 
rather  foolish  and  futile  gesture,  and  we 
are  placing  ourselves  in  a  ludicrous  posi¬ 
tion,  and  we  are  doing  it  for  this  reason: 
Here,  the  Congress  this  afternoon,  in 
April  1951,  is  attempting  to  pass  legis¬ 
lation  that  will  authorize  Congress  at 
some  future  date  to  pass  a  bill.  Is  it 
not  silly?  It  is  downright  silly.  Why 
place  ourselves  in  such  a  ridiculous  posi¬ 
tion? 

Now,  this  move,  of  course,  by  our 
astute  and  resourceful  chairman,  was 
to  get  votes;  it  was  to  get  the  boys  who 
are  on  the  fence,  who  are  wobbly,  and 
who  have  not  made  up  their  minds  defi¬ 
nitely.  It  is  a  sop ;  it  is  a  little  molasses. 
Talk  about  attempting  to  soothe  one’s 
conscience;  this  bill  has  been  watered 
down;  it  has  been  rendered  more  or  less 
innocuous,  and  foolish,  and  futile.  But 
that  is  exactly  what  we  are  attempting 
to  do  here.  Congress  passed  a  law  that 
will  compel  us  to  take  action  at  some 
future  time;  of  course,  the  same  Con¬ 
gress  will  be  here  6  months  from  now, 
but  if  it  were  next  year,  then  perhaps  a 
different  Congress  would  have  to  pass 
upon  this  legislation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  morning  I  received 
a  letter  from  one  of  the  greatest  and 
wisest  men  I  have  ever  been  privileged 
to  know,  Harry  Emerson  Fosdick.  He 
is  a  great  student  of  theology  and  re¬ 
ligion  and  for  years  was  pastor  of  the 
Riverside  Memorial  Church  in  the  city 
of  New  York.  In  my  opinion,  he  and 
Joseph  Sizoo  are  the  two  greatest 
preachers  I  have  ever  heard.  These 
men  know  not  only  their  theology  and 
religion,  they  are  also  great  students  of 
moral,  social,  economic,  and  political 
question.  They  understand  Govern¬ 
ment  and  military  problems  as  well. 
Above  all,  they  understand  human 
nature. 

Here  in  two  brief  paragraphs  Harry 
Emerson  Fosdick  hit  the  nail  squarely 
on  the  head  and  drove  home  the  big 
point  we  attempted  to  make  last  week  in 
the  opening  of  the  debate,  that  there 
are  not  enough  young  men  in  this  coun¬ 
try  to  take  care  of  the  draft  and  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  at  the  same  time, 
and  that  this  lav/  would  have  to  be  im¬ 
plemented  in  the  future,  perhaps  even 
the  distant  future  by  some  distant  Con¬ 
gress;  that  no  one  Congress  can  bind 
another;  and  you  cannot  vote  for  a  mil¬ 
itary  appropriation  for  more  than  a  2- 
year  period. 
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This  letter  is  headed  “Harry  Emerson 
Fosdick,  4,  The  High  Road,  Eronxvile, 
N.  Y.”: 

April  9,  1951. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Short:  I  have  been  told  on 
good  authority  that  if  the  new  proposal  by 
Mr.  Vinson  to  get  the  House  to  approve 
DMT  in  principle  is  accepted,  the  House- 
Senate  conference  may  substitute  the  Sen¬ 
ate-approved  version.  The  American  people 
are  not  likely  to  be  happy  about  any  device 
which  results  in  a  permanent  program  of 
universal  military  conscription. 

I  have  sat  in  many  conferences  with 
our  great  chairman  from  Georgia,  and 
I  know  he  is  tougher  than  a  pine  knot; 

I  know  that  he  will  carry  out  his  prom¬ 
ise  and  pledge  to  you.  But  I  know  that 
no  conferee  can  be  absolutely  bound  be¬ 
fore  he  goes  into  conference  or  you  never 
could  reach  an  agreement,  and  I  also 
know  that  those  Senators  who  are  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
in  the  other  body  happen  to  have  minds 
of  their  own.  While  I  do  not  entertain 
any  great  fears  or  grave  doubts  of  our 
capitulating  and  surrendering  to  the 
Senate,  yet  there  is  always  that  possi¬ 
bility,  and  Harry  Emerson  Fosdick  is 
absolutely  right. 

Here  is  the  second  and  last  paragraph 
of  this  letter: 

Why  should  this  Congress  shoulder  the  po¬ 
litical  responsibility  for  the  adoption  of 
permanent  UMT  when  it  cannot  be  put  into 
effect  until  the  emergency  is  over?  General 
Eisenhower  and  others  have  told  us  that  this 
may  be  a  long  emergency,  possibly  lasting 
10  or  more  years.  Should  not  the  genera¬ 
tion  and  the  Congress  which  must  deal  with 
the  post-emergency  world  also  make  the 
decision  on  post-emergency  military  policy? 

Most  sincerely  yours, 

Harry  Emerson  Fosdick. 

Let  us  cross  that  bridge  when  we  get 
to  it.  Why  muddy  the  waters  now? 
Why  not  continue  the  present  Draft  Act 
as  it  is  for  another  3  years,  upon  which 
our  people  are  united  and  which  would 
pass  the  House  without  a  dissenting 
vote? 

We  had  only  one  vote  against  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  it  last  year  and  that  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York,  Mr.  Marcantonio, 
is  not  here  any  longer. 

Now,  I  voted  for  this  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  in  committee,  I  will  vote  for  it  now, 
but  I  am  going  to  vote,  against  the  whole 
blooming  business.  Every  member  of 
the  committee  knows  what  my  position 
is  and  the  Members  of  the  House  know 
my  position. 

If  we  are  wise,  as  I  said  last  week,  we 
will  vote  for  the  Barden  substitute  bill 
which  will  divorce  universal  military 
training  from  the  draft,  that  will  con¬ 
tinue  the  present  law  to  meet  all  of  our 
requirements  and  that  will  make  it  pos¬ 
sible  for  our  armed  services  to  bring  in 
other  legislation  at  the  appropriate 
time.  We  cannot  have  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  in  this  country  until  this 
present  emergency  is  over  and  much  as 
I  respect  commissions  and  committees, 
it  is  hard  for  me  to  conceive  of  any 
commission  the  President  might  set  up — 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  going  to 
name  Oscar  Ewing  or  Lilienthal,  or  who 
he  may  name  to  that  Commission — I 
cannot  conceive  of  any  commission  that 
in  the  next  6  months  can  learn  nearly  as 
much  about  universal  military  training 


as  the  members  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  most  of  whom  have 
lived  with  this  problem  for  many  years. 
No  commission  should  write  legislation, 
but  only  the  Congress.  It  is  our  sole  au¬ 
thority  and  duty  under  the  Constitu¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  legislation  is  un¬ 
called  for,  it  is  untimely,  it  is  dangerous. 
We  should  vote  for  the  Barden  bill  that 
will  soon  be  offered  as  a  substitute  for 
this  measure  and  we  will  all  have  clear 
consciences;  then  we  will  go  forth  as  a 
united  people  and  not  sharply  divided 
over  this  bitter  controversial  issue.  I 
have  tried  to  make  my  position  clear. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  In  view  of  the  state¬ 
ment  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri  that  he  will  vote  for  this  amend¬ 
ment  but  still  vote  against  the  bill,  I 
assume  that  the  gentlemen  feels  that  no 
matter  what  the  position  of  an  individ¬ 
ual  Member  may  be,  in  favor  of  or 
against  the  Barden  bill  or  in  favor  of 
cr  against  the  committee  bill,  the  pro¬ 
vision  offered  in  the  amendment  now 
pending  is  a  proper  one  and  should  be 
adopted? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  do.  I  frankly  admit 
it  is. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  would  just  like  to 
further  follow  up  the  gentleman’s  state¬ 
ment  in  reference  to  Dr.  Fosdick  by  say¬ 
ing  that  not  only  Dr.  Fosdick  but  every 
single  religious  leader  in  this  Nation, 
Catholic  and  Protestant,  are  on  record 
in  the  gentleman’s  committee  against 
UMT. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman  is  em¬ 
inently  correct,  so  are  the  agricultural 
organizations,  including  the  National 
Grange  and  the  Farm  Bureau. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Every  single  religious 
organization. 

Mr.  SHORT.  And  most  of  our  educa¬ 
tors. 

Mr.  POWELL.  The  Council  of  Bish¬ 
ops,  Roman  Catholic  Church,  the  Meth¬ 
odist  Church,  the  Presbyterian  Church, 
the  American  Baptist  Convention,  the 
National  Conference  of  Methodist  Youth, 
Church  of  the  Brethren,  Southern  Bap¬ 
tist  Church,  Society  of  Friends,  Disciples 
of  Christ,  United  Lutheran  Church, 
Evangelical  and  Reformed  Church — 
right  on  down  the  line.  They  are  all 
against  UMT.  I  agree  with  the  gentle¬ 
man,  let  us  vote  for  the  Barden  bill  and 
have  what  the  Nation  needs,  a  draft, 
and  not  what  some  people  want 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  plead,  I  prayerfully 
beg  every  one  of  you  to  vote  for  the 
Barden  bill.  Let  us  settle  this  for  the 


time  being.  'Now  is  no  time  to  fight 
among  ourselves.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell]  for  his 
valuable  contribution. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  gentleman  recalls 
that  one  member  of  the  church  who 
indorsed  the  conference  report  for  a 
permanent  UMT  and  who  appeared  be¬ 
fore  our  committee  in  strong  support 
thereof  was  the  Reverend  Edmund  A. 
Walsh,  vice  president  of  Georgetown 
University? 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  true.  He  is  a 
fine  and  great  man  but  he  is  an  excep¬ 
tion  to  the  rule.  Most  all  great  religious 
leaders  are  against  it. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  addressed  a  ques¬ 
tion  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
as  a  matter  of  eliciting  information  in 
respect  to  what  the  situation  might  be 
if  after  the  Commission  reports  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  found  itself 
unable  to  agree  upon  a  measure  to  be 
reported.  The  proposed  amendment 
that  is  to  follow  clearly  refers  to  a  bill 
or  resolution,  not  a  report  to  a  bill  or 
resolution,  which  would  necessarily  con¬ 
template  action  by  the  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

Mr.  SHORT.  If  we  do  not  resolute, 
I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
I  do  not  see  what  the  Congress  could 
do  about  it.  It  is  the  impotency  of  this 
thing,  the  futility,  the  foolishness,  of 
creating  another  commission  and  spend¬ 
ing  a  lot  more  of  the  taxpayers’  money 
to  take  care  of  some  political  parasites, 
that  stagger  me.  Let  us  not  have  any 
of  that.  We  have  too  much  already. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  name  of  Dr.  Harry 
Emerson  Fosdick  carries  great  weight 
with  me  since  he  is  a  graduate  of  the 
same  institution  that  I  am  and  served 
on  the  board  of  trustees  of  that  uni¬ 
versity  with  me.  But,  his  mission  in  life 
is  to  cultivate  the  religious  and  theologi¬ 
cal  welfare  of  our  citizens.  My  respon¬ 
sibility  and  yours  is  the  preservation  of 
the  welfare  and  the  security  and  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  country. 

First,  with  respect  to  the  question 
raised  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
which  is  entirely  appropriate,  as  to  what 
would  happen  in  case  the  committee 
could  not  agree  within  the  45-day  period. 
Has  it  ever  happened  or  is  it  conceivable 
that  a  committee  or  a  majority  of  its 
members  would  not  agree?  This  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  does  not  require  the 
committee  to  unanimously  approve  a 
recommendation  of  the  Commission  to  be 
created  or  unanimously  endorse  some 
plan.  A  majority  of  the  committee  will 
determine  the  recommendation  of  that 
Commission,  and  the  report  of  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  that  committee  will  be  submit¬ 
ted  to  the  House  whether  the  majority 
may  favor  a  particular  plan  or  be  op¬ 
posed  to  it.  The  committee  will  report 
by  a  majority  of  its  members,  just  as  is 
the  ordinary  practice  in  any  other  legis¬ 
lative  resolution  or  bill. 
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Respectfully,  I  cannot  agree  at  all  with 
my  theologic,  religious,  learned  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Short]  when  he  asserts  that  this  is  a 
silly,  incongruous  position  for  us  to  take. 
To  me,  it  is  entirely  logical  and  consist¬ 
ent.  Those  who  want  a  plan  of  some 
kind,  those  who  realize  and  recognize 
that  if  it  is  at  all  possible  to  discontinue 
drafting  men  for  service  we  must  .start 
the  machinery  to  develop  a  reservoir  of 
trained  civilians,  realize  that  they  must 
see  the  plan  of  training  before  they 
put  their  stamp  of  approval  upon  it. 

But,  there  is  another  factor  which  I 
think  is  overlooked  in  the  consideration 
of  this  approach  to  a  problem  which  af¬ 
fects  the  lives  of  so  many  of  our  citizens. 
We  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  this  Com¬ 
mission  under  the  bill  not  only  makes 
recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
program  of  training,  but  this  very  Com¬ 
mission,  assuming  the  Congress  eventu¬ 
ally  adopts  a  program  of  universal 
military  training,  administers  that  pro¬ 
gram.  So,  is  it  not  highly  essential  that 
the  Congress  take  a  look  at  the  com¬ 
plexion  of  the  members  of  that  Commis¬ 
sion  to  see  whether  there  are  any  Oscar 
Ewings,  or  Lilienthals,  or  Rosenbergs,  or 
Smith,  or  Coles  on  it  in  order  that  they 
may  make  sure  of  two  things.  First, 
that  the  plan  is  proper,  sensible,  and.  ac¬ 
ceptable  from  a  military  standpoint,  and 
that  the  people  who  are  going  to  run  it 
are  the  right  kind  of  folks  to  run  it?  To 
me  that  is  a  logical  and  sensible  way  of 
approaching  the  proposition. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FULTON.  What  is  there  that  a 
Commission  could  do  better  than  the 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  in  setting  this  policy?  'Why 
have  a  commission?  I  think  you  on  the 
committee  must  show  to  the  Congress 
that  the  Commission  can  do  better  in 
setting  this  policy  than  you  can. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Well,  all  the 
Commission  does  is  to  make  recom¬ 
mendations.  As  has  been  said  many 
times  here  on  the  floor  the  committee 
eventually  will  work  out  the  program, 
and  after  that  the  Congress  will  work 
its  will.  Of  course,  the  committee  is 
equipped  to  do  it. 

I  want  to  make  reference  to  the  fear 
that  has  been  thrown  up  here,  from  my 
standpoint  largely  as  a  smoke  screen,  as 
a  straw  that  some  people  are  seeking  to 
grasp  to  justify  their  position  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  any  kind  of  military  training, 
and  that  is  the  fear  that  the  House  con¬ 
ferees  are  going  to  capitulate  to  the 
Senate  conferees  and  accept  the  Senate 
provision  with  respect  to  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  You  know  as  well  as  I 
that  whatever  the  House  conferees  do 
with  respect  to  the  conference  with  the 
Senate  is  not  binding  on  this  House,  and 
whatever  recommendations  the  House 
conferees. may  make  must  be  approved 
finally  by  a  majority  of  the  Members  of 
this  House.  So  let  us  not  try  to  build  up 
too  many  straw  men  or  search  for  skele¬ 
tons  in  the  closets  or  conjure  ghosts  un¬ 
der  the  bed  in  a  frantic  search  for  some 
argument  which  will  give  a  plausible  but 
specious  reason  for  opposing  a  measure 


which  is  so  very  vital  to  the  national 
security.  Let  us  be  honest  with  ourselves 
and  the  people;  if  we  are  against  giving 
consideration  to  any  kind  of  military 
training  program,  let  us  have  the  cour¬ 
age  to  say  so. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  feel  that  any  commission  which 
might  be  set  up  under  this  bill  would 
have  a  better  knowledge  of  the  questions 
involved  in  connection  with  the  status  of 
a  universal  military  training  program 
than  would  the  members  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services  themselves,  most 
of  whom  have  spent  many  years  study¬ 
ing  that  subject? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Why  is  it  neces¬ 
sary  to  have  a  commission?  Why  not 
let  the  committee  itself  do  the  work, 
which  you  would  have  to  do  eventually, 
anyhow? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Who  is  going 
to  run  the  training  program? 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  The  commit¬ 
tee  of  course  would  determine  that  in 
any  legislation  it  might  report. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  All  the  many 
groups  which  have  given  study  to  this 
problem  have  recommended  that  the 
program  be  run  by  a  commission  of 
civilians. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  am  talking 
about  establishing  a  law  for  universal 
military  training.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  believe  the  committee  is  more  able 
to  recommend  a  bill? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  Com¬ 
mission  I  am  talking  about  is  the  one 
that  runs  the  law  after  the  plan  is  ap¬ 
proved. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Sutton:  On 
page  37,  strike  out  lines  3  through  22,  in¬ 
clusive,  and  substitute  the  following: 

“The  Commission  shall  conduct  such  stud¬ 
ies  as  it  may  deem  appropriate  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act  and  shall, 
on  or  before  January  15,  1952,  submit  a  re¬ 
port  thereon  to  the  Congress.” 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  three  of  the 
amendments  which  I  have  be  read  at 
this  time,  because  they  refer  to  the  same 
thing. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  other  two  amendments  for  informa¬ 
tion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendments  offered  by  Mr.  Sutton: 

On  page  38,  strike  out  lines  1  through  20, 
inclusive,  and  substitute  the  following: 

“(1)  The  Congress,  following  the  date  on 
which  the  report  provided  for  in  paragraph 


(7)  of  this  subsection  is  transmitted  to  the 
Congress,  has  enacted  legislation  setting  out 
the  provisions  which  shall  govern  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps;  and.” 

On  page  39,  strike  out  lines  2  through  7, 
inclusive. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
first  amendment  provides  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  set  up  under  S.  1  shall  make 
a  study  and  not  report  a  plan,  but  shall 
report  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  and  in  turn  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  shall  legislate  accordingly. 
The  Armed  Services  Committee  then 
writes  a  universal  military  training  plan, 
under  the  power  delegated  to  the  Armed 
Services  Committee.  They  bring  the 
plan  in  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  Then  we  vote  on  it. 

I  am  glad  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  and  I  are  a  little 
closer  together  in  this  instance,  because 
he  wants  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  to  write  the  plan.  I  do,  too.  I 
do  not  want  to  delegate  the  power  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  or  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  or  any  other 
committee  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  any  outside  commission.  I  do 
not  want  any  outside  commission  to 
write  a  plan  to  bring  to  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services.  I  want  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  to  write  their 
own  plan. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services  has  some  of  the 
most  intelligent  men  on  military  affairs 
in  the  United  States.  I  do  not  believe 
there  are  29  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  who  know  more  about  the  armed 
services  of  the  United  States  than  the 
29  members  of  the  House  committee. 

I  have  the  highest  respect  for  them. 

I  know  they  have  been  giving  a  great 
deal  of  study  to  the  subject  of  univer¬ 
sal  military  training.  If  we  want  to  set 
up  a  commission  they  should  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  and  then  let  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services  write  the  plan 
that  you  and  I  are  to  vote  for  or  vote 
against.  In  so  doing,  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  has 
the  same  thought  in  mind  as  I  have. 
We  just  disagree  in  that  he  wants  a 
commission  to  write  a  plan  and  I  want 
the  Congress  to  do  the  legislating. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  can 
set  up  a  committee  or  a  commission  any 
time  he  wants  to  to  study  anything  and 
to  submit  recommendations  and  act  in 
an  advisory  capacity?  So  why  should 
we  be  worrying  about  that  at  this  time? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  The  argument  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  is  that  this  commission  is  set  up_ 
to  carry  out  the  program  of  universal 
military  training.  I  think  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  Congress  should  direct  how  the 
universal  military  training  program  shall 
be  administered. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  They  could  have  their 
own  staff  study  it,  could  they  not? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  That  is  true,  but  too 
many  members  of  commissions  have  the 
staff  doing  all  the  work. 
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The  second  amendment  provides  that 
following  the  date  of  this  report  no  per¬ 
son  shall  be  inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  until  after  Con¬ 
gress  passes  a  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  bill. 

On  page  39  my  amendment  strikes  out 
lines  2  through  7,  inclusive.  This  is  a 
section  of  the  bill  which  is  not  needed. 
I  believe  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
will  agree  that  the  provision  is  useless 
should  this  amendment  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  matter  comes  down 
to  this — the  amendment  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  offei'ed  is  better 
than  his  original  bill;  but  at  the  same 
time  it  still  says  that  a  commission  shall 
draw  up  the  plan.  That  is  a  power 
which  is  delegated  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  as  set  out  by  the  Con¬ 
stitution  of  the  United  States.  My 
amendment  provides  for  the  Commission 
to  make  a  report  on  or  before  January 
15,  1952,  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services;  then  the  Congress  would  con¬ 
sider  the  committee  recommendations. 
In  that  way  we  do  not  delegate  our  power 
to  any  commission  of  three  or  five  men, 
but  we  take  the  responsibility  right  here. 
We  will  not  be  letting  anybody  write  our 
bills,  but  we  will  be  writing  them  our¬ 
selves.  I  think  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  should  know  more  about 
this  question  than  any  commission  that 
could  be  appointed. 

The  only  difference  between  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  and  myself  is  that 
he  wants  a  commission  to  write  the  plan 
and  I  want  the  Congress  to  do  it.  That 
is  what  my  amendment  does. 

I  am  in  hopes  that  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  will 
accept  this  amendment  to  his  amend¬ 
ment  because  I  think  we  are  driving  at 
the  same  thing.  We  want  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services  to  write  this  bill 
because  we  do  not  even  know  that  we 
will  be  in  session  6  months  and  45  days 
from  now.  Six  months  and  45  days  from 
now,  which  is  November,  we  may  not 
even  be  here. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  As  I  under¬ 
stand  the  gentleman’s  amendment,  it 
would  provide  for  the  establishment  of 
a  commission  which  could  make  recom¬ 
mendations,  but  it  would  be  left  to  the 
Congress,  and  with  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  to  decide  whether  or  not 
such  recommendations  should  be  fol¬ 
lowed  or  enacted  into  law. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Definitely. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  that  is  the 
case,  I  will  certainly  support  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  because  I  recall  the 
Congress  established  the  so-called. 
Hoover  Commission  which  I  believe  has 
accomplished  much,  and  has  received 
great  recognition  throughout  the  coun¬ 
try.  At  the  time  it  was  created  there 
was  no  authority  given  to  the  Hoover 
Commission  to  do  anything  further  than 
to  submit  a  report  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  to  the  Congress.  The  Congress  it¬ 
self  retained  complete  power  and  author¬ 
ity  to  pass  upon  the  Commission’s  rec¬ 
ommendations  as  it  saw  fit;  and  to  ac¬ 
cept,  reject,  or  do  as  it  pleased  with 


them.  That  is  exactly  what  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  proposes,  as  I  understand  it? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  That  is  exactly  what 
my  amendment  does. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  In  other  words, 
you  propose  the  same  sort  of  commis¬ 
sion  in  connection  with  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  that  we  had  in  the  Hoover 
Commission? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Yes,  sir.  . 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Then,  if  that 
is  true,  I  will  support  the  gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULTON.  There  is  a  point  that 
has  been  suggested.  That  is,  that  in 
the  committee  amendment  and  in  the 
Vinson  amendment  each  of  them  by¬ 
pass  the  Rules  Committee.  May  I  ask 
you  does  "your  amendment  bypass  the 
Rules  Committee? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  This  would  not  by¬ 
pass  the  Rules  Committee. 

Mr.  FULTON.  So  that  is  another  dif¬ 
ference. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Yes;  it  would  not  by¬ 
pass  the  Rules  Committee.  It  would  be 
the  same  as  any  other  bill. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  There  is  this  big  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  Hoover  Commission 
set-up  and  this  Commission.  The 
Hoover  Commission  was  set  up  to  make 
recommendations  to  reorganize  the 
executive  departments,  which  we  accept 
or  reject. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  EROOKS.  And  then  the  com¬ 
mittee  ceased  to  function.  Here  is  a 
Commission  set  up  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  the  terms  of  the  law  pro¬ 
vided  by  Congress.  They  make  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  committee.  The 
committee  accepts  them  or  rejects  them. 
If  the  committee  accepts  the  program 
which  the  Congress  finally  enacts  into 
law,  then  that  same  Commission  will  be 
charged  with  the  responsibility  of  exe¬ 
cuting  the  laws  of  Congress. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  realize  what  the 
gentleman  is  saying.  I  am  sure  he  does 
not  want  to  delegate  any  of  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
to  any  commission. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  We  asked  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  for  recommenda¬ 
tions,  and  we  know  that  they  are  going 
to  carry  out  the  law. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Then  we  write  the 
law. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Then  we  write  the 
law,  and  that  is  the  purpose  of  my 
amendment. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Did  I  understand  cor¬ 
rectly  that  we  would  be  committing  our¬ 
selves  in  advance  to  a  program  whereby 
this  Commission  which  prepared  the 
plan  would  carry  out  the  plan? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  In  my  amendment  this 
Commission  will  not  write  any  plan.  The 
Armed  Services  Committee  will  write 
the  plan. 


Mr.  JUDD.  I  understood  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks!  to  say 
that  if  the  Congress  went  ahead  and 
adopted  a  universal  military  training 
program,  this  Commission  would  then 
carry  it  out. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  This  Commission  is  to 
be  set  up  in  this  bill  only  to  study  and 
report. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Only  to  study  and  report? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Only  to  study  and  re¬ 
port  ;  not  a  pldn  at  all. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Who  is  to  operate  the 
plan,  should  we  adopt  it?  That  would 
be  determined  in  the  legislation  which 
the  committee  adopted,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Under  this  bill  it  sets 
up  a  commission.  We  do  not  change  that 
at  all.  This  Commission  then  will  report, 
after  its  findings,  to  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  not  a  plan,  but  what  they 
found  out.  Then  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  will  sit  down  and  write  a  plan. 
Then  they  will  bring  that  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  we  will  vote  on  it  as  any  other 
bill. 

Mr.  JUDD.  And  we  could  use  this 
Commission  or  anyone  else  that  we  de¬ 
cide  should  operate  the  progi'am. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Does  the  gentleman 
leave  in  the  language  on  page  35,  lines 
18  and  20,  which  pi’ovide  that  at  such 
time  as  the  Commission  shall  be  ap¬ 
pointed  in  accordance  with  this  para¬ 
graph,  thei'e  shall  be  established  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps?  Are 
those  words  left  in? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  have  no  amendment 
on  pages  35  and  36  at  all. 

Mi'.  VORYS.  That  means,  then,  that 
under  both  the  Vinson  amendment  and 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  we  create 
a  National  Security  Training  Corps,  but 
we  do  not  say  what  it  is  until  after  the 
Congress  decides  what  this  corps  shall 
consist  of.  Is  that  corx-ect? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  That  is  correct. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  has  expired. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  there 
ever  was  a  subject  which  has  been 
studied,  this  is  it.  The  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
[Mr.  Sutton!  as  a  substitute  for  the 
committee  amendment  would  result  in 
nothing  in  the  world  but  delay.  Whether 
you  are  going  to  vote  for  or  against  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  I  plead  with 
you,  I  beg  with  you  to  have  the  courage 
to  vote  today  for  it  or  against  it.  Which- 
every  way  you  vote  I  am  not  going  to 
criticize,  but  let  us  not  duck  and  dodge 
any  longer.  Let  us  come  right  up  and 
vote  for  or  against  UMT. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Not  at  this  time. 

The  Compton  Commission  was  one  of 
the  highest  order,  and  it  studied  this 
question  and  reported  it  to  the  Congress 
in  a  Republican  administration,  under  a 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


1951 

bill  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  Towe],  and  we  thoroughly 
studied  the  matter  and  reported  the  bill. 
So  it  is  time  to  vote  on  it,  and  let  us 
not  put  it  off  for  some  commission  to 
make  some  study. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  must  yield  to  the  au¬ 
thor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Then,  in  a  case  like 
that,  why  do  we  not  have  a  plan  here 
today? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  am  going  to  discuss 
that.  Not  only  I,  but  a  number  of  other 
members  of  the  Committee  are  amazed 
at  the  importance  the  plan  has  suddenly 
assumed,  and  it  seems  quite  strange 
that  a  great  many  people  who  have  con¬ 
sistently  opposed  legislation  of  this  kind 
are  those  who  seem  to  place  the  most  im¬ 
portance  on  the  plan.  There  has  never 
heretofore  been  a  bill  in  which  restric¬ 
tions  were  placed  upon  the  nature  of  the 
plan  of  training  to  be  followed.  We 
put  that  in  here  as  an  abundance  of  pre¬ 
caution  to  give  us  a  chance  to  look  at  it, 
to  make  sure  that  it  was  a  program  of 
military  training,  and  not  a  great  social¬ 
ized  training  program,  so  that  there 
would  be  no  danger  of  their  attempting 
to  carry  into  the  military  training  such 
things  as  they  had  in  the  bill  that  came 
from  the  Department  providing  for  the 
rehabilitation  physically  and  mentally  of 
those  who  were  substandard  and  in¬ 
capable  of  taking  training.  I  say  to  you 
frankly  that  that  was  the  thing  we  did 
not  want,  we  did  not  want  these  boys  to 
be  trained  in  ceramics  and  the  social 
arts  and  in  welfare  programs;  and,  very 
frankly,  from  the  very  first  Selective 
Service  Act  there  has  been  an  element  in 
the  country  which  has  attempted  to 
bring  programs  of  that  kind  into  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  System. 

On  the  question  of  the  plan,  frankly 
none  of  us  here  in  this  room  can  write  a 
plan  of  military  training,  and  we  would 
never  attempt  to  set  up  what  constitutes 
basic  military  training;  and  the  military, 

I  am  sure,  would  not  attempt  to  lay  down 
today  what  constitutes  an  unchangeable 
plan  of  military  training,  because  the 
nature  of  war  might  change  tomorrow 
and  then  they  would  have  to  change  the 
nature  of  their  training.  It  is  not  pos¬ 
sible  for  us,  we  are  not  military  experts. 
We  are  setting  up  a  Commission  which  is 
dominated  by  civilians — three  civilians, 
one  of  them  to  act  as  Chairman,  and  two 
military  men.  How  could  it  be  possible 
for  us  to  write  the  details  into  law?  It  is 
no  delegation  of  legislative  authority 
when  we  say  that  the  Commission  is  go¬ 
ing  to  say  how  many  hours  of  close  order 
drill  they  must  give  the  men  who  go 
under  training  in  this  program,  how 
many  hours  of  maneuvers  they  shall 
have,  how  many  hours  of  classroom 
work.  Those  are  only  administrative 
details,  and  in  order  to  avoid  some  of  the 
things  that  very  unfortunately  have 
grown  up  in  our  country  and  the  minor¬ 
ity  groups  are  able  to  put  over  their  will 
on  certain  branches  of  the  Government, 
we  wrote  in  the  power  to  go  over  the 
plan  and  see  to  it  that  it  was  military 
training. 

The  bill  of  the  Senate  is  now  under 
heavy  attack  because  the  contention  is 


made  that  the  bill  provides  for  national 
service.  Our  bill  provides  for  a  system 
of  military  training,  but  not  compulsory 
national  service.  So  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion  gets  together  they  are  to  find  out 
from  consultation  with  military  men  and 
with  civilians  to  see  that  the  military 
side  is  not  overemphasized,  that  there  is 
no  danger  of  militarization  of  our  youth, 
and  they  are  going  to  determine  the 
moral  welfare.  How  can  we  determine 
what  number  of  chaplains  should  be  fur¬ 
nished  for  every  thousand  men?  How 
can  we  determine  the  amount  of  recrea¬ 
tion  there  should  be  and  the  moral  en¬ 
vironment  in  which  these  boys  should 
be?  That  is  the  purpose  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  in  every  program  that  has  ever 
been  suggested  for  military  training 
until  the  Department’s  bill  came  up  it 
has  been  expected  that  this  program 
would  be  under  the  control  of  a  civilian 
Commission,  and  one  of  the  primary  ob¬ 
jections,  certainly  one  that  I  had  to  the 
bill  that  was  sent  up  here  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  was  that  it  provided  nothing  other 
than  military  control  of  our  youth;  and 
I  would  not  stand  for  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  know  you  would  not 
stand  for  that,  and  the  members  of  the 
committee  would  not  stand  for  it.  We 
went  back  to  the  Compton  Commission 
report  and  got  a  civilian  commission  to 
be  in  charge  of  this  program  to  the  end 
that  these  boys  would  not  be  brought  in 
and  placed  under  the  immediate  control 
of  the  Regular  service.  That  bill  also 
contemplated  that  when  the  18-year-old 
or  18 ^-year-old  boys  came  in  they 
would  be  integrated  with  troops  of  the 
Regular  Army.  That  is  the  kind  of  a 
bill  that  the  Department  asked  for  here. 
We  did  not  want  that  to  happen  and  we 
did  not  want  the  great  social  programs 
being  brought  in.  We  wanted  to  watch 
both  of  them  and  we  provided  that  a  plan 
should  be  sent  up  here  so  that  we  would 
know  we  were  getting  what  we  intended 
to  get  and  what  the  people  were  paying 
for,  military  training  of  the  youth  to  go 
into  the  Reserves  and  be  ready  should 
they  be  needed. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  This  Commission  to 
be  established  shall  serve  at  a  per  diem 
rate  of  pay,  showing  it  is  only  a  com¬ 
mission  that  is  set  up  at  intervals.  Who 
is  going  to  call  it  into  session  after  they 
have  set  up  this  thing?  Who  is  going 
to  run  the  whole  program?  If  they  are 
scattered  throughout  the  United  States 
and  called  at  intervals,  who  is  going  to 
run  the  program  when  they  are  not  in 
session? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Let  me  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  there  are  things  in  that  section 
which  I  would  like  to  have  changed.  I 
would  like  to  have  the  provision  that  the 
Commission  shall  act  under  the  direc- 
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tion  of  the  President  eliminated.  I  may 
say  that  I  am  somewhat  responsible  for 
the  per  diem  instead  of  an  annual  sal¬ 
ary.  I  made  the  suggestion  in  commit¬ 
tee  and  it  was  agreed  to.  The  original 
provision  called  for  an  annual  salary. 
Very  frankly,  some  appointments  made 
recently  to  positions  paying  $12,500  to 
$15,000  a  year  on  a  permanent  basis  have 
been  given  to  the  type  of  men  I  do  not 
want  to  see  run  the  UMT  program.  I 
want  men  like  Karl  Compton  and  other 
great  educators,  men  of  integrity,  men  in 
religion,  who  might  not  be  able  to  give 
up  their  present  occupations  in  order  to 
serve  on  a  full-time  basis.  But  if  the 
House  wants  to  make  it  on  a  full-time 
basis,  very  well,  I  think  you  will  prob¬ 
ably  get  a  couple  of  defeated  Congress¬ 
men  on  your  first  Commission. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FULTON.  May  I  ask  a  question 
on  this  point;  The  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  has  the  policy-forming  duty  for 
the  services  now,  all  of  them,  the  Army, 
Navy,  Marine  Corps,  and  Air  Force? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Yes. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Under  you  right  now 
you  have  millions  of  men  in  training,  in 
basic  training.  You  do  not  have  a  com¬ 
mission  to  tell  you  how  to  make  policies 
now.  Why,  then,  should  you  need  it  in 
the  future?  • 

Mr.  KILDAY.  We  have  men  in  train¬ 
ing  now,  yes;  but  only  as  an  incident  of 
service.  The  men  we  have  now  are  in 
the  service  for  combat,  they  are  there  to 
serve  as  soldiers,  to  go  where  they  are 
told,  and  do  what  they  are  told.  We  do 
not  want  any  commissars  with  the  Army 
in  the  field.  But  when  you  come  to 
training  annually  500,000  youths  out  of 
high  school,  we  do  not  want  them  to  be 
subjected  to  complete  rigid  military  con¬ 
trol  for  the  very  same  reason  we  exempt 
them  in  this  bill  from  action  by  court 
martial.  Should  anyone  be  charged  with 
any  serious  crime  or  major  offense,  he 
would,  of  course,  be  triable  either  in  the 
Federal  court  or  in  the  State  court,  de¬ 
pending  on  whether  jurisdiction  had 
been  ceded. 

Mr.  FULTON.  The  gentleman  is  miss¬ 
ing  my  point.  May  I  make  it  a  little 
clearer? 

Mi-.  KILDAY.  I  think  it  is  quite  clear. 

Mr.  FULTON.  We  set  the  policy  for 
the  training  of  these  youth.  The  Armed 
Services  Committee  set  that  up.  They 
are  the  ones  who  did  it  without  a  com¬ 
mission  advising  them. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  shall  not  yield  fur¬ 
ther.  I  get  the  gentleman’s  point.  We 
have  never  at  any  time  said  what  char¬ 
acter  of  military  training  there  should 
be.  We  have  never  said  he  shall  be 
trained  in  close -order  drill  or  trained  in 
tanks,  or  anything  of  that  kind.  That 
has  always  been  left  completely  with  the 
military.  But  in  connection  with  a  long- 
range  program  and  considering  the  un¬ 
fortunate  experiences  we  have  had  in  the 
past  of  people  attempting  to  use  a  worthy 
program  for  some  special  idea  they  had, 
in  my  opinion,  perhaps  changing  the 
ways  of  our  society,  we  wanted  to  make 
sure  that  when  the  entire  youth  of  the 
country  was  going  into  this,  it  was  going 
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to  be  a  limited  period  of  military  train¬ 
ing  and  under  civilian  control. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  be  permitted  to  proceed  for  one  ad¬ 
ditional  minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  In  the  gentleman’s 
opening  statement  he  was  very  frank, 
and  I  admire  him  for  the  position  he 
takes,  in  saying  that  we  might  as  well 
get  down  to  the  crux  of  the  question. 
That  is  the  question  of  whether  or  not 
we  establish  UMT.  Did  I  understand  the 
gentleman  correctly? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Yes;  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  My  position  has  been 
this,  not  whether  or  not  the  individual 
is  for  UMT  or  whether  we  should  pass  a 
draft  bill  at  this  particular  time,  but 
UMT  should  come  in  here  and  stand  on 
its  own  merits,  on  its  own  feet,  at  the 
proper  time. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  gentleman  knows 
I  irisisted  from  the  beginning,  and  made 
General  Marshall  quite  angry  with  me, 
that  the  bill  be  in  such  a  position  that 
it  could  be  separated,  with  a  separate 
vote  on  UMT  and  the  other.  I  hope  to 
have  some  time  when  it  is  germane  un¬ 
der  the  proposal  of  the  Barden  substitute 
to  explain  in  detail  why  I  think  it  is  es¬ 
sential  that  we  have  a  UMT  program  to 
follow  the  draft,  so  that  in  an  orderly 
fashion  we  can  build  up  the  Reserves  as 
we  diminish  the  active  duty  force  and 
thereby  eventually  create  a  strong  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment,  backed  by  adequate 
Reserves. 

(Mr.  ELSTON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mi*.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  two  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  since  some  confusion 
has  apparently  resulted  from  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  the  amendment  by  the  chair¬ 
man,  I  feel  it  best  that  there  be  some 
explanation  of  the  events  that  led  up  to 
this  amendment.  When  this  bill  was 
originally  reported  to  the  House  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  it  con¬ 
tained  a  provision  that  the  Commission 
was  to  submit  a  plan  to  the  Congress, 
which  plan  was  to  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  How¬ 
ever,  neither  these  committees,  nor 
Congress  itself,  was  permitted  to  change 
the  crossing  of  a  “t”  or  the  dotting  of 
an  “i”  in  that  plan.  We  had  to  accept 
the  plan  of  the  Commission  as  written 
by  it  or  reject  the  plan  in  its  entirety. 
That  we  were  required  to  do  by  concur¬ 
rent  resolution.  Obviously  that  was  an 
unconstitutional  delegation  of  power. 
If  the  bill  had  remained  in  that  condi¬ 
tion,  the  Commission  would  do  the  legis¬ 
lating,  the  Congress  would  either  rubber- 
stamp  what  the  Commission  suggested 
or  reject  the  same  entirely.  We  would 
have  nothing  to  say  about  the  plan  after 


It  had  been  adopted  except,  of  course, 
Congress  would  always  have  the  author¬ 
ity  to  consider  any  bill  that  might  be 
Introduced  by  any  Member  to  repeal  the 
law  or  to  modify  it  in  any  respect. 

After  the  bill  reached  the  floor  it  be¬ 
came  apparent  to  the  chairman  of  our 
committee  and  to  others  that  that  phase 
of  the  bill  was  highly  objectionable  and 
unconstitutional.  The  chairman  draft¬ 
ed  an  amendment,  which  he  presented 
last  Friday  afternoon  at  a  time  when  I 
was  expressing  my  opposition  on  this 
phase  of  the  bill.  That  amendment 
provided  that  the  plan  was  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Commission  but  that  it 
was  subject  to  amendment  by  the  Com¬ 
mittees  on  Armed  Services  or  on  the 
floor  of  either  House.  However,  under 
this  proposed  amendment  after  the  plan 
had  been  amended  in  committee  or  on 
the  floor  it  had  to  be  accepted  or  re¬ 
jected  in  its  amended  form  by  a  concur¬ 
rent  resolution.  I  objected  very  stren¬ 
uously  to  that  provision  on  the  theory 
that  a  concurrent  resolution  does  not 
have  the  force  of  law,  and  I  cited  some 
authorities  to  support  this  contention. 
If  we  were  to  adopt  the  plan  by  that 
process,  it  would  necessarily  mean  that 
the  constitutional  power  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  approve  or  veto  legislation  would 
be  circumvented.  So  after  that  objec¬ 
tion  was  made,  the  chairman,  who  is 
always  willing  to  compromise,  called  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  together 
and  we  unanimously  agreed  on  the 
amendment  that  is  before  you  today. 

The  amendment  as  now  drafted  gives 
the  Congress  the  right  to  amend  any 
plan  that  may  be  submitted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  provides  that  it  shall  be 
done  in  a  legislative  way  and  not  by 
concurrent  resolution.  Therefore,  in  my 
judgment,  if  the  pending  committee 
amendment  is  accepted.  Congress  will 
have  every  opportunity  to  consider  any 
plan  that  may  be  submitted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  amend  it  the  same  as  we 
would  amend  any  other  legislative  bill. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Would  the  gentleman 
comment  on  the  relative  merits  of  the 
Sutton  amendment  and  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Frankly,  I  do  not  see 
a  lot  of  difference  between  them.  The 
amendment  of  the  committee  does  cir¬ 
cumvent  the  Rules  Committee.  It  per¬ 
mits  whatever  bill  we  may  report  out  to 
be  called  up  as  a  privileged  measure.  The 
Rules  Committee  would  have  nothing  to 
say  about  it.  Whether  that  is  a  wise 
provision  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  The 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  as  I  understand  it,  sim¬ 
ply  provides  that  the  Commission  shall 
make  a  report,  which  report  I  assume  is 
in  the  form  of  recommendations.  That 
is  what  would  be  done  under  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment.  The  committee 
amendment  indicates  that  the  report 
shall  contain  recommendations,  which 
recommendations  may  be  accepted  or  re¬ 
jected  or  amended  as  we  see  fit.  We  can 
do  the  same  thing  under  the  amendment 


offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 
We  can  take  the  recommendations  or  we 
can  reject  them.  We  may  change  them 
in  any  manner  we  see  fit,  except  that 
after  the  committee  has  considered  a 
recommendation  from  the  Commission, 
under  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  a  legislative 
bill  would  be  reported  and  it  would  be 
referred  to  the  Rules  Committee  and 
would  be  called  up  in  the  regular  way. 
I  think  that  is  the  principal  difference. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  has  expired. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  be  permitted  to  proceed  for 
two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield,  in  the  amendment  now  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  gentleman’s  committee  is 
any  automatic  power  provided  for  the 
plan  of  the  Commission  to  go  into  effect 
if  the  committee  or  the  Congress  does 
not  act? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  No;  as  I  understand 
it,  if  the  Commission  submits  a  plan  to 
our  committe  and  our  committee  does 
not  act,  there  is  nothing  for  the  House 
to  vote  upon.  However,  there  is  nothing 
to  preclude  the  Commission  from  later 
submitting  another  plan.  Furthermore, 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  any  member 
of  the  committee  or  any  Member  of  the 
Congress,  for  that  matter,  from  intro¬ 
ducing  a  universal  military  training  bill 
and  having  it  voted  on  in  the  regular 
way. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  missed  the  point  of  my  question. 
Could  the  report  of  this  Commission 
automatically  go  into  force  and  effect  if 
the  gentleman’s  committee  did  not  act  in 
45  days? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  No. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  As  I  understood  the 
proposal  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
and  his  explanation  of  it,  he  spoke  of 
preventing  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tee  from  pigeonholing  the  proposition. 
Clearly  that  would  indicate  that  there  is 
contemplated  in  his  amendment  manda¬ 
tory  action  as  against  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee.  If  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  is  correct,  then  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  in  his  last  statement  did  not 
quite  have  the  effect  of  the  Vinson  com¬ 
mittee  amendment  correct. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
read  the  Vinson  amendment  he  will  find 
that  the  House  will  consider  only  such 
resolution  or  bill  as  may  be  reported  by 
the  committee.  In  view  of  this  language 
if  nothing  is  reported  by  the  Committees 
on  Armed  Services  we  would  have  noth¬ 
ing  to  consider  or  vote  upon  on  the  floor 
of  either  the  House  or  Senate.  That  in 
effect  would  be  pigeonholing  the  bill  in 
committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 
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Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON,  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  As  I  understand  it, 
both  under  the  Vinson  amendment  and 
the  Sutton  amendment,  this  language 
would  remain  in  the  bill  and  become 
law: 

At  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  be 
appointed,  in  accordance  with  this  para¬ 
graph,  there  shall  be  established  a  National 
Security  Training  Corps. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  There  is  no  question 
about  that. 

Mr.  VORYS.  What  is  the  status  of 
that  corps? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  As  soon  as  we  pass  the 
bill  and  create  the  Commission,  and  as 
soon  as  the  Commission  is  appointed 
and  confirmed  by  the  President,  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  is  auto¬ 
matically  established. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  Commission  does 
not  have  to  be  confirmed.  When  they 
are  appointed  we  have  a  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps.  What  is  the 
status  of  the  corps  at  that  time? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  say  “confirmed”  be¬ 
cause  one  of  the  committee  amendments 
provides  that  the  6-month  period  for 
the  submission  of  the  Commission’s  rec¬ 
ommendations  shall  date  from  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  appointment  and  confirma¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  admit  the  proposed  Vinson  amend¬ 
ment  was  very  carefully  considered  and 
debated  by  the  committee;  is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  There  is  no  question 
but  what  it  was  carefully  considered. 
While  there  may  be  objection  to  it,  it 
is  unique  and  it  is  decidedly  to  be  pre¬ 
ferred  to  the  previous  amendment  sug¬ 
gested  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson].  That  amendment  re¬ 
quired  only  a  concurrent  resolution. 
Certainly  the  pending  committee  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  be  preferred  over  the  present 
provision  of  the  bill  which  allows  the 
Commission  to  submit  a  plan  which  Con¬ 
gress  could  not  change  in  any  respect. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  might  further  point 
out  to  the  Members  of  the  House  that 
the  Vinson  amendment  was  reported  out 
unanimously  with  not  a  dissenting  vote. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  That  is  correct,  and  it 
is  a  definite  improvement  of  the  bill  as  it 
was  originally  reported. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COX.  Is  it  not  perfectly  apparent 
to  the  gentleman  and  to  all  others  hear¬ 
ing  this  debate  that  those  opposing  the 
UMT  provisions  of  the  committee  bill 
have  won  their  fight  and  that  the  Vinson 
amendment  means  this  and  nothing 
more — an  expression  of  concern  or  an  ex¬ 


pression  of  interest  or  desire  for  further 
exploration  of  the  subject,  all  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  establishing  a  basis  for  the  en¬ 
actment  of  a  law  if  it  is  the  will  of  the 
Congress  to  so  legislate? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  That  is  true  to  a  cer¬ 
tain  extent.  Whether  you  are  for  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  or  against  it,  the 
amendment,  in  my  judgment,  should  be 
adopted.  The  committee  amendment 
had  the  support  of  both  the  proponents 
and  the  opponents  of  UMT. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  whether  or  not  the 
Sutton  amendment  or  the  Vinson 
amendment  is  agreed  to,  there  is  lan¬ 
guage  on  page  36  of  the  bill  which  is 
very  interesting  and  which  I  would  like 
to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
as  to  what  effect  it  may  have.  On  page 
36,  beginning  at  line  8,  it  says: 

The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  di¬ 
rection  of  the  President,  direct  and  control 
the  training  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  which  training  shall  be  ba¬ 
sic  military  training.  It  shall  establish  such 
policies  and  standards  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  initial  military  training  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  act — 

And  so  forth.  I  take  it,  and  I  ask  the 
chairman  whether  or  not  this  is  true, 
whether  we  have  any  other  language  in 
the  bill  as  to  the  Commission  making  a 
plan  and  reporting  it,  or  the  committee 
itself  making  a  plan  and  reporting  to 
the  House,  that  this  subsection  (5)  be¬ 
ginning  on  line  8  of  page  36  and  extend¬ 
ing  to  line  22,  gives  the  Commission  full 
power  to  do  anything  that  it  wants  to 
in  respect  to  training. 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  has  no  authority  un¬ 
til  the  Congress  approves  the  plan. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  It  does  not  say  so. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  Congress  ap¬ 
proves  the  plan,  then  the  Commission 
carries  out  the  plan  that  the  Congress 
has  approved. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Where  does  it  say 
so? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  says  that  no  person 
shall  be  inducted  until  the  plan  has  been 
approved  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  As  I  understood  the 
previous  language  in  the  bill,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  could  order  a  person  inducted  into 
the  Security  Training  Corps  just  as  soon 
as  he  eliminates  the  age  limit  of  18  V2. 
That  is  on  a  previous  page.  Am  I  wrong 
about  that? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  me  say  this,  that  no 
man  can  be  inducted  into  the  Training 
Corps  at  the  time  he  is  being  inducted 
for  service.  The  bill  provides  when  one 
shall  terminate  and  the  other  commence. 

Now,  get  this  in  mind.  On  page  37 
the  bill  says : 

No  person  shall  be  Inducted  Into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  until  after— 

And  then  this  amendment  comes  in— 
until  after  the  Congress  has  approved  the 
plan. 

It  is  up  to  us,  not  by  resolution,  but 
by  law,  signed  by  the  President  and  ap¬ 
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proved  by  the  Congress  by  a  majority 
vote. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  cannot  put  my 
finger  on  the  exact  language  that  I  had 
in  mind.  I  am  thinking  about  a  dif¬ 
ferent  amendment,  but  with  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  statement  that  they  absolutely 
cannot  be  inducted  until  the  Congress 
has  adopted  a  plan,  I  will  take  it  that  way. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Well,  it  is  on  page  37, 
at  the  bottom  of  the  page,  “No  person 
shall  be  inducted”  until  these  things 
happen. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  I  think  I  share 
the  gentleman’s  concern.  The  gentle¬ 
man  has  pointed  out  that  on  page  36 
there  is  certain  authority  given  to  the 
Commission.  That  authority  has  not 
been  amended  in  this  amendment.  That 
authority  does  become  law  right  now, 
except  that  it  cannot  be  exercised  until 
after  the  plan  is  adopted.  But  unless 
changed,  when  the  plan  submitted  by  the 
Commission  has  been  adopted  or  a  new 
bill  passed  under  that  plan,  this  author¬ 
ity  on  page  36,  subsection  (5),  remains. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  like  to  ask  both 
gentlemen,  who  would  the  Commission 
have  any  authority  over?  It  would  have 
no  authority  over  anybody  until  the  Con¬ 
gress  approves  the  plan. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  What  becomes  of 
paragraph  5  on  page  36? 

Mr.  VINSON.  After  you  begin  to  in¬ 
duct,  then  it  says  the  Commission  shall 
run  the  organization  by  direction  of  the 
President. 

Mr.  FERNANDEZ.  Then  it  says: 

The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  President,  direct  and  control  the 
training  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  which  training  shall  be  basic  military 
training — 

And  so  on.  That  will  be  in  effect. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Nothing  can  happen 
until  the  Congress  approves  a  plan. 
When  the  Congress  approves  a  plan, 
then  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  go 
to  work. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  At  the  bottom  of 
page  33,  where  the  second  provision 
comes  into  effect  for  calling  up  this 
training  corps,  there  is  this  language : 

Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  declare  that  the  period  of 
active  service  required  of  any  age  group  or 
groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this  title 
should  be  decreased  to  any  period  less  than 
26  months,  which  may  be  designated  in  such 
resolution,  or  whenever  the  period  of  service 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  ninteenth  anniversary 
of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated 
by  the  President  or  by  concurrent  resolution 
of  the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  fore¬ 
going  provisions  of  this  section — 

And  so  forth. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  invite  your  attention 
to  line  19,  where  it  says: 

For  induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  as  hereinafter  established. 

You  cannot  induct  men  into  the  corps 
until  a  plan  has  been  approved.  If  the 
committee  will  understand  this,  there 
will  be  no  more  confusion.  All  that  is 
being  accomplished  by  this  amendment 
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and  by  the  bill  is  establishing  the  ma¬ 
chinery,  the  vehicle.  We  are  building 
the  house. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  get  the  point.  I 
have  talked  it  over  with  the  gentleman 
before. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Hin- 
shaw]  has  expired. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes. 

Tire  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  the  Members 
must  well  realize  that  if  we  wait  until 
the  time  the  emergency  is  over  before 
we  make  up  our  minds  what  we  are 
going  to  do  about  this  UMT  program, 
that  it  is  going  to  take  at  least  6  months 
thereafter  in  order  to  arrange  such  a 
program.  I  think  that  the  committee 
has  allowed  the  Commission  too  little 
time ;  I  think  it  is  going  to  take  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  year  rather  than  6  months  to 
do  its  work,  and  if  we  adopt  this  6- 
months  idea,  we  will  just  be  expecting 
the  committee  to  bring  in  a  bill  extend¬ 
ing  the  time  for  the  Commission  to  sub¬ 
mit  its  plan.  Actually,  if  you  cannot 
tail  these  things  one  onto  the  other  you 
are  going  to  have  a  very  serious  lapse 
of  time  which  I  think  this  country  can 
ill  afford. 

I  am  not  saying  that  the  Vinson 
amendment  is  any  better  than  the  Sut¬ 
ton  amendment  so  far  as  its  force  and 
effect  is  concerned.  In  all  probability 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Sutton]  will 
do  the  same  thing  as  the  Vinson  amend¬ 
ment  without  quite  so  much  rigamarole 
involved  in  it. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Is  it  not  significant, 
though,  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Services  brought  in  by  unanimous 
agreement  among  that  committee  the 
amendment  that  is  offered  here  by  the 
chairman  on  behalf  of  the  committee? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Yes;  it  is  very  signif¬ 
icant  indeed,  and  I  for  one  appreciate 
their  action  in  doing  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Under  the  amendment 
by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  there 
is  no  assurance  that  it  would  go  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Armed  Services;  there 
is  no  assurance  that  all  of  these  yard¬ 
sticks  on  page  37  would  ever  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  making 
its  report. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  realizes  that  the  Committee  on  the 
Armed  Services  gets  all  legislation  re¬ 
lating  to  military  matters. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Not  necessarily;  it 
could  go  to  the  Committee  on  Expendi¬ 
tures;  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  unification 
bill  went  to  that  committee. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  had  forgotten 
about  that;  the  gentleman  brought  up 
one  I  had  not  remembered. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  California  may  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes,  that  I  may  ask  him 
a  question. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect  in  his  statement  that  a  matter  per¬ 
taining  to  the  Armed  Forces  goes  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services.  The 
gentleman  from  Georgia  would  raise  the 
holy  devil  if  it  did  not  go  to  his  com¬ 
mittee,  and  he  knows  that  as  well  as  I. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  It  probably  would  be 
rereferred  if  it  did  not  go  to  his  com¬ 
mittee  in  the  first  instance. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  And  in  the  second  place 
there  are  some  of  us  who  believe  that 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  should 
legislate  instead  of  letting  committees 
outside  of  Congress  do  the  legislating 
that  we  are  elected  to  do. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  Committee  on 
the  Armed  Services  is  such  a  splendid 
committee  and  they  have  had  so  much 
experience  that  I  am  a  little  surprised 
that  they  did  not  bring  in  something  like 
the  Towe  bill  to  be  tailed  right  onto  the 
end  of  this  bill.  I  wish  they  had  done 
it  so  we  could  have  acted  on  it  now  and 
not  wait  for  6  months  from  now. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  100  percent. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  is  trying  to  do  us  a 
great  favor  here  by  taking  some  Mem¬ 
bers  off  the  spot.  Personally,  it  does  not 
bother  me  very  much  one  way  or  the 
other. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  us  vote  on  it  and 
get  off  the  spot  now ;  the  Members  have 
been  on  the  spot  long  enough. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  suits  me. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  amendment 
may  be  again  read  by  the  Clerk. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  again  read  the  Sutton 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  to  the  committee  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Sutton)  there 
were — ayes  93,  noes  163. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  committee 
amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]. 


The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  the  amendment  we  just  adopted 
refers  to  lines  3  and  4,  page  37.  I  have 
an  amendment  to  page  37,  lines  5  through 
9.  Will  I  be  permitted  to  offer  that 
amendment  after  we  vote  on  a  subse¬ 
quent  section  of  the  bill?  If  not,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  offer  the  amendment  at  this  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  No;  not  after  vot¬ 
ing  on  a  subsequent  section  of  the  bill. 
The  gentleman  would  be  entitled  to  rec¬ 
ognition  to  offer  an  amendment  after  the 
committee  amendments  are  disposed  of, 
just  as  other  Members  having  amend¬ 
ments  would  be  entitled  to  recognition. 

Mr.  ROGEIRS  of  Florida.  Even  though 
they  come  after  my  amendment  on  the 
bill? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Why,  certainly. 
An  amendment  is  in  order  to  be  offered 
to  any  part  of  section  1  of  the  bill,  which 
consists  of  50  pages. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Vinson:  On  page  38,  strike  out  lines  1 
through  20,  inclusive,  and  substitute  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following: 

“(1)  the  legislative  recommendations  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  paragraph  (7)  shall  have  been 
enacted  with  or  without  amendments  into 
law:  Provided,  That  such  recommendations 
shall  be  referred  to  the  Committees  on  Armed 
Services,  and  both  Committees  shall,  not 
later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first  period 
of  45  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions 
of  the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which 
the  recommendations  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graph  (7)  of  this  subsection  are  transmitted 
to  the  Congress,  report  thereon  to  their  re¬ 
spective  Houses:  Provided  further.  That  any 
bill  or  resolution  so  reported  shall  be  privi¬ 
leged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any  member 
of  either  House  but  shall  be  subject  to 
amendment  as  if  it  were  not  so  privileged; 
and.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  I 
stated  to  the  committee  when  the  other 
amendment  was  being  considered,  this 
amendment  would  follow,  and  this  is 
what  the  committee  unanimously  rec¬ 
ommended  yesterday.  This  follows  out 
the  procedure  by  which  the  Commission 
will  be  governed  and  the  Congress  will 
proceed  with  reference  to  inaugurating 
the  plan.  The  Commission,  as  I  have 
stated,  will  make  its  report  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  and  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  will  send  it  to 
the  floor  of  the  House.  Then  it  will  be 
considered  just  like  any  other  bill  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  and  be  open  to 
amendment.  It  must  be  signed  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States  and,  as  I 
pointed  out  when  the  gentleman  from 
California  was  addressing  the  House,  no 
inductee  can  be  put  in  the  training  corps 
by  the  very  language  of  the  bill  until 
the  Congress  approves  the  plan.  So,  I 
repeat  again,  here  is  what  is  accom¬ 
plished  by  this  bill  as  far  as  UMT  is 
concerned.  We  establish  the  vehicle,  we 
establish  the  Commission,  we  establish 
the  training  corps,  and  then  Congress 
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must  step  in  at  some  future  date  and 
prescribe  the  type  and  character  of  the 
training.  Even  after  that  another  thing 
must  happen  before  anyone  can  be  in¬ 
ducted.  You  must  stop  inducting  for 
service;  in  other  words,  you  stop  the 
draft  and  you  induct  for  training.  Now, 
that  can  either  be  done  by  the  Congress 
or  it  can  be  done  by  the  President.  Why 
do  we  put  in  there  that  it  has  to  be  done 
by  the  Congress?  It  is  because  it  is 
costing  $35,000,000,000  a  year  now  to  run 
the  armed  services  and  after  awhile  the 
Congress  might  get  tired  and  say,  “We 
want  to  inaugurate  another  program, 
and  we  want  the  Armed  Forces  reduced,” 
so  therefore  Congress  passes  a  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  and  says,  “We  will  stop 
drafting  people  in  the  country  for  the 
armed  services;  we  will  draft  them  for 
the  training  program.”  We  are  wise  in 
doing  that;  we  are  on  sound  ground 
when  we  do  that  because  it  is  the  Con¬ 
gress  that  writes  it  instead  of  some  com¬ 
mission.  It  makes  no  difference  how 
ably  it  may  be  staffed.  So  I  am  hoping 
that  this  amendment,  which  is  the 
amendment  that  was  approved  unani¬ 
mously  as  was  stated  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Elston]  "and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]  will 
be  accepted,  because  it  is  along  the  right 
line,  and  then  later  on  we  will  have  a 
clean-cut  issue  between  the  Barden 
amendment  and  those  who  believe  in 
universal  military  training. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Did  the  gentleman  say 
awhile  ago  that  any  legislation  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  on  this  subject  could  not  be  pigeon¬ 
holed  by  the  Committee  on  Rules? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  cannot  be  pigeon¬ 
holed  by  anybody.  It  must  come  back 
to  the  floor  of  the  House  for  the  majority 
of  435  Members  to  work  its  will. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  am  just  curious  to 
know  this :  There  is  one  thing  to  be  made 
permanent  under  the  gentleman’s  plan, 
and  that  is  the  name  of  the  thing. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  name  that  every¬ 
body  in  the  country  calls  UMT,  which 
has  the  word  “military”  in  it,  is  now 
going  to  be  called  national  security 
training? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Who  invented  that 
name? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  wish  I  could  have  the 
honor  of  inventing  it.  It  is  a  very  ap¬ 
propriate  name,  but  I  would  say  the 
combined  wisdom  of  38  men  on  the  com¬ 
mittee  invented  it. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Was  it  the  purpose  to 
eliminate  the  word  “military”? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  not  at  all,  not  one 
particle.  That  is  just  the  proper  name 
for  it. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  that  was  the  name 
given  to.  the  training  corps  in  the  Towe 
bill  in  the  Eightieth  Congress. 


Mr.  VORYS.  Is  that  where  this  came 
from? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Yes. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Universal  military  train¬ 
ing  is  to  be  called  now  national  security 
training. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  It  was  based  on  the 
Compton  report 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FULTON.  I  was  the  one  raising 
the  question  of  the  functions  of  the 
Committee  on  Rules  with  respect  to  this 
legislation  coming  back  on  the  floor  of 
the  House.  Why  is  there  any  intent  to 
bypass  the  Rules  Committee? 

Mr.  VINSON.  There  will  be  no  by¬ 
passing  the  committee  as  long  as  I  am 
a  Member  of  the  Congress.  I  will  go 
before  the  Rules  Committee.  However, 
to  be  absolutely  sure  that  there  could  be 
no  opportunity  anywhere  to  bottle  it  up, 
we  make  it  privileged.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  FULTON.  That  is  a  good  state¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  POULSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  POULSON.  Would  this  be  a  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  elected  Members  or  a  ma¬ 
jority  of  those  present? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  means  a  majority, 
just  as  we  are  going  to  vote  here  this 
afternoon. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
another  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Vinson:  On  page  39,  strike  out  lines  2 
through  7,  inclusive. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view 
of  the  amendments  adopted,  this  lan¬ 
guage  comes  out,  because  this  has  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  other  system  we  had.  It  is 
purely  in  the  interest  of  proper  language. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  a  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Cole  of  New  York:  On  page  51,  line  23,  after 
the  date  July  1,  1954,  strike  out  the  period 
and  add  the  following:  “except  persons  now 
or  hereafter  deferred  under  section  6  of  this 
title  after  the  basis  for  such  deferment 
ceases  to  exist.” 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  this  really  is  a  perfecting  amend¬ 
ment,  but  I  think  a  word  of  explanation 
may  be  necessary  for  the  information 
of  the  Members. 

As  the  committee  progressed  with  the 
final  drafting  of  the  bill,  the  continuance 
of  the  provisions  for  draft  for  service 
was  left  on  an  indefinite  basis  subject 
to  termination  either  by  the  President 
or  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  During  the  deliberations  in  the 
drafting  of  the  bill  with  respect  to  the 
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deferment  of  individuals  within  the  18y2 
to  26  age  bracket  who  might  be  deferred 
for  agriculture  or  college  or  one  thing  or 
another,  the  committee  amended  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  present  Draft  Act  to  pro¬ 
vide  that  every  individual  who  may  be 
deferred  would  be  liable  for  service  up 
to  the  age  of  35,  so  that  no  college  stu¬ 
dent  or  other  deferred  person  would  es¬ 
cape  his  liability  for  service  because  of 
his  deferment.  If  he  is  under  35,  he  is 
still  subject  to  the  draft. 

Subsequently  the  committee  wrote  a 
definite  time  limitation  on  the  bill,  July 
1954.  Of  course,  the  result  of  that  v/ould 
be  that  all  these  men  who  are  being  de¬ 
ferred  during  the  period  between  now 
and  1954  would  escape  liability  com¬ 
pletely  after  1954.  This  amendment  is 
offered  to  close  that  gap  and  make  cer¬ 
tain  that  those  individuals  who  have 
been  deferred  will  not  escape  their  lia¬ 
bility  for  service  even  after  July  1,  1954. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Elston:  On. 
page  51  strike  out  lines  11  to  20,  inclusive, 
and  in  lieu  thereof  insert:. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  this  title,  no  person  shall  he  inducted  into 
the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  and  no  person  shall  be  or¬ 
dered  to  active  duty  pursuant,  to  section  6 
(d)  (1),  after  July  1,  1954.  Any  person  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  prior  thereto  shall,  not  more  than  6 
months  after  that  date  be  released  from 
training  in  such  corps,  but  shall  not  be  re¬ 
lieved  from  his  obligation  to  serve  in  a  Re¬ 
serve  component  as  provided  in  section  4 
(d)  (3)  of  this  title.” 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  speaks  for  itself,  and  does 
not  require  very  much  of  an  explanation. 
If  you  examine  the  bill  you  will  find 
there  is  a  definite  termination  date  as 
to  the  selective -service  features  of  the 
bill  but  none  as  to  the  universal-mili¬ 
tary-training  program. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  did  not  hear  the  date 
of  termination.  What  was  it? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  As  to  the  selective- 
service  features  of  the  bill  there  is  a 
definite  termination  day. 

Mr.  VINSON.  What  is  the  date  of  the 
termination  of  the  selective  service?  I 
did  not  hear  it. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  July  1, 1954.  As  to  the 
universal-military-training  features  of 
the  bill,  there  is  no  termination  date. 
Obviously  the  fixing  of  a  definite  termi¬ 
nation  date  for  selective  service  will  re¬ 
quire  the  Congress  to  reconsider  the 
whole  program  sometime  before  that 
date.  Since  these  two  measures  are  be¬ 
ing  enacted  as  one,  it  seems  logical  and 
reasonable  that  a  termination  date 
should  be  considered  as  to  both.  My 
amendment  means  that  Congress  must 
review  the  entire  program  sometime  be¬ 
fore  July  1,  1954.  If  Congress  is  satis¬ 
fied  that  the  program  is  working  well 
and  should  be  continued  it  is  a  very  sim- 
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pie  matter  for  the  Congress  to  continue 
it.  Just  as  we  have  continued  the  Draft 
Act  a  number  of  times,  so  can  we  con¬ 
tinue  the  universal-military  training 
part  of  the  bill  if  Congress  after  appro¬ 
priate  and  full  consideration  decides  that 
it  should  be  continued.  It  makes  no  dif¬ 
ference  whether  you  are  for  the  UMT 
program  or  against  it.  That  is  entirely 
beside  the  question.  There  should  be  a 
definite  termination  date  so  that  those 
who  are  for  the  bill  and  so  that  those 
who  are  against  it  will  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  consider  the  whole  program 
sometime  before  July  1,  1954.  Who  is 
in  a  better  position  to  determine  whether 
or  not  the  program  should  be  continued 
than  Congress  itself?  If  we  adopt  the 
bill  without  this  amendment,  we  will  pass 
on  to  the  Commission  the  authority  to 
go  ahead  with  the  program  for  an  indefi¬ 
nite  period,  limited  only  by  our  approval 
of  the  Commission’s  plan  and  by  con¬ 
gressional  appropriations.  The  only  way 
Congress  can  terminate  the  program,  as 
the  bill  is  now  written,  is  by  the  passage 
of  a  concurrent  resolution.  By  such  a 
resolution  we  can  either  terminate  the 
program  or  suspend  inductions  for  a  cer¬ 
tain  period  of  time.  But  is  that  the 
proper  way  to  legislate  on  a  matter  as 
important  as  universal -military  train¬ 
ing?  Why  should  there  be  any  fear  of 
congressional  review? 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  YATES.  The  section  to  which 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  pertains  re¬ 
fers  to  the  term  “Reserve  component.” 
As  I  understand  the  purpose  of  the  train¬ 
ing  program,  an  inductee  in  the  Training 
Corps  will  remain  under  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  for  6  months,  after  which 
he  will  go  to  the  Reserve  component. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  YATES.  Is  that  an  inactive  Re¬ 
serve  component  or  an  active  Reserve 
component?  What  is  the  nature  of  the 
Reserve  component  into  which  the 
graduate  from  the  training  corps  will  go? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  The  bill  merely  uses 
the  term  “Reserve  component.”  I  pre¬ 
sume  that  will  be  one  of  the  subjects  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  Commission’s  plan  or  it 
could  be  taken  care  of  by  future  legis¬ 
lation. 

Mr.  YATES.  Has  he  a  choice? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Not  under  the  terms  of 
this  bill. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Naturally  he  will 
continue  his  training  as  a  member  of  an 
active  Reserve  unit  by  attending  drills 
and  taking  summer  training. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  certainly  hope  that 
is  the  way  it  will  be. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  could  not  hear  the 
amendment  when  it  was  read.  Whatds 
the  termination  date  for  induction  in 
the  National  Training  Corps? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  The  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  that  there  shall  be  no  inductions 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
after  July  1,  1954. 


Mr.  VINSON.  Then  you  are  making 
the  termination  of  the  draft  and  the 
termination  of  the  UMT  the  same? 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Exactly  the  same.  I 
feel  that  when  we  consider  the  extension 
of  one  phase  of  the  program  we  should 
consider  both  phases.  I  cannot  have  any 
sympathy  with  the  claim  that  if  we  set 
up  UMT  we  must  make  it  permanent  in 
order  for  it  to  succeed.  I  consider  it  the 
duty,  the  obligation,  and  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  Congress  in  a  matter  of  as  great 
importance  as  UMT  to  review  the  pro¬ 
gram  from  time  to  time.  By  July  1, 1954, 
the  emergency  may  be  over,  but  whether 
it  is  of  not,  Congress  should  review  the 
program  in  the  light  of  conditions  as  they 
exist  at  that  time.  I  believe  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  do  a  better  job  if  its  mem¬ 
bers  know  that  their  actions  are  to  be 
periodically  reviewed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Elston!  has 
expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair,  ? 
Mr.  Cooper,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  de¬ 
fense  and  security  of  the  United  States 
and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  manpower  resources  of  the 
United  States  by  authorizing  universal 
military  training  and  service,  and  for 
other  purposes,  had  come  to  no  resolu¬ 
tion  thereon.  j 

HOUR  OF  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  ,T 
ask'  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  njeet 
at  11  o’clock  tomorrow.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  requesK.  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts^  / 

There  was  no  nobjection.  f 
CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  McCORMACK\  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent' that  business  in 
order  on  Calendar  Wednesday  be  dis¬ 
pensed  with  this  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts?  \ 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Reserving  the  right 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  intend 
object  at  this  time  owing  to  the  fact  that 
this  legislation  is  before  the  House,  but 
after  this  week  I  expect  to  object  to  dis¬ 
pensing  with  Calendar  Wednesday  un¬ 
til  we  get  our  veterans’  legislation 
through  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 


APPROPRIATION  FOR  CIVIL  DEFENSE 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Speaker, 
want  to  supplement  what  my  colleague 
from  California  and  elsewhere  have  s^tid 
this  afternoon  about  the  great  danger 
which  is  involved  in  the  drastic  cut  jfiade 
by  the  House  committee  in  the  recom¬ 
mended  appropriation  for  civil  defense. 

Some  of  us  represent  districts  which 
have  been  described  as  high-priority 
targets  in  the  event  a  bombing  war 
should  be  waged  against  the  United 
States,  but  I  know  that  the  ythole  Amer- 
.  ican  people  would  join  with  us  in  out¬ 
raged  protest  against  any  form  of  mis¬ 
guided  economy  which  might  be  con¬ 
strued  by  our  potential  enemies  to  mean 
that  this  Government!  regards  certain 
areas  of  our  country,' as  expendable,  if 
atomic  war  should  come,  and  that  Con¬ 
gress  thinks  it  usel^&s  to  spend  sufficient 
money,  to  give  these  areas  an  adequate 
system  of  defense. 

I  am  sure  that  the  House  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  did  not  indulge  in  any 
such  fallacious  reasoning,  and  I  am 
glad  to  read  fa  the  committee  report  on 
the  deficiency  bill  that  another  estimate 
will  be  submitted  to  Congress  in  the  near 
future  t(>  carry  forward  the  civil-de¬ 
fense  program.  I  earnestly  hope  that 
this  promised  estimate  will  assure  a 
strong^n-ogram  of  civil  defense  in  every 
section  of  the  country. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  3  minutes  today,  following  the  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address 
the  House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PAUL  DILLON 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
yesterday  I  made  certain  factual  state¬ 
ments  about  Mr.  Paul  Dillon,  of  St.  Louis, 
to  wit,  that  he  was  Mr.  Truman’s  cam¬ 
paign  manager  at  one  time  for  the  St. 
Louis  area  and  that  he  was  a  social  guest 
at  the  White  House. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  McCormack!,  the  majority  leader, 
then  proceeded  to  castigate  me,  as  he 
aid,  for  attacking  the  President  of  the 
ted  States  by  innuendo. 

not  think  I  was  using  innuendo. 
I  thoil&ht  I  was  making  it  very  clear  that 
Mr.  Truman  was  allied  in  a  political  way 
with  Mr.  Paul  Dillon  and  that  the  ac¬ 
quaintance  '‘extended  socially.  These 
facts  are  pertihent  to  the  political  diffi¬ 
culties  which  have  arisen  in  the  State 
of  Mississippi  mentioned  on  the  floor  of 
the  House.  They  am  also  pertinent  to 
the  success  Mr.  Dillon  has  attained  in 
many  of  his  other  political  endeavors. 

I  draw  no  conclusions.  1  merely  say 
these  are  pertinent  facts.  If  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCor¬ 
mack!  believes  that  these  facts  reflect 
upon  Mr.  Truman,  that  is  for  him  to 
say.  Certainly  the  Members  of  Congress 
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ISRAELI  LABOR.  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  reported  with  amendment; 

QS4,  to  provide  for  emergency  recruitment  of  farm  labor,  etc.  (S.  Rept.  2l4) 
(p>§J1S).  ‘ 

;eived  a  Calif*  Legislature  recommendation  that  persons  nou^Gmployed  as 
pilots  antiaircraft  mechanics  be  deferred  from  the  armed  forfcos^p.  3714)., 

2.  3UILDI1TGS  DISPOSAL*  The  Public  Works  Committee  reported  vpetfh  amendments  S«  21S, 

to  provide  for  disStjrsal  of ,  Government  buildings  in  thq/C*  C.  area  (S.  Rcpt. 

2l6),  and  Sen.  HollrmS^indi catod  that  it  nay  be  doba£^d  immediately  after  the 
RFC  reorganization  plenum.  3735—6) •  The  "Dailv^gost11  states:  "The  amendments 
would  provide  for  the  reduction  of  sites  for  dj^fporsal  purposes  to  4,  decrease 
authorization  of  funds  to  OlO^Ncillion,  eut^p^izc  decent ralizat ion  of  25,000 
Government  employees,  provide  forN&emolit^fh  of  temporary  buildings  put  up 
during  World  War  II,  and  set  up  a  nm.it tee  on  demolition,  dispersal,  an(J 

.  decent  ralization"(p.  D27 7 )  ♦ 

3.  DEFEiTSE  CONTRACTS.  The  Banlring^nd  Currency  ■wamm  it  tec  reported  with  cnondments 

S..99S,  to  facilitate  the  financing  of  the  defefe^c  contracts  by  banks  and  other 
financing  institutions,  tp^anond  the  Assignment  ofN^.aims  Act  of  194D,  etc. 

(S.  Rept.  217)  (p.  3715! 

4.  FOREST Passed  ^reported  S.  109,  to  protect  scenic  valu^along  the  Grand 

Canyon  Park  Sop^fh  Approach  Highway  within  the  ICaibab  National  'SlQrcst,  Ariz.  (p. 

3735).  ,  ‘  ^ 

Passed  without  amendment  H.  R.  30^0,  to  authorize  USDA  to  reconv^y  to  the 
Chanbc^of  Commerce,  Ogdon,  Utah,  a  tract  of  land  which  had  been  donat&dmto  the 
Fcdp«^il  Government  ( but  was  not  used  (p.  3732).  This  bill  will  no w  be  sentxto 
rc  President. 
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Rcccived  from  the  Interior  Department  a  proposed  hill  to  repeal  certain  lan 

•  «  J.  -*•  -* 

^relating  to  timber  and  stone  on  the  public  domain;  to  Interior  and  Insular 
Affairs  Committee  (p*  3713)* 


5.  RESEARCH  LAUDS.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  2J1,  to  authorize  the  transfer  of  ? 
tracKof  land  fron  USDATto  the  Vemont  Agricultural  College,  for  agricultural 
purposes  (pp.  3725,  3736)* 


6*  RLEAL-REHA^ILITATIOIT  LAUDS*  Passed  without  anendnont  S*  J.  Res.  35,  to  pemit 
Louisiana'  state  TJnivprsity  and  Agricultural  and  Mechanical  .Cclllj^ge  to  transfer 
certain  land's  to  the  police'  Jury  of  Rapides  parish  for  livestock:  and  agricul-vm 
tural  expositions  (p,  3732)* 


7.  RPC.  '  The'  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments  Commit  yb.  e.  reported  S.  Res. 
76,  disapproving  ^organization  plan  1  of  1951  relating  Jto  RPC  (S.Rept.  213) 
(p.  3711V.  This  measure  was  made  the  unfinished  bu  singes  (p.  3735)  • 

Sen.  Anderson  spoke  in  favor  of  continuation  of  y&C  (p.  3720)* 


3.  PERS01TITEL*  Received  fro\  the  Commerce  Department  a/proposed  hill  to  promote  the 
rescue  of  civilian  employees  of  the  Pederal  Government  who  are  lost  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  their  off icialVhit ies,  to  continue  salary  payments  of  such  ernlo._ 
ccs,  etc,;  to  Post  Office  ruNj.  Civil  Service  Committee  Tp.  37^3 )• 


9.  CIVIL  DEPEITSE.  Sen.  Kcfnuver  discussed  the  importance  of  civil  defense  and 

expressed  concern  about  the  HousNe  Appropriations  Committee's  reduction  in  the 
amount  for  the  Civil  Defense  Adi  inis  tr a, tiro  n  (pp*  • 


10.  ST.  LAVJREITCE  HATEKVIAY*  Received  a  lily  Legislature  recommendation  against  this 
project  (p..3717)* 


il.  UtlED  C01TTR0L,  Sen*  McCarran  spoke  in  favor  of  Pederal  help  in  eradicating 

noxious  weeds,  particularly  ha]r6geton,  ^  ihsertod  a  recent  ITev*  law  oh  this 
subject  (pp.  3717~3). 


HOUSE 


12.  EXPORT  COMTROL.  The  Dancing  and.  Currency  Committee  ordered  reported  (but  did 
not  actually  report)  H*  J.  Res.  197»  to  continue  authority  for  export  control 
through  June  30,  195/  (p*  D277)» 
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military  TRAI1TI17C.  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military  training  and  service 
bill  (pp.  377S-SOS) .  Rejected  an  amendment  to  end  the  training  program  in 
1954.  Adopted  amendments  designed  to  repeal  the  Executive  order  on  deferment 
of  students  with  high  scholastic  grades  and  to  leave  educational,  deferments  up 
to  each  local,  draft  board;  and  to  strengthen  the  provision  .prohibiting  the 
sending  of  inductees  into  combat  areas  prior  to  6  months  6f  training*  The 
mending  question  is  a  substitute  offered  by  Rep*  Darden  providing  for  am’ 
'extension  of  the  draft  with  no  provisions  for  universal  nilitary  training* 


l4.  PSRSOUHEL.  A  Judicia  .ry  subcommittee  approved  for  reporting  to  the  f\ll  commit¬ 
tee/ S.  15,  amended,  making  it  an  offense  for  private  employment  agencies  to 
icit  or  accept  fees  viion  referring  persons  for  Eederal  employment  C3>*D27S)« 


pVUM  RMf 


CMUITTEE  AS  SIGH  RUE'S*  The  Foreign  Affairs  ‘  Committee  announced  appointneiH  of 
subcommittees  to  consider  various  bills,  including  H*  R.  3400,  relating  to" 
disposition  of  electric  mower  at  Falcon  Dam  (p*  D27&)* 
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tons  of  section  506,  Public  Law  381,  Eightieth 
^ress  (Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947)  : 

To  be  second  lieutenant 
Lansing  OvScofield 

The  followinfe^named  person  for  appoint¬ 
ment  in  the  UnH^d  States  Air  Force  in 
the  grade  indicated,  with  date  of  rank  to  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
under  the  provisions  of  section  506,  Public 
Law  381,  Eightieth  Congress  ''tQfficer  Per¬ 
sonnel  Act  of  1947) : 

To  be  second  lieutenant 
George  R.  Loftis,  532986  USN. 


CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive  nominations  confirmed  by 
the  Senate  April  11  (legislative  day  of 
March  26),  1951: 

In  the  Army 

APPOINTMENT  IN  THE  REGULAR  ARMY  OP  THE 
UNITED  STATES 

Brig.  Gen.  James  Clyde  Fry,  015023,  Army 
of  the  United  States  (colonel,  U.  S.  Army), 
to  be  brigadier  general  in  the  Regular  Army 
of  the  United  States. 

TEMPORARY  APPOINTMENT  IN  THE  ARMY  OF  TE 
UNITED  STATES 

To  be  brigadier  generals 

Col.  Archelaus  Lewis  Ham>Sn,  04731, 
United  States  Army. 

Col.  Anthony  Joseph  ..firexel  Biddle,  Jr., 
0544174. 

AIR  FORCE  pr'THE  UNITED  STATES 

The  officer  jammed  herein  for  appointment 
in  the  Air  National  Guard  of  the  United 
States  hf  the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States 
undef  the  provisions  of  section  38  of  the 
ftional  Defense  Act,  as  amended: 


To  be  major  general 

Brig.  Gen.  Earl  Thornton  Ricks,  A0395254, 
Arkansas  Air  National  Guard,  to  date  from 
March  7,  1951. 

The  following-named  officers  for  tempo¬ 
rary  appointment  in  the  Air  Force  of  the 
United  States  under  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  515,  Officer  Personnel  Act  of  1947: 

To  be  major  generals 
Gen.  Clarence  Shortridge  Irvine, 


Brig. 
296A. 
Brig. 
Brig. 
Brig. 
3A. 

A034! 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 

Brig. 


Gen.  George  Warren  Mundy,  358A. 
Gen.  George  Robert  Acheson,  335A. 
Gen.  Edward  Julius  Timberlake,  Jr., 

Gen.  Wallace  Harry  Graham, 

Edmund  Clayton  Lynch,  77A. 
Gen>^ames  Franklin  Powell,  128A. 
Gen.  Elmar  Joseph  Refers,  Jr.,  294A. 
Gen.  Dan  Clafk  Ogle,  602A. 

To  be  brig piue%y  generals 
Col.  George  Ferrow  Smith.  380A. 

Col.  Joe  William  Kelly,  612A> 

Col.  Rub'll  J.  Minty,  224A. 

Col.  James  Ferguson,  1530A. 

Col: f Harold  Hanson  Twitehell,  19034A. 

5ol.  Gilbert  Hayden,  218A. 

Col.  Richard  August  Grussendorf,  543A. 
Col.  Clyde  Lemuel  Brothers,  19027A. 

Col.  Wycliffe  Eugene  Steele,  491A. 

Col.  Ralph  Orville  Brownfield,  399A. 

Col.  Robert  Oswald  Cork,  523A. 

Col.  Leighton  Ira  Davis,  1111A. 

United  States  Air  Force 

APPOINTMENTS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE 

To  be  lieutenant  generals 
MaJ.  Gen.  Earle  Everard  Partridge,  33A, 
United  States  Air  Force,  to  be  commanding 
general,  Fifth  Air  Force,  Far  East  Air  Forces, 
with  rank  of  lieutenant  general,  with  date 
of  rank  from  date  of  appointment. 


Maj.  Gen.  Otto  Paul  Weyland,  63A,  United 
States  Air  Force,  to  be  deputy  commanjHng 
general.  Far  East  Air  Forces,  with  fstnk  of 
lieutenant  general,  with  date  of  jranik  from 
date  of  appointment. 

Maj.  Gen.  Robert  Wells  H.»rf>er,  53A,  United 
States  Air  Force,  to  be  cefnmanding  general, 
Air  Training  Commpard,  with  rank  of  lieu¬ 
tenant  general,  w jtfn  date  of  rank  from  date 
of  appointments 

Maj.  Genf^Laurence  Sherman  Kuter,  89 A, 
United.fftates  Air  Force,  to  be  commander, 
Military  Air  Transport  Service,  with  rank  of 
lieutenant  general,  with  date  of  rank  from 
'date  of  appointment. 

Maj.  Gen.  Richard  Emmel  Nugent,  57A, 
United  States  Air  Force,  to  be  Deputy  Chiei 
of  Staff,  Personnel,  Headquarters,  United 
States  Air  Force,  with  rank  of  lieutenant 
general,  with  date  of  rank  from  date  of 
appointment. 

PROMOTIONS  IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE 

The  nominations  of  Kemper  Warren  Baker 
et  al.  and  the  nominations  of  Edward  August 
Dvorak  et  al.  for  promotion  in  the  United 
States  Air  Force,  which  were  confirmed  today, 
were  received  by  the  Senate  on  March  27, 
1951,  and  appear  in  full  in  the  Congressional 
Record  for  that  date  under  the  caption 
"Nominations,”  beginning  with  the  name  of 
Kemper  Warren  Baker,  the  first  name  ap¬ 
pearing  irt  the  first  group  mentioned,  and 
which  is  shdwp  on  page  3016,  and  ending 
with  the  nameNif  Inez  Velma  McDonald, 
which  appears  on  page  3023,  being  the  last 
name  of  the  second  group  mentioned. 

In  the  Navy 

Rear  Adm.  William  M.  Callaghan,  United 
States  Navy,  to  have  the  grade,  rank,  pay, 
and  allowances  of  a  vice  admiral  while  serv¬ 
ing  as  commander,  Military  Sea  Transporta¬ 
tion  Service. 
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1 


\ 

£  Souse  met  at  11  o’clock  a.  m. 

O.  L.  Fontaine,  pastor  of  the 
ethodist  Church,  Mangum,  Okla., 
offerecl  the  following  prayer: 

Eternal  God,  our  Father,  we  pause  at 
this  the  beginning  of  an  important  day’s 
work  to  ask  Thy  blessing  upon  all  that 
is  done  hei\  that  Thou  mayest  use  it  for 
the  betterment  of  all  mankind. 

Save  this  nioment  from  being  merely 
the  perfunctory  performance  of  a  rou¬ 
tine  matter  but\may  it  be  a  time  when 
we  genuinely  recognize  Thy  presence 
and  offer  ourselves  to  Thy  leadership. 

For  Thy  wisdom.'  O  God,  is  far  above 
that  of  our  own.  I'hy  law  is  above  all 
our  laws,  and  Thy  tmth  alone  is  suf¬ 
ficient  to  lead  us  in  these  difficult  times. 
And  only  Thy  love  canVuide  us  wisely. 
Save  us,  O  God,  from  even  the  slightest 
relinquishing  the  hope  of  a  better  world 
and  tomorrow,  a  world  built  upon  the 
proposition  of  the  inherentX  dignity  of 
every  individual.  Despite  every  difficul¬ 
ty,  every  disappointment,  set  our  hearts 
steadfastly  toward  the  accomplishment 
of  this  hope,  though  it  take  a  thousand 
years.  \ 

Make  us  to  know  that  unless  we  stand 
for  something  we  may  fall  for  every¬ 
thing.  A 

Bless,  O  God,  these  leaders  of  thi& 
great  country  of  ours — to  the  end  that 
this  country  under  God,  may  have  a  new 
birth  of  freedom,  justice,  and  love.  In 
the  name  of  Christ.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes¬ 
terday  was  read  and  approved. 

PARLIAMENTARY  INQUIRY 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  in¬ 
quire  if  the  Speaker  wouLfl  agree  that ! 
the  House  would  take  a  redess  of  2  hours.  | 
I  make  this  request  because  of  the  tragic 
situation  that  prevails  An  the  world.  I 
should  like,  if  I  couldMo  have  a  Repub¬ 
lican  conference.  ly  the  Speaker  will 
permit  me  to  make ,/hat  request,  I  shall 
do  so. 

The  SPEAKERS  The  Chair  will  say 
that  that  is  a  vegy  unusual  request.  The 
Chair  does  not/  think  it  has  ever  been 
made  in  the  history  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Of 
course,  th/e  are  very  unusual  condi¬ 
tions.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  perfect¬ 
ly  willing  to  agree  with  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  on  that  point. 
However,  there  is  an  amendment  com¬ 
ing fip  to  the  bill  that  the  Chair  thinks 
wijl  take  some  hours,  in  all  probability. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  The 
Chair  understands  that  in  accordance 
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with  his  policies  and  the  policies  I  have 
previously  agreed  with,  too,  we  desire  aU 
our  membership  to  be  on  the  floor  when 
these  various  bills  are  being  read  for 
amendment.  Because  of  the  tremendous 
importance  of  the  situation  in  the  World 
today,  I  should  like  to  submit  that  re¬ 
quest,  but,  of  course,  I  shall  njft  insist 
on  it  if  the  Speaker  is  not  agreeable  to  it. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  poses  a  very/hard  ques¬ 
tion  for  the  Chair.  For  th/moment  the 
Chair  thinks  he  wall  not  entertain  the 
request. 

CALL  OF  THE.  HOUSE 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr/ Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present.  f 

The  SPEAKER/  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  not  present 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
move  a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  ^ne  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk* called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names 


i 


ng 


Allen 
Armst: 
Blat: 
BoyUIn 
Bujmanan 
Caller 
eane 
Slngell 
Gillette 


[Roll  No. 

Hebert 
Kersten 
Mack,  Ill. 
Martin,  Iowa 
Miller,  N.  Y. 
Murray,  Wis. 
O’Konski 
O’Neill 
Phillips 
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Powell 

Ratiwan 

Scott,  Hardie 

Sieminski 

Tollefson 

Widnall 

Woodruff 


The  SPEAKER.  On  this  roll  call  407 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum. 

By\  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with.  \ 

1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 

MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE 

ACT 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide 
for  the  common  defense  and  security  of 
the  United  States  and  to  permit  the  more 
effective  utilization  of  manpower  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  States  by  author¬ 
izing  universal  military  training  and 
service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill  S.  1,  with 
Mr.  Cooper  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Commit¬ 
tee  rose  on  yesterday,  there  was  pend¬ 
ing  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Elston] . 

Without  objection,  the  Clerk  will  again 
report  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 


There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Elston:  On 
page  51  strike  out  lines  11  to  20,  Inclusive, 
and  in  lieu  thereof  insert: 

"(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  this  title,  no  person  shall  be  inducted  into 
the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  and  no  person  shall  be  or¬ 
dered  to  active  duty  pursuant  to  section  6 
(d)  (1),  after  July  1,  1954.  Any  person  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  prior  thereto  shall,  not  more  than  6 
months  after  that  date  be  released  from 
training  in  such  corps,  but  shall  not  be  re¬ 
lieved  from  his  obligation  to  serve  in  a  Re¬ 
serve  component  as  provided  in  section  4 
(d)  (3)  of  this  title.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  be  able  to 
explain  to  the  Committee,  so  that  they 
can  clearly  understand  it,  what  the  El¬ 
ston  amendment  does,  and  I  hope  I  will 
not  be  forced  to  use  more  than  5  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  bill  there  is  a 
termination  date  for  induction  for  serv¬ 
ice,  that  is,  the  draft.  Under  the  bill 
the  draft  only  runs  for  a  period  of  3 
years.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio  has 
offered  an  amendment  to  make  the 
termination  date  for  induction  for  train¬ 
ing  the  same,  making  the  length  of  time 
3  years.  Here  is  the  fallacy  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  at  this  time.  In 
the  first  place  we  do  not  have  any  train¬ 
ing  program.  No  training  program  has 
yet  been  adopted.  Consider  what  we 
would  be  doing.  You  would  be  saying 
that  before  a  training  program  has  ever 
been  submitted  to  the  Congress,  and  be¬ 
fore  the  Congress  has  ever  approved  a 
training  program,  that  whatever  we  do 
in  the  future  can  only  be  done  for  a 
period  of  3  years.  In  other  words,  you 
are  saying  that  something  which  will  be 
created  in  the  future  can  only  live  for  a 
period  of  3  years.  I  am  frank  to  admit 
to  the  House  that  when  the  plan  comes  to 
the  Congress  it  would  be  properly  with¬ 
in  the  province  of  the  committee  to  de¬ 
termine  then  how  long  the  plan  should 
be  in  force.  But  to  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment  now,  before  the  Congress  has  even 
approved  a  plan,  is  killing  it  before  it 
is  created.  That  would  be  the  absurdity 
of  adopting  such  an  amendment. 

The  proper  time  to  do  it  is  when  the 
Congress  considers  the  plan. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Under  the  gentleman’s 
amendment,  and  under  the  bill  itself  the 
Commission  would  be  appointed  by  the 
President  and  the  training  corps  would 
come  into  being  immediately.  Within  6 
months  the  Commission  must  then  sub¬ 
mit  a  plan  to  the  Congress.  After  the 
Congress  has  approved  or  rejected  the 
plan,  is  there  any  provision  in  the  bill 
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for  a  review  of  the  program  thereafter, 
if  the  amendment  which  I  have  intro¬ 
duced  is  not  adopted? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman’s  ques¬ 
tion  somewhat  evades  the  issue  involved 
in  his  amendment.  There  is  a  provision 
in  the  bill  providing  that  every  6  months 
the  Commission  must  report  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  as  to  the  type  and  character  of 
training. 

Mr.  Chairman,  getting  back  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment.  He  proposes  now 
to  say  that  a  plan  which  will  be  adopted 
in  the  future,  a r  plan  which  has  not  yet 
been  submitted,  can  only  be  adopted  for 
a  period  of  3  years.  Of  course,  it  is  in¬ 
opportune  to  do  that  now.  The  time 
to  do  that  and  to  put  a  termination  on 
it  is  when  the  plan  is  laid  before  the 
committee  and  before  Congress.  I  am 
frank  to  say  that  in  all  probability  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  in  study¬ 
ing  the  plan,  would  write  a  termination 
date  on  the  plan,  but  certainly  some  flex¬ 
ibility  would  be  allowed  to  try  it  out  for 
a  reasonable  period  instead  of  so  short  a 
period  as  3  years. 

So  I  hope  you  will  not  do  this  now 
and  that  you  will  not  say  that  before 
this  is  born,  if  you  do  create  it,  you  can 
only  create  it  for  a  period  of  3  years. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Is  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  so  worded  that  it  would 
make  it  impossible  for  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  to  change  the  date  in 
the  bill  which  they  may  later  report? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  Armed  Services 
Committee  would  have  to  say  notwith¬ 
standing  any  other  law  we  fix  the  date, 
or  else  they  would  be  bound  by  the  3 -year 
limitation. 

Mr.  KEATING.  But  would  not  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  have  power 
to  fix  the  date  later  than  we  fixed  it  in 
the  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  and  the  Congress 
could  say  6  years ;  the  Congress  could  say 
5  years;  the  Congress  could  say  8  years 
when  the  plan  comes  before  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

Mr.  KEATING.  May  I  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man  whether  the  gentleman  agrees  to 
some  termination’ date? 

Mr.  VINSON.  When  the  issue  comes 
before  the  committee  it  is  pertinent  and 
proper  that  a  termination  date  at  that 
time  be  considered  by  the  Congress.  But 
do  not  say  now,  before  you  even  create 
the  plan,  that  when  it  is  born  you  will 
knock  it  in  the  head  3  years  from  that 
date. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  no  Member  of  this 
body  could  offer  a  stronger  argument 
against  this  bill  than  its  own  sponsor, 
the  distinguished  chairman  of  our  com¬ 
mittee.  He  said,  “It  is  an  inopportune 
time  now  to  set  a  termination  date.”  I 
say  it  is  an  inopportune  time  now  to 
pass  this  legislation.  Let  us  cross  that 
bridge  when  we  get  to  it.  We  can  pass 
this  legislation  if  and  when  it  is  needed. 

There  have  been  Members  of  this  body 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  who  have  crit¬ 
icized  the  opponents  of  this  measure  as 


being  hostile  to  the  “brass”  and  the 
“braid.”  I  want  to  say  that  the  pictures 
of  admirals  and  generals  hang  on  my 
wall,  and  I  hold  in  my  mind  and  heart 
the  highest  admiration,  the  deepest  and 
fondest  affection  for  many  of  them. 
Forever  I  shall  be  grateful  to  them  for 
the  great  victories  they  have  won.  I  do 
not  believe  in  blind,  subservient  obedi¬ 
ence.  I  will  follow  them  when  I  think 
they  are  right  and  I  will  leave  them 
when  I  think  they  are  wrong.  To  re¬ 
fresh  the  memory  of  Members  without 
trying  to  befog  and  becloud  the  issue  and 
muddle  your  minds  by  saying  that  we 
are  up  here  fighting  the  “brass”  and  the 
“braid,”  I  want  to  read  you  what  I  said 
in  this  very  spot  on  September  17,  1945, 
almost  6  years  ago,  just  a  little  more  than 
a  month  after  VJ-day.  That  was  the 
hour  when  the  fathers*  and  mothers  and 
the  people  all  over  this  country  were 
clamoring,  “Bring  our  boys  home,  not 
next  year,  next  month,  or  next  week,  but 
brings  them  home  now;  fly  them  home.” 
And  I  was  one  of  only  two  or  three  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House  who  was  opposed  by 
some  of  my  Republican  colleagues  when 
I  stood  up  and  spoke  against  too  quick 
demobilization.  I  want  you  to  hear  me 
on  September  17,  1945,  on  page  8631, 
of  the  permanent  Record: 

We  took  5  long  years,  gentlemen,  to  build 
up  the  mightiest  war  machine  in  the  history 
of  the  world.  About  12,000,000  men  and 
women  are  scattered  all  over  this  universe — 
on  every  continent  and  on  every  sea.  It  has 
taken  years  to  get  them  out  there.  Now, 
after  four  long  years  of  war  and  after  glo¬ 
rious  victory  over  three  of  the  mightiest, 
most  determined,  and  most  ruthless  military 
powers  the  world  has  ever  known,  we  stop 
fighting  the  Italians,  the  Germans,  and  the 
Japs  and  start  fighting  among  ourselves  and 
start  kicking  around  the  ‘‘brass  hats”  and 
the  “gold  braids”  whOj  in  spite  of  all  their 
faults  and  shortcomings,  have  won  impor¬ 
tant  renown.  Heaven  knows  that  I  have 
never  claimed  infallibility  for  any  of  our  gen¬ 
erals  or  admirals.  No  member  of  our  com¬ 
mittee  has  more  violenty  opposed  them  at 
times.  I  know  that  they  are  not  perfect,  and 
that  they  have  and  will  make  mistakes. 
Nevertheless,  it  must  be  conceded  that  they 
are  free  from  many  of  the  pressures  that 
elected  officers  are  subject  to  and  that  they 
can,  with  sympathy  and  resoluteness,  decide 
certain  problems  peculiar  to  their  own  field. 

It  does  seem  strange  that  only  a  few 
months  ago  when  the  fate  of  this  Nation 
hung  in  the  balance,  when  our  very  lives 
were  at  stake,  that  we  were  praising  to  the 
skies  our  generals  and  admirals.  You  know, 
I  wonder  how  in  the  name  of  God,  Leahy 
and  Marshall,  King,  and  Arnold,  Eisenhower, 
and  Devers,  Bradley,  Patch,  Hodges,  and 
Patton,  Simpson,  Brereton,  Doolittle,  and 
Chennault,  Spaatz  and  Kenney,  Eaker  and 
Somervell — I  wonder  how  in  the  name  of 
heaven  Nimitz  or  his  commanders  in  the 
Pacific,  Mitscher,  whom  we  will  soon  see  in 
this  House,  along  with  Admirals  Halsey,  Kin- 
kaid,  and  Spruance — I  wonder  how  in  the 
world  these  gallant  marines  under  Vande- 
grift,  and  the  forces  under  gallant  and  color¬ 
ful  MacArthur,  able  Kreuger - 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  four 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri? 


There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  thank  the  membership  of  this  House 
for  their  kindness,  consideration,  and 
generosity,  which  goes  to  prove  that  after 
all  here  in  America,  much  as  we  might 
violently  differ  not  only  between  parties 
but  among  ouiselves  on  both  this  side 
and  that7  side  of  the  aisle,  every  Ameri¬ 
can  has  the  opportunity  to  stand  up  and 
speak  his  mind.  I  continue  to  quote 
from  my  speech  on  this  floor  on  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  1945 : 

I  wonder  how  In  the  world  these  gallant 
marines  under  Vandegrlft,  and  the  forces 
under  gallant  and  colorful  MacArthur,  able 
Krueger,  suffering  Wainwright,  patient  Eich- 
elberger,  ever  won  this  war  without  these 
parlor  generals  and  pink  tea  strategists  back 
home  who  are  now  willing,  after  they  have 
saved  our  necks,  to  kick  them  all  over  hell’s 
half  acre.  But  it  is  only  natural  after  a 
war  for  everybody  to  want  to  come  home. 
And  it  is  also  natural  to  cuss  the  generals 
and  admirals.  They  expect  it.  And  I  say 
thjs  as  one  who  I  do  not  think  has  ever 
kow-towed  to  them  or  been  subservient  in 
the  least — I  know  that  the  generals  and  ad¬ 
mirals  make  mistakes;  even  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  do  sometimes,  because  all  of  us  are 
human. 

I  jdo  want  to  say  that  I  think  the  Army 
was  not  prepared  for  demobilization  as  it 
was  for  war.  Why  should  it  be?  The  pri¬ 
mary  interest,  the  paramount  duty  of  the 
leaders  of  our  Armed  Forces  on  land  and  sea 
and  in  the  air  was  to  win  this  war.  It  was 
not  to  think,  plan,  dream,  and  waste  time 
about  setting  up  machinery  to  demobilize. 
It  was  to  win  the  war  quickly  and  stop  the 
bloodshed  immediately.  This  they  have  done. 
Now  then,  we  are  so  darned  impatient,  we 
are  not  willing  to  give  them  a  few  weeks 
to  adjust  themselves  and  find  out  where 
they  really  are.  MacArthur  has  to  take  in¬ 
ventory. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  could  ( continue  that 
speech,  but,  oh,  we  have  reached  the  sad, 
tragic  hour  when  you  have  got  to  fire 
Acheson  or  fire  MacArthur.  You  who 
have  been  criticizing  us  for  differing  with 
the  admirals  and  generals,  what  are  you 
going  to  say  today  when  instead  of  firing 
Dean  Acheson,  who  refuses  to  turn  his 
back  on  Alger  Hiss,  a  convicted  perjurer, 
a  traitor  now  in  prison,  Harry  Truman 
refuses  to  turn  his  back  on  Dean  Ache¬ 
son  but  fires  Douglas  MacArthur,  one  of 
the  world’s  greatest  generals  of  all  time. 
Oh,  where  are  you  defenders  of  the 
brass  and  the  braid? 

Where  are  you?  Where  do  you  stand? 
Shall  we  hear  any  voices  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  in  this  tragic  hour?  You  can 
have  your  Acheson.  He,  as  well  as  Mac¬ 
Arthur,  will  be  remembered,  but  for  dif¬ 
ferent  reasons.  You  know,  Abraham 
Lincoln  once  said: 

I  am  not  bound  to  succeed,  but  I  am 
bound  to  do  right.  I  will  follow  any  man 
as  long  as  he  does  right,  but  when  he  goes 
wrong,  then  we  part. 

But  that  is  the  difference  between 
Honest  Abe  and  Dean  Acheson  and  little 
Harry  from  Lamar. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

(Mr.  KILDAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
no  delusions  that  I  am  going  to  bring  you 
from  your  seats  during  the  5  minutes 
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I  propose  to  speak  on  this  amendment. 
On  the  other  hand.  I  do  propose  to  speak 
5  minutes  on  the  amendment. 

I  stated  here  last  week  that  this  is  a 
matter  affecting  the  security  and  defense 
of  the  country  and  should  be  considered 
calmly  and  dispassionately.  At  that  time 
I  expressed  regret  that  every  controver¬ 
sial  issue  which  was  then  current  in  the 
country  had  been  brought  into  the  de¬ 
bate  on  a  question  which  should  be  calm¬ 
ly  and  deliberately  considered  without 
partisanship.  We  now  see  that  the  very 
latest  and  the  hottest  controversial  issue 
gets  into  the  debate  before  we  barely  get 
started. 

Let  us  talk  about  the  bill  and  the 
amendment.  I  still  have  no  delusions 
but  what  throughout  the  day  and  for 
days  to  come  we  will  be  diverted  from 
the  bill  by  highly  controversial  matters, 
which  I  insist  do  not  determine  how  any 
Member  should  vote  on  this  highly  im¬ 
portant  bill  in  the  interest  of  national 
defense,  as  I  see  it — maybe  you  see  it 
the  other  way — but  it  is  certainly  one 
that  should  be  considered  without  these 
controversial  issues. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Ohio  strikes  out  the  lan¬ 
guage  on  page  51  of  the  bill  from  line  11 
to  line  20.  That  language  reads: 

(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  this  title,  the  Congress  may,  by  concurrent 
resolution,  terminate  or  suspend  for  a  stated 
period  of  time,  all  inductions  into  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  Any  person  inducted  into  the  -Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  the 
adoption  of  said  concurrent  resolution  shall, 
not  more  than  6  months  following  the 
adoption  thereof,  be  released  from  training 
in  such  corps,  but  shall  not  be  relieved  from, 
his  obligation  to  serve  in  a  Reserve  compo¬ 
nent  as  provided  in  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  this 
title. 

The  gentleman’s  amendment  would 
substitute  for  that  language  a  provision 
that  no  one  should  be  inducted  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  sub¬ 
sequent  to  July  1, 1954.  I  submit  that  the 
committee  has  brought  you  here  a  pro¬ 
vision  leaving  the  duration  of  the  induc¬ 
tion  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  in  the  hands  of  a  majority  of  the 
Congress,  not  subject  to  veto  by  the 
President,  because,  as  a  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution,  it  would  not  go  to  the  President. 
Conceivably,  Congress  could  terminate  it 
prior  to  July  1,  1954,  not  that  I  think 
that  would  be  done,  but  to  illustrate  to 
you  the  fact,  under  the  provision  that 
the  committee  has  brought  you,  Con¬ 
gress  has  complete  control  as  to  how  long 
the  program  shall  continue.  I  believe, 
and  it  is  evident,  that  the  provision  we 
have  here  is  preferable  to  that  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio. 

I  submit  further  that  even  though  the 
Commission  should  be  appointed  imme¬ 
diately  upon  the  approval  of  this  bill 
and  secure  prompt  confirmation,  that 
the  question  of  the  6  months  would  be 
involved,  so  no  matter  how  quickly  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  would 
go  into  operation,  by  July  1,  1954,  we 
would  not  have  had  an  opportunity  to 
see  whether  the  plan  works  or  whether 
it  is  acceptable  to  the  American  people. 
You  are  going  to  terminate  it  on  the 
date  of  the  termination  of  the  draft.  Of 
course,  it  is  conceivable,  even  though 


this  may  be  used  as  an  argument  against 
my  position,  that  the  National  Security 
Corps  inductions  would  not  begin  be¬ 
fore  July  1,  1954,  because,  by  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  bill  itself,  no  one  goes 
into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  until  such  time  as  the  President 
by  Executive  order  or  the  Congress  by 
concurrent  resolution  finds  that  induc¬ 
tions  for  service  under  19  are  no  longer 
required  in  the  national  interest,  so  that 
it  either  provides  an  inadequate  period 
for  test  to  determine  whether  the  pro¬ 
gram  is  acceptable  and  workable  or  it 
provides  that  it  shall  never  go  into 
effect. 

I  submit  that  the  provision  in  the  bill 
is  the  proper  provision;  that  it  retains 
control  in  the  hands  of  a  majority  of 
the  Congress  without  interference  of  the 
President  by  way  of  veto  which  might 
require  a  two-thirds  vote  to  overcome. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Since  the  bill  puts  all 
of  the  persons  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  into  a  re¬ 
serve  program,  with  a  total  service  of 
6  years,  is  there  any  reason  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  knows  of  why  the  entire  matter 
should  not  be  reviewed  in  a  little  more 
than  3  years  from  the  present  time? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  As  to  the  extension  of 
the  existing  law,  I  agree  that  there 
should  be  a  termination  date;  there  has 
always  been.  In  the  1940  act,  and  all 
through  the  various  extensions  up  until 
the  1948  act,  each  contained,  of  course, 
a  termination  date.  As  to  the  draft  for 
service,  I  agree,  but  if  you  are  going  to 
start  with  a  long-range  program,  you 
ought  not  have  it  appear  as  if  boys  in 
the  3-year-age  brackets,  during  three 
particular  ages,  are  subject  to  the  bill, 
and  that  the  others  are  not.  You  should 
have  it  on  a  basis  where,  on  a  long-range 
basis,  each  boy  should  know  what  was 
required  of  him  and  not  be  terminated 
in  3  years. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  was  a  meeting 
this  morning  of  the  Republican  leader¬ 
ship  of  the  House  and  the  Senate.  As  a 
result  of  that  meeting  this  statement  was 
given  out  to  the  public: 

(1)  That  the  whole  question  of  the  con¬ 
duct  of  foreign  and  military  policy  be  In¬ 
vestigated  by  the  Congress  in  the  light  of 
latest  tragic  developments; 

(2)  That  the  Congress  should  have  the 
complete  views  of  General  MacArthur  and 
he  should  be  invited  to  return  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  forthwith. 

In  addition,  the  question  of  possible  im¬ 
peachments  was  discussed. 

As  a  result  of  this  agreement  Senator 
Wherry  will  introduce  in  the  Senate, 
and  I  have  introduced  in  the  House,  a 
resolution  calling  for  a  joint  session  of 
the  House  and  the  Senate  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  hearing  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
eral. 

I  may  say  that  I  have  communicated 
with  the  office  of  General  MacArthur  in 
Tokyo,  and  I  am  authorized  to  say  that 
General  MacArthur  would  be  delighted 
to  have  an  invitation  from  the  House 


and  the  Senate  to  speak  at  a  joint  ses¬ 
sion.  He  would  consider  it  a  great  honor. 
If  that  invitation  is  given,  he  can  be 
here  in  about  3  weeks. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  COX.  If  the  gentleman  should 
modify  his  first  proposal  to  mean  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  State  Department,  I 
think  he  might  go  forward  in  the  feeling 
of  probable  success. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  That 
would  naturally  go  with  it. 

I  should  like  to  make  one  more  state¬ 
ment;  The  Members  will  recall  that  I 
was  hopeful  we  might  have  a  recess  for 
2  hours  in  order  that  we  could  have  a  Re-  - 
publican  conference  in  which  we  could 
discuss  these  latest  developments.  That 
request  was  not  granted.  May  I  say, 
however,  that  I  think  the  Speaker  acted 
wholly  within  his  province  when  he  did 
not  entertain  that  request,  I  know  it 
was  neither  personal  or  partisan  be¬ 
cause  I  can  understand  how  it  might 
lead  to  abuses.  I  am  not  finding  any 
fault,  but  I  am  giving  notice  that  follow¬ 
ing  the  adjournment  of  the  House  today 
there  will  be  a  meeting  of  the  Republi¬ 
can  Members  of  the  House  in  this 
Chamber. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  not  a  happy  posi¬ 
tion  in  which  I  find  myself  to  feel  con¬ 
stantly  required  to  appear  in  opposition 
to  some  of  the  attitudes  and  proposals  of 
some  of  my  own  very  close  friends  on  the 
minority  side  who  are  members  of  this 
committee.  However,  my  feelings  on  this 
subject  are  so  deep  that  I  feel  I  have  no 
other  course.  I  should  not  like  the  im¬ 
pression  to  be  created  with  the  minority 
Members  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
that  the  pending  amendment  has  the 
support  of  all  the  minority  members  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Whatever  the  purpose  behind  this 
amendment  may  be;  which  I  shall  not  at¬ 
tempt  to  characterize,  the  effect  of  it  is 
to  kill  universal  military  training  before 
it  ever  starts.  In  passing  upon  this 
amendment  I  urge  that  we  all  have  in 
mind  just  what  the  purpose  of  a  program 
of  universal  military  training  is  and  how 
important  it  is  that  the  machinery  be 
started  now  for  its  commencement  in 
order  that  the  military  may  begin  to 
make  its  plans  with  respect  to  dealing 
with  its  own  responsibility  in  our  na¬ 
tional  defense. 

It  is  expected  that  after  the  universal 
military  training  program  has  been  in 
operation  for  a  reasonably  short  period 
of  time  it  will  not  only  be  possible  for 
the  military  to  release  reservists  who  are 
now  involuntarily  on  active  duty  but  it 
will  be  possible  for  the  military  to  reduce 
the  size  of  the  standing  military  estab¬ 
lishment  below  the  figure  of  approxi¬ 
mately  3.500,000  men. 

So,  if  the  effect  of  this  amendment  is 
as  I  say,  that  it  will  stop  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  before  it  ever  starts,  then 
we  can  expect  the  prospect  of  continuing 
the  draft  of  young  men  for  military  serv¬ 
ice  far  beyond  1954,  unless  world  condi¬ 
tions  improve  tremendously,  and  the 
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prospect  of  improvement  is  not  at  all 
bright,  as  I  am  sure  all  of  you  will  agree. 

If  this  amendment  carried  a  time  limit 
within  reasonable  limitations  which 
would  give  the  program  of  universal 
military  training  an  opportunity  to  be 
put  into  operation  and  tested  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  or  not  the  American  people 
want  that  kind  of  system,  none  of  those 
who  favor  the  system  would  resist  it. 
But  the  time  which  has  been  fixed  by 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  is  so  very 
brief,  that  we  not  only  make  it  impos¬ 
sible  to  give  universal  military  training 
a  fair  trial,  but  we  make  it  impossible 
for  the  military  to  make  their  plans  for 
the  future. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  May  I  state  to  the 
gentleman  in  the  first  place  he  is  entirely 
wrong  in  his  assumption  that  the  effect 
of  this  amendment  is  to  kill  universal 
military  training.  Certainly  that  is  not 
the  intention  of  the  author  of  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  That  may 
not  be  the  intention  of  the  author  of  the 
amendment,  but  that  is  the  effect  of  the 
amendment.  Under  the  bill,  if  the  Con¬ 
gress  accepts  the  bill  as  it  is  now  writ¬ 
ten,  and  under  the  most  optimistic  cir¬ 
cumstances  universal  military  training 
could  not  possibly  get  started  within  a 
year  or  a  year  and  a  half.  Consequently, 
under  the  gentleman’s  amendment,  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  could  not  oper¬ 
ate  for  more  than  a  year.  It  would  take 
6  months  for  the  commission  to  be  ap¬ 
pointed  and  organized  and  make  its 
plans,  and  it  would  take  an  indefinite 
period  of  time  for  the  Congress  to  act 
upon  the  plan.  After  Congress  has  acted 
on  the  plan,  the  military  must  have  some 
time  to  make  preparations  to  receive 
these  boys  and  house  them  and  train 
them  and  construct  facilities  for  them. 
Therefore,  I  say,  under  the  most  optimis¬ 
tic  circumstances  you  could  not  operate 
UMT  for  more  than  a  year. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  realize  that  the  effect  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  instead  of  doing  as  indicated, 
actually  does  nothing  more  than  to  re¬ 
quire  a  congressional  review  of  the  UMT 
program  after  it  has  been  in  operation 
for  perhaps  a  year?  Is  there  any  rea¬ 
son  why  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  the  duly-elected  representatives 
of  the  people  should  not  sit  down  and 
calmly  review  the  program  in  the  light 
of  conditions  as  they  exist  at  that  time? 
Certainly  no  future  Congress  is  going 
to  be  bound  by  the  actions  of  this  Con¬ 
gress. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  cannot  yield  further  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman.  I  am  sure  the  gentleman  is 
aware  of  the  provision  in  this  bill  which 
permits  the  Congress,  the  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  people,  to  review  this  pro¬ 
gram  at  any  time,  and  it  can  stop  in¬ 
ductions  into  the  UMT  on  the  day  after 
inductions  start  if  it  wants  to.  There¬ 
fore,  the  gentleman’s  argument  that  his 
amendment  is  needed  to  permit  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  review  UMT  is  completely  base¬ 
less. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  expired. 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  five  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  also  sorry  to  have 
to  oppose  this  amendment.  But  I  want 
to  take  these  few  moments  to  present 
to  you  my  view.  The  argument  of  my 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri, 
the  ranking  member  of  our  committee 
and  a  very  good  friend  of  mine,  is  the 
very  argument  that  you  should  keep  in 
mind  when  you  vote  on  this  amendment. 
If  you  carry  out  the  necessary  lessons 
to  be  learned  from  the  too  rapid  de¬ 
mobilization  in  1945  and  1S46  I  believe 
you  will  inevitably  come  to  the  opinion 
that  if  America  is  to  have  a  sound, 
long-range  security  policy,  we  must  have 
some  form  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing. 

Two  times  in  my  lifetime  I  have  seen 
America  build  itself  up  to  the  pinnacle 
of  military  strength  and  to  the  pinnacle 
of  world  leadership.  Twice  we  just  let 
all  our  strength  drift  and  disintegrate. 
In  this  small  explosive  world  I  firmly 
believe  we  must  have  some  long-range 
policy  for  our  national  protection.  I 
cannot  sit  still  and  allow  an  amendment 
to  go  to  the  House  without  protesting 
against  it,  since  it  would  have  the  effect, 
as  our  chairman  said,  of  killing  the 
proposition  before  it  is  ever  born. 

I  would  like  to  have  a  UMT  program 
continue  for  at  least  6  years  so  that  we 
can  get  a  fair  sample  of  what  it  will  do 
in  building  up  a  sound  security  program, 
which  will  filter  into  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  men  who  are  trained 
and  who  will  be  ready  for  any  emergency. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  believe  it  would  be  a  good  thing  for 
the  Congress  periodically  to  look  into 
these  matters?  And  does  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  believe  that  in  1954  the  succeed¬ 
ing  Congress,  of  which  the  gentleman 
from  California  may  be  a  member, 
should  have  the  right  to  come  in  and 
take  a  look  at  it?  Maybe  they  will  say 
it  is  all  right  and  they  will  take  it  again 
and  possibly  they  may  say  it  is  not  work¬ 
ing  and  let  us  stop  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  It  is  a  good  thing  to 
review  those  things,  but  if  you  review 
them  too  often  and  too  quickly  before 
they  are  tried,  they  will  never  have  a 
chance  to  prove  themselves.  I  want  to 
point  out  to  you,  sir,  that  the  men  who 
wrote  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  imposed  certain  restraints  on  the 
Government  and  on  future  Congresses, 
because  they  thought  that  the  Congress 
might  do  things  which  would  interfere 
with  the  liberties  of  the  people  or  would 
take  rash  and  precipitous  action. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  And  the  big  thing 
that  they  put  in  in  a  legislative  way  was 
that  you  and  I  have  to  go  to  the  people 
every  2  years  and  report  back  to  bur 
people  before  we  can  return  to  this  body. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  The  actions  of  the 
duly-elected  representatives  of  the  peo¬ 
ple  are  reviewed  every  2  years,  and  the 
same  thing  should  apply  here. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  That  is  not  compara¬ 
ble  at  all,  because  this  policy  that  we  are 
trying  to  inaugurate  will  take  several 
years  to  develop  and  prove  itself  or  dis¬ 
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prove  itself.  Of  course,  if  you  do  not 
look  at  the  world  as  I  look  at  it,  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  world  is  small  and  explo¬ 
sive  and  in  a  dangerous  situation;  if  you 
do  not  realize  that  the  people  that  we 
gambled  on  as  being  our  allies,  who 
twice  held  the  enemy  at  bay,  are  gradu¬ 
ally  losing  their  strength  and  the  time 
and  the  space  that  we  gambled  on  no 
longer  exist,  then  you  will  come  to  a 
different  conclusion.  Therefore,  I  want 
to  do  all  I  can  to  give  this  idea  a  chance 
which  some  of  our  great  leaders  that  my 
colleague  from  Missouri  emphasized  as 
being  the  one  proper  solution  of  our 
security  problems.  That  will  then  have 
a  chance  to  live  and  prove  itself,  and  I 
think  if  it  has  that  chance  it  will  show 
to  us  that  it  is  the  one  way  that  we  can 
protect  the  future  of  America.  We  are 
the  trustees  for  the  future,  and  that  is 
why  I  am  so  anxious  to  have  this  plan 
tried  out. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  we  do  about  the 
review  of  UMT  must,  of  course,  depend 
largely  upon  what  we  do  about  the 
number  of  people  we  take  in.  It  is  my 
purpose  a  little  later  in  the  evening  to 
offer  an  amendment  that  will  authorize 
the  enlistment  in  the  American  Army 
of  the  nationals  of  other  countries, 
specifically  including  those  of  Germany 
and  Japan.  I  do  not  suggest  that  these 
foreign  nationals  shall  be  in  lieu  of  the 
induction  of  all  American  boys,  because 
I  recognize  we  will  still  have  to  have 
American  boys,  but  I  offer  it  with  the 
idea  that  every  time  we  can  get  some¬ 
one  else  to  help  us,  we  make  ourselves 
that  much  stronger;  with  the  idea  not 
that  America  will  shirk  her  share  of 
making  the  world  strong,  but  with  the 
idea  that  it  is  proper  for  America  to  call 
upon  everyone  who  will  to  share  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  world  strong  against  aggression. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  The  gentleman  has 
spoken  about  using  anyone  who  wants 
to  help  us;  what  is  the  gentleman’s  idea 
about  allowing  the  forces  of  General¬ 
issimo  Chiang  Kai-shek  to  help  us  in 
Asia? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  am  in  favor  of  en¬ 
listing  any  man  who  can  render  service 
to  the  United  States  and  carry  on  our 
struggle  against  aggressors  anywhere. 
I  am  in  favor  of  enlisting  men  in  Asia 
and  in  Europe,  and  I  am  in  favor  of 
putting  them  in  the  American  Army 
where  we  will  know  that  we  can  control 
them,  not  where  they  will  be  maintained 
at  the  expense  of  the  United  States,  but 
under  some  questionable  authority,  but 
where  they  will  be  under  American  con¬ 
trol  as  well;  where  we  can  use  them  and 
direct  them;  and  I  am  in  favor  of  bring¬ 
ing  them  in  voluntarily  where  they  can 
serve  as  volunteers  in  the  American 
Army.  Certainly  they  will  not  replace 
Americans  man  for  man,  but  maybe 
three  of  them  will  replace  one  American. 
If  we  can  replace  a  hundred  thousand 
American  boys  with  three  hundred 
thousand  foreigners,  it  would  be  a  sound 
thing. 
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Now,  do  not  tell  me  that  you  are  afraid 
to  hire  somebody  to  do  a  job  for  the 
United  States.  Wherein  is  it  so  moral 
for  you  to  go  out  and  draft  some  Ameri¬ 
can  boy  who  does  not  want  in  the  Army — 
and  I  am  going  to  vote  to  continue  the 
draft  because  I  can  see  no  alternative — 
but  where  is  it  so  right  to  go  out  and 
grab  some  American  boy  by  the  nape  of 
the  neck  and  so  wrong  to  go  out  and  hire 
a  German  national  or  a  Japanese  na¬ 
tional  or  a  national  of  some  other  coun¬ 
try  who  wants  to  have  the  job  and  desires 
it?  What  is  it  that  makes  it  so  moral  in 
the  one  case  and  so  immoral  in  the  other? 

Mr.  BURLESON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BURLESON.  How  would  the  gen¬ 
tleman  feel  about  including  certain  types 
of  prisoners  who  would  like  to  volunteer? 
There  are  thousands  of  men  in  our  State 
and  Federal  prisons  who  would  volun¬ 
teer  for  military  service  and  if  the  au¬ 
thorities  were  permitted  to  use  descretion 
in  accepting  them  under  certain  condi¬ 
tions,  it  would  seem  to  me  most  worthy 
of  consideration.  It  would  furnish  man¬ 
power;  it  would  afford  opportunity  for 
prisoner  rehabilitation. 

Mr.  POAGE.  If  the  gentleman  will 
pardon  me,  I  am  oply  talking  here  of  the 
matter  of  authorizing  the  enlistment  of 
foreign  nationals;  I  am  not  trying  to  ex¬ 
tend  this  proposal  and  accumulate  any 
more  opposition  than  necessary.  The 
gentleman  may  have  a  good  idea  but  it  is 
not  what  I  shall  offer  in  my  amendment- 
I  am  interested  at  this  time  only  in  get¬ 
ting  the  policy  established  of  employing 
foreigners  who  would  like  to  serve  in  the 
United  States  Army-  I  am  simply  ask¬ 
ing  that  you  give  them  a  chance  where 
they  request  it  so  that  we  can  replace 
some  of  these  boys  whom  we  are  going  to 
have  to  draft. 

Even  with  this  amendment  we  are  still 
going  to  have  to  have  the  draft;  do  not 
ever  get  me  wrong;  we  are  still  going  to 
have  to  draft  our  own  boys,  but  if  we  can 
relieve  some  American  boys  by  spending 
more  American  dollars  then  I  am  in  favor 
of  spending  the  dollars,  especially  if  we 
can  save  American  lives  by  doing  it;  and 
I  am  going  to  offer  an  amendment  to  that 
effect  shortly.  I  do  not  propose  to  bribe 
these  foreigners  by  any  offer  of  American 
citizenship.  In  fact  my  amendment  will 
specifically  provide  that  such  foreign 
nationals  as  accept  our  offer  of  good  pay, 
food,  and  quarters,  shall  acquire  no  pref¬ 
erence  toward  American  citizenship  and 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  veterans’  benefits. 
I  simply  offer  them  a  job  if  they  want  it. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio. 
Despite  what  our  distinguished  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  has 
said  against  this  amendment,  despite 
what  other  Members  of  the  majority 
and  minority  side  have  said  against  it, 
I  am  convinced  that  his  amendment  is 
a  meritorious  one.  I  think  the  Congress 
not  only  would  want  to,  but  I  think  they 
should  be  required  to  take  a  look-see  at 
this  proposition  some  *3  years  from  now 
when  the  Eighty-third  Congress  will  be 
in  session.  Despite  what  you  or  I  think 


about  it,  it  is  going  to  be  one  of  the 
major  factors  in  the  next  election. 
Soon  there  will  be  an  intervening  elec¬ 
tion  which  will  afford  the  Congress  and 
the  Nation  an  opportunity  to  get  a  line 
on  what  the  people  think  about  this 
proposition.  I  sincerely  hope,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  my  colleagues  support 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  requi¬ 
site  number  of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  will  probably  be  late 
in  the  afternoon  before  I  shall  have  an 
opportunity  to  present  what  I  consider 
to  be  the  most  important  question  be¬ 
fore  the  country  and  before  the  people 
who  are  affected  by  the  presently  pend¬ 
ing  draft  bill,  a  question  that  is  of  more 
importance  than  any  other  in  this  entire 
debate.  I  refer  to  a  proposal  I  am  going 
to  make  that  anyone  who  is  drafted  into 
the  armed  services  or  who  comes  in  un¬ 
der  UMT  or  any  other  measure  which  we 
pass  in  the  Congress  shall  be  given  the 
privilege  of  the  vote. 

I  submit  that  this  question  is  bound  up 
with  everything  which  our  Constitution 
holds  dear  to  us.  If  these  boys  of  18  you 
are  going  to  draft  are  old  enough  to  fight, 
they  are  old  enough  to  vote.  We  went 
over  that  whole  question  during  World 
War  II.  There  were  a  lot  of  people  who 
on  the  one  hand  were  in  favor  of  bring¬ 
ing  these  boys  into  the  armed  services, 
yet  on  the  other  hand  deliberately  pre¬ 
vented  them  from  casting  their  ballots, 
from  entering  into  participation  of  run¬ 
ning  this  Government,  who  would  deny 
them  their  constitutional  prerogatives  in 
accordance  with  the  law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  agree 
wholeheartedly  with  the  gentleman,  if  a 
man  is  old  enough  and  qualified  to  fight, 
he  ought  to  have  the  privilege  of  voting, 
but  with  the  Constitution  as  it  is  now, 
how  can  this  Congress  legislate  on  that 
subject? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  This 
Congress  has  great  power. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Again 
I  agree  with  the  gentleman,  but  we  do 
not  use  it.  • 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Here  is 
an  opportunity  to  use  it. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  How, 
under  the  constitutional  provisions  as 
they  now  exist,  can  we  do  it? 

We  passed  the  soldier  vote  bill  in 
World  War  II.  That  was  constitutional. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Let  us 
give  these  boys  r,  chance  to  vote  now. 
I  hate  to  see  them  being  shanghaied 
into  the  services  without  being  given  this 
constitutional  right  to  vote.  I  expect  to 
go  along  with  the  proper  defense  of  our 
country,  I  expect  to  go  right  down  the 
line  in  doing  everything  we  can  to  make 
a  strong  Army. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  suggest  that  the 
gentleman  read  the  letter  written  by 
Lord  Macaulay  to  Mr.  Randall,  of  New 
York,  of  May-  23,  1857. 


Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  If  he  is 
a  Britisher  he  does  not  reflect  my  atti¬ 
tude  at  home.  I  represent  the  Ameri¬ 
cans  in  my  district,  not  Great  Britain 
or  any  other  foreign  power.  I  represent 
the  Americans  of  the  Thirty-seventh 
Congressional  District  of  New  York  and  I 
expect  to  fight  in  their  interests  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  and  to  vote  to  the 
very  best  of  my  ability  for  Americanism 
right  on  down  the  line. 

That  is  why  I  am  here  today  to  plead 
with  the  members  of  the  committee, 
with  the  Chairman,  and  everyone  else, 
that  when  my  amendment  comes  before 
the  House  giving  these  boys  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  vote,  regardless  of  age,  the 
young  men  who  are  brought  in  under  this 
proposed  draft  bill,  my  amendment  will 
not  be  declared  out  of  order.  This 
amendment  will  be  ruled  to  be  germane 
to  the  bill,  because  I  know  of  nothing 
more  germane  or  nothing  more  appro¬ 
priate  at  this  time  than  giving  these  boys 
of  18  that  you  are  drafting  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  and 
bringing  in  under  universal  military  con¬ 
scription,  the  opportunity  of  voting.  I 
know  of  nothing  which  would  be  more 
appropriate  than  this  House  agreeing  to 
my  amendment,  which  I  shall  present 
later  in  the  day.  I  sincerely  hope  it  will 
be  adopted. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  What  would  the  gentle¬ 
man  do  with  the  boys  in  ROTC  and  in 
high  school? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  If  they 
are  old  enough  to  fight  they  are  old 
enough  to  vote. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  requisite  number  of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  suspense  of  wait¬ 
ing  for  the  gentleman’s  proposal  will  be 
trying. 

This  bill  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  Mr.  Chairman,  was  put  to  sea  in 
the  midst  of  a  storm  which  is  this  morn¬ 
ing  at  its  peak.  I  confess  that  I,  too, 
am  possessed  of  that  feeling  of  indigna¬ 
tion  expressed  by  so  many  throughout 
the  country  today.  But,  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  do  not  propose  to  permit  my  passion, 
my  indignation,  over  what  has  taken 
place  to  influence  my  judgment  against 
what  I  know  in  my  own  heart  to  be  a 
wise  proposal.  The  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  has  fought  a  gallant 
fight.  The  committee  is  symbolic,  in  a 
sense,  of  the  strength  and  of  the  will  of 
this  country  to  contend  with  an  active 
and  hostile  force  operating  all  over  the 
world. 

I  had  intended  making  an  appeal  di¬ 
rected  to  my  friends  who  take  an  inde¬ 
pendent  attitude  on  public  questions, 
having  no  regard  whatever  for  the  aisle 
that  divides  the  minority  and  the  ma¬ 
jority,  on  behalf  of  the  UMT  provisions 
of  the  bill.  But  that  provision,  under 
the  assault  made  by  the  opposition,  has 
been  so  modified  that  it  is  at  the  present 
time  hardly  more  than  an  empty  shell. 
However,  I  know  that  the  psychological 
effect  of  turning  down  this  committee 
even  on  that  synthetic  proposal  would 
be  bad,  bad  not  only  here  at  home  but 
bad  all  over  the  world. 
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Our  military  people,  referred  to  as 
“the  brass,”  are  taking  a  terrible  beating 
in  this  debate,  a  beating  wholly  unde¬ 
served.  I  am  not  particularly  interested 
in  the  so-called  brass,  but,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  in  a  time  of  stress  as  that  in  which 
we  now  live,  if  there  are  those  upon 
whom  we  can  safely  depend  for  guidance, 
for  leadership,  and  for  direction  in  the 
struggle  that  confronts  us  and  the  strug¬ 
gle  in  which  we  are  engaged,  it  is  our 
professional  military  people.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  they  cannot  get  the  results  that 
the  country  expects  and  that  the  country 
must  have  if  it  is  to  survives,  if  they  are 
to  have  no  part  in  the  making  of  the 
program  under  which  they  operate.  If 
the  politician  is  to  write  the  program, 
if  the  politician  is  to  lay  out  the  cam¬ 
paign,  then  our  professional  fighting 
men  in  the  Armed  Forces  and  the  young 
men  of  the  country  under  their  com¬ 
mand  will  put  at  a  great  disadvantage. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  make  this  appeal 
to  those  who,  as  I  say,  ordinarily  take 
an  independent  attitude,  let  us  not  make 
the  mistake  of  throwing  down  this  great 
committee  sponsoring  the  legislation 
now  before  this  body.  They  are  entitled 
to  better  support  than  we  are  giving 
them  at  this  moment,  and  I  do  appeal 
to  you  to  stand  by  the  committee  in  the 
position  which  it  now  takes. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  wish  to  con¬ 
sume  the  time  of  the  Committee  any 
longer  than  is  necessary,  but  I  think  be¬ 
fore  we  go  to  a  vote  on  this  matter — be¬ 
cause  there  have  been  so  many  inter¬ 
ruptions  in  the  course  of  the  debate — we 
should  at  least  fully  understand  exactly 
what  this  amendment  does. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  profound  re¬ 
spect  for  the  ability  of  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Elston]  as  a  lawyer,  as 
a  jurist,  and  as  a  legislator,  and  I  think 
he  knows  what  he  is  doing  in  presenting 
this  amendment.  I  have  been  for  UMT 
and  supported  it  for  a  period  of  over  30 
years ;  and  I  naturally  have  followed  the 
course  of  the  arguments,  pro  and  con,  in 
reference  to  this  matter.  This  amend¬ 
ment  will  call  for  another  vote  on  UMT 
by  the  Congress  July  1,  1954. 

If  we  put  through  the  bill  as  it  has 
come  before  us,  it  means  this:  We  will 
vote  on  it  during  the  course  of  this  week 
and  pass  it.  Then  later — under  the 
terms  of  this  bill,  6  months  from  now — 
we  will  bring  up  the  question  of  a  re¬ 
port  from  the  Commission,  and  again 
the  Congress  will  vote,  within  6  months, 
on  universal  military  training.  Then 
if  it  goes  through  at  that  time  and  if 
Congress  approves  it,  we  are  confront¬ 
ed  with  the  question  of  getting  money  in 
the  year  1952  for  universal  military 
training  to  be  started  during  the  fiscal 
year  1952-53.  Then,  within  6  months 
after  we  start  the  program,  the  Com¬ 
mission  which  we  create  in  this  bill  is 
required  by  the  terms  of  the  bill  to  come 
back  to  the  Congress  and  give  us  another 
report  on  how  the  program  is  operating, 
and  the  Congress  again  will  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  go  into  the  matter  and  in¬ 
vestigate  how  it  is  operating. 

Then,  in  spite  of  all  those  checks  and 
investigations,  and  our  timidity  to  be 


sure  that  nothing  wrong  happens;  in 
spite  of  all  of  that,  under  the  terms  of 
the  Elston  amendment,  although  the 
program  cannot  be  established  before 
the  fiscal  year  1952-53,  in  1954,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  year,  we  go  through  the  same 
procedure  again.  In  other  words,  we 
have  one  clear  year  during  which  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  can  proceed. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
bill  bringing  in  the  plan  for  universal 
military  training  could  contain  an 
amendment  taking  out  the  1954  date, 
or  extending  it,  so  that  we  would  not 
have  to  go  through  the  same  procedure 
again? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  Congress  can  do 
what  it  wants.  The  Congress  can  hear 
this  question  every  6  months  if  it  wants 
to,  or  every  10  years.  The  Congress  can 
do  whatever  it  wants.  But  under  the 
terms  of  the  bill,  I  tell  you  now  that 
universal  military  training  will  have  one 
clear  year  of  operation  before  we  will 
then  hear  the  matter  again-.  We  will  be 
scampering  around  every  solid  month 
from  the  time  we  vote  on  this  bill  today 
to  the  very  time  when  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  takes  effect  to  investigate 
and  reinvestigate  the  operation  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  that  is  not  even  fairly  commenced. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts, 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Following  up  the 
observation  of  my  friend  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Vorys]  and  knowing  the  legislative  proc¬ 
esses  and  procedures  here,  the  logical 
course  to  follow  is  to  wait  until  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  recommendations  come  up  and 
the  committee  considers  them.  That  is 
when  the  whole  primary  question  will 
be  before  the  committee  and  the  House. 
The  very  argument  the  gentleman  ad¬ 
vances  redounds  against  him.  This 
amendment  should  be  defeated  now. 
The  proper  time  to  consider  it  is  when 
the  bill  is  before  us. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
very  much  for  his  very  fine  remarks. 

May  I  say  in  conclusion  that  if  you 
were  a  reckless  driver  in  an  automobile 
running  down  the  street  and  you  hit 
somebody  head-on  you  would  kill  him, 
but  if  you  were  that  same  reckless 
driver  and  sideswiped  him  you  would  spin 
him  around  in  the  ditch  and  maybe  break 
his  neck,  but  you  would  kill  him  just 
as  dead.  The  Elston  amendment  is  go¬ 
ing  to  kill  this  bill  by  sideswiping  it  just 
as  dead  as  if  we  repealed  it  by  a  special 
clause. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  Elston  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  WerdelI. 


(Mr.  WERDEL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 

gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WERDEL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Since  the  Constitution 
provides  that  no  appropriation  of  money 
for  the  military  forces  can  last  for  longer 
than  2  years,  does  not  the  gentleman 
think  we  are  not  out  of  line  in  attempt¬ 
ing  to  review  all  kinds  of  conscription 
every  3  years? 

Mr.  WERDEL.  Yes,  and  I  thank  the 
gentleman  for  calling  our  attention  to 
that  provision.  I  am  particularly  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  assumption  that  there 
is  no  particular  difference  between  the 
desires  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  and 
those  as  expressed  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York.  Of  course,  the  Con¬ 
gress  can  reconsider  these  subjects 
whenever  it  wants  to.  The  effect  of 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  is  that  we  must  renew  it  or  it  dis¬ 
continues.  We  do  not  have  a  situation 
such  as  exists  in  England  where  they 
can  experiment  with  these  ideologies. 
We  are  under  a  written  Constitution, 
whereas  they  have  an  unwritten  con¬ 
stitution,  and  a  legislative  body  con¬ 
trolled  by  one  house.  They  can  experi¬ 
ment  and  throw  it  off  if  they  do  not  like 
it.  They  owe  allegiance  to  a  king,  and 
we  owe  allegiance  to  the  meaning  of  a 
written  Constitution.  We  have  a  two- 
house  legislature  and  if  we  pass  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  bill,  it  will  re¬ 
quire  a  majority  of  both  Houses  to  re¬ 
peal  it,  that  is  if  we  pass  it  for  all  time 
to  come. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  brings  me  to  the 
point  which  I  expressed  last  week.  I 
agree  this  morning  with  most  of  you 
that  we  must  immediately  extend  the 
Draft  Act.  There  is  disagreement  among 
many  of  us  as  to  what  the  form  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  should  be.  I 
abhor  any  such  authority  above  the 
State  level  in  peacetime.  I  will  never 
support  any  other  bill  in  my  present 
frame  of  mind.  I  ask  you,  however,  to 
assume  that  the  desires  of  many  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  and  the  Military 
Establishment  be  accomplished  and  that 
we  set  up  universal  military  training  at 
the  Washington  level.  I  ask  you  to  as¬ 
sume  the  bill  gives  them  the  power  to 
drain  off  manpower  from  the  States,  so 
far  as  the  State  defense  agencies  are 
concerned,  the  National  Guard.  Then  I 
ask  you  to  assume  that  10  years  from 
now  there  is  a  plan  in  Washington  for 
action  to  which  some  of  us  disagree. 
Then  the  burden  will  be  on  those  of  us 
from  the  West  or  the  North  or  the  South 
or  the  East  or  the  rural  areas  to  over¬ 
come  the  political  pressure  in  the  metro¬ 
politan  areas,  or  the  burden  will  be  on 
those  from  the  metropolitan  areas,  as 
the  case  may  be,  to  overcome  the  pressure 
from  the  rural  areas  in  the  other  body. 

This  is  an  important  problem.  This 
problem  can  shift  with  the  shifting  con¬ 
tingencies  affecting  national  defense.  It 
changes  with  each  hour  and  each  year. 
I  think  the  gentleman’s  amendment  is 
well  worth  our  support.  Certainly  there 
is  nothing  wrong  with  saying  that  the 
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Congress,  and  that  each  man  from  each 
area,  has  to  express  himself  in  regard 
to  the  effectiveness  of  universal  military 
training  at  a  reasonable  time  after  the 
law  goes  into  effect. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Elston]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Elston)  there 
were — ayes  83,  noes  132. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered;  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Elston  and 
Mr.  Kilday. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were— ayes 
116,  noes  186. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Kilday:  Page 
46,  line  13,  add  the  following:  “Notwith¬ 
standing  any  provisions  of  this  act,  no  local 
board,  appeal  board,  or  other  agency  of  appeal 
of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  postpone  or  defer  any  person  by 
reason  of  his  activity  in  study,  research,  or 
medical,  dental,  optometric,  osteopathic, 
chiropractic,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors 
found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest  solely 
on  the  basis  of  any  test,  examination,  selec¬ 
tion  system,  class  standing,  or  any  other 
means  conducted,  sponsored,  administered, 
or  prepared  by  any  agency  or  department  of 
the  Federal  Government  or  any  private  in¬ 
stitution,  corporation,  association,  partner¬ 
ship,  or  individual  employed  by  any  agency 
or  department  of  the  Federal  Government.” 

(Mr.  KILDAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  is  for  the  purpose  of  elimi¬ 
nating  the  issue  which  has  arisen  re¬ 
cently  with  reference  to  the  deferment 
of  college  students  on  the  basis  of  a  na¬ 
tional  examination.  That  Executive  or¬ 
der  is  based  upon  the  recommendation 
and  regulations  of  the  Selective  Service 
System  and  calls  for  an  examination  to 
be  held  not  by  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem  itself  but  by  a  contract  which  it  has 
made  with  an  examining  service  at 
Princeton,  N.  J. 

My  amendment,  if  adopted,  will  insure 
by  law  that  students  will  be  deferred  no 
differently  from  anyone  else  entitled  to 
deferment.  The  amendment  takes  quite 
a  few  words  in  order  to  repeat  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  bill  itself.  It  takes  quite  a 
few  words  to  make  sure  they  cannot 
contract  with  any  other  agency,  but, 
-  boiled  down,  it  simply  says  that  no  local 
board  shall  be  required  to  defer  any  stu¬ 
dents  on  the  basis  of  any  national  exami¬ 
nation.  Therefore  the  college  student 
will  report  to  his  local  board  just  as  any¬ 
one  else.  He  will  apply  for  deferment 
just  as  anyone  else,  and  the  local  board 
has  the  absolute  right  to  grant  or  to  re¬ 
fuse  deferment  as  it  would  in  the  case  of 
a  farm  laborer  and  industrial  employee, 
a  person  who  has  dependents,  or  any 
other  ground  for  deferment  that  is  with¬ 
in  the  jurisdiction  of  the  local  board, 
subject  to  the  same  appeal  as  any  other 


deferment.  So  that  this  brings  it  back 
entirely  to  the  local  board  and  to  the 
appeal  system  of  the  Selective  Service 
System.  Students  will  be  treated  as 
everyone  else.  There  will  be  no  danger 
of  students  being  deferred  by  orders  of 
the  National  Selective  Service  System 
based  upon  an  examination. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Do  I  understand 
that  under  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
a  local  draft  board,  if  it  sees  fit,  can  de¬ 
fer  a  man  to  go  on  to  college  under 
the  same  conditions  as  are  contained  in 
the  Executive  order  of  the  President  and 
the  Director  of  Selective  Service? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  existing  law  and 
the  1940  law  have  always  been  that  the 
President  has  the  power  to  create  cate¬ 
gories  of  persons  to  be  deferred  in  the 
national  health,  safety,  and  interest. 
My  amendment  will  preserve  the  law  as 
it  always  has  been. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Well,  I  live  in  Rens¬ 
selaer,  Ind.  We  have  a  local  draft 
board  there  composed  of  very  high- 
grade  men.  Under  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  could  they  defer  all  of  the 
boys  who  want  to  go  on  to  college  and 
who  can  meet  certain  qualifications, 
while  the  draft  board  in  some  other 
area,  say  New  York  City,  says:  “No; 
we  are  not  going  to  defer  any  of  these 
boys  because  we  think  they  should  all 
go  into  the  service.” 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  that  the  result 
he  states  is  correct,  except  that  this  is 
subject  to  appeal  by  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System.  The  same  situation  exists 
as  to  every  other  person  applying  for 
deferment,  and  has  always  existed.  My 
amendment  will  insure  that  the  law  re¬ 
mains  as  it  is  and  always  has  been.  It 
will  insure  that  students  applying  for 
deferment  will  be  on  exactly  the  same 
basis  as  anyone  else  applying  for  de¬ 
ferment.  The  local  board  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  in  the  first  place,  and  they  have 
the  appeals  as  in  all  other  cases. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  knows  when  you  get  to  the  mat¬ 
ter  of  appeal  there  is  not  much  that 
can  be  done  about  it.  Personally,  I  rec¬ 
ognize  that  great  latitude  must  be  left 
in  the  local  draft  boards.  They  have  a 
terrific  job  to  do,  but  at  the  same  time, 
when  it  comes  to  this  broad  category  of 
deferment,  why  should  the  boy  in  In¬ 
diana  be  denied  deferment  to  go  on  to 
college  and  in  some  other  places  all  of 
them  be  deferred,  which,  as  I  under¬ 
stand,  is  what  could  happen  under  the 
gentleman’s  amendment. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  what  could 
happen  in  any  instance.  This  puts  these 
students  on  exactly  the  same  basis  as 
every  other  person  registered  under  the 
Selective  Service  Act. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  do  not  think  it  does 
that,  if  I  may  say  so  to  the  gentleman, 
with  all  respect,  because  I  recognize  his 
great  capacity  in  these  matters.  But  he 
just  said  to  me,  in  response  to  a  ques¬ 
tion,  that  his  amendment  would  still 
leave  in  the  local  boards,  if  they  saw  fit, 
authority  to  defer  any  boy  who  wanted 


to  go  on  to  college  under  the  regulations 
presently  in  effect. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  point  is  that  ev¬ 
erybody  in  the  United  States  has  been 
subject  to  the  same  law.  Suppose  one 
of  the  people  in  your  town  in  Indiana 
goes  in  and  applies  for  deferment  be¬ 
cause  he  is  working  in  an  airplane  fac¬ 
tory,  and  they  deny  it,  but  the  man  in 
New  York  goes  in  and  they  grant  it. 
That  has  been  the  case  and  will  always 
be  the  case  unless  you  want  to  abolish 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  local  board,  and 
I  do  not  believe  anybody  wants  to  do 
that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  permitted  to  proceed  for  five  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  matter  of  coordi¬ 
nating  that  must  be  the  same  as  it  has 
always  been  and  as  it  worked  satisfac¬ 
torily  during  the  war  and  under  the 
1948  act,  that  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem,  through  its  agents,  will  appeal  those 
cases  in  which  they  feel  that  deferment 
was  not  justified.  I  know  of  no  other 
way  to  handle  it.  I  do  not  want  the 
Federal  Government  choosing  who  is  to 
go  to  college,  and  the  only  thing  I  know 
of,  is  to  put  the  thing  right  back  in  the 
local  boards  where  it  belongs,  where  the 
friends  and  neighbors  are  passing  on  it, 
in  accordance  with  true  democracy  and 
the  way  we  have  always  run  selective 
service  and  the  way  it  has  operated  suc¬ 
cessfully. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Will  the  gentleman 
explain  to  the  committee  the  difference 
between  his  amendment  as  first  enun¬ 
ciated  and  printed  in  the  Record  last 
week  and  the  amendment  he  proposes 
today,  and  will  he  inform  the  House  why 
he  has  changed  his  amendment? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  result  of  the 
amendment  that  I  proposed  originally 
and  the  result  of  this  amendment  is 
identical.  The  other  one  was  drawn 
rather  hastily  and  after  consideration  I 
found  that  there  might  be  a  possible 
construction  under  the  amendment  I 
originally  proposed,  that  if  a  man 
passed  this  examination  and  his  local 
board  had  held  he  should  be  deferred, 
I  would  have  deprived  his  local  draft 
board  of  deferring  him.  I  possibly  cov¬ 
ered  too  many  agencies  in  the  first 
amendment  which  I  drew. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  But  the  gentleman’s 
first  amendment  was  stronger  in  that 
respect. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Not  one  particle 
stronger. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Georgia.  If  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  is  adopted,  it  will 
have  the  effect  of  doing  away  with  Gen- 
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eral  Hershey’s  order  passed  a  few  days 
ago;  is  that  not  right? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Well,  he  may  hold  the 
examinations,  but  they  are  not  going  to 
be  binding  on  the  boards  down  in 
Georgia,  or  in  New  York,  or  anywhere 
else.  They  are  going  to  pass  on  it  with 
all  the  evidence  before  them  just  as  they 
would  do  if  a  farmhand  went  up  for 
deferment  or  a  worker  in  an  airplane 
factory  or  anybody  else. 

Mr.  RAINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Alabama. 

Mr.  RAINS.  As  I  understand,  under 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  the  tak¬ 
ing  of  the  examination  would  merely  be 
advisory  to  the  board  and  not  binding; 
is  that  right? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  all.  Not  even 
necessarily  that,  jus';  an  item  of  evi¬ 
dence  to  be  considered  in  the  whole  case 
in  passing  on  the  question  of  deferment. 

Mr.  RAINS.  The  gentleman  says  it 
does  not  change  the  power  of  the  draft 
board  one  bit  from  what  the  law  has  been 
heretofore? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  correct.  It 
will  be  just  as  it  was  during  the  war 
when  we  took  in  so  many  millions  of 
boys,  and  we  did  it  rather  satisfactorily, 
and  as  it  has  been  in  the  1948  act.  It 
insures  that  no  agency  of  the  Federal 
Government  on  the  basis  of  an  examina¬ 
tion  is  going  to  require  a  local  board  or 
an  appeal  board  to  defer  a  man  simply 
because  he  is  a  student  and  has  enough 
money  to  go  to  college,  when  the  other 
boy  has  to  go  in  the  service. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Will  not  the  taking  of  this 
examination  be  rather  an  influence  on 
the  board  that  they  should  exempt  these 
students  and  treat  them  differently  than 
they  treat  the  average  American 
citizen? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  should  not  be. 

Mr.  KEAN.  Why  have  the  examina¬ 
tion  at  all? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  Senate  passed  a 
bill  that  is  pending  in  this  House  calling 
for  the  deferment  of  75,000  people  every 
year.  We  do  not  know  which  law  is 
going  to  take  effect.  If  the  Senate  pro¬ 
vision  should  be  adopted,  then  there  is 
going  to  have  to  be  some  basis  for  the 
75,000  selection.  So  the  time  is  running 
out.  This  has  to  be  ready  by  fall. 
Whether  they  will  go  on  with  the  exam¬ 
ination  or  not,  I  do  not  know,  but  if  they 
do,  this  assures  that  the  examination 
does  not  determine  the  deferment. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FORD.  The  effect  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  that  there  will  be  no  discretion 
in  the  authority  of  the  local  draft  board. 
The  examination  will  simply  give  the 
board  more  evidence  on  which  to  base 
their  position  for  possible  deferment  for 
a  college  student. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  preserves  the  integ¬ 
rity  and  the  autonomy  of  the  local 
board. 


Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
if  we  do  not  pass  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  and  the  present  Presiden¬ 
tial  order  stands,  the  number  deferred 
will  presumably  be  greatly  beyond 
75,000? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Under  the  Presidential 
order? 

Mr.-  KEATING.  Yes. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Yes,  I  am  sure  it  will 
be. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Does  it  not  run  into 
the  many  hundreds  of  thousands? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  is  very  difficult  to 
get  a  figure  as  to  how  many  there  are, 
considering  the  IV-F’s  and  the  ROTC 
people. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  permitted  to  proceed  for  three  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KEATING.  If  a  very  much  larger 
number  were  deferred,  would  that  not 
necessarily  result  in  a  larger  number 
of  the  noncollege  boys  being  called? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Certainly.  Every  time 
you  defer  one  man  somebody  else  has 
to  go. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  un¬ 
derstood  the  gentleman  to  refer  to  some 
examining  board.  What  was  that  board? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  is  the  Educational 
Testing  Service,  Princeton,  N.  J. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Under 
what  supervision  is  it? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  is  a  private  institu¬ 
tion  that  conducts  examinations  on  a 
Nation-wide  basis  for  a  lot  of  different 
clients,  including  the  Navy  in  connection 
with  its  ROTC-Holloway  plan,  and 
things  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Will  the  gentleman  tell 
me  what  justification  there  is  for  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey’s  having  these  so-called 
“smart  boy”  examinations  in  the  light 
of  the  gentleman’s  amendment? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  If  I  could  be  assured 
that  my  amendment  was  going  to  be 
enacted  into  law  that  would  be  one 
thing,  but  we  have  another  body  to 
deal  with.  All  I  am  interested  in  is 
trying  to  see  that  he  is  not  going  to 
defer  “smart  boys”  on  the  basis  of  a 
national  examination,  and  I  think  I 
have  accomplished  that  by  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  SHORT.  The  amendment  offer¬ 
ed  by  the  gentleman  deals  with  one  of 


the  most  complex  and  difficult  aspects 
of  this  whole  program.  I  think  it  is 
as  meritorious,  fair,  just,  and  equitable 
as  human  nature  can  make  it.  The 
only  thing  I  think  the  gentleman  should 
bring  out,  so  that  it  will  be  clear  in  the 
minds  of  some  of  our  colleagues,  is  that 
they  are  going  to  be  selected  on  a  per¬ 
centage  basis.  Perhaps  three-fourths 
of  the  seniors  in  college  will  be  deferred, 
about  two-thirds,  as  I  recall,  of  the 
juniors,  and  about  50  percent  of  the 
freshmen.  That  will  apply  in  all  the 
schools  and  universities  all  over  the 
United  States.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Without  regard  to  any 
mental  test  and  without  any  Govern¬ 
ment  agency’s  going  out  and  getting 
them.  I  think  the  gentleman  is  abso¬ 
lutely  right. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  is  not  to  exceed 
those  percentages  in  those  cases. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  May  I  ask  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Missouri  how  you  are  going 
to  bring  about  that  result  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  is  correct  in  saying 
this  leaves  the  matter  completely  and 
wholly  in  the  hands  of  the  local  boards? 
What  do  they  know  about  what  per¬ 
centage  they  are  entitled  to? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Where  else  can  you 
place  it? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  is  still  in  the  local 
board.  It  is  permissive  and  not  man¬ 
datory. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Is  is  an  advisory  capac¬ 
ity. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  is  advisory,  not 
mandatory  in  any  sense  of  the  word. 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Florida. 

Mr.  SIKES.  I  think  most  of  us  have 
been  somewhat  disturbed  about  the  pros¬ 
pects  for  deferment  and  possible  even¬ 
tual  escape  from  military  service  of  the 
so-called  bright  boys  or  the  wealthy 
boys.  I  should  like  to  know  just  what 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  does  other 
than  actually  nullify  the  directive  from 
the  Selective  Service? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  all  it  does.  It 
simply  provides  that  the  board  is  not 
bound  by  any  examination,  no  matter 
how  many  they  give.  It  is  still  up  to 
the  people  in  Texas,  Florida,  Missouri, 
Indiana,  or  wherever  they  may  be. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  quite  possible  and 
probable  that  the  position  I  shall  take 
on  this  amendment  may  not  meet  with 
the  agreement  of  a  majority  of  the 
House,  but  I  would  hope  that  they  might 
take  the  same  position. 

I  appeared  before  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  on  this  subject.  I  here 
call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that 
we  are  setting  up,  even  including  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  KildayI,  a  system  of 
priorities  of  persons  entitled  to  college 
educations  that  his  amendment  does  not 
touch  at  all.  The  first  priority  goes  to 
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those  whom  we,  the  Members  of  the 
House  and  Senate,  and  the  President, 
appoint  to  West  Point  and  Annapolis. 
They  become  entitled  to  a  college  educa¬ 
tion  and  they  get  it.  They  also  get 
graduate  courses  if  they  are  sufficiently 
high  in  the  ranks  of  graduates  at  West 
Point  and  Annapolis.  That  is  the  first 
priority  which  is  being  established  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  Kilday  amendment.  The 
second  priority  goes  to  those  who  may 
achieve  an  ROTC  appointment,  whether 
it  be  the  regular  ROTC  or  by  contract. 
They  likewise  will  be  entitled  to  complete 
their  college  education.  Let  us  not  for¬ 
get  that — there  are  quite  a  number  of 
them,  too.  Their  only  qualification  aside 
from  their  being  able  to  pass  this  same 
test  which  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Kilday]  is  referring  to,  is  that  they 
are  practically  physically  perfect  speci¬ 
mens,  because  their  physical  examina¬ 
tion  is  identical  to  the  examination  given 
to  candidates  for  West  Point  and 
Annapolis. 

The  third  category  of  deferments  of 
course  goes  to  those  who  cannot  pass  the 
1945  January  1  test,  the  physical  test, 
for  induction  into  the  armed  services. 
Obviously  they  will  be  entitled  to  go  on 
to  college  if  they  can  gain  entrance. 
Therefore,  you  are  creating  a  group  who 
may  be  physically  qualified  for  induction 
into  the  armed  services,  but  not  physi¬ 
cally  qualified  for  admission  into  West 
Point  or  Annapolis,  or  for  acceptance 
into  the  ROTC,  but  who  likewise  may 
be  just  as  intelligent  as  any  of  those  per¬ 
sons  accepted  for  ROTC.  I  want  you  to 
get  that  and  get  it  carefully  because  you 
are  setting  up  a  system  and  a  scale  of 
priorities  here  for  education  which  is  a 
vitally  important  thing. 

If  we  are  looking  forward  only  to  2  or 
3  years,  or  perhaps  4  years,  of  emer¬ 
gency  conditions  throughout  the  world 
where  we  need  to  exercise  the  Draft  Act, 
then  that  may  not  be  so  bad,  but  if  we 
are  looking  forward  to  a  period  of  10 
years,  as  many  people  in  high  places  say, 
or  perhaps  20  years,  then  this  is  social 
legislation  of  the  first  order  because  now 
even  with  or  without  Mr.  Kilday’s 
amendment  you  are  setting  up  priorities 
for  those  who  may  achieve  a  college 
education. 

In  that  circumstance  you  are  making 
an  exception  of  a  group  which  is  good 
enough  to  be  inducted  under  the  Jan¬ 
uary  1, 1945,  schedule  of  physical  ratings 
but  who  are  not  physically  qualified  for 
admission  to  West  Point  or  Annapolis 
or  the  ROTC  on  the  other  hand  and 
you  say  to  that  group,  “You  get  no  de¬ 
ferment  because  you  are  good  enough  to 
be  enlisted  in  the  armed  services,  but 
you  are  not  good  enough  to  go  to  West 
Point  or  be  in  the  ROTC — not  good 
enough  physically — not  mentally.” 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ALLEN  of  Illinois.  Referring  to 
the  Kilday  amendment,  the  question  is 
this:  Suppose  you  have  a  son,  or  twin 
sons,  let  us  say,  both  going  to  medical 
school;  one  in  the  University  of  South¬ 
ern  California,  and  one  at  the  Univer¬ 
sity  of  California.  Could  one  local 
board  say  to  one  of  your  sons  that  he 
must  go  into  the  service,  while  the  other 


local  board  in  the  other  city  say  that 
he  does  not  have  to  go? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Exactly  so.  That  is 
why  I  am  opposed  to  the  Kilday  amend¬ 
ment.  As  long  as  we  are  going  to  set 
up  physical  standards  that  are  constant 
over  the  entire  country  regardless  of 
brains  and  ability,  then  if  you  are  going 
to  make  that  kind  of  a  selection,  let  us 
also  set  up  a  national  standard  for  men¬ 
tal  ability,  so  that  we  may  have  the  best- 
trained  people  in  the  country.  What 
we  need  in  this  country  is  brains  and 
ability.  We  need  to  develop  brains.  I 
am  going  to  quote,  to  you  from  the 
Record  part  of  a  statement  of  General 
Byers. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  PIINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  Gen¬ 
eral  Byers  said  this  before  the  commit¬ 
tee,  while  I  v/as  present,  and  I  heard 
him: 

We  feel  we  are  responsible  to  furnish  to 
the  youth  of  the  Nation  the  best  possible 
trained  officers  that  we  may  get  them,  and 
we  feel  we  should  be  very  derelict  in  our 
duty  if  we  did  not  plan  to  take  4-year  college 
men  to  lead  these  boys,  rather  than  use  the 
emergency  of  taking  those  that  happen  to 
come  into  officer-candidate  school.  I  am 
not  criticising  the  product  of  the  officer- 
candidate  school,  but  they  are  not  required 
to  be  college  graduates. 

Then  later  he  says : 

The  officers-candidate-school  graduate  was 
a  very,  very  sound  small-unit  leader.  He 
had  been  thoroughly  trained  in  all  elements 
of  detail  and  performed  small-unit  leader¬ 
ship  in  an  outstanding  degree  but  his  utility 
beyond  that  was  in  direct  proportion  to  the 
education  which  he  had  had  before  he 
started  the  OCS. 

What  you  are  doing  here,  if  you  do  not 
have  some  such  examination  as  General 
Hershey  has  proposed,  is  that  you  are 
going  to  definitely  limit  the  number  of 
men  who  can  get,  let  us  say,  2  years  of 
college  education.  Therefore,  you  are 
going  to  limit  the  quality  of  the  officers 
in  the  service.  That  is  a  very  vitally 
important  matter. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  failed  to  point  out  this  fact, 
that  a  man  has  4  years  of  service  once 
he  graduates  from  Annapolis  or  West 
Point;  also,  under  this  measure  and  the 
amendment  we  adopted  yesterday  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Cole],  if  a  man  is  deferred  for 
physics,  chemistry,  or  some  other  sub¬ 
ject,  and  he  continues  his  college  educa¬ 
tion  for  4  years,  he  is  still  subject  to 
service  under  this  measure  of  26  months 
or  whatever  number  of  months  we  adopt 
in  its  final  form  up  to  the  age  of  35  years. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Yes;  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman  entirely.  The  fact  of  defer¬ 
ment  to  obtain  this  education,  the  bene¬ 
fits  of  which  the  country  needs  so  badly 
in  large  quantity,  does  not  mean  that  he 


escapes  service.  It  is  quite  possible  that 
the  service  he  may  have  to  perform  after 
he  graduates  will  be  a  good  deal  worse 
than  the  service  that  is  being  performed 
now  in  Korea  by  so  many  of  our  boys. 
No  one  can  foretell  the  future,  and  any¬ 
one  deferred  under  this  provision  is 
liable  for  service  until  he  is  35,  not  until 
he  is  26,  as  is  the  case  of  the  enlisted 
draftee  under  this  bill. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PIINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Is  not  the  gentleman 
giving  this  amendment  too  wide  an  in¬ 
terpretation?  And  is  not  that  perhaps 
the  reason  for  the  gentleman’s  disquiet? 
Is  it  not  a  fact  that  even  if  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  passed  General  Hershey  by  a- 
general  order  or  a  particular  draft  board 
by  individual  order  can  take  certain 
classes? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  That  is  correct.  But 
the  thing  that  disturbs  the  young  man¬ 
hood  of  America  more  than  anything 
else  today  is  uncertainty  as  to  the  fu¬ 
ture — I  think  I  know,  because  I  have  boys 
of  my  own — uncertainty  as  to  the  future, 
what  he  may  do  and  what  he  may  not  do, 
and  when.  That  is  the  thing  that  upsets 
him;  it  is  the  thing ‘that  makes  some 
boys  go  out  and  commit  misdemeanors 
in  order  to  be  jailed  to  avoid  service,  and 
a  lot  of  other  things  like  that.  It  is  the 
uncertainty  as  to  what  they  are  going  to 
be  able  to  do. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  thoroughly  agree 
with  the  statement  that  these  boys  have 
been  off-balance  for  the  last  6  years  and 
are  going  to  be. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Yes.  Certainty  is  the 
only  thing  I  see  thatwill  bring  them  back 
onto  balance.  Among  other  things  they 
should  be  in  a  position  to  know  that  if 
they  are  qualified  to  obtain  an  education 
within  the  operation  of  this  law  they 
will  be  able  to  proceed  with  it,  even 
though  if  they  do  proceed  with  it  they 
may  have  to  serve  10  years  longer  in  the 
Reserves. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  The  gentleman  speaks 
of  certainty;  how  will  the  certainty  come 
about? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  By  testing;  it  will 
take  the  same  identical  procedure  as 
testing  for  acceptance  into  the  ROTC. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Therefore  the  gentle¬ 
man  feels  that  to  get  certainty  you  need 
this  testing  procedure. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  think  you  have  to 
have  some  uniformity  in  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  Draft  Act  in  this  country 
so  the  boys  may  know  that  if  they  can 
pass  a  certain  examination,  meaning 
that  they  have  brains  and  ability,  that 
they  can  proceed  and  the  next  year  if 
they  can  pass  another  examination  they 
can  go  on  and  so  on  to  graduation 
before  they  are  called  into  military  serv¬ 
ice. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  Kilday  amend¬ 
ment  because  it  will  eliminate  the  only 
assurance  the  young  man  can  have  of 
uniform  treatment  across  the  country; 
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and  because  it  will,  in  my  opinion,  result 
in  a  lower  educational  level  for  our  coun¬ 
try  in  years  to  come.  We  need  to  increase 
the  general  level  of  education — not  de¬ 
crease  it — if  for  no  other  reason  than 
the  very  obvious  fact  that  we  live  in  a 
highly  technical  and  scientific  age.  Who 
will  deny  that  warfare  itself  is  most 
highly  technical  and  requires  all  the  sci¬ 
entific  brain  power  we  can  muster  for 
the  invention,  the  design  and  manufac¬ 
ture — yes,  and  the  use  and  maintenance 
of  the  equipment  of  armies,  navies  and 
air  forces. 

One  good  brain  employed  in  science 
can  save  thousands  of  bodies  and  the 
lives  those  bodies  were  born  with.  The 
Eritish  recognized  that  fact  long  ago 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Russians 
did  likewise.  Are  we  too  dumb  to  see  it? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  Kiiday  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  do  now  close. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Kiiday J . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  oSerecl  by  Mr.  Kilday:  On 
page  29,  line  4,  following  the  words  “(includ¬ 
ing  the  Canal  Zone)”,  strike  out  the  period, 
substitute  a  colon  and  the  following: 
“Provided,  That  no  funds  appropriated  by  the 
Congress  shall  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  or  maintaining  any  person  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title  in  violation  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  paragraph.” 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
point  at  which  this  amendment  is  offered 
is  at  the  end  of  the  paragraph  requiring 
4  months  of  basic  training  and  prohibit¬ 
ing  the  sending  of  any  of  these  induct¬ 
ees  into  a  combat  area  less  than  6  months 
after  entering  the  service. 

The  bill  as  drafted  provides  that  they 
shall  not  be  sent  into  a  combat  area 
within  a  period  less  than  6  months  after 
entering  the  service.  This  amendment 
is  designed  to  strengthen  and  make 
doubly  sure  that  they  are  not  sent  under 
any  contention  whether  it  be  right  or 
wrong  that  the  President  has  the  power 
to  send  them  where  he  pleases.  We  pro¬ 
hibit  his  using  any  funds  appropriated 
by  Congress  to  transport  or  maintain  any 
of  these  inductees  in  violation  of  the  pro¬ 
hibition  that  they  shall  not  be  sent  into 
a  combat  area  or  outside  the  United 
States  for  training  except  into  the  Terri¬ 
tories.  It  is  doubly  safe;  he  cannot  use 
the  money  in  addition  to  being  pro¬ 
hibited  by  law. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  advise  the  House  what  remedy  an 
individual  might  have  who  finds  himself 
on  a  transport  destined  to  some  foreign 
area  in  violation  not  only  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  provision  but  of  the  gentleman’s 
amendment? 


Mr.  KILDAY.  I  think  he  would  prob¬ 
ably  find  himself  in  a  pretty  unfortunate 
situation.  But  it  certainly  is  not  weak¬ 
ening  the  prohibition  when  we  give  the 
Comptroller  General  the  power  to  charge 
back  any  money  that  may  be  expended 
in  violation  of  law. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Maine. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Does  the  gentleman 
consider  this  amendment  will  take  care 
of  the  powers  of  Congress  to  restrict  the 
President  so  far  as  an  appropriation  bill 
is  concerned? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  believe  it  would  con¬ 
stitute  a  valid  restriction  on  funds  ap¬ 
propriated  for  any  purpose.  You  might 
restrict  the  military  in  an  appropriation 
bill  and  you  might  restrict  funds  which 
may  be  appropriated  to  the  Maritime 
Commission,  or  something  of  that  kind, 
in  the  operation  of  ships.  This  would 
catch  all  of  them. 

Mr.  NELSON.  Does  the  gentleman 
feel  the  same  type  of  amendment  should 
be  offered  to  the  appropriation  bill  for 
the  armed  services? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  would  not  weaken  it 
any. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  As  members  of  the 
Military  Appropriations  Committee  we 
have  seen  some  instances,  not  exactly 
like  this,  but  they  could  be  similar.  You 
can  find  occasions  where  some  of  these 
men,  contrary  to  an  act  of  Congress  and 
its  expressed  will,  were  being  placed  on 
ships  bound  for  Europe.  Under  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  provision  for  2  months  they 
could  not  get  any  pay,  they  could  not 
get  any  food,  they  could  not  get  any 
lodgings,  they  could  not  have  any  ra¬ 
tions  of  any  kind.  I  know  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  means  and  it  should  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  put  in  an  amendment  like  this. 
The  military  should  heed  the  directives 
of  Congress.  But  if  you  find  one  or  two 
or  a  hundred  or  a  thousand  of  these  men 
who  are  shipped  over  contrary  to  the  will 
of  Congress,  where  will  they  get  their  re¬ 
lief  or  pay  for  this  period  of  time? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  My  experience  has  been 
that  if  you  vote  an  amendment  of  this 
kind,  if  you  have  this  provision  in  the 
bill,  it  will  be  followed. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  We  have  had  similar 
instances,  for  instance  presently  where 
you  have  a  large  group  of  disabled  ma¬ 
rines  who  have  been  serving  without  pay 
for  a  period  of  3  months  because  of  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  use  of  funds.  They  cannot 
be  paid. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  am  not  familiar  with 
that  case. 

Mr.  SCRIVNER.  So  the  situation 
could  arise. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  YORTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word,  and  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  speak  out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 


(Mr.  YORTY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  YORTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  little 
while  ago  I  stood  with  the  Members  of 
this  House  on  the  left  and  applauded 
the  name  of  the  great  General  of  the 
Army  Douglas  MacArthur.  I  did  that 
cut  of  esteem  for  this  great  American, 
this  great  military  commander,  whose 
picture,  I  might  say,  is  on  the  wall  of  my 
office,  because  when  the  Philippine 
Islands  were  liberated  I  stood  as  close  to 
him  as  I  am  to  this  rostrum  on  the  day 
the  official  ceremony  took  place  turning 
Leyte  Island,  the  first  one  liberated,  back 
to  President  Osmena  of  the  Governmsnt- 
•  in-exile  of  the  Philippine  Islands,  feut 
when  the  gentlemen  on  the  left  allude  to 
impeachment  and  say  nothing  more,  I 
think  it  behooves  some  of  us  to  speak  out 
on  the  question  that  has  arisen. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  obvious  that 
General  MacArthur  desired  to  be  relieved 
of  his  command.  As  a  great  military 
leader,  he  most  certainly  knew  that  his 
continued  open  defiance  of  civilian  au¬ 
thority  could  end  in  no  other  way,  un¬ 
less,  of  course,  our  civilian  authorities 
and  our  entire  Military  Establishment 
were  willing  to  surrender  to  General 
MacArthur  their  right  to  decide  upon 
and  direct  the  foreign  and  military  poli¬ 
cies  of  this  Nation.  It  seems  evident  that 
the  general  preferred  dismissal  to  the 
execution  of  policies  in  which  he  lacks 
faith.  He  could,  of  course,  have  resigned, 
but  such  a  course  would  be  less  consistent 
with  his  singular  personality  than  the 
more  dramatic  course  which  he  has 
forced  upon  the  President. 

As  one  who  served  for  2  years  under 
the  general,  part  of  the  time  at  his  head¬ 
quarters,  and  as  one  who  has  the  high¬ 
est  regard  and  admiration  for  him,  I 
deeply  regret  that  he  has  made  his  dis¬ 
missal  necessary  by  his  refusal  to  work 
as  one  of  the  team,  even  though  he  could 
not  direct  the  entire  team.  Teamwork 
is  essential  to  military  operations,  and  to 
the  execution  of  foreign  policies.  This 
Nation  cannot  afford  to  permit  military 
commanders  in  the  field  to  have  com¬ 
plete  freedom  to  do  as  they  please  in  the 
matter  of  over-all  world-wide  strategy. 

The  dismissal  of  the  general  does  not 
end  the  differences  of  opinion  over  our 
policies,  and  I  hope  that  his  freedom 
from  command  duties  will  make  it  pos¬ 
sible  for  him  to  vigorously  espouse  his 
views  in  the  political  arena,  which  is  the 
proper  forum  for  the  foreign  policy  de¬ 
bate,  which  he  could  not  and  should  not 
carry  on  as  a  military  commander  in  the 
field. 

It  is  no  secret  to  those  who  have  served 
close  to  the  general  that  he  has  little  re¬ 
gard  for  the  ability  of  his  contempo¬ 
raries  in  our  Military  Establishment. 
He  probably  has  even  less  regard  for  our 
contemporary  political  leaders  who 
must,  at  all  times,  give  consideration  to 
public  opinion.  I  venture  to  .guess  that 
the  general  will  be  disappointed  with  the 
reaction  of  the  public  when  he  is  com¬ 
pelled  to  present  his  views  outside  of  the 
privileged  sanctuary  which  he  has  occu¬ 
pied  for  so  many  years.  Much  water  has 
flowed  under  the  bridge  since  the  general 
visited  his  native  land. 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


April  11 


3788 

One  cannot  help  note  that  some  of  the 
Republicans,  who  now  stress  their  ad¬ 
miration  for  the  general,  gave  him  al¬ 
most  no  consideration  when  his  name 
was  presented  to  the  Republican  Na¬ 
tional  Convention  as  a  candidate  for 
President  of  the  United  States. 

General  MacArthur  and  many  others 
apparently  feel  we  should  take  the  risk 
of  seeing  the  controlled  fire  in  Korea  ex¬ 
panded  into  a  world-wide  conflagration 
by  launching  direct  attacks  against 
China,  thereby  bringing  into  operation 
the  Chinese-Soviet  agreement  for  mu¬ 
tual  assistance  which  we  believe  to  ex¬ 
ist.  This  is  a  crux  of  the  issue. 

Most  of  the  leaders  of  the  free  world 
feel  that  we  should  try  to  keep  the  Ko¬ 
rean  conflagration  localized,  at  least  un¬ 
til  we  are  better  prepared  to  deal  with 
world-wide  hostilities.  They  feel  that 
time  is  now  on  our  side.  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur,  and  those  who  support  his  views, 
evidently  feel  that  time  is  against  us, 
and  that  we  should  not  hesitate  to  throw 
down  the  gauntlet  to  Russia  immedi¬ 
ately.  Many  of  those  who  are  recom¬ 
mending  more  war  in  Asia  are  decrying 
even  our  augmentation  of  the  growing 
strength  of  Western  Europe.  This  is  a 
strange  paradox,  because  even  General 
MacArthur  has  indicated  that  he  views 
the  war  in  Asia  as  a  means  of  conquer¬ 
ing  the  west,  which  would  seem  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  west  is  the  final  impor¬ 
tant  objective.  It  seems  to  me  that  it 
may  be  possible,  although  exceedingly 
difficult,  to  defend  the  Western  World  if 
all  Asia  falls  to  the  Communists,  but 
certainly  no  defense  of  Asia  would  be 
possible  if  Western  Europe  were  allowed 
to  come  under  Soviet  domination. 

The  fortunes  of  any  one  man  during 
his  short  stay  on  this  whirling  sphere 
are  unimportant  compared  with  the 
great  policies  and  decisions  which  shape 
the  course  of  history  for  millions  yet  un¬ 
born.  The  expansion  of  hostilities 
v/hich  the  general  favors  involves  the 
lives  of  millions  of  people,  and  these  pol¬ 
icies  and  decisions  should  be  and  must 
be  decided  upon  deliberately  and  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  our  regular  constitutional 
processes.  History  may  show  General 
MacArthur’s  views  to  have  been  correct, 
but  the  people  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
tain  the  right  to  direct  their  ship  of 
state,  even  though  future  generations 
may  decide  that  the  contemporary  one 
erred  in  choosing  its  course. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  permitted  to  proceed  for  two  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YORTY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  CANFIELD.  May  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  California  that  earlier 
In  the  current  week,  the  distinguished 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  told  our  country  we  were  never  in 
greater  danger,  and  that  the  Russians 
were  concentrating  here,  there,  and 


everywhere.  At  about  the  same  time 
General  Ridgeway,  who  now  succeeds 
General  MacArthur  in  the  field,  made  it 
plain  in  a  statement  that  we  just  could 
not  possibly  win  under  present  condi¬ 
tions  and  policies. 

Now,  what  does  the  gentleman  think 
about  that? 

Mr,  YORTY.  I  think  exactly  as  I 
said.  Most  of  the  world  leaders,  with 
few  exceptions  in  the  free  world,  believe 
that  we  are  better  off  at  this  time  to 
keep  the  fire  that  is  burning  in  Korea 
localized  until  we  are  ready  to  deal  with 
a  world-wide  war.  Most  of  them  also 
feel  that  if  we  launch  a  direct  attack 
against  the  Chinese  mainland  now  we 
may  set  off  a  world-wide  war;  that  we 
may  lose  Japan  and  the  Philippines  im¬ 
mediately,  and  I  think  we  all  know  that 
the  consequences  are  so  great  that  the 
point  I  want  to  make  is  this :  You  cannot 
decide  those  policies  in  Japan  through  a 
supreme  military  commander  in  a  par¬ 
ticular  area.  They  have  got  to  be  de¬ 
cided  here,  and  I  am  glad  the  General  is 
coming  here  to  give  us  his  views. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  be  permitted  to  proceed  for  one  ad¬ 
ditional  minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  YORTY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  appreciate  what  the 
gentleman  has  said,  but  I  would  like  to 
ask  him  this  question,  because  it  has 
been  running  through  my  mind  for  a 
long  time.  If  we  are  not  going  to  fight 
to  win  in  Korea,  then  why  fight  there 
at  all? 

Mr.  YORTY.  I  agree  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  this  extent,  that  we  have  got  to 
try  and  find  a  solution  to  get  out  of  the 
Korean  situation.  But  we  cannot,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  get  out  of  it  by  set¬ 
ting  off  a  world-wide  war  right  now — a 
war  for  which  we  are  not  ready.  We 
are  perhaps  better  prepared  to  establish 
a  stalemate  and,  if  possible,  negotiate  a 
means  to  get  out.  I  do  not  know 
whether  or  not  that  can  be  done,  but  I 
do  know  that  General  MacArthur  can¬ 
not  decide  the  matter  in  Japan  in  defi¬ 
ance  of  the  civilian  authority  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  Kilday  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  do  now  close. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  object. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  Kilday  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  in  15  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


(Mr.  HALLECK,  Mr.  GROSS,  and  Mr. 
O’HARA  asked  and  were  given  permis¬ 
sion  to  yield  the  time  allotted  to  them 
to  Mr.  Judd.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  feels  it 
would  only  be  fair  to  point  out  the  fact 
that  the  gentleman  from  California  se¬ 
cured  unanimous  consent  to  speak  out 
of  order. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  debate  may 
proceed  out  of  order  for  these  15  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Judd]. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  argu¬ 
ments  of  the  gentleman  from  California 
are  very  appealing.  They  are  the  argu¬ 
ments  that  have  been  used  by  fae  ad¬ 
ministration  constantly  during  this 
whole  Far  Eastern  struggle,  the  naive  be¬ 
lief  that,  somehow  we  can  prevent  the 
spread  of  the  Korean  war  by  yielding  to 
or  being  soft  toward  the  aggressors  out¬ 
side  of  Korea. 

In  my  judgment,  the  number  one  fal¬ 
lacy  that  is  responsible  for  our  difficul¬ 
ties  today  as  it  was  after  World  War  I 
and  World  War  II  is  the  notion  that  we 
can  get  peace  by  weakening  our  side  and 
building  up  the  other  side.  The  real 
tragedy  of  the  President’s  dismissal  of 
General  MacArthur  today  is  that  it  will 
weaken  us  in  Asia  and  allow  the  Com¬ 
munists  there  further  to  build  up  for  the 
expansion  of  the  war  which  they  have 
long  proclaimed  as  their  firm  objective. 

The  removal  of  General  MacArthur 
represents  the  Kremlin’s  greatest  victory 
since  Yalta.  That  deal,  too,  looked  as 
if  it  bi-ought  peace  with  the  Kremlin;  but 
it  brought  war  instead.  It  weakened 
the  free  world  and  built  up  the  Soviet 
world,  and  led  right  straight  to  the  inva¬ 
sion  of  Korea.  Because  it  was  at  Yalta 
that  the  Russians  were  brought  into 
Manchuria.  If  there  had  not  been  Rus¬ 
sians  in  Manchuria  there  never  could 
have  been  a  Korea,  some  8,000  American 
boys  who  are  now  dead  would  be  still 
living  and  we  would  not  be  at  war. 

The  President’s  unwise  action  greatly 
strengthens  the  Soviet  position  in  Asia, 
greatly  weakens  the  position  of  the 
United  States,  and  thereby  makes  far 
more  likely  the  world  war  that  you  and 
I  so  genuinely  and  sincerely  desire  to 
prevent. 

I  do  not  hesitate  to  predict  that  the 
danger  of  all-out  war  in  Asia,  and  in 
Europe  and  the  Middle  East,  too,  is  much 
greater  today  than  it  has  been  before. 
No  one  should  be  surprised  if  Korea, 
Japan,  the  Philippines,  and  much  of  the 
rest  of  east  Asia  now  come  quickly 
under  Soviet  control — unless  even  more 
of  America’s  limited  military  strength  is 
thrown  into  action  against  it.  It  was 
not  MacArthur,  but  the  very  people  who 
say  they  want  most  of  all  to  save  Europe 
who  followed  policies  which  got  most  of 
our  military  strength  bogged  down  in 
Korea  and  Japan  so  that  it  cannot  be 
used  to  help  save  Europe.  And  today’s 
action  will  make  it  harder  to  get  our 
forces  extricated  unless  we  let  all  Asia 
go  to  Red  control.  The  security  of 
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Japan  is  particularly  endangered.  Here 
is  fist-shaped  Hokkaido,  the  northern 
island  of  Japan.  Coming  down  to  the 
northwestern  corner  of  that  island  is 
Sakahalin,  the  southern  half  of  which 
was  given  by  us  to  the  Russians  at  Yalta. 
It  was  not  ours,  but  we  gave  it  to  them 
anyway.  Coming  down  to  the  north¬ 
east  corner  are  the  Kurile  Islands,  also 
given  to  the  Russians  at  Yalta.  It  has 
been  known  since  January  that  the  Rus¬ 
sians  are  building  up  their  strength  in 
those  two  positions  where  they  can  al¬ 
most  see  across  to  Japan.  I  am  not 
telling  them  anything  they  do  not  know 
when  I  say  that  if  the  confidence  of  the 
Japanese  in  us  should  falter,  the  Rus¬ 
sians  could  take  Japan  within  2  weeks, 
and  with  bombing  of  Pusan  and  sub¬ 
marines  in  the  straits,  could  cut  off  prac¬ 
tically  all  of  America’s  trained  land 
forces  in  Korea.  They  could  eliminate 
us  as  a  first-rate  land  power  for  a  year 
or  more  while  they  did  whatever  they 
wished  in  Europe  or  the  rest  of  Asia, 
That  is  why,  at  this  time,  it  could  be 
fatal  to  crumble  our  position  in  Japan, 
a  position  that  belongs  uniquely  to  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur.  It  is  not  because  he 
is  an  American;  it  is  not  because  he 
represents  the  allies  that  he  maintains 
stability  in  Japan;  it  is  because  he  is 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur.  In  a  sense,  he 
moved  into  the  position  in  Japanese 
minds  that  the  Japanese  Emperor  for¬ 
merly  occupied.  To  destroy  his  posi¬ 
tion  in  Japan,  which  is  bound  to  be 
before  long  the  focus  of  the  far  eastern 
situation,  is  flirting  with  disaster. 

It  is  argued  by  the  wishful  thinkers, 
“Well,  let  us  make  peace  with  the  Chi¬ 
nese  Reds.  Let  us  negotiate  some  kind 
of  a  deal  and  end  the  war  in  Korea.” 
General  MacArthur,  from  what  he  is  re¬ 
ported  to  have  said,  obviously  and  rightly 
believes  that  you  cannot  end  a  war  with 
people  bent  on  world  conquest  until  you 
win  the  war.  Some  other  countries  tried 
at  Munich  to  get  peace  with  aggressors. 
Our  Government  tried  at  Tehran  and 
at  Yalta  and  Potsdam  to  get  good  rela¬ 
tions  with  Communists  by  giving  them 
what  they  said  they  wanted.  But  always 
what  they  say  they  want  is  not  what  they 
want.  What  they  want  is  conquest — 
most  of  all  conquest  of  the  United  States 
of  America  because  we  are  all  that  stands 
between  them  and  world  domination. 
There  is  nothing  that  we  can  give  them  in 
a  political  deal  or  compromise  which  will 
end  the  war ;  it  would  only  move  the  con¬ 
flict  to  another  country  and  make  it  more 
difficult.  This  act  of  the  President’s  will 
so  weaken  our  position  in  Asia  and  the 
strength  there  built  up  at  such  terrible 
cost  that  it  will  be  a  miracle  if  war  does 
not  soon  spread  all  over  the  area.  In 
short,  I  fear  the  action  will  do  just  the 
opposite  of  what  the  administration  has 
claimed  it  is  trying  to  do.  That  is,  it  will 
expand  the  war  in  Asia,  rather  than  con¬ 
tain  it  in  Korea. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  gentleman  from 
California  spoke  about  peace.  Of  course 
we  all  desire  peace.  Some  of  us  have 
regretted  the  fact  that  the  course  of 
conduct  of  our  Government  in  recent 
years  has  not  been  such  as  to  achieve 


peace.  No  man  has  spoken  out  more 
vigorously  in  respect  to  this  matter  as  it 
has  gone  along  than  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd],  who  is  now  ad¬ 
dressing  the  committee.  He  also  spoke 
of  political  decisions  and  of  civilian  con¬ 
trol.  Certainly  everyone  in  this  country 
would  want  civilian  control  maintained 
in  those  spheres  that  are  properly  the 
subject  of  civilian  control.  Of  course 
I  want  the  political  leaders  to  have  the 
power  to  make  the  political  decision  but 
by  the  same  token  I  want  military  deci¬ 
sions  in  this  country  to  be  made  by  mili¬ 
tary  leaders.  Nothing,  in  my  opinion, 
could  be  more  frightening  to  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  and  more  terrifying  than  to 
know  that  the  judgment  of  our  military 
leaders  in  respect  to  military  matters 
bearing  on  our  national  defense  is  to  be 
superseded  and  overruled  by  the  political 
leaders,  Truman  and  Acheson. 

In  my  opinion  the  basic  difference  be¬ 
tween  General  MacArthur  and  the  Pres¬ 
ident  and  those  others  with  the  Presi¬ 
dent  in  the  political  department  of  the 
Government  who  sought  and  have 
brought  about  his  firing  has  been  basic¬ 
ally  the  difference  as  to  military  de¬ 
cisions  which  have  been  differences  of 
opinion  on  how  to  fight  and  win  a  war. 
When  American  boys  are  dying  in  Asia 
and  in  Korea,  then  certainly  the  opinion 
of  the  military  leaders  is  of  extreme  im¬ 
portance  to  the  Congress  and  to  the 
country.  I  would  regret  to  see  the  day 
when  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
with  our  great  responsibility,  should  be 
deprived  of  the  advice  and  judgment  and 
convictions  of  the  military  leaders  in 
whom  we  have  faith  and  upon  whom  we 
must  depend. 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  is  correct.  .No  one 
questions  the  President’s  right  or  power 
to  do  what  he  has  done.  What  we  ques¬ 
tion  is  the  wisdom  of  his  action. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Soviet  Union  and 
its  satellites  are  at  war  with  the  United 
States  and  with  the  whole  free  world. 
Some  people  say  we  must  not  start  a  war 
or  strike  first.  No  one  need  worry  longer 
about  that  one.  It  is  too  late  for  us  to 
strike  first.  The  other  side  has  already 
struck.  The  only  question  we  face,  and 
have  faced  for  years,  is  how  and  where 
and  when  we  shall  strike  back  in  order  to 
be  most  effective.  That  is  the  only  de¬ 
cision  we  have — unless  we  are  to  sur¬ 
render  piecemeal. 

They  are  at  war  with  us.  They  are 
6ommitted  to  our  destruction.  Where 
are  we  going  to  fight  them?  How  are 
we  going  to  fight  them?  With  what  and 
with  whom  are  we  going  to  fight  them? 
Do  we  want  to  do  it  all  alone  in  Asia, 
which  is  where  they  are  already  fighting 
openly?  The  urgent  question  is  not 
whether  there  is  to  be  a  bigger  war  after 
awhile,  but  how  we  can  win  the  war  in 
which  we  already  are,  that  is  the  best 
way  to  prevent  the  bigger  war  after 
awhile. 

If  you  were  a  citizen  of  a  country 
under  Communist  threat  in  Asia  today 
and  saw  the  No.  1  bulwark  against  Com¬ 
munist  expansion  in  Asia  abruptly  with¬ 
drawn,  what  would  you  conclude?  Sure¬ 
ly,  that  Communist  victory  in  Asia  is 
practically  certain ;  and  that  there  is 
nothing  to  do  but  to  give  up  and  get  on 
the  Red  bandwagon.  And  this  fateful 


turn  in  our  fortunes  comes  at  the  mo¬ 
ment  when  Communist  China  is  much 
weaker  than  it  has  been,  with  terrible 
losses  in  Korea  and  powerful  uprisings 
at  home.  We  are  presenting  it  with  an 
unbelievable  reprieve.  It  will  be  a  mira¬ 
cle,  I  repeat,  if  today’s  action  and  those 
that  will  follow  do  not  lead  to  a  deterio¬ 
ration  of  the  whole  far-eastern  situation, 
with  country  after  country  going  down 
like  nine  pins,  then,  indeed,  we  will  have 
world  war  III — and  worse,  very  possible 
defeat  in  it. 

In  my  humble  judgment  that  is  the 
disaster  which  General  MacArthur  saw 
ahead  for  his  country;  and  that  is  what 
has  driven  him  to  do  and  say  some 
things  which  go  against  all  of  his  strict 
military  traditions  and  training  and 
which  must  have  wrenched  his  soul. 
He  saw  the  danger  both  to  the  lives  of 
men  under  his  command  and  to  the 
security  of  his  country,  and  he  was  try¬ 
ing  to  get  out  into  the  open  before  the 
public  a  realization  of  the  peril  to  the 
United  States  of  America  of  a  policy  of 
drift,  or  a  policy  of  doing  just  enough  to 
get  men  killed,  but  not  enough  to  win, 
or  a  policy  of  trying  to  end  the  fighting 
by  making  another  deal  which  would 
look  like  peace,  but  which  would 
strengthen  the  enemy  and  weaken  our¬ 
selves  and  lead  to  more  costly  fighting. 

My  concern  is  not  for  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur.  He  is  a  giant  whom  the  pygmies 
cannot  tolerate  because  he  has  been  so 
consistently  right  about  Asia  and  they 
so  consistently  wrong.  His  place  in  his¬ 
tory  is  secure.  It  will  vindicate  him  and 
condemn  his  opponents  who  threw  away 
in  five  short  years  the  magnificent  vic¬ 
tory  in  the  Pacific  which  he  and  4,000,000 
Americans  won  at  such  great  cost — 
108,000  of  them  with  their  lives. 

My  concern  is  for  the  peace  and  secu¬ 
rity  of  the  United  States. 

Few  people  seem  to  realize  the  com¬ 
pletely  unique  position  of  prestige  and 
confidence  which  General  MacArthur 
commanded  in  Asia,  and  especially  in 
Japan.  His  removal  is  likely  to  open 
the  way  for  the  Communists  to  chip 
away  and  destroy  the  faith  of  the  Jap¬ 
anese  people  in  us  and  in  the  United 
Nations.  If  that  happens,  then  a  “set¬ 
tlement”  in  Korea  will  not  end  the  war, 
it  will  just  move  from  Korea  to  Japan. 
If  we  abandon  Formosa  in  a  futile  effort 
to  buy  the  Reds  off,  we  do  not  end  the 
struggle;  we  simply  shift  it  from  For¬ 
mosa  to  the  Philippines,  And  if  we  let 
the  Philippines  and  Japan  go,  “in  order 
to  avoid  war  with  Communist  China,” 
do  we  solve  the  problem?  No.  We  just 
move  the  conflict  to  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 
And  if  we  sell  them  out  “in  order  to  get 
peace,”  we  do  not  avoid  world  war  III; 
we  just  make  certain  much  of  it  will  be 
fought  in  the  northwestern  States  of  our 
own  country.  You  have  to  stop  this 
glacier  somewhere.  We  did  not  stop  it 
at  the  50-yard  line  at  the  end  of  the 
last  war.  Instead  we  moved  back  to  our 
40-yard  line  and  invited  the  Russians  to 
take  Eastern  Europe,  Manchuria,  North 
Korea,  and  the  strategically  placed 
islands  north  of  Japan.  Now  we  are 
down  to  about  our  30-yard  line  due  to 
the  idiotic  attempt  to  make  the  Chinese 
Communists  our  friends  by  walking  out 
on  our  Chinese  allies.  Now  it  is  pro- 
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posed,  in  line  with  British  ideas,  to  move 
back  to  the  20-yard  line— the  move  Mac- 
Arthur  opposed  so  strenuously.  Just 
where  are  we  to  stop  retreating?  At  our 
10-yard  line  when  only  Europe  remains? 
Or  the  5-yard  line  when  only  the  West¬ 
ern  Hemisphere  remains?  Or  the  1- 
yard  line  when  only  the  interior  of  the 
United  States  remains? 

I  do  not  want  to  have  to  fight  at  the 
last  ditch  for  the  sheer  survival  of  the 
United  States;  that  is,  the  real  issue: 
not  the  fate  of  MacArthur,  but  of  our- 
selves. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zandt]  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  VA'T  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  like 
the  gentleman  from  California,  I,  too, 
stood  in  the  presence  of  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  on  the  steps  of  the  capitol  on 
the  island  of  Leyte  in  the  Philippines. 
I  have  known  MacArthur  for  many 
years.  In  all  my  34  years’  military  ex¬ 
perience  I  have  yet  to  meet  a  grander 
military  man  than  the  general. 

Yesterday  I  introduced  a  resolution  to 
the  effect  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  should  direct  General  of 
the  Army  Douglas  A.  MacArthur  to  re¬ 
turn  to  the  United  States  and  report  to 
a  joint  session  of  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  the  prob¬ 
lems  and  probabilities  of  the  Korean 
situation. 

In  view  of  the  action  taken  by  Presi¬ 
dent  Truman  in  relieving  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  of  his  command  I  have  intro¬ 
duced  another  House  resolution  which 
states  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  it  is  the  sense  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  that  General  of  the  Army 
Douglas  A.  MacArthur  return  to  the  United 
States  immediately  and  report  on  the  prog¬ 
ress,  problems,  and  probabilities  of  the  Ko¬ 
rean  situation  at  a  joint  session  of  the  Senate 
and  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Chairman,  President  Truman’s 
action  in  relieving  General  MacArthur  of 
his  far-eastern  command  has  shocked 
the  American  people  and  reveals  that 
the  administration  is  more  interested  in 
the  socialistic  government  of  Great 
Britain  and  her  trade  with  Communist 
China  than  supporting  the  MacArthur 
program  for  a  speedy  and  complete  vic¬ 
tory  in  Korea. 

The  action  of  President  Truman  will 
have  a  stimulating  effect  on  the  forces 
of  Communist  Russia  who  now  can  ex¬ 
pect  Red  China  to  be  admitted  to  the 
United  Nations — a  move  that  has  been 
encouraged  by  Great  Britain. 

General  MacArthur’s  position  took 
into  consideration  the  best  interests  of 
the  American  people  and  especially  the 
mothers,  fathers,  wives,  and  sweethearts 
of  the  boys  serving  under  him  in  Korea 
where  already  9,000  of  them  made  the 
supreme  sacrifice  and  nearly  60,000  more 
are  on  the  casualty  list. 

It  is  a  downright  shame  that  the 
American  people  must  wait  until  1952  to 
express  their  indignation  at  the  polls 
over  the  shabby  treatment  accorded 
General  MacArthur  and  the  Americans 
serving  under  him.  Make  no  mistake 
about  it  there  will  be  a  wholesale  house¬ 
cleaning  in  the  White  House  and  the 
State  Department  in  1952  because  the 


American  people  have  never  been  sold  on 
the  Truman- Acheson-Hiss  brand  of  in¬ 
ternational  diplomacy. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Hillings]  is  rec¬ 
ognized. 

Mr.  HILLINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
tragic  news  that  President  Truman  has 
removed  General  MacArthur  as  the 
United  Nations  commander  in  the  Far 
East  has  shocked  and  stunned  many  of 
us  here  in  Washington  just  as  it  has  the 
American  people  throughout  the  Nation. 
The  President  announced  his  dismissal 
of  MacArthur  at  1  a.  m.,  Washington 
time,  on  Wednesday  morning  when  most 
of  the  people  in  the  Capital  City  were 
asleep.  The  announcement  apparently 
came  at  this  time  in  order  that  adminis¬ 
tration  forces  in  the  Congress  could  have 
time  to  prepare  to  meet  the  storm  of 
protest  from  other  Congressmen  who 
are  now  speaking  out  against  this  tragic 
action. 

The  President  has  declared  that  Mac¬ 
Arthur  was  relieved  of  his  far-eastern 
commands  because  he  was  unable  to  give 
his  full  support  to  the  policies  of  the 
United  Nations.  But  the  real  reason 
MacArthur  has  been  fired,  has  been  be¬ 
cause  of  the  conflict  between  MacArthur 
on  the  one  hand,  and  Mr.  Truman  and 
Dean  Acheson  on  the  other,  in  regard  to 
United  States  policy  toward  Communist 
China  and  the  war  in  Korea.  America’s 
great  fighting  general,  under  whom  I 
served  as  an  enlisted  man  in  the  South 
Pacific  during  World  War  II,  has  de¬ 
manded  the  right  to  bomb  concentra¬ 
tions  of  Chinese  troops  and  supplies  in 
Manchuria  to  slow  down  and  cut  off 
Chinese  Communist  forces  now  killing 
our  boys  in  Korea.  Truman  and  Ache- 
son  refused  this  request.  MacArthur 
has  asked  for  the  authority  to  use  in 
Korea  some  of  the  more  than  600,000 
Nationalist  troops  now  on  Formosa  and 
has  even  suggested  a  Nationalist  attack 
against  the  Chinese  mainland  to  ease  the 
pressure  on  the  American  forces  now 
fighting  against  a  numerically  superior 
enemy  in  Korea.  Truman  and  Acheson 
have  refused.  MacArthur  has  called  the 
Korean  conflict  a  full-scale  war  where 
we  have  suffered  nearly  60,000  casualties. 
Truman  and  Acheson  have  called  it  a 
police  action.  MacArthur  has  de¬ 
manded  that  the  British  and  other 
United  Nations  countries  stop  sending 
supplies  to  Communist  China  through 
Hong  Kong  and  other  ports  and  has 
called  for  a  full  blockade  of  the  China 
coast.  Truman  and  Acheson  have 
sided  with  the  British  who  continue  to 
send  war  supplies  to  the  Communists  to 
be  used  in  the  killing  of  Americans  in 
Korea.  In  the  years  before  the  Korean 
War  began,  MacArthur  constantly  spoke 
out,  warning  this  Nation  against  ap¬ 
peasement  of  communism  and  urged  that 
a  positive  foreign  policy  be  carried  out 
to  check  aggression  in  the  Pacific  and 
other  parts  of  the  world.  Truman  and 
Acheson  abandoned  China  to  the  Com¬ 
munists  and  said  the  Reds  were  our 
friends  and  just  agrarian  reformers. 
They  appeased  and  appeased  and  ap¬ 
peased.  They  were  helped  in  this  task 
by  Alger  Hiss  and  other  pro-Communists 
they  had  appointed  to  serve  in  the  State 
Department. 


Thus  the  controversy  between  the  Tru¬ 
man  administration  and  MacArthur 
raged.  Mr.  Truman  charged  that  Mac¬ 
Arthur  has  refused  to  take  orders  from 
the  President  as  Commander  in  Chief, 
but  many  others  charged  that  it  was 
Mr.  Truman  who  was  refusing  to  take 
orders  from  the  American  people,  who 
demanded  that  our  Government  cease 
its  policy  of  appeasement  in  the  Far 
East.  This  week  the  President  made  a 
decision.  The  issue  was  clear.  Should 
he  accept  MacArthur’s  suggestions  and 
recognize  the  realities  of  the  war  in 
Korea,  or  should  he  dismiss  MacArthur 
and  once  again  bow  to  the  demands  of 
Dean  Acheson,  who  has  made  so  many 
mistakes  in  the  past?  Mr.  Truman  took 
the  second  course.  He  fired  MacArthur, 
the  hero  of  Bataan,  and  bowed  to  Ache¬ 
son,  the  man  who  said  he  would  not  turn 
his  back  on  Alger  Hiss  and  who  called 
the  Chinese  Communists  mere  agrarian 
reformers. 

This  was  a  tragic  decision.  The  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  American  people  would  be 
far  happier  and  would  have  far  more 
confidence  in  our  leadership  if  Acheson 
had  been  fired,  not  MacArthur.  For 
many  months  now  the  people  have  de¬ 
manded  the  removal  of  Dean  Acheson, 
but  when  the  show-down  finally  came, 
Acheson  emerged  triumphant,  and 
America’s  valiant  soldier,  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur,  became  the  martyr  of  the  Kan¬ 
sas  City  political  machine  which  has 
seized  control  of  the  executive  oranch  of 
our  Government.  There  was  another 
great  American  general  who  was  a  mar¬ 
tyr,  and  he,  like  MacArthur,  tried  to 
speak  out  in  an  effort  to  strengthen  the 
miiltary  forces  of  this  Nation. '  You  will 
remember  him.  General  “Billy”  Mitchell, 
who  dared  to  urge  the  brass  hats  and  the 
Nation’s  leaders  to  develop  a  powerful 
Air  Force.  MacArthur  now  joins  Gen. 
“Billy”  Mitchell  as  a  martyr  and  as  a 
hero. 

Since  the  announcement  of  General 
MacArthur’s  removal  public  opinion  has 
begun  to  mount  in  opposition.  My  office 
has  already  been  flooded  with  telegrams 
protesting  this  arbitrary  action.  By  re¬ 
pudiating  the  wise  and  inspirational 
leadership  of  General  MacArthur,  Mr. 
Truman  has  done  more  than  any  Com¬ 
munist  bomb  could  do  to  disunite  and 
weaken  our  American  people  at  this  hour 
of  national  emergency. 

As  this  confusion  sweeps  across  the 
Nation,  I  should  like  to  suggest  the  fol¬ 
lowing  affirmative  steps  to  be  taken  by 
our  Government: 

First,  the  Congress  should  bring  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur  back  to  this  country  and 
to  Washington  so  that  he  might  speak 
out  without  fear  of  further  reprisals  by 
the  White  House  and  advise  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  of  the  true  facts  of  the  war 
in  Korea  and  make  recommendations 
for  the  development  of  a  positive  and 
affirmative  policy  for  the  Far  East.  And 
when  MacArthur  returns  to  this  country, 
he  should  be  given  a  hero’s  welcome,  un¬ 
paralleled  in  our  history. 

Second,  after  General  MacArthur  has 
given  us  the  benefit  of  his  wise  counsel, 
and  if  he  so  recommends,  we  should  au¬ 
thorize  our  new  commander  in  the  Far 
East  General  Ridgway  to  bomb  the  con¬ 
centrations  of  Communist  troops  and 
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supplies  in  Manchuria.  If  General  Mac- 
Arthur  so  recommends,  we  should  au¬ 
thorize  General  Ridgway  to  send  to  Ko¬ 
rea  some  of  the  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  Chinese  Nationalist  soldiers  now  on 
Formosa.  As  part  of  our  new  policy, 
we  should  demand  that  the  British  and 
other  United  Nations  members  stop 
sending  vital  supplies  and  materials  to 
the  Chinese  Communists.  We  should  de¬ 
mand  that  the  United  Nations  impose 
enforceable  sanctions  against  any  ship¬ 
ment  of  supplies  to  Soviet  Russia  and 
her  satellite  countries.  As  part  of  this 
new  policy,  we  should  begin  at  once  a 
blockade  of  the  China  coast. 

Third,  we  must  proceed  with  full  vigor 
and  speed  to  develop  our  national  de¬ 
fense  program.  We  must  demand  that 
the  President  take  immediate  action  to 
rid  our  Government  of  the  corruption 
and  political  favoritism  which  has 
hampered  our  defense  effort  and  seri¬ 
ously  jeopardized  the  lives  of  our  fight¬ 
ing  men  in  Korea.  We  must  demand 
that  the  President  select  able  statesmen 
and  not  mere  politicians  to  guide  the 
destinies  of  our  Nation  at  this  hour  of 
national  emergency.  . 

Finally,  in  order  to  restore  some  of  the 
confidence  in  the  administration  which 
is  so  lacking  at  this  hour,  the  Congress 
and  the  American  people  should  de¬ 
mand  that  Dean  Acheson  be  replaced  as 
our  Secretary  of  State. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  JavitsI  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
things  that  I  have  to  say  on  the  merits 
of  this  controversy  will  be  said  presently 
in  the  Republican  confei’ence  this  after¬ 
noon.  Removal  of  General  MacArthur 
from  his  command  will  have  unpredict¬ 
able  and  most  serious  consequences, 
that  much  is  clear. 

The  two  things  that  I  feel  called  upon 
to  say  now  are  these :  First,  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  responsibility,  that  we  are  deal¬ 
ing  here  with  foreign  affairs  questions — ■ 
and  that  the  man  who  is  charged  by  the 
Constitution  with  the  conduct  of  our 
foreign  affairs  is  the  President  of  the 
United  States.  He  is  the  one — and  his 
administration — whom  the  people  of 
America  can  and  must  hold  accountable. 
Let  us  keep  our  eyes  clear  as  to  where 
fault  is  to  be  found  and  how  correction 
is  to  be  made. 

Since  I  have  been  in  the  Congress,  I 
have  been  fighting  for  a  decisive  Far 
East  foreign  policy  based  upon  a  Pacific 
Pact  for  self-help  and  mutual  coopera¬ 
tion  in  the  defense  against  communism 
by  all  the  non-Communist  Asiatic  peo¬ 
ples,  and  a  Far  East  recovery  program 
for  improving  conditions  of  health,  edu¬ 
cation,  and  food  production,  and  so 
forth.  If  we  had  taken  this  course  look¬ 
ing  to  the  military  defense  of  China  and 
to  the  improvement  of  the  economic 
conditions  of  the  Chinese  people,  we 
would  not  have  been  left  in  the  lurch 
with  a  discredited  Chinese  Nationalist 
Government  as  far  as  the  people  of 
mainland  China  were  concerned  or 
faced  the  catastrophic  defeat  of  the 
Chinese  Nationalist  forces  at  the  hands 
of  the  Communists.  Since  that  time  I 
have  opposed  appeasement  of  the 


Chinese  Communists  in  the  United  Na¬ 
tions,  or  elsewhere,  or  permitting  them 
to  get  Formosa.  I  have  also  urged 
that  we  should  have  government  in  For¬ 
mosa  based  upon  free  institutions  and 
economic  development.  The  admin¬ 
istration’s  handling  of  the  Far  East  for¬ 
eign  policy  has  been  bankrupt  and  is 
largely  responsible  for  our  present 
troubles.  It  is  this  administration 
which  must  bear  the  full  responsibility 
for  that  bankruptcy  of  policy  and  from 
which  our  people  must  demand  their 
accounting. 

Second,  on  the  question  of  power,  let 
us  remember  that  we  are  dealing  with 
military  discipline,  that  there  are  tens 
of  thousands  of  troops  throughout  the 
world  under  the  command  of  our  gen¬ 
erals,  and  that  to  these  troops  the  Pres¬ 
ident  of  the  United  States  is  the  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
and  that  he  has  the  power  to  remove 
any  officer  from  his  command.  That  is 
the  essence  of  civilian  control  of  the 
military.  If  the  President  is  wrong  in 
exercising  his  power  as  Commander  in 
Chief,  he  must  answer  to  the  people  and 
Congress.  I  am  for  putting  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  to  account  squarely  where 
it  belongs — on  the  President — and  not 
getting  off  on  any  tangent  of  the  power 
of  the  President  to  act  as  Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

In  the  interest  of  the  future  of  our 
Nation  let  us  not  go  overboard  on  these 
two  points. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  California  [Mr.  Holifield]  is  rec¬ 
ognized. 

(Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permisison  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
cardinal  principle  of  American  democ¬ 
racy  is  the  supremacy  of  civilian  con¬ 
trol  over  the  military.  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  has  defied  that  cardinal  princi¬ 
ple  when  he  refused  to  conform  his 
actions  as  a  military  man  in  the  field 
to  the  policy  set  forth  by  the  United 
Nations  and  his  Commander  in  Chief. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  have  only  2  min¬ 
utes;  I  cannot. 

In  American  democracy  we  do  not 
adhere  to  the  principle  of  a  monarch, 
a  man  of  destiny,  or  a  man  on  a  white 
horse;  we  still  reach  our  conclusions 
through  democratic  processes,  and  we 
do  not  have  to  have  any  god  on  horse¬ 
back  to  mold  the  foreign  policy  of  the 
United  States  and  the  United  Nations. 
In  my  opinion  the  President  is  infinitely 
stronger  with  the  American  people,  and 
I  for  one  am  perfectly  willing  to  uphold 
his  right  as  Commander  in  Chief  to 
remove  any  general  from  any  spot  when 
that  general  refuses  to  conform  to  the 
policy  set  forth  by  the  Commander  in 
Chief  and  the  General  Staff,  not  only 
the  General  Staff  of  the  United  States 
but  the  General  Staffs  of  the  United 
Nations  members  now  waging  the  war 
in  Korea. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  ALBERT.  In  speaking  of  keep¬ 
ing  military  policy  under  the  control  of 
military  commanders,  did  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck], 
overlook  the  fact  that  the  leadership  of 
the  military  in  this  country  is  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  and  the  General  Staff, 
and  not  some  subordinate  commander 
overseas? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Of  course,  the  gen¬ 
tleman  overlooked  that.  As  far  as  the 
political  decisions  of  the  American 
people  are  concerned  in  1952,  I  am  will¬ 
ing  to  stand  up  behind  Mr.  Truman  and 
uphold  his  policy  of  removing  General 
MacArthur  and  take  my  chances  in  the 
political  arena. 

On  Wednesday  of  this  week  President 
JTruman  took  forthright  and  courageous 
action  to  remove  General  MacArthur 
from  his  various  military  positions  in  the 
Far  East. 

The  President  was  compelled  to  take 
this  action  when  it  became  clear  that 
General  MacArthur  was  getting  too  big 
for  his  military  breeches. 

General  MacArthur  was  not  content  to 
carry  out  his  duties  as  a  soldier.  He 
aspired  to  be  a  statesman  and  a  poli¬ 
tician.  He  set  himself  up  above  the  pol¬ 
icy  of  his  Government.  He  set  himself 
up  above  the  United  Nations,  even 
though  he  was  designated  by  the  United 
Nations  to  command  the  armed  forces 
in  Korea. 

General  MacArthur  should  have  been 
removed  several  months  ago  when  it  be¬ 
came  evident  that  serious  military 
blunders  had  been  committed  in  Korea. 

As  the  President  pointed  out  in  his 
statement  about  MacArthur’s  removal, 
the  general’s  place  in  history  is  well- 
established.  It  is  not  wise  on  General 
MacArthur’s  part  to  jeopardize  his  place 
in  history  by  immersing  himself  in  parti¬ 
san  politics  and  by  attempting  to  formu¬ 
late  policy  in  the  Far  East. 

The  general  acted  in  a  unique  capac¬ 
ity.  He  was  the  commander  of  the 
United  States  Armed  Forces  and  civil 
servants  in  Japan.  He  was  the  supreme 
commander  of  the  allied  occupation  pow¬ 
ers  in  Japan,  and  commander  in  chief 
of  the  Far  East  Command,  and  com¬ 
manding  general  of  the  United  Nations 
armed  forces  in  Korea, 

In  none  of  his  various  military  or 
civilian  roles  did  General  MacArthur 
have  the  authority  or  responsibility  to 
formulate  or  carry  out  independent  or 
contradictory  policy.  In  all  of  these  ca¬ 
pacities  he  should  have  executed  his 
duties  in  harmony  with  the  policies  out¬ 
lined  by  his  superiors.  He  was  charged 
only  with  the  execution  of  military  or 
administrative  duties  under  the  policies 
formulated  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  the  Far  Eastern  Commis¬ 
sion,  or  the  United  Nations.  General 
MacArthur  had  a  perfect  right,  yes,  a 
duty,  to  convey  information,  suggestions, 
and  advice  to  his  superiors,  but  these 
communications  should  have  been  con¬ 
fidential,  and  not  public  utterances. 
Once  his  superiors  had  evaluated  his  ad¬ 
vice  in  relation  to  the  world  problem,  it 
was  up  to  General  MacArthur  to  execute 
their  directives  or  resign  his  post.  The 
President  was  very  patient  with  General 
MacArthur,  but  patience  has  its  limits. 
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General  MacArthur  stepped  out  of  his 
jurisdiction  as  an  executor  of  policy  and 
arrogated  to  himself  the  role  of  policy 
maker  once  too  often.  The  general  is  a 
man  of  great  egotism.  He  considers 
himself  a  man  of  destiny,  and  is  loath  to 
take  orders  or  suggestions  from  others. 
He  expects  implicit  loyalty  and  obedience 
from  his  own  subordinates,  but  appar¬ 
ently  dislikes  taking  orders  from  his  own 
superiors. 

Twice  in  recent  months  he  has  over¬ 
stepped  his  authority  by  making  public 
pronouncements  on  matters  of  policy. 
The  letter  to  Congressman  Martin  was 
a  third  offense.  The  Cease  Fire  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  United  Nations  had  been 
working  for  months  toward  peace  in 
Korea.  The  representatives  of  14  United 
Nations  members  were  working  on  a 
draft  of  a  new  peace  offer,  when,  sud¬ 
denly,  and  prematurely,  MacArthur  went 
over  their  heads  and  offered  to  meet  the 
Chinese  Reds  on  the  battlefield  to  ar¬ 
range  a  truce,  without  consultation  with 
his  superiors.  To  make  it  worse,  he 
coupled  the  offer  of  a  truce  with  a  veiled 
threat  to  extend  the  war  to  the  costal 
areas  and  interior  bases  of  China,  if  the 
truce  offer  was  rejected.  In  this  in¬ 
stance,  his  superiors,  the  members  of  the 
United  Nations  were  outraged.  Not  only 
did  they  resent  his  uncalled  for  inter¬ 
ference  m  the  delicate  process  of  negoti¬ 
ation,  but  they  feared  his  threat  against 
the  Chinese  mainland  might  commit 
them  in  an  unauthorized  military  action. 
When  MacArthur  jumped  the  gun  this 
time — with  a  preliminary  draft  of  his 
superiors  on  his  desk — he  committed  the 
final  and  unforgivable  sin  of  insubordi¬ 
nation. 

The  mistrust  which  our  friends  in  the 
United  Nations  now  have  of  General. 
MacArthur  has  caused  mistrust  of  the 
good  faith  of  United  States  foreign 
policy. 

The  President  was  justified  in  remov¬ 
ing  MacArthur.  A  new  commander  has 
been  appointed  who  is  willing  to  execute 
the  policy  of  the  United  Nations.  No 
man  is  greater  than  the  team,  and  the 
team  in  this  instance  is  the  United  Na¬ 
tions.  General  MacArthur  could  have 
been  part  of  the  team,  but  he  could  not 
be  allowed  tp  continue  to  create  con¬ 
fusion  and  resentment  among  the  na¬ 
tions  which  are  actively  participating  in 
the  Korean  War. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
O’Brien]. 

Mr.  O’BRIEN  of  Michigan.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  opposed  to  the  provisions  in 
this  bill  for  universal  and  compulsory 
military  training  in  peacetime.  It  has 
no  relation  to  the  urgent  dangers  con¬ 
fronting  us.  The  draft  is  the  most  fair 
and  efficient  and  flexible  method  of  pro¬ 
viding  men  for  our  armed  services. 
Compulsory  universal  military  training 
would  establish  a  system  of  military  con¬ 
trol  and  indoctrination  of  the  youth  of 
the  country  as  a  permanent  institution. 
It  is  no  guaranty  of  military  victory  be¬ 
cause  every  nation  that  has  resorted  to 
it  has  met  defeat.  In  a  century  and  a 
half  this  Nation  has  made  better  prog¬ 
ress  than  any  nation  in  the  history  of 
man  and  I  think  the  main  cause  is  that 
we  have  here  preserved  the  utmost  free¬ 


dom  for  the  greatest  number  of  people 
over  the  largest  area  that  has  been 
known  in  all  history.  Thus  the  initiative 
and  enterprise  of  the  people  were 
brought  into  play  and  we  grew  into  the 
successful  and  prosperous  Republic  that 
men  all  over  the  earth  now  look  to  with 
hope.  Let  us  use  all  the  strength  of  the 
Nation  to  resist  and  overthrow  any  en¬ 
emy,  but  let  us  not  impair  or  destroy  the 
chief  source  of  our  strength  which  is  our 
freedom. 

(Mr.  O’BRIEN  of  Michigan  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  sub¬ 
stitute. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden  In  the 
nature  of  a  substitute  for  the  committee 
amendment  to  S.  1 :  Strike  out  all  of  the 
language  of  the  committee  substitute  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

“That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62 
Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  hereby  further 
amended  as  follows: 

“(a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  1  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Section  1.  (a)  This  act  may  be  cited  as 
the  “Selective  Service  Act  of  1951.”  ’  ” 

“(b)  The  first  two  sentences  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  said  act  are  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
title,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the 
United  States,  who  is  between  the  ages  of 
19  and  26  years,  at  the  time  fixed  for  his  reg¬ 
istration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  19  after 
having  been  required  to  register  pursuant 
to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  otherwise 
liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this 
title,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States: 
provided,  That  any  such  person  who  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  19  shall,  as  soon  as  prac¬ 
ticable  following  his  registration,  be  classi¬ 
fied  and  examined  physically  and  mentally 
in  order  to  determine  his  availability  for 
induction  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  upon  his  attaining  the  age  of 
19.  Any  citizen  of  a  foreign  country,  who 
has  not  declared  his  intention  to  become  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States  and  who  is  not 
deferrable  or  exempt  from  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  (other 
than  this  subsection),  shall  be  relieved  from 
liability  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  Armed 
Forces,  he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved 
from  such  liability  in  the  manner  prescribed 
by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  President;  but  any 
person  who  makes  such  application  shall 
thereafter  be  debarred  from  becoming  a  citi¬ 
zen  of  the  United  States.’ 

“(c)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  hereby  amended  to  read:  ‘The  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 
whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select 
and  induct  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  training  and  service  in 
the  manner  provided  in  this  title  (includ¬ 
ing  but  not  limited  to  selection  and  induc¬ 
tion  by  age  group  or  age  groups)  such  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  and  maintain  the  strength  of  the  Armed 
Forces  and  to  further  the  purposes  of  this 
act.’ 

“(d)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  said  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  ‘No  person  shall  be  in¬ 


ducted  Into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title  until  his  ac¬ 
ceptability  in  all  respects  including  his  phys¬ 
ical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satisfac¬ 
torily  determined  under  standards  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense:  Provided,  That 
the  minimum  standards  for  physical  and 
mental  acceptability  established  pursuant  to 
this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher  than 
those  applied  to  persons  inducted  between 
the  ages  of  18  and  26  in  January  1945.’ 

“(e)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of 
section  4  of  said  act  is  amended  by  adding 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  'Every 
person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  follow¬ 
ing  his  induction  be  given  full  and  ade¬ 
quate  military  training  for  service  in  the 
armed  force  into  which  he  is  inducted  for 
a  period  of  not  less  than  4  months,  and  no 
person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall, 
during  this  4  months’  period,  be  assigned 
for  duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land 
outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories, 
and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone) ; 
and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  under  the  provisions  of  this  title 
shall,  during  the  6-month  period  immedi¬ 
ately  following  his  induction,  be  assigned 
for  duty  in  a  combat  area  on  land  located 
outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories, 
and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone).* 

“(f)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(b)  Each  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on 
active  training  and  service  for  a  period  of 
24  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  re¬ 
leased,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  procedures  prescribed  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by 
subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title.’ 

“(g)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(1)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  Re¬ 
serve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  may, 
during  the  effective  period  of  this  act,  apply 
for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
and  his  application  shall  be  accepted:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  his  services  can  be  effectively 
utilized  and  that  his  physical  and  mental 
fitness  for  such  service  meet  the  standards 
prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  department 
concerned :  Provided  further,  That  active 
service  performed  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall  not  prejudice  his  status  as  such  mem¬ 
ber  of  such  Reserve  component:  And  pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  any  person  who  was  a 
member  of  a  Reserve  component  on  June 
25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter  continued  to 
serve  satisfactorily  in  such  Reserve  compo¬ 
nent,  shall,  if  his  application  for  active  duty 
made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  is  denied, 
be  deferred  from  induction  under  this  title 
until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active 
duty  or  ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such 
Reserve  component. 

“‘(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  de¬ 
termined  under  section  5  (b)  for  the  sub¬ 
division  in  which  he  resides,  any  person, 
between  the  ages  of  18  and  26,  shall  be  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  in¬ 
duction  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed 
in  subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who  so  vol¬ 
unteers  shall  be  inducted  for  suc’h  training 
and  service  so  long  as  he  is  deferred  after 
classification. 

“‘(3)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age 
of  17  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his 
parents  or  guardian  be  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the 
training  and  service  prescribed  in  subsec¬ 
tion  (b).’ 

“(h)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such 
act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  there¬ 
of  the  following  new  paragraph: 
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"‘(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  25,  1950,  Is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  at¬ 
taining  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his 
birth,  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
and  in  a  Reserve  component  for  a  total  pe¬ 
riod  of  6  years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on 
the  grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  regulations  and  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  'States  Coast  Guard) .  Each 
such  person,  on  release  from  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces,  shall,  if 
physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  a  Reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required 
to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  during  such  period.  In  case  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that 
enlistment,  enrollment,  or  appointment  in, 
or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a 
reserve  component  or  an  officers’  training 
program  of  the  armed  force  in  which  he 
served  is  available  to,  and  can,  without 
undue  personal  hardship,  be  filled  by  any 
such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such 
person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appoint¬ 
ment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  or¬ 
ganized  unit  or  officers’  training  program, 
and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The 
Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard),  may 
provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be 
as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  re¬ 
lease  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required 
by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of  indi¬ 
viduals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted 
into  organized  units  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other 
reserve  components.  Nothing  in  this  sub¬ 
section  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any 
person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or 
called  to  active  duty  in  such  armed  force.’ 

“(i)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4 
are  repealed. 

"(j)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of 
section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  word  ‘twenty-one’  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  the  word  ‘twenty-four.’ 

“(k)  Section  4  of  said  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

“‘(k)  (1)  Upon  the  finding  by  him  that 
such  action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of 
the  Armed  Forces  in  light  of  international 
conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  author¬ 
ized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall  be  uni¬ 
form  in  its  application  to  all  Armed  Forces, 
and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may  vary 
as  to  age  groups,  to  provide  for  (A)  decreas¬ 
ing  periods  of  service  under  this  title  but 
in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than 
can  be  economically  utilized,  or  (B)  elimi¬ 
nating  periods  of  service  required  under  this 
title. 

“  ‘(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  con¬ 
current  resolution  declare — 

“‘(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service 
required  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  per¬ 
sons  inducted  under  this  title  shall  be  de¬ 
creased  by  any  period  less  than  24  months 
which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolution; 
or 

“  ‘(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any#age  group  or  groups  of  per¬ 
sons  inducted  under  this  title  shall  be  elimi¬ 
nated, 


the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age  group 
or  grounps  designated  in  any  such  resolution 
shall  be  so  decreased  or  eliminated,  as  the 
case  may  be.’ 

“(1)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said 
act  is  amended  by  inserting  before  the  period 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  words: 

* :  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection 
or  induction  of  persons  by  age  group  or 
groups  under  rules  and  regulations  pres- 
scribed  by  the  President.’ 

“(m)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  striking  out  ‘the  effective  date 
of  this  title,’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘February  1,  1951.’ 

“(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  ‘six 
months’  a  comma  and  the  words  ‘prior  to 
the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are 
available  to  the  National  Guard  to  enable  it 
to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by  cur¬ 
rent  appropriations,  and  prior  to  the  receipt 
of  orders  to  report  for  induction,’. 

“(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  ‘subsection  (b)’ 
a  comma  and  the  following:  ‘paragraph  (1) 
of  this  subsection,’. 

“(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said 
act  is  amended  by  inserting  the  words  ‘mid¬ 
shipmen,  merchant  marine  reserve.  United 
States  Naval  Reserve;  students  enrolled  in 
an  officer-procurement  program  at  military 
colleges  the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;’  immediately 
following  the  words  ‘cadets,  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Academy;’. 

“(o)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said 
act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any 
person  who,  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter 
be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in 
the  senior  division.  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training 
Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps 
officer  candidate  training  program  established 
by  the  act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057), 
as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  officers’  can¬ 
didate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  platoon 
leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the 
officer-procurement  programs  of  the  Coast 
Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve,  or  ap¬ 
pointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Re¬ 
serve,  while  undergoing  professional  train¬ 
ing:  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  depart¬ 
ment  having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
U.  S.  Coast  Guard),  not  less  than  2  years  on 
active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission; 
and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a 
Regular  or  Reserve  component  until  the  sixth 
anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  in 
accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsec¬ 
tion  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  de¬ 
ferred  from  induction  under  this  title  until 
after  completion  or  termination  of  the  course 
of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in 
a  Regular  or  Reserve  status  upon  being  com¬ 
missioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from 
registration.  Such  persons  except  those  per¬ 
sons  who  have  previously  completed  an  ini¬ 
tial  period  of  military  training  or  an  equiva¬ 
lent  period  of  active  military  training  and 
service  shall  be  required  while  enrolled  in 
such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  train¬ 
ing  equal  (as  determined  under  regulations 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and 
type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  mili¬ 
tary  training.  There  shall  be  added  to  the 
obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obli¬ 
gatory  service  in  return  for  financial  assist¬ 
ance  while  attending  a  civilian  college  under 
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any  such  training  program  a  period  of  not 
to  exceed  1  year. 

“  ‘(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs 
enumerated  in  paragraph  (1)  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  may  approve,  the  Secretaries 
of  the  military  departments  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  estab¬ 
lish  officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the 
commissioning  of  persons  on  active  duty. 

“‘(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  pro¬ 
viding,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment 
from  training  and  service  of  any  category 
or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.’ 

“(p)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from . 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose  em¬ 
ployment  in  industry,  agriculture,  or  other 
occupations  or  employment,  or  whose  con¬ 
tinued  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an 
office  described  in  subsection  (f ) )  under 
the  United  States  or  any  State,  Territory, 
or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or 
whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical, 
dental,  optometric,  osteopathic,  chiropractic, 
scientific,  or  other  endeavors  is  found  to  be 
necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest:  Provided,  That 
no  person  within  any  such  category  shall  be 
deferred  except  upon  the  basis  of  his  indi¬ 
vidual  status:  Provided  further.  That  per¬ 
sons  who  are  or  may  be  deferred  under  the 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  remain  liable 
for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
under  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this 
act  until  the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  the 
date  of  their  birth.  This  proviso  shall  not 
be  construed  to  prevent  the  continued  de¬ 
ferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise  defer¬ 
able  under  any  other  provisions  of  this  act. 
The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  (1)  of  any 
or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a  status  with 
respect  to  persons  (other  than  wives  alone 
except  in  cases  of  extreme  hardship)  de¬ 
pendent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders 
their  deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any  or 
all  categories  of  those  persons  found  to  be 
physically,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient  or 
defective.  For  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  per¬ 
son  is  advisable,  because  of  his  status  with 
respect  to  persons  dependent  upon  him  for 
support,  any  payments  of  allowances  which 
are  payable  by  the  United  States  to  the  de¬ 
pendents  of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  shall  be  taken 
into  consideration,  but  the  fact  that  such 
payments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not 
be  deemed  conclusively  to  remove  the 
grounds  for  deferment  when  the  depend¬ 
ency  is  based  upon  financial  considerations 
and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  remove  the 
ground  for  deferment  when  the  dependency 
is  based  upon  other  than  financial  considera¬ 
tions  and  cannot  be  eliminated  by  financial 
assistance  to  the  dependents.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide 
for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  any  or  all  categories 
of  persons  who  have  children,  or  wives  and 
children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona 
fide  family  relationship  in  their  homes.  No 
deferment  from  such  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  made  in  the  case 
of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of 
the  status  of  such  individual.  There  shall 
be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at  the  office 
of  each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the 
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names  and  classifications  of  those  persons 
who  have  been  classified  by  such  local 
board.’ 

“(q)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘  (1 )  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satisfac¬ 
torily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution  of 
learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A) 
until  the  time  of  his  graduation  therefrom, 
or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  twentieth  an¬ 
niversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases 
satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  in¬ 
struction,  whichever  is  the  earliest. 

“‘(2)  Any  person  whu  while  satisfactorily 
pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction 
at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution 
is  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under 
this  title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A) 
until  the  end  of  such  academic  year,  or  (B) 
until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the 
earlier:  Provided,  That  any  person  who  has 
heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed 
under  the  provisions  of  section  6  (i)  (2) 
of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948:  or  any 
person  who  has  heretofore  been  deferred  as 
a  student  under  section  6  (h)  of  said  Act; 
or  any  person  who  hereafter  is  deferred 
under  the  provision  of  this  subsection,  shall 
not  be  further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit 
of  a  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  uni¬ 
versity,  or  similar  institution  except  as  may 
be  provided  by  regulations  prescribed  by  the 
President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section.  Nothing  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the 
President  from  providing,  by  regulations 
prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  any  category 
or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.’ 

‘‘(r)  Section  7  of  said  act  is  hereby  re¬ 
pealed. 

“(s)  (1)  Section  9  (b)  (A)  (i)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  ‘If  still  qualified  to  per¬ 
form  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored 
to  ?uch  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held 
by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  other¬ 
wise,  to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status, 
and  pay;  or.’ 

“(2)  Section  9  (b)  (B)  (i)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  ‘If  still  qualified  to  perform 
the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to 
such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 
a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise, 
to  a  position  of  like  seniorty,  status,  and 
pay;  or.’ 

“(3)  Section  9  (b)  (C)  (i)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  ‘If  still  qualified  to  perform 
the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to 
such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held 
by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  other¬ 
wise,  to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status, 
and  pay;  or.’ 

“(t)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  act 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  reserve 
component)  and  who  serves  for  not  more 
than  4  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be 
entitled  upon  release  from  service  under 
honorable  conditions  to  all  the  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for 
by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

“  ‘(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June 
24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty  (other  than 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  physical 
fitness),  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an 
order  or  call  to  active  duty  shall,  upon  his 
relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 
conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reem¬ 
ployment  rights  and  benefits  provided  by 
this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted 


under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is 
relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than  4 
years  after  the  date  of  entering  upon  active 
duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration  of  such 
4  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  reliev¬ 
ing  him  from  active  duty. 

“‘(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position 
described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted  a 
leave  of  absence  by  him  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering, 
determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or 
performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  re¬ 
lease  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejec¬ 
tion,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes  appli¬ 
cation  for  reinstatement  within  30  days  fol¬ 
lowing  his  release,  be  reinstated  in  his  posi¬ 
tion  without  reduction  in  his  seniority, 
status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may 
be  made  for  all  employees  similarly 
situated.’ 

"(u)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said 
act  is  amended  by  adding  before  the  period 
at  the  end  thereof  the  words  ‘or  persons  ap¬ 
pointed  to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Appeal  Board.’ 

‘‘(v)  Section  10  of  said  act  is  amended 
(1)  by  amending  the  sixth  sentence  of  the 
proviso  appearing  in  section  10  (b)  (3)  to 
read  as  follows :  ‘There  shall  be  not  less  than 
one  appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of 
each  Federal  judicial  district  in  the  United 
States,  and  such  additional  separate  panels 
thereof,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.’;  and 

“(2)  By  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10 
a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“‘(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service 
shall  submit  tp  the  Congress,  on  or  before 
the  3d  day  of  January  of  each  year,  a  written 
report  covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include, 
by  States,  information  as  to  the  number  of 
persons  registered  under  this  act;  the  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  inducted  into  the  military 
service  under  this  act;  and  the  number  of 
deferments  granted  under  this  act  and  the 
basis  for  such  deferments.’ 

“(w)  Section  17  of  said  act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this 
title  all  laws  or  any  parts  of  laws  in  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby 
repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“‘(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  stuns 
as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title, 

“‘(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  the  Congress  may,  by  con¬ 
current  resolution,  terminate,  or  suspend  for 
a  stated  period  of  time,  all  inductions  into 
the  Armed  Forces. 

“‘(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title  no  person  shall  be  inducted 
for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
after  July  1,  1954.' 

“(x)  Section  21  of  such  act  is  amended  (1) 
by  striking  out  ‘July  9,  1951,’  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  ‘July  1,  1953,’  and  (2)  by  adding 
the  following  at  the  end  thereof:  ‘Any  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who 
served  on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  90  days 
or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces 
between  the  period  December  7,  1941,  and 
September  2,  1945,  inclusive,  or  for  a  period 
of  12  months  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the 
Armed  Forces  between  the  period  September 
16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948,  inclusive,  who  is 
now  or  may  hereafter  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  upon  the 
completion  of  12  or  more  months  of  active 
duty  since  June  25,  1950,  if  he  makes  appli¬ 
cation  therefor  to  the  Secretary  of  the  branch 
of  service  in  which  he  is  serving,  be  released 
from  active  duty.’ 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  act  of  July 
27,  1950  (ch.  501  of  the  laws  of  the  81st  Cong., 
2d  sess.),  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out 
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the  words  ‘July  9,  1951’  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  ‘July  1,  1952’  and  by  adding 
at  the  end  of  said  section  a  new  sentence  as 
follows:  ‘No  person  whose  enlistment  has 
been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for  12 
months  pursuant  to  this  act  shall  have  his 
enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  period 
of  time  under  this  act.’ 

“(b)  Section  7  of  the  act  of  September  9, 
1950  (64  Stat.  828),  is  amended  toy  striking 
out  ‘July  9, 1951’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘July  1,  1953.’  , 

"Sec.  3.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  act 
the  period  of  active  service  for  any  category 
of  persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period 
of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons 
in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in 
the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  amendatory  act,  except  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Eeserve  components. 

"Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  title,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  male 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other 
male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first 
or  any  subsequent  registration,  is  between 
the  ages  of  18  and  26,  to  present  himself  for 
and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or 
times  and  place  or  places,  and  in  such  man¬ 
ner,  as  shall  be  determined  by  proclamation 
of  the  President  and  by  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  hereunder:  Provided,  That  per¬ 
sons  required  to  register  pursuant  to  this 
section  shall,  at  the  time  of  such  registra¬ 
tion,  be  accorded  the  right  to  express  a  written 
preference  to  discharge  their  obligation  for 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  in 
units  which  are  segregated  as  to  race,  which 
preference  shall  govern  any  future  assign¬ 
ment  of  such  persons,  for  training  and  serv¬ 
ice,  insofar  as  military  necessity  may  per- 

“Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  the 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circum¬ 
stances  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the 
remainder  of  the  act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

“Sec.  6.  This  act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘1951 
Amendments  to  the  Selective  Service  Act.’  ” 

Mr.  VINSON  (interrupting  the  reading 
of  the  amendment).  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  ascertain  if  the  substitute  offered 
by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  is  the  same  as  H.  R.  3364 
introduced  on  March  20th?  If  it  is,  I 
shall  ask  that  it  be  printed  in  the  Record 
at  this  point  without  reading  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  the  language  is  the 
same  as  in  that  bill,  and  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  language  in  that  bill  was 
taken  from  the  bill  which  the  gentleman 
introduced  and  which  appears  in  his  bill, 
I  have,  no  objection  to  dispensing  with 
the  reading  of  the  substitute  at  this  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  substitute 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this 
point  without  further  reading  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  is  no  objection. 
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Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanirhous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]  be 
recognized  for  15  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ap¬ 
preciate  the  graciousness  of  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  and  if  I  have  the  opportunity  to  do 
the  same  thing  for  him,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
do  it.  I  do  not  have  to  restate  my  fond¬ 
ness  for  the  gentleman.  You  know,  we 
have  been  wrestling  with  this  problem 
and  I  have  had  no  small  task  in  keeping 
up  with  the  happenings. 

When  we  first  started  with  the  bill  it 
was  so  obnoxious  that  I  could  not  even 
point  out  my  objections  to  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  in  an  hour  and  a 
half.  It  was  then  revised,  and  it  came 
back  to  the  floor.  I  still  did  not  like  it. 

I  was  getting  along  all  .right,  however, 
until  I  began  to  get  a  little  confused  as 
to  what  was  happening. 

My  distinguished  friend,  the  chair¬ 
man,  has  always  employed  the  tactics,  if 
I  may  use  football  terms,  of  a  line  bucker 
or  line  plunger.  When  he  came  into  the 
House  he  just  went  through.  But  this 
time  he  adopted  the  skill  and  tactics  of 
the  Doak  Walkers  and  the  Charlie  Jus¬ 
tices  and  opened  up  with  end  runs  and 
forward  passes.  I  thought  I  was  getting 
along  with  that  all  right,  too.  But  when 
he  employed  the  old  Carlisle  Indian  hid¬ 
den-ball  trick  I  thought  it  was  about 
time  to  begin  to  take  real  notice.  And  I 
found  he  had  hidden  the  ball  so  well 
with  his  amendment  that  he  could  not 
find  it  himself. 

After  the  amendment  was  offered,  of 
course  I  was  asked  my  opinion  of  it,  and 
I  was  not  at  all  reluctant  to  give  my 
opinion.  There  is  no  question  in  my 
mind  as  to  the  purpose  of  the  amend¬ 
ment.  It  was  introduced  simply  for  the 
reason  that  it  was  pretty  generally  un¬ 
derstood  the  bill  as  it  stood  would  not 
be  adopted.  But  whether  that  be  true 
or  not  the  amendment  was  offered. 
Which  is  an  improvement,  but  still  falls 
short. 

I  have  continued  this  fight.  And  in 
response  to  the  wishes  of  many  includ¬ 
ing  my  own  I  have  introduced  this  sub¬ 
stitute.  I  have  a  very  deep  conviction 
about  the  questions  involved.  Anyone 
knowing  me  knows  full  well  that  I  do 
not  abandon  a  conviction.  I  do  not  talk 
very  much  in  the  well  of  the  House. 
The  membership  has  always  been  kind 
to  me,  but  I  can  assure  the  membership 
of  this  House  that  at  no  time  in  my 
career  have  I  ever  made  a  statement 
from  this  well  that  was  not  my  sincere 
belief  and  conviction. 

We  now  have  this  committee  bill,  S.  1, 
which  carries  what  some  have  referred 
to  as  a  shell  of  the  universal  military 
training  bill.  Frankly,  I  have  some 
difficulty  in  naming  it.  I  do  not  know 
what  it  is.  I  know  this  one  thing,  that 
with  the  exception  of  the  vote  that  those 
of  us  cast  when  we  declared  World  War 
II,  you  have  never  cast  a  more  important 
and  far  reaching  vote  in  this  House  or 
one  that  comes  any  closer  to  or  affects 
any  more  people,  and  probably  could 


have  a  good  deal  to  do  to  change  our 
American  way  of  life  as  we  understand 
it.  That  being  the  case,  my  friends,  I 
think  we  should  be  doubly  careful  in 
passing  on  this  piece  of  legislation. 

The  substitute  t-hat  I  offer  here  does 
this:  It  takes  the  draft  bill  from  the 
combination  bill  now  sponsored  by  the 
committee  and  sets  it  apart.  It  changes 
the  age  to  19.  Which  is  exactly  the  same 
age  in  the  existing  draft  law.  It  changes 
the  length  of  service  to  24  instead  of 
26,  24  being  the  length  of  service  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Senate,  and  21  months 
is  the  present  law,  and  it  elitninates  the 
universal  military  training  feature.  This 
is  not  a  fight  for  or  against  military 
training,  make  no  mistake  about  that. 
It  is  whether  we  approach  universal 
military  training  with  the  degree  of  cau¬ 
tion  and  care  and  good,  cool,  calm  judg¬ 
ment  that  we  should,  or  whether  we 
attempt  to  mix  it  up  and  hide  it  in  a 
bill  of  this  kind.  You  have  the  idea  that 
only  just  a  few  lines  in  this  bill  set  up 
the  skeleton  of  this  kind  of  a  makeshift 
UMT  provision— and  I  would  not  call  it 
what  my  friend  from  Georgia  did— but 
there  is  something  in  there,  my  friends, 
that  is  not  so  easily  understood.  If  you 
will  observe  this  bill  and  the  sections  of 
it  that  are  marked  red,  you  will  find  the 
so-called  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
visions  throughout  the  bill.  There  they 
are,  page  after  page,  page  after  page,  and 
yet  the  proponents  say  that  they  are 
marking  out  all  except  a  little  bit. 

My  friends,  at  this  time  we  are  in  a 
serious  situation,  and  make  no  mistake 
about  that,  and  that  is  not  any  scare¬ 
crow.  We  all  know  that.  Every  child 
knows  that.  Why  can  we  not  deal  with 
the  emergency  problem  that  is  now  con¬ 
fronting  us?  Why  should  we  drag  in 
this  all-controversial  proposition  now 
and  not  even  one-third  do  the  job? 
Everyone  is  in  favor  of  a  draft  bill.  Then 
is  it  not  a  good  idea  to  do  something  at 
this  time  that  will  harmonize  with  the 
views  of  the  American  people?  Is  there 
not  enough  confusion  in  this  world  and 
in  this  country  at  this  time  without  dig¬ 
ging  up  and  partially  dealing  with  one 
of  the  most  controversial  issues  in  this 
country  at  this  time?  Yes;  I  think  so. 

Now,  they  have  completely  abandoned 
the  argument  that  they  could  not  raise 
the  men.  We  have  not  heard  any  talk 
about  that  recently.  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  article  put  the  fire  out  yes¬ 
terday  or  not,  but  I  am  going  to  read  it 
to  you  now.  This  appeared  in  the  press 
yesterday,  on  the  10th: 

Draft  Cut  Looms 

The  Army  is  expected  to  announce  a  deep 
cut  in  its  May  draft  call  of  60,000  men — • 
possibly  50  percent — because  it  already  is 
more  than  100,000  over  strength,  the  Penta¬ 
gon  disclosed  yesterday.  With  more  than 
1,500,000  men — at  least  100,000  over  its  June 
30  goal  of  1,400,000 — the  Army  has  been  slow¬ 
ing  its  intake  of  draftees. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  They  cut  the  present 
call  down  from  80,000  to  40,000. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Let  me  say  this:  I  do 
not  believe  there  is  a  single  man  in  this 
Hall  at  this  time  who  honestly  and  sin- 
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cerely  believes  that  it  is  necessary  to  low¬ 
er  the  age  to  18  *,4  years  in  order  to  raise 
the  number  of  men  to  the  3,500,000  they 
say  are  necessary.  I  make  that  state¬ 
ment  on  my  responsibility  as  a  Mem¬ 
ber  of  this  House,  and  I  have  gone  into 
it  pretty  thoroughly  and  I  have  a  lot  of 
figures  here  that  will  support  that  state¬ 
ment.  It  is  their  own  figures^and  their 
own  talk,  and  there  is  only  one  reason 
for  putting  18^2  in  there,  and  that  is  to 
couple  the  so-called  makeshift  incom¬ 
plete  universal  military  training  in  with 
it,  and  they  know  it.  Mrs.  Rosenberg 
virtually  said  that  and  General  Bradley 
made  virtually  the  same  statement. 

This  job  of  coupling  these  two  bills  to¬ 
gether  was  brought  up  in  the  committee. 

I  disagree  with  some  things  that  my 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Kilday]  ,  advocates,  but  I  think  he  is  hon¬ 
estly  and  sincerely  in  favor  of  some  kind 
of  universal  military  training  bill.  I  do 
not  know  what  kind,  and  I  doubt  if  he 
does  at  this  time,  but  he  was  a  very  able 
and  strong  advocate  against  pinning 
these  two  bills  together.  He  gave  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall  tough  going  before  the 
committee  because  he  did  not  regard  it 
as  a  wise  move.  I  do  not  believe  he  re¬ 
gards  it  as  a  very  wise  move  today.  I 
certainly  do  not  call  it  a  v/ise  move. 

I  say  to  you  in  all  frankness,  I  do  not 
know  what  is  in  this  committee  bill.  I 
do  not  know  how  it  is  going  to  operate, 
and  no  one  has  explained  it  very  clearly. 
We  begin  reading  on  top  of  page  35  and 
we  find  this: 

There  Is  hereby  established  a  National 
Security  Training  Commission  (herein 
called  the  Commission) ,  which  shall  be  com¬ 
posed  of  five  members — 

Then  it  states  in  line  18: 

At  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  be 
appointed,  in  accordance  with  this  para¬ 
graph,  there  shall  be  established  a  National 
Security  Training  Corps. 

You  find  provisions  of  that  kind  all 
the  way  through.  Then  they  say  it 
cannot  go  into  operation  because  they 
do  not  have  the  men,  yet  you  turn  over 
to  another  page  and  you  find  that  when 
the  President  finds  that  they  do  not  need 
certain  ages  he  may  invoke  it,  or  it  may 
be  done  by  concurrent  resolution. 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  a  proper 
interpretation  of  it  or  not,  but  I  say  if 
it  confuses  me  there  certainly  must  be 
a  few  Members  in  this  House  with  as 
little  judgment  as  I  have  and  certainly 
they,  too,  must  be  equally  confused. 

We  have  in  the  bill  the  setting  of  the 
$30  pay.  What  do  you  want  to  set  the 
pay  for?  Why  do  we  want  to  set  the 
wages?  Why  do  we  want  to  stir  up 
those  things  in  a  bill  in  which  we  do  not 
finish?  Who  is  it  that  does  not  want 
this  Congress  to  vote  on  the  whole  bill  at 
one  time,  and  why? 

Yesterday  I  listened  to  the  lecture 
about  courage,  about  why  we  did  not  do 
something,  and  that  came  from  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee.  Possibly  that  is 
a  little  out  of  turn.  If  we  are  going  to 
debate  a  universal  military  training  bill 
we  should  be  able  to  debate  a  complete 
universal  military  training  bill,  and  this 
House  is  the  place  to  do  it.  My  argu¬ 
ment  is  that  that  must  be  done  before 
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the  American  people  will  be  satisfied  with 
this  action. 

I  am  a  strong  advocate  of  the  19-year- 
old  provision,  yes,  but  I  want  to  say 
something  right  here.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  one  thing  in  this  world,  and  I 
speak  as  one  who  has  experienced  close 
observation,  that  comes  as  near  to  tear¬ 
ing  the  -heartstrings  out  of  a  mother  as 
for  an  18-  or  an  18  y2  -year-old  boy  to 
be  taken.  When  he  grows  a  little  older, 
then  she  has  faith  in  his  judgment  and 
in  his  ability  to  take  care  of  himself. 
She  does  not  feel  it  so  much.  In  the  case 
of  a  mother  who  let  her  son  go  into 
the  last  war  when  he  was  young,  and  he 
now  has  gone  back  into  this  war,  6  years 
older,  there  is  an  entirely  different  feel¬ 
ing,  because  she  feels  that  now  he  has 
the  judgment  to  sustain  him  and  that  he 
can  take  care  of  himself  as  he  goes  along. 

The  bill  I  have  offered  is  the  straight, 
outright  draft  bill.  We  took  it  from  this 
bill,  mind  you,  by  taking  a  pair  of  scis¬ 
sors  and  cutting  it  out.  Why  they  went 
to  so  much  trouble  to  entwine  and  en¬ 
tangle  it  I  will  never  know,  unless  it  was 
put  in  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of  tying 
it  onto  the  tail  of  the  kite  in  the  hope 
that  the  breeze  would  be  strong  enough 
to  take  it  up. 

If  it  will  not  pass  this  body  in  an  hour 
of  cool,  calm,  and  deliberate  considera¬ 
tion,  when  we  are  dealing  with  every 
right  of  the  average  boy,  then  it  should 
not  be  law.  Who  are  we  to  allocate  unto 
ourselves  all  the  wisdom  that  future 
Congresses  may  have?  Who  are  we  to 
say  that  we  have  more  patriotism  or 
more  love  of  this  Nation?  We  have  our 
share  I  am  sure,  but  certainly  no  mo¬ 
nopoly.  I  am  for  national  defense.  But 
the  so-called  UMT  provisions  in  this  bill 
will  not  add  one  thing  to  national  de¬ 
fense.  All  it  will  do  is  keep  a  lot  of 
people  over  in  the  Pentagon  busy  work¬ 
ing  on  it  when  they  ought  to  be  busy 
doing  something  worth  while. 

When  we  pass  my  draft  bill  it  will  be 
in  effect  until  1954.  Then  we  have  dis¬ 
charged  our  duty  certainly  in  that 
field.  If  we  want  to  study  this  UMT  pro¬ 
gram  and  bring  it  in  for  cool,  calm  de¬ 
liberation,  then  we  can  do  it.  But  I  will 
not  confuse  my  people,  I  will  not  mistreat 
my  people,  I  will  not  attempt  to  fool 
them  into  thinking  that  we  are  not  pass¬ 
ing  something  that  is  going  to  creep  up 
on  them. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  five  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  In  revising  his  remarks, 
the  gentleman  should  not  say  he  is  going 
to  raise  it  to  19  years.  The  present  draft 
law  is  19  years  of  age,  and  the  months 
of  service  are  21.  The  gentelman’s  pro¬ 
posal,  however,  is  to  increase  it  from  21 
to  24  months. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  That  is  right.  I  reck¬ 
on  that  sometimes  our  tongues  do  work 
a  little  faster  than  our  brains,  and  that 
is  probably  what  happened  to  me. 


Mr.  SHORT.  The  gentleman’s  brain 
and  tongue  can  take  care  of  themselves 
any  time. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  before 
this  watering  down  amendment  was  of¬ 
fered,  the  same  gentlemen  who  pro¬ 
claimed  the  virtues  of  the  amendment 
were  here  trying  to  support  the  original 
provisions  to  bring  in  a  commission’s  re¬ 
port  which  would  be  rammed  down  your 
necks  and  which  you  would  not  have  had 
an  opportunity  to  amend.  Then  inch  by 
inch  ground  is  given,  and  now  it  is  to 
come  in  as  a  privileged  resolution.  How 
it  will  be  handled  on  the  floor,  heaven 
knows.  They  say,  “We  will  work  that 
out.’’  Of  course,  you  will  have  1  hour 
to  consider  it.  Sometimes,  who  controls 
the  hour  and  who  controls  what  will  be 
worked  out  will  have  a  great  deal  to  do 
with  the  kind  of  consideration  that  you 
will  give  the  most  important  piece  of 
legislation  and  one  of  the  most  contro¬ 
versial  pieces  of  legislation  in  this  Nation 
at  this  time.  I  say  to  you  it  is  an  unwise 
procedure  and  I  believe  you  will  agree 
with  me.  Imagine  4  days  debate  on  this 
bill  and  probably  1  hour  on  the  real  bill 
itself.  It  is  absurd. 

Now  we  have  the  provision  here 
where  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
must  report  in  45  days.  At  times  I  have 
thought  perhaps  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  should 
have  a  Federal  law  to  stop  him,  but  I 
never  dreamed  he  would  advocate  a  law 
to  hurry  him  up.  I  never  thought  that 
he  would  advocate  a  Federal  law  to  make 
him  do  something  he  is  going  to  do  any¬ 
way.  I  do  not  see  any  need  for  that 
kind  of  harness  on  this  legislative  body, 
and  you  do  not,  either,  and  we  know  it 
is  not  a  very  wise  action.  Would  you, 
since  I  am  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Education  and  Labor,  would  you  care 
for  me  to  turn  the  same  thing  over  to 
the  Federal  Security  Agency,  or  to  the 
Department  of  Labor  that  we  are  asked 
to  turn  over  here?  Certainly  not.  This 
is  a  dangerous  precedent.  I  say  to  you 
my  sincere  concern  in  this  matter 
springs  from  my  devotion  to  the  edu¬ 
cational  system  of  this  country.  Any 
universal  military  service  plan  that  is 
either  proposed  or  put  through  must 
give  careful  and  cautious  consideration 
to  the  educational  system  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  else  we  will  overlook  that  great 
source  from  which  many,  and  probably 
a  greater  part  of  our  contributons  have 
come  to  promote,  sustain,  and  build  up 
our  American  way  of  life,  that  every 
man  on  this  globe  admires.  If  you  do 
not  believe  that  they  like  the  American 
way  of  life,  go  to  any  country  across  the 
seas.  The  chief  topic  of  conversation  is 
how  they  can  get  over  here.  Yet  we  toy 
with  it,  and  would  write  in  this  skeleton. 
Then  speculate  on  what  will  happen.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  is  just  a  ma¬ 
chine  waiting  for  the  gas  or  whether 
it  is  a  machine  that  has  the  gas  and  the 
spark  plugs  and  does  not  have  a  steer¬ 
ing  wheel.  I  know  one  thing — who  is 
that  comedian  who  says,  “It  don’t  look 
right  to  me”? — and  it  does  not  look  right 
to  those  of  us  who  are  serious  about 
this  thing. 

When  you  begin  to  think  for  one  mo¬ 
ment  that  the  educators  of  this  coun¬ 


try  are  not  alarmed,  you  are  badly  mis¬ 
taken.  I  alone  in  the  last  5  days  have 
received,  I  would  say,  probably  200  let¬ 
ters  from  college  presidents  and  college 
administrators,  and  a  stack  of  letters 
from  school  administrators,  probably  a 
foot  high.  They  are  alarmed.  If  this 
country  cannot  keep  building  our  edu¬ 
cational  institutions,  for  goodness  sake, 
let  us  not  take  a  chance  on  tearing  them 
down. 

I  think  the  merging  of  these  two  bills 
Is  unfortunate;  I  think  many  of  the 
Members  think  it  is  unfortunate.  It  is 
not  an  issue  between  Selective  Service 
and  universal  military  training,  cr 
against  universal  military  training — that 
is  not  it.  I  plead  with  you  to  adopt  the 
sound  and  sane  and  orthodox  manner 
of  dealing  with  one  of  the  most  serious 
problems  and  one  of  the  most  contro¬ 
versial  issues.  We  have  enough  contro¬ 
versy.  I,  for  one,  cannot  put  our  school 
system  and  American  way  of  life  in 
jeopardy.  Without  more  facts,  and  a 
more  complete  bill,  let  us  divorce  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  from  the  draft 
bill.  Pass  my  draft  bill,  which  will  fur¬ 
nish  every  man  necessary  for  our  na¬ 
tional  defense  according  to  National 
Defense  Department  figures. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Towe:  Page  4, 
line  11,  strike  out  the  period  and  insert  in 
lieu  thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 
“And  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall 
not  be  assigned  for  any  duty  in  Europe  in 
implementation  of  article  3  of  the  North 
Atlantic  Treaty  unless  Congress  by  concur¬ 
rent  resolution,  shall  have  expressed  its  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  assignment  for  such  duty  of 
the  persons  so  inducted.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  yield  for  a  parliamen¬ 
tary  inquiry? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  In  the  consideration  of 
the  pending  legislation  will  the  original 
bill  S.  1  and  the  substitute  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  both  be 
subject  to  amendment?  And  in  the 
event  of  the  adoption  of  the  substitute 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  will  it  after  adoption  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  advises 
that  if  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  is 
adopted  it  will  not  then  be  subject  to 
amendment. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks  and  to  proceed  for  one  ad¬ 
ditional  minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  is  recognized  for  6 
minutes. 
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Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  I  have  just  offered  goes  to 
the  very  heart  of  one  of  the  vital  ques¬ 
tions  facing  the  American  people  to¬ 
day — the  extent  of  the  authority  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  dis¬ 
perse  troops  to  foreign  soil,  and  in  effect, 
to  make  war. 

I  have  approached  this  problem  with 
the  utmost  care  and  the  deepest  thought. 
These  are  critical  times,  and  it  is  im¬ 
perative  that  Americans  be  as  united  in 
spirit  as  possible  in  the  fight  against 
communism.  I  am  convinced  that  it  is 
incumbent  upon  us  to  do  nothing  that 
will  embarrass  General  Eisenhower  in 
the  delicate  negotiations  which  he  has 
undertaken,  nor  impair  our  relations 
with  the  free  nations  of  Europe. 

Popularly,  this  issue  has  become 
known  as  the  troops-to-Europe  question. 
I  think  it  has  been  misnamed.  I  think 
the  question  should  be  rephrased  to  read 
“Shall  we  have  a  garrison  state  in 
America?” 

The  essence  of  the  problem  is  to  what 
degree  the  President  of  the  United  States 
functions  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  our 
Armed  Forces.  Does  this  authority  give 
him  the  right  to  disperse  our  troops  in 
unlimited  numbers  to  any  corner  of  the 
globe  he  pleases?  Does  this  authority 
give  him  the  right  to  precipitate  us  into 
war  when  such  dispersals  are  made  on 
the  basis  of  erroneous  judgment?  Does 
such  authority  give  him  the  right  to  ig¬ 
nore  Congress,  despite  the  fact  that  the 
Constitution  spends  only  three  words 
conferring  this  authority  upon  him, 
while  the  much  broader  powers  of  the 
Congress  are  spelled  out  clearly  and 
plainly  in  an  entire  section  of  our  or¬ 
ganic  document? 

The  answer  to  all  these  questions  is 
“No.” 

I  do  not  believe  that  a  single  Member 
of  this  House,  having  subscribed  in  his 
oath  of  office  to  uphold  the  Constitution, 
'  can,  as  an  elective  representative  of  the 
people,  idly  stand  by  and  permit  the 
present  occupant  of  the  White  House  to 
claim  any  such  powers  as  are  now  being 
claimed  for  him.  If  we  are  willing  to 
concede  that  he  has  such  powers,  then 
obviously  we  no  longer  have  a  republic 
of  free  men,  but  instead,  a  garrison  state 
in  which  one  person,  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  can,  by  his  judgment, 
whims,  or  caprice,  plungs  us  into  war 
in  any  corner  of  the  globe  at  any  time. 

That  is  the  fundamental  issue.  We 
are  faced  with  the  practical  fact,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  President  has  already 
committed  certain  acts  and  taken  cer¬ 
tain  steps  which  go  beyond  the  authority 
granted  him  by  the  Constitution.  We 
are  also  confronted  by  the  practical  fact 
that  General  Eisenhower,  acting  in  the 
best  of  faith  and  under  orders  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  is  in 
Europe  conducting  negotiations  relative 
to  the  security  of  the  North  Atlantic 
community. 

The  amendment  I  have  offered  was 
drafted  with  the  utmost  care  to  ^give 
General  Eisenhower  the  free  hand  that 
he  may  need  to  fulfill  his  mission.  This 
is  accomplished  by  the  fact  that  the 
amendment  specifically  states  that — 


Persons  inducted  into  the  armed  services 
Under  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  not 
be  assigned  for  duty  In  Europe  in  imple¬ 
mentation  of  article  3a  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  unless  the  Congress,  by  concurrent 
resolution,  shall  have  expressed  its  approval 
of  the  assignment  for  such  duty  of  the  per¬ 
sons  so  inducted. 

This  means  that  all  persons  in  the 
armed  services,  either  through  voluntary 
enlistment  or  induction,  up  to  the  time 
that  this  bill  shall  become  law,  namely, 
June  30,  1951,  will  be  available  for  serv¬ 
ice  in  Europe  without  referral  by  the 
President  to  Congress.  However,  those 
inducted  after  that  period  shall  not  be 
available  for  such  service  unless  Congress 
gives  its  approval  as  prescribed  by  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

There  are  more  than  a  million  men  in 
our  Army  alone.  The  other  body  has 
indicated  its  approval  of  the  dispatch  of 
four  additional  divisions  to  Europe  with¬ 
out  referral  to  Congress. 

My  amendment  in  no  way  conflicts 
with  the  sentiment  of  the  other  body. 
If  anything,  it  goes  further  in  an  effort 
to  strike  a  balance  between  the  necessity 
to  preserve  the  constitutional-  functions 
of  our  tripartite  form  of  government  on 
the  one  hand,  and  the  necessity  for  us 
to  exhibit  a  spirit  of  unity  behind  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  and  his  mission  abroad 
on  the  other  hand. 

It  should  be  added,  of  course,  that 
the  main  objective  is  not  to  prevent 
assistance  which  we  may  feel  obligated 
to  give  at  any  time,  but  to  be  certain 
that  the  number  of  men  who  will  be 
required  to  go  abroad  in  any  large  num¬ 
ber,  or  the  materiel  to  be  furnished  will 
be  approved  by  the  Congress. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  may  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
proper  place  to  write  this  provision  into 
the  law  is  in  this  bill.  I  see  no  other 
practical  way  for  the  House  to  act. 

Certainly,  if  it  is  the  opinion  of  the 
White  House  that  the  constitutional  au¬ 
thority  exists  for  the  President  to  send 
unlimited  number  of  troops  anywhere 
anytime,  it  is  time  that  this  Congress 
eliminate  that  opinion  by  expressly 
writing  into  law  a  limitation  on  such 
authority. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  think  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  should  explain  to  the 
committee  that  the  effect  of  his  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  that  it  would  not  apply 
to  anyone  who  volunteers. 

Mr.  TOWE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Therefore,  you  would 
have  regiments  that  would  be  made  up 
of  inductees  under  the  bill  and  volun¬ 
teers.  There  would  have  to  be  a  census 
or  a  division  of  the  regiment  to  see  who 
would  be  affected  by  this  amendment? 


Mr.  TOWE.  Of  course,  under  the 
gentleman’s  interpretation  he  is  stretch¬ 
ing  it  quite  a  bit.  The  whole  point  of 
the  amendment  is  to  make  certain  that 
before  any  large  number  of  troops  are 
committed  to  Europe  after  the  passage 
of  the  law  the  Congress  will  be  con¬ 
sulted,  and  I  might  add  to  the  chair¬ 
man,  for  whom  I  have  a  great  deal  of 
respect,  perhaps  if  that  had  been  done 
before  we  got  involved  in  the  Korean 
war  we  might  not  be  in  the  position  we 
are  in  today. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  can 
find  no  fault  with  one  being  sent  to 
Europe  by  the  President  who  volunteers? 

Mr.  TOWE.  Yes,  I  do  find  fault  with 
it,  but  there  is  no  way  in  this  bill  to  stop 
it.  If  there  were  I  would  be  happy  to 
try  to  do  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  the  proper  way  to  stop  it  is 
by  a  resolution  somewhat  along  the  line 
that  the  Senate  has  passed? 

Mr.  TOWE.  No,  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  deals  with  both 
of  them. 

Mr.  TOWE.  No. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Now  here  you  are  in 
this  kind  of  a  fix:  The  inductee  cannot 
go  but  the  volunteer  can  go.  If  you  are 
sound  in  keeping  the  inductee  out  why 
should  you  not  also  keep  the  volunteer 
out? 

Mr.  TOWE.  If  the  House  adopts  this 
amendment,  and  I  hope  it  will,  I  am  cer¬ 
tain  that  the  President  will  not  send  any¬ 
body  unless  he  gets  the  approval  of  the 
Congress  and  I  am  sure  that  the  Congress 
will  approve  reasonable  commitments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  may  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man,  in  all  fairness,  why  is  not  the  proper 
way  to  debate  this,  and  it  is  a  debatable 
question — it  is  an  important  question, 
on  the  resolution  that  the  Senate  has 
just  passed  which  has  been  referred  to 
the  committee  that  deals  specifically 
with  this  and  applies  both  to  the  volun¬ 
teer  and  to  the  inductee? 

Mr.  TOWE.  Of  course,  the  Senate 
resolution  does  not  have  the  weight  of 
law.  It  is  merely  an  advisory  opi:«>on. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course,  the  gentle¬ 
man  knows  that  as  far  as  actual  effect 
is  concerned  it  has  the  same  stability 
that  a  law  has. 

Mr.  TOWE.  No,  I  would  not  say  that. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  which  that 
resolution  has  been  referred  is  reported 
to  have  announced  that  it  will  stay  there 
forever  and  never  be  brought  up  for 
consideration? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
in  the  1940  extension  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  there  was  a  flat  prohibition 
against  sending  troops  abroad,  so  that 
at  that  time  you  had  the  combination  of 
volunteer  and  draft  forces. 

Mr.  TOWE.  That  is  correct.  In  this 
present  bill  you  have  a  provision  that 
you  cannot  send  anybody  in  certain  age 
groups  inducted  under  this  bill,  out  of 
the  country  for  a  certain  length  of  time, 
but  you  can  send  young  enlistees  or  vol¬ 
unteers  out  of  the  country. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  want  to  point  out 
the  language  of  the  first  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  which  I  take  it  was  very  much 
under  the  control  of  the  very  able  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson!  at  the 
time  of  its  enactment.  It  specifies  these 
words: 

Persons  inducted  into  the  land  forces  of 
the  United  States  under  this  act  shall  not  be 
employed  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Western 
Hemisphere  except  in  the  Territories  and 
possessions  of  the  United  States,  including 
the  Philippine  Islands. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  has  again 
expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  permitted  to  proceed  for  five  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  understood  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  to  say  that 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs,  Judge  Kee,  stated  that  this 
resolution  which  has  been  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  would 
stay  there  until  doomsday.  Now,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  have  never  heard  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  say  that.  He  has  made  no  such 
announcement  to  the  committee,  and,  so 
far  as  I  know,  he  has  the  inclination  at 
the  present  time  to  have  that  resolution 
considered  at  the  proper  time. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlemen  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  said  that  the  chairman 
was  reported  to  have  said  that.  I  read  in 
the  public  press  that  he  said  that. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  do  not  think  he 
did.  The  chairman  is  not  here,  but  his 
conversation  with  me  was  certainly  not 
along  that  line. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  glad  to  hear  that, 
because  if  it  is  not  true  I  am  glad  to  have 
the  story  in  the  paper  corrected. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 


Mr.  COX.  Is  it  not  possible  for  the 
gentleman’s  committee  to  consider  (a 
resolution  pending  before  the  committee 
without  the  chairman  calling  it  up? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Certainly.  That  is 
not  the  usual  practice,  but  it  could  be 
done.  I  am  replying  to  the  allegation 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
that  the  chairman  had  taken  this  posi¬ 
tion  when  he  has  not,  from  all  the  infor¬ 
mation  I  can  get. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  gentleman  has  been 
interrogated  as  to  the  possible  incon¬ 
venience  of  mixing  troops  drafted  under 
this  law  with  volunteers.  Is  it  not  per¬ 
fectly  true,  that  none  of  the  troops  draft¬ 
ed  under  this  law  are  permitted  by  the 
terms  of  this  bill  to  go  abroad  until  6 
months  after  they  have  been  drafted,  so 
that  no  troops  under  this  bill  could  go 
abroad  under  any  circumstances  during 
the  period  that  General  Eisenhower  has 
said  he  wants  them — the  four  divisions, 
I  believe  it  was. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Four  divisions,  roughly; 
that  is,  until  they  reach  the  proper  age. 

Mr.  VORYS.  So  that  even  without 
the  gentleman’s  amendment,  this  new 
draft  law  would  not  be  available  to  carry 
out  the  presently  announced  plan  of  our 
needs  abroad,  but  if  this  is  adopted,  it 
will  insure  that  if  there  is  to  be  a  sub¬ 
stantial  change  in  the  plans  of  our  lead¬ 
ership  for  action  abroad,  that  it  will  re¬ 
quire  concurrent  action  by  the  Congress 
before  these  conscripts  can  be  sent 
abroad,  under  that  new  plan. 

Mr.  TOWE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  just 
said,  in  response  to  a  question  by  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio,  that  it  has  no  ap¬ 
plication,  we  will  say,  to  the  four  divi¬ 
sions;  that  is  correct,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  TOWE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  All  right.  But  it  would 
prohibit  any  person  inducted  being  sent 
as  a  replacement  to  the  four  divisions. 
In  other  words,  if  by  death  or  by  casualty 
anything  would  happen  to  any  of  those 
troops  in  the  four  divisions,  nobody  in¬ 
ducted  under  this  bill,  if  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  is  agreed  to,  could  be  sent  to 
take  their  place? 

Mr.  TOWE.  The  gentleman  is  correct. 
While  he  is  on  his  feet  I  would  like  to  ask 
him  if  he  thinks  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  should  have  the  au¬ 
thority  to  send  troops  all  over  the  world 
without  Congress  approving  it?  Will  the 
chairman  answer  that  question? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes;  I  will  answer  it, 
and  I  will  tell  you  what  I  think  about 
that,  because  I  have  not  reached  this  de¬ 
cision  right  off  the  cuff.  I  honestly  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs  should  give  careful  consideration 
and  report  that  resolution  back  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Well,  the  gentleman  has 
not  answered  my  question.  Does  the 
chairman  think  that  the  President 


should  send  troops  all  over  the  world 
without  the  approval  of  the  Congress? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  want  the  Congress  to 
have  an  opportunity  to  pass  on  every¬ 
thing  possible. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Will  he  answer  the 
question? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  am  answering,  and  I 
am  modest  about  it.  I  do  not  want  to 
dodge  the  issue,  and  I  do  not  want  the 
Congress  to  dodge  the  issue.  I  think 
this  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Senate 
ought  to  be  brought  here  and  debated. 

The  TOWE.  The  chairman  has  still 
not  answered  my  question.  That  is  quite 
obvious  to  the  membership. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  cannot  say  yes  and  I 
cannot  say  no. 

Mr.  TOWE.  That  is  a  good  answer. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Because  we  are  in  this 
kind  of  a  position. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  Wait  a  minute.  I  want 
the  chairman  to  finish  his  statement. 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  may  be  that  it  would 
be  a  weakening  of  his  strength  if  he  dis¬ 
turbs  it  too  much.  I  hate  to  see  the 
strength  of  America  weakened  at  any 
time,  anywhere. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  addresses  itself  to  the 
question  of  the  power  and  authority  of 
the  President  to  send  troops  wherever  he 
deems  it  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
national  security.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  gentleman  or  any  Member  of  the 
House  who  would  seek  to  amend  this 
legislation  to  require  congressional  ap¬ 
proval  to  send  troops  to  Europe  or  any¬ 
where  else  in  the  interest  of  national 
security.  They  are  at  once  attempting  to 
read  the  minds  of  the  masters  of  the 
Kremlin  and  failing  to  read  the  Consti¬ 
tution  of  the  United  States. 

Article  II,  section  2,  of  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  asserts  that  the  President  shall  be 
“Commander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the 
militia  of  the  several  States,  when  called 
into  the  actual  service  of  the  United 
States.”  I  do  not  recall  that  ever  before 
in  our  history  has  the  authority  of  the 
President  to  command,  thus  delegated 
by  the  Constitution,  been  questioned. 
The  authority  of  a  field  commander  to 
deploy  his  troops  can  scarcely  be  limited, 
if  the  commander  is  to  win  victory  in 
the  field.  The  authority  of  the  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  to  deploy  his  troops 
cannot  be  limited  to  a  geographic  area. 

Whatever  the  mistakes  American  gen¬ 
erals  may  have  made  in  the  past,  what¬ 
ever  mistakes  have  been  made  in  the 
current  Korean  conflict,  neither  Con¬ 
gress  nor  the  President  has  presumed  to 
set  up  rules  governing  the  deployment 
of  troops.  The  number  of  troops  em¬ 
ployed  in  any  campaign  or  battle — 
North  Africa,  France,  Ardennes,  North 
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Korea — has  always  been  governed  by 
factors  quite  different  from  congres¬ 
sional  legislative  act.  In  a  world  in 
which  the  threat  to  our  security  may 
come  from  almost  any  direction,  it  is 
folly  to  tell  the  Commander  in  Chief  how 
many  troops  he  may  send  into  any 
theater  or  battle;  or  when  he  may  send 
them.  What  Congress  can  say  to  a  gen¬ 
eral,  and  what  Congress  does  say  when 
it  approves  his  commission  is,  “We  have 
faith  in  your  ability  in  a  way  to  justify 
our  faith.”  But  it  is  the  people  them¬ 
selves,  not  Congress,  who  say  this  to  the 
President. 

It  is  ridiculous,  and  worse,  to  presume 
to  tell  the  Commander  in  Chief  how  he 
is  to  deploy  the  troops  he  commands, 
it  is  also  ridiculous  to  assume  that  the 
next  aggression  of  the  Communist  over- 
lords  of  Europe  and  Asia  will  break  out 
in  Europe.  Why  not  in  India?  Why 
not  in  Iran?  For  Congress  to  enact  an 
amendment  governing  the  deployment 
of  troops  to  Europe,  is  as  ridiculous  as  it 
would  be  for  a  householder  to  ask  a 
single  policeman  to  guard  his  front  door 
only,  leaving  the  back  open  to  a  gang  of 
thieves.  No  man  in  the  United  States, 
indeed,  no  man  outside  the  Kremlin 
knows  where  communism  may  strike 
next,  or  in  what  force,  or  what  effort 
will  be  required  on  our  part  to  meet  it. 
What  we  need  is  a  riot  squad,  ready  for 
action  anywhere. 

I  cannot  believe  that  the  sponsors  of 
so  foolish  and  ridiculous  an  amendment 
as  this  we  are  considering  are  interested 
in  doing  anything  more  than  creating  an 
embarrassment  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Does  the  gentleman 
think  the  President  should  have  the 
right  to  send  large  land  armies  any  place 
in  the  world  that  he  desires  to  send 
them? 

Mr.  PRICE.  The  founding  fathers 
thought  so.  They  gave  him  that  right 
in  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Of  course,  they  never 
gave  him  that  right  in  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  PRICE.  They  definitely  did.  I 
think  if  the  gentleman  will  read  the 
Constitution  he  will  discover  that. 

Surely  they  are  ignoring  the  functions 
and  the  prerogatives  of  the  Presidency, 
and  the  safeguards  established  in  the 
Constitution,  and  operative  under  the 
American  system.  Surely  they  are 
proving  their  ignorance  of  military 
strategy  and  presuming  to  direct  the 
actions  of  field  commanders  as  well  as 
of  the  Commander  in  Chief.  But  most 
tragically,  they  are  displaying  a  lack  of 
faith  in  the  American  system  that  has 
served  us  so  well  for  almost  two  hundred 
years.  Do  they  fear  the  President  more 
than  they  trust  the  system  and  the  elec¬ 
torate  that  has  made  his  Commander  in 
Chief?  Do  they  think  that  he  alone 
can  do  what  no  American  President  has 
ever  done,  or  ever  presumed  to  do,  and 
commit  us  to  an  untenable  situation 
without  the  advice  of  military  leaders? 
Do  they  think  our  future  as  a  Nation  is 
threatened  more  by  maintaining  unal¬ 


tered  the  historic  functions  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  than  by  the  growth  of  communism? 
Do  they  think  that  war  is  played,  like 
football,  with  a  fixed  number  of  men? 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  seems  to  me  only 
one  interpretation  of  this  proposed 
amendment.  It  is  an  action  taken  to 
embarrass  the  President,  to  handicap 
our  military  leaders,  and  to  create  na¬ 
tional  security  by  statute  rather  than 
by  strength  in  being. 

If  war  comes,  the  United  States  can¬ 
not  win  it  alone.  We  won  neither  World 
War  I  alone,  nor  World  War  II.  In 
another  war,  we  would  have  even  fewer 
allies.  And  those  allies  will  fight  only 
if  we  give  them  hope  and  confidence. 

Those  allies  will  not  fight  if  we  tell 
them  that  only  a  limited  number  of  divi¬ 
sions  will  be  sent  to  them,  and  that  even 
that  limited  number  will  be  sent  not  by 
the  Commander  in  Chief  but  by  Con¬ 
gress,  after  prolonged  debate.  Those 
allies  will  not  fight  against  a  Russian 
Army  of  limitless  manpower,  certain  to 
overwhelm  them,  unless  they  have  confi¬ 
dence  the  United  States  will  support 
them.  But  what  confidence  can  they 
have  in  us,  when  we  display  so  little  con¬ 
fidence  in  our  own  system,  our  own 
President,  and  indeed  in  ourselves? 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Roman  Emperor 
who  fiddled  while  Rome  burned  was 
guilty  of  no  greater  offense  against  the 
world  in  which  he  lived  than  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  Congress  who,  by  this  or  any 
other  amendment  to  this  bill,  would  have 
us  prepare  against  unlimited  aggression 
with  limited  effort ;  or  who  seek  to  hand¬ 
icap  and  embarrass  in  any  way  what¬ 
soever  those  charged  with  providing  the 
common  defense  and  security  of  the 
United  States. 

[Mr.  GAVIN  addressed  the  Committee. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  recognition. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  is  recognized  for  5  min¬ 
utes. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall 
in  the  5  minutes  at  my  disposal  try  to 
contribute  something  further  to  the  de¬ 
bate.  I  rise  in  support  of  the  Barden 
substitute. 

I  think  as  has  been  so  well  stated  by 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  him¬ 
self  [Mr.  Barden]  and  others,  that  this 
is  one  of  the  most  important  decisions 
that  we  in  Congress  will  be  called  upon 
to  make  in  many  years  because  of  the 
effect  of  this  legislation  on  our  way  of 
life. 

I  spoke  the  other  day  relative  to  the 
point  that  this  is  not  only  a  universal 
military  training  bill  but  also  that  it  is 
legislation  that  will  establish  a  national 
service  program. 

There  are  many  Members  here  today 
who  did  not  hear  me  last  Friday,  so  I 
will  repeat  some  of  the  testimony  given 
before  Senate  and  House  committee 
hearing's  relative  to  thinking  on  a  na¬ 
tional  service  program. 
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I  want  to  recall  a  statement  by  Mrs. 
Anna  Rosenberg,  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense,  before  the  Senate  committee 
in  reply  to  questions  as  to  conscription 
under  this  legislation  for  nonmilitary 
duty.  Her  reply  was : 

It  Is  h*s  (the  President's)  concept,  and 
that  of  the  Department  of  Defense,  that  this 
must  be  a  universal  program  and  that  every 
man  physically  and  mentally  and  morally 
capable  of  performing  a  service,  either  in 
the  military  or  outside,  must  perform  that 
service.  (Senate  hearings,  p.  51.) 

Mrs.  Rosenberg  explained  that  she 
was  talking  about  those  men  who  would 
be  left  after  they  had  drafted  all  those 
capable  of  only  limited  duty  military 
service.  She  estimated,  incidentally, 
that  the  number  liable  for  nonmilitary 
service  would  be  from  100,000  to  150,000 
annually. 

Then  she  said: 

We,  however,  want  to  make  sure — and 
that  is  not  the  Department  of  Defense’s  pro¬ 
gram,  but  I  know  those  are  the  President’s 
instructions — that  when  a  program  is  sub¬ 
mitted  to  you  it  will  not  be  a  made-work 
program,  but  one  of  real  usefulness  to  the 
national  effort.  (Senate  hearings,  p.  51.) 

Still  further  on  she  said  in  answer  to 
a  question  as  to  the  program: 

The  President  will  have  a  program.  (Sen¬ 
ate  hearings,  p.  148.) 

Subsequently  Labor  Secretary  Tobin 
was  asked  if  he  agreed  with  the  program 
for  nonmilitary  service  for  18-year-olds, 
and  he  said: 

It  would  be  a  very  difficult  program  to  ad¬ 
minister,  and  I  would  want  to  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  see  a  specific  plan  before  me 
before  I  would  want  to  commit  myself. 
(Senate  hearings,  p.  340.) 

Dr.  Karl  T.  Compton,  who  we  all  know 
has  been  an  enthusiastic  supporter  of 
“really  universal  service,”  told  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  he  believed  the  plans  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Defense  Department  “are 
aimed  in  that  direction” — that  is,  in  tha 
direction  of  such  universal  service,  mili¬ 
tary  and  nonmilitary — Senate  hearings, 
page  436. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  offer  one  more  quotation  from  the 
Senate  hearings,  and  I  hope  you  will  pay 
particular  attention  to  this.  Another 
witness  came  to  the  same  conclusion  and 
announced  his  complete  and  violent  dis¬ 
approval.  He  was  James  B.  Carey,  sec¬ 
retary-treasurer  of  the  CIO.  He  told 
the  Senate  committee : 

We  believe  that  a  change  in  the  title  to 
“Universal  Military  Training  and  Service” 
will  leave  the  door  open  to  the  drafting  of 
individuals  not  qualified  for  military  duty 
to  perform  functions  normally  carried  on  by 
civilians.  To  this  we  are  unalterably  op¬ 
posed.  (Senate  hearings,  p.  1051.) 

Mr.  Chairman,  last  Friday  I  said  that 
General  Marshall  is  seeking  a  beachhead 
to  put  over  this  program.  This  Vinson 
bill  is  the  beachhead. 
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If  we  are  to  prevent  him  from  gaining 
that  beachhead,  we  must  adopt  the  Bar¬ 
den  substitute. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Towe  amendment 
should  have  the  firm  support  of  every 
Member  of  this  body  on  both  sides  of 
the  political  aisle.  It  has  but  one  pur¬ 
pose  and  only  one — to  give  the  Ameri¬ 
can  people  a  direct  voice  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  whether  American  troops  are  to  be 
sent  abroad  to  be  integrated  into  an  in¬ 
ternational  army  under  the  North  At¬ 
lantic  Pact. 

The  people’s  right  to  participate  in  the 
decision — that  is  the  issue  and  the  sole 
issue  which  the  pending  amendment  pre¬ 
sents.  All  other  questions  are  secondary 
or  collateral. 

We  are  not  now  called  upon  to  debate 
whether  Russia  and  her  satellites  con¬ 
stitute  a  threat  to  our  national  security. 
No  one  denies  this  threat.  We  are  not 
now  called  upon  to  debate  whether  a 
free  Europe  is  important  to  us  in  resist¬ 
ing  this  threat  to  our  national  safety. 
No  one  denies  its  importance. 

By  this  amendment  no  question  is  now 
being  raised  as  to  the  value  of  the  North 
Atlantic  Pact  or  to  what  extent  and  by 
what  means  it  should  be  implemented. 
Nor  is  any  question  now  being  raised  by 
this  amendment  whether  American 
troops  should  be  stationed  in  Europe, 
whether  4  divisions,  6,  10,  or  12. 

These  are  secondary  or  collateral  ques¬ 
tions  subsequently  to  be  decided  once,  by 
adopting  the  pending  amendment,  we 
have  determined  the  primary  question 
that  the  people  shall  participate. 

The  amendment  we  have  before  us 
should  be  supported  by  both  the  propo¬ 
nents  and  the  opponents  of  the  proposed 
Atlantic  Pact  program.  Even  the  most 
ardent  advocates  of  putting  American 
troops  in  a  European  international  army 
should  support  this  amendment.  It 
seeks  to  do  nothing  more  than  to  guar¬ 
antee  to  the  people  a  voice  in  this  his¬ 
toric  decision  through  their  representa¬ 
tives  in  Congress. 

The  large  volume  of  mail  each  of  us 
has  received  on  this  subject  in  recent 
weeks  clearly  indicates  that  the  people 
want  to  have  a  voice  on  this  all-impor¬ 
tant  matter.  Every  national  poll  of  pub¬ 
lic  opinion  I  have  seen  indicates  the  same 
thing. 

I  am  not  a  lawyer.  And  I  do  not  in¬ 
tend  to  engage  in  any  legalistic  argu¬ 
ment  whether  or  not  the  President  has 
authority  under  our  Constitution  to  take 
the  step  he  proposes  without  authoriza¬ 
tion  from  Congress. 

The  President  claims  he  has  such  au¬ 
thority  as  Commander  in  Chief  of  our 
Armed  Forces.  On  the  other  hand,  sec¬ 
tion  8  of  article  I  of  the  Constitution  very 
clearly  sets  forth  in  successive  para¬ 
graphs  that  it  is  the  Congress  which  has 
the  power  “to  declare  war,”  “to  raise  and 
support  armies,”  “to  provide  and  main¬ 
tain  a  navy,”  and  “to  make  the  rules 
for  the  government  and  regulation  of 
the  land  and  naval  forces.” 

I  suppose  it  is  impossible  to  draw  a 
hard  and  fast  line,  as  in  most  constitu¬ 
tional  questions,  as  to  where  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Congress  ends  and  the 


power  of  the  President  begins.  But  I 
think  we  can  all  agree  that,  at  the  very 
best,  the  authority  asserted  by  the 
President  is  questionable.  It  is  most 
unfortunate  that  the  President  should 
stubbornly  stand  upon  what  he  con¬ 
ceives  to  be  his  constitutional  rights  and 
refuse  to  permit  the  Congress  to  partici¬ 
pate  with  him  in  this  decision.  In  tak¬ 
ing  this  position  he  callously  disregards 
his  assurances  to  the  Congress,  when  the 
North  Atlantic  Pact  was  ratified,  that  the 
Congress  would  have  a  direct  voice  in 
the  implementation  of  the  treaty. 

But  even  assuming  that  the  President’s 
constitutional  power  to  take  the  step  he 
proposes  were  beyond  any  question,  it 
would  more  likely  make  for  the  success 
of  the  program  if  he  would  automati¬ 
cally,  on  his  own  initiative,  ask  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  participate  with  him  on  decid¬ 
ing  the  course  to  be  followed  in  our  na¬ 
tional  self-interest.  When  our  national 
leaders  refuse  to  allow  the  people  any 
voice  whatever  in  such  a  program  of  such 
far-reaching  importance,  it  can  hardly 
be  expected  that  the  people  will  gladly 
give  their  united  support,  and  make 
whatever  sacrifices  may  be  necessary, 
for  the  success  of  the  program.  By  fol¬ 
lowing  the  course  which  the  President 
has  unfortunately  decided  upon,  he  is 
dividing  the  country  at  the  very  time 
when  national  unity  is  a  paramount 
need. 

By  this  amendment  we  are  not  seek¬ 
ing  to  deny  the  President  any  powers 
that  may  be  rightfully  his.  We  are  not 
seeking  to  repudiate  any  treaty  obliga¬ 
tion.  We  are  simply  seeking  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  in  the  United  States  we  have 
a  government  not  of  one  man,  or  a  few 
men,  but  a  government  of  all  the  people. 

If  this  amendment  is  adopted  and 
enacted  into  law,  the  Congress  can  then 
promptly  proceed  to  act  upon  such  au¬ 
thorization  legislation  as  it  may  deem 
necessary  and  advisable  for  carrying  out 
the  program  in  question.  It  is  beyond 
my  understanding  how  the  free  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  free  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  can  possibly  oppose  this  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  gentleman  has 
quoted  from  the  Constitution.  I  want  to 
quote  from  the  Supreme  Court  in  the 
case  of  U.  S.  v.  Williams  (302  U.  S.  46) : 

The  power  of  Congress  (under  this  clause 
for  regulating  the  land  and  naval  forces)  to 
determine  how  armies  shall  •  be  raised, 
whether  by  voluntary  enlistment  or  forced 
drafts,  the  age  at  which  the  soldier  shall  be 
received,  and  the  period  for  which  he  shall 
be  taken,  the  compensation  he  shall  be  al¬ 
lowed,  and  the  service  to  which  he  shall  be 
assigned  is  plenary  and  exclusive. 

That  is  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  talking,  interpreting  the 
Constitution. 


Mr.  ARENDS.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tlewoman  from  New  York. 

Mrs.  ST.  GEORGE.  Would  the  gen¬ 
tleman  agree  with  me  in  this?  In  adopt¬ 
ing  this  amendment  we  will  make  it  pos¬ 
sible  for  the  President  to  go  to  war  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Congress. 
We  will  make  it  impossible  for  future 
Presidents  to  make  war  as  they  have 
done  in  the  past. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Absolutely.  That  is 
the  very  point. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  often  find  it  difficult 
to  defend  the  constitutional  powers  of 
the  President,  and  possibly  that  feeling 
is  more  tense  and  pronounced  at  this 
moment  than  at  any  time  heretofore,  but 
I  am  wondering,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
members  of  this  committee  fully  realize 
the  meaning  of  what  is  here  proposed. 

I  think  the  President  should  live  closer 
to  the  Congress,  both  the  House  and  the 
Senate,  and  that  the  situation  which  cul¬ 
minated  in  the  resolution  adopted  by  the 
Senate  some  few  days  ago  might  have 
been  avoided  if  the  President  had  ex¬ 
ercised  himself  in  the  interest  of  main¬ 
taining  a  better  relationship  with  that 
body.  But  whether  he  did  so  or  not,  I 
know  in  my  own  heart  that  the  resolu¬ 
tion  was  a  terrible  mistake,  and  here  it  is 
proposed  that  this  body  repeat  in  effect 
what  the  Senate  did. 

The  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court 
quoted  by  my  friend  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Vorys]  has  no  bearing  whatever  upon 
the  question  of  the  right  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  as  the  Commander  in  Chief  to  place 
men  in  the  armed  services  at  the  point 
he  in  his  judgment  as  Commander  in 
Chief  believes  advisable.  Nobody  will 
contend  that  in  the  absence  of  a  declara¬ 
tion  of  war  on  the  part  of  the  Congress 
it  would  be  within  the  right  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  engage  the  country  in  war,  but 
whether  at  war  or  at  peace,  it  is  within 
his  constitutional  power  to  move  people 
in  the  Armed  Forces  in  such  manner 
as  his  judgment  dictates  to  be  wise. 
PIcwever,  this  is  a  power  that  he  should 
not  exercise  in  defiance  of  congres¬ 
sional  will.  On  all  such  matters  of 
grave  importance  the  President  should 
consult  the  Congress. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Would  my  friend  say 
that  the  prohibition  in  the  draft  law 
of  1840  against  sending  draftees  over¬ 
seas  was  an  unconstitutional  prohibi¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  COX.  I  would  say  it  was  an  in¬ 
fringement  upon  the  constitutional 
powers  of  the  President,  and  that  he  was 
not  compelled  to  obey  it.  Of  course,  we 
must  assume  that  the  President  would 
not  send  troops  to  other  parts  of  the 
world,  in  the  absence  of  a  declaration 
of  war,  where  such  action  might  involve 
us  in  war.  But  for  the  implementation 
of  treaties  I  think  that  within  the  iirn-' 
its  of  reason  he  might  properly  exer- 
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cise  such  power.  I  would  say,  perhaps, 
that  the  fulfillment  of  our  engagements 
entered  into  with  Western  Europe  is  rea-. 
sonable.  Do  not  gentlemen  realize  that 
we  have  lost  China,  Formosa  included, 
and  that  we  will  probably  lose  all  of 
Asia?  We  are  desperately  battling  now 
to  develop  the  strength  of  Western  Eu¬ 
rope  which  may  be  used  as  an  adjunct 
to  our  own  power.  To  develop  the 
strength  of  the  great  peoples  of  that 
part  of  the  world  with  whom  we  can 
make  common  cause  in  the  endeavor  to 
hold  back  the  tide  of  communism  that 
threatens  to  engulf  the  entire  world. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COX.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Do  I  understand  the 
gentleman  is  stating  to  the  House  that 
we  are  not  now  engaged  in  a  war  in 
Korea? 

Mr.  COX.  Of  course  we  are  in  a  war 
in  Korea;  yes. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Was  it  declared  by  the 
Congress? 

Mr.  COX.  No;  it  was  not  declared 
by  the  Congress.  It  is  unfortunate  that 
it  did  develop.  However,  it  may  be  a 
situation  which  nobody  could  possibly 
have  avoided. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  returning  to  the 
amendment  which  we  are  now  consid¬ 
ering,  I  beg  gentlemen,  who  declare  alle¬ 
giance  to  the  fundamental  law  of  the 
land,  to  ponder  well  this  question  before 
voting  for  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment.  ... 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  'from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment,  and  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
proceed  for  an  additional  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 

Indiana?  ,  , 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  wish  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  when  does  he  anticipate  closing 


Mr.  VINSON.  I  hope  that  after  prob¬ 
ably  half  an  hour  more  of  debate  we 
may  be  in  a  position  to  get  the  ac¬ 
quiescence  of  the  committee  to  agree  to  a 
limitation  of  time.  We  do  not  want  to 
shut  any  Member  off.  After  consulting 
with  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Indiana,  who  is  now  about  to  address 
the  committee,  if  he  wants  to  run  on  a 
little  bit  longer,  all  right,  let  everybody 
have  a  chance  to  talk. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  There 
are  some  374  Members  who  desire  3  or  4 
minutes  to  talk  on  the  matter.  We  do 
not  want  to  be  cut  off  later  on. 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  we  will  never  cut 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  off.  He 
will  get  the  time  anyhow. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  was 
just  thinking  of  some  of  the  other 
Members. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  think  if  we  proceed 
now,  we  may  make  some  progress. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
given  this  matter  a  great  deal  of  serious 


thought.  I  realize  full  well  that  the 
developments  of  last  night,  as  they  affect 
our  situation  in  the  Pacific,  and  as  they 
affect  our  national  welfare,  perhaps 
overshadow  in  immediate  interest  many 
of  the  other  issues  involved  in  this  legis¬ 
lation  now  before  us. 

However,  may  I  point  out  that  in  my 
opinion  the  events  which  have  happened 
in  the  Pacific  in  the  last  24  hours  and 
the  things  that  haye  happened  there 
leading  up  to  the  events  of  the  last  24 
hours  impress  upon  this  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jer¬ 
sey  a  greater  importance  than  it  might 
otherwise  have  ever  assumed. 

We  are  now  in  a  war  in  the  Pacific. 
We  are  in  a  war  which  the  decision  to 
enter  was  not  a  matter  of  participation 
by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
For  a  long  time  things  did  not  go  very 
well  there,  and  then  they  went  a  little 
better.  Apparently,  some  folks  think 
now  that  they  are  going  too  well — I  do 
not  know.  But  in  any  event  it  seems 
as  if  we  are  getting  ready  to  pull  out  of 
Asia,  or  at  least  go  into  neutral.  Would 
that  not  indicate  -that  possibly  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  have  been  consulted  before 
we  went  into  Korea?  Possibly  a  little 
debate  here  would  not  have  been  a  bad 
thing.  Possibly  the  understanding  of 
the  people  about  why  we  were  there 
might  have  been  a  little  clearer,  and  it 
might  not  have  been  necessary  for  a 
young  man  in  the  service  to  write  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  ask  why  we  were 
in  the  war  in  Korea.  I  served  a  little 
time  in  a  war  once  myself,  and  I  never 
found  it  necessary  to  inquire  as  to  why 
we  were  in  that  war. 

We  are  talking  about  troops  to  Europe. 
General  Eisenhower  has  been  named 
supreme  commander.  Are  we  to  under¬ 
stand  from  what  has  just  happened  to 
General  MacArthur  that  if  General 
Eisenhower  and  his  military  leaders 
should  come  to  certain  decisions  about 
how  best  to  fight  and  win  in  Europe  if 
war  there  should  come,  that  he  will  like¬ 
wise  be  removed  from  his  command? 
We  had  better  find  out  about  some  of 
those  things  before  we  go  very  much 
further. 

For  myself  I  want  General  Eisenhower 
to  feel  free  to  tell  the  American  people 
whatever  he  thinks  they  ought  to  be  told 
in  respect  to  the.  way  we  can  defend  our¬ 
selves  and  our  security  best. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  says  we 
lost  China. 

We  did  not  lose  China;  the  adminis¬ 
tration  gave  China  away. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  to  me?  I  accept  the 
correction. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
gentleman  is  regaining  some  of  his  good 
sense. 

There  is  another  basic  question  in¬ 
volved,  and  right  here  is  where  we  ought 
to  make  a  start.  The  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  I  think,  is  entitled  to  be 
advised  from  time  to  time  by  our  mili¬ 
tary  leaders.  We  put  up  the  men  and 
the  money  with  which  they  fight,  and  I 
think  we  ought  to  be  advised.  So,  let 
us  be  advised  about  this  great  new  ven¬ 
ture  before  we  get  into  it  too  far.  As  I 
say,  I  have  given  this  a  lot  of  thought 


and  I  want  to  tell  you  what  I  have  pre¬ 
pared  here  is  as  complete  an  answer  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  as  it  would 
have  been  had  I  known  what  the  gentle¬ 
man  was  going  to  say. 

The  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
operating  under  its  constitutional  obli¬ 
gation,  is  now  engaged  in  the  enterprise 
of  providing  for  the  common  defense  of 
this  Nation  and  its  people. 

This  defense  is  being  raised  against 
the  possible  encroachment  of  a  govern¬ 
ment  ruled  from  the  top. 

To  suggest  that  this  Congress  should 
not  participate  in  a  major  decision  in¬ 
volving  that  defense  is  to  deny  the  very 
principle  of  government  by  the  people 
which  our  present  effort  is  designed  to 
protect  and  uphold. 

I  have  always  acted  under,  and  been 
guided  by,  the  basic  assumption  that 
ours  is  a  representative  form  of  govern¬ 
ment,  that  what  distinguished  America 
from  so  many  other  less  fortunate  na¬ 
tions  of  the  world  was  our  constitutional 
privilege  of  making  vital  decisions  as 
a  people — through  our  Representatives 
in  the  Congress — after  honest  and  forth¬ 
right  debate. 

To  me  the  great  distinguishing  fea¬ 
ture  of  our  form  of  government  has  been 
the  fact  that  the  conduct  of  our  affairs 
has  its  origin  on  the  broad  base  of  the 
people,  in  sharp  contrast  to  those  gov¬ 
ernments  which  are  ruled  from  the  top 
down.  It  is  high  time  that  feature  was 
reemphasized. 

Now,  however,  we  are  facing  another 
major  departure  from  this  fundamental 
precept :  It  is  proposed  that  the  adminis¬ 
trative  branch  of  the  Government  shall 
on  its  own  initiative,  by  its  own  judg¬ 
ment  and  through  its  own  action  em¬ 
bark  on  an  adventure  unprecedented  in 
the  history  of  our  Nation:  The  dispatch 
of  American  troops  to  the  frontiers  of 
Europe  to  participate  in  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  continental  army  in  a  time 
of  nominal,  if  not  official,  peace. 

In  recent  weeks  the  Congress  has  been 
engaged  in  what  the  press  has  aptly 
termed  “The  great  debate.” 

In  all  the  arguments  I  have  read  and 
heard  incident  to  the  current  debate  in 
no  case  has  anyone  challenged  the  con¬ 
stitutional  right  of  the  Congress  to  de¬ 
clare  war.  No  one  has  suggested  that 
there  is  any  ambiguity  whatsoever  in 
article  I,  section  8,  clause  11  of  the  Con¬ 
stitution  which  sets  out  in  unequivo- 
cable  terms  that  the  Congress  shall  have 
power  to  declare  war. 

Does  anyone  here  contend  that  the 
framers  of  the  Constitution  intended 
that  such  power  should  be  a  purely  ac¬ 
ademic  aftermath  of  Executive  action? 
Was  the  historic  role  of  the  Congress 
meant  to  consist  of  an  accessory'  after 
the  fact? 

Let  me  recall  to  you  the  words  of 
James  Madison,  our  fourth  President 
who  said,  commenting  on  the  work  of 
the  Constitutional  Convention: 

The  Constitution  supposes  what  the  his¬ 
tory  of  all  governments  demonstrates,  that 
the  executive  is  the  branch  of  power  most 
interested  in  war  and  most  prone  to  it.  It 
has,  accordingly,  with  studied  care,  vested 
the  question  of  war  in  the  legislature. 

I  submit  that  it  was  precisely  because 
the  matter  of  troop  deployment  is  so 
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closely  alined  to  the  power  of  declar¬ 
ing  war  that  the  Congress  was  given 
iron-clad  assurances  by  the  administra¬ 
tion,  during  the  Senate  discussion  of  the 
proposed  Atlantic  Pact  arrangement, 
that  acceptance  of  this  treaty  would  in 
no  way  involve  this  country  in  a  com¬ 
mitment  of  troops. 

The  answer  to  a  straightforward 
question  on  that  score,  you  will  recall, 
was  the  unqualified — the  absolute — no. 

Now,  however,  the  administration  is 
proposing  to  take  the  very  step  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  this  Nation  were  assured  would 
not  be  taken.  The  administration  is 
proposing  to  send  Armed  Forces  to  the 
continent  of  Europe  without  the  prior 
authorization  of  the  Congress.  These 
troops  are  being  sent  in  contemplation 
of  combat.  And  combat  is  war. 

Let  me  ask  this  question:  With  Amer¬ 
ican  combat  troops  on  the  continent  of 
Europe  what  happens  if  an  aggressor 
attacks  a  European  nation  not  signatory 
to  the  Atlantic  Pact?  What  happens  if 
an  aggressor  attacks  Turkey  or  moves 
on  Yugoslavia?  Does  anyone  contend 
that  the  President  could  commit  our 
Armed  Forces,  stationed  on  the  Con¬ 
tinent — to  the  protection  of  such  na¬ 
tions  without  a  declaration  of  war  by 
the  Congress?  Does  anyone  want  to  pre¬ 
dict  that  he  wouldn’t? 

We  must  face  up  to  the  fact  that  we 
are  living  in  a  time  when  a  declaration 
of  war  has  become  an  old-fashioned  de¬ 
vice  in  the  minds  of  many.  Wars  to¬ 
day  culminate  in  shooting  after  a  step- 
by-step  process  in  which  the  represent¬ 
atives  of  the  people  are  being  increas¬ 
ingly  euchred  into  impotence. 

The  founders  of  this  Nation  realized 
full  well  the  grave  implications  of  a 
declaration  of  war;  that  the  power  to 
make  such  a  declaration — a  move  which 
plunges  any  nation  into  the  darkness  of 
death  and  destruction — should  never  be 
vested  in  a  single  man. 

Is  it  conceivable,  then,  that  in  plac¬ 
ing  this  great  responsibility  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  Congress,  the  framers 
of  our  Constitution  meant  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  exercise  no  authority  in 
that  great  twilight  zone  between  peace 
and  war?  Was  the  Congress  meant  to 
sit  idly  by,  waiting  for  the  darkness  of 
conflict  to  fall? 

The  issue  before  us  is  simple:  Shall 
the  Congress  abdicate  its  historic  and 
constitutional  right  and  obligation  to 
make  major  decisions  affecting  the  lives 
and  resources  of  the  people  it  has  been 
elected  to  represent?  Shall  momentous 
decisions  be  usurped  by  the  executive 
branch  of  the  Government,  leaving  to 
the  Congress  purely  academic  powers  of 
providing  the  wherewithal  in  men  and 
money  to  carry  out  the  designs  and  ad¬ 
ventures  of  the  administration,  what¬ 
ever  they  may  be? 

Can  anyone  here  deny  that  the  issue 
of  sending  American  ground  forces  to 
the  frontiers  of  occupied  Germany  con¬ 
stitutes  a  decision  which  can  have  far- 
reaching  effects  on  the  history  of  this 
Nation? 

Can  anyone  here  deny  that  once  units 
of  our  Armed  Forces  have  been  dis¬ 
patched  to  the  continent  of  Europe  on 
executive  initiative  the  position  of  the 


Congress  in  making  whatever  subsequent 
decisions  may  necessarily  result  will 
henceforth  be  prejudiced  by  our  very 
abdication  of  responsibility  in  this  initial 
step? 

Certainly  the  easiest  course  for  us  to 
follow  today  would  be  to  turn  our  backs 
on  the  grave  responsibility  of  partici¬ 
pating  in  the  decision  of  sending  troops 
to  Europe. 

The  easiest  course  for  us  would  be  to 
say,  “the  administration  is  willing  to  do 
this  thing  on  its  own  initiative^  The 
President  says  he  has  the  authority  to 
send  troops  to  Europe.  It  is  none  of  our 
affair.  Let  him  answer  to  the  people  for 
this  action.” 

That  would  be  the  easy  way.  But  it 
would  not  be  the  honorable  way.  It 
would  not  be  worthy  of  a  man  or  woman 
sworn  to  perform  the  duties  of  the  of¬ 
fice  to  which  he  was  elected. 

Our  position  demands  that  we  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  decision.  For  every  argu¬ 
ment  that  can  be  mustered  in  support  of 
the  administration’s  contention  that  the 
authority  is  vested  in  the  executive  office, 
an  equally  sound  argument  can  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  support  of  the  contention  that 
the  Congress  has  a  like  authority.  This 
fact  has  been  amply  demonstrated  in 
the  debates  which  have  taken  place  in 
recent  weeks. 

It  is  a  fundamental  error  to  base  our 
position  purely  on  the  technical  aspects 
of  this  situation. 

A  far  greater  and  vastly  more  im¬ 
portant  consideration  lies  in  the  moral 
implications  of  the  argument  over  au¬ 
thority. 

Wrapped  in  those  moral  implications 
are  great  traditions,  the  fundamental 
issues  of  unity,  of  popular  support,  of 
public  conviction,  all  of  which  are 
derived  through  consent  of  the  governed. 
Kow  else  is  such  consent  achieved  in  our 
Government  except  through  action  by 
the  elected  representatives  of  the  peo¬ 
ple?  How  else  does  anyone  in  this 
Chamber  believe  it  can  be  achieved? 
And  how  else  would  anyone  in  this  Cham¬ 
ber  today  have  it  achieved? 

Casting  aside  the  purely  technical  as¬ 
pects  of  the  question,  it  can  be  safely 
stated  that  no  President  should  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  a  decision  of  this  mag¬ 
nitude  on  his  own;  no  President  should 
want  to  make  a  decision  of  this  gravity 
on  his  own;  and,  finally,  no  President 
should  be  allowed  to  make  it  on  his  own. 

Moreover,  beyond  the  technical  issue 
of  authority,  we  may  fairly  ask :  For  what 
reason  does  the  Executive  insist  that  the 
collective  judgment  of  the  represent¬ 
atives  of  the  people  should  not  be  allowed 
to  pass  on  the  question  of  sending  Amer¬ 
ican  troops  to  Europe? 

If  the  reply  is  that  the  administration 
has  no  faith  in  the  collective  judgment 
of  the  Congress,  then  this  is  a  stark  con¬ 
demnation  of  the  American  form  of  gov¬ 
ernment. 

If  I  am  asked,  in  return,  why  the  Con¬ 
gress  does  not  have  faith  in  the  admin¬ 
istration’s  judgment  on  this  issue,  my 
answer  is  that  many  heads  are  better 
than  one,  and  that  it  is  my  honest  belief 
that  the  people  of  the  United  States 
today  place  more  confidence  in  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  Congress  than  in  the  judg¬ 


ment  of  the  administration.  And  in  sup¬ 
port  of  that  contention  I  submit  that  on 
this  specific  matter  a  public-opinion  poll 
has  established  striking  statistics  indi¬ 
cating  that  a  preponderance  of  citizens 
believe  that  the  troops-to-Europe  issue 
should  be  resolved  by  the  Congress. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  administra¬ 
tion  insists  that  time  is  of  the  essence  in 
this  matter  of  troops  to  Europe,  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  at  no  time  in  the  history  of  this 
Nation  has  the  Congress  failed  the  people 
in  a  crisis.  It  will  not  do  so  now. 

Today  the  United  States  is  involved  in 
complex  international  procedures  and 
relationships. 

This  Nation  is  involved  in  what  has 
been  variously  described  as  a  “police  ac¬ 
tion,”  “hostilities,”  “defense  against  ag¬ 
gression,”  and  “undeclared  war”  against 
the  people  of  North  Korea  and  Commu¬ 
nist  China. 

In  this  adventure  we  are  presently  ar¬ 
rived  at  what  is  perhaps  best  described 
as  a  military-diplomatic  stalemate,  in 
which  no  one  seems  to  know  what  is  to 
be  done  next.  We  find  our  forces,  under 
American  leadership,  constricted  by  for¬ 
eign  intrigue  and  frustrated  by  diplo¬ 
matic  incompetence. 

Operating  under  the  auspices  of  the 
United  Nations  on  one  front,  we  are 
simultaneously  embarking  on  an  adven¬ 
ture  linked  to  the  Atlantic  Pact,  an  ad¬ 
venture  involving  the  creation  and 
maintenance  of  a  standing  international 
army  on  the  Continent  of  Europe  in  a 
situation  for  which  there  is  no  prece¬ 
dent  in  our  history. 

Can  any  Member  deny,  after  reading 
his  mail  from  home,  that  we  are  in  a 
period  of  public  apprehension  and  con¬ 
fusion,  much  of  which  can  be  traced  to 
the  assumption  of  authority  by  the  Exec¬ 
utive — authority  which  led  to  secret 
deals  at  Yalta,  Tehran,  and  Potsdam; 
authority  which  plunged  this  Nation  into 
an  undeclared  war  in  Korea;  a  war,  by 
the  way,  which  has  developed  into  a  sit¬ 
uation  serious  far  beyond  the  expecta¬ 
tions  of  an  administration  which  called 
it  a  police  action? 

I  will  not  contend  that  the  Executive 
power  of  the  United  States  Government 
Shall  not  be  vested  in  the  President,  or 
that  in  the  matter  of  convenience  arid 
facility  there  may  conceivably  be  occa¬ 
sions  when  the  administration  may  prop¬ 
erly  conduct  foreign  relations. 

But  I  reject  as  inimical  to  the  best 
interests  of  this  Nation  a  trend  toward 
government  by  Executive  interpretation 
or  by  political  expediency  on  issues  of 
such  grave  import  as  we  are  now  consid¬ 
ering.  I  reject  as  dangerous  to  the  wel¬ 
fare  of  our  country  government  by  Exec¬ 
utive  fiat  which  calls  upon  the  Congress 
to  follow  up  an  administration  fait  ac¬ 
compli  with  the  docile  subservience  of  a 
servant  to  his  master.  It  is  high  time, 
I  say,  that  the  Congress  look  to  a  restora¬ 
tion  of  its  rightful  responsibilities  and 
prerogatives  as  a  vital  and  independent 
branch  of  this  Government. 

I  reject,  as  completely  foreign  to  our 
traditions,  government  from  above,  gov¬ 
ernment  by  Executive  decision;  govern¬ 
ment,  if  you  please,  by  whim  of  the  White 
House. 
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I  do  not  propose  to  willingly  abdicate 
what  I  consider  to  be  my  sacred  responsi¬ 
bility  in  this  regard.  As  a  Member  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  I  call  upon 
those  of  like  mind  to  join  me  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  our  sworn  duties  to  provide 
for  the  common  defense  and  to  preserve 
and  protect  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

I  call  upon  you  to  join  me  in  the  resto¬ 
ration  of  congressional  authority  in  de¬ 
ciding  matters  of  grave  import  to  the 
Nation. 

I  will  support  the  Towe  amendment. 

(Mr.  HALLECK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  Towe  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  at  4  o’clock,  with  5 
minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  committee 
to  close  debate. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  McCormack], 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Halleck]  during  his  remarks  said 
that  the  people  put  more  confidence  in 
the  Congress  than  in  the  President. 

During  the  Civil  War,  reading  the  cur¬ 
rent  history  of  those  days,  there  were 
very  few  people  who  had  confidence  in 
President  Lincoln.  I  remember  history 
saying  that  General  McClellan  chal¬ 
lenged  the  civil  government  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States  at  that 
time.  I  remember  history  showing  that 
President  Lincoln  visited  the  home  of 
General  McClellan  in  Washington. 
General  McClellan  was  out  attending  a 
wedding  and  the  President  and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War  waited  for  General  Mc¬ 
Clellan  to  return  to  his  residence.  Some 
time  later  General  McClellan  did  re¬ 
turn,  and  his  servant  told  him  that  Presi¬ 
dent  Lincoln  and  the  Secretary  of  War 
were  waiting  to  talk  to  him;  and  Gen¬ 
eral  McClellan  went  upstairs,  passed  the 
room  in  which  Lincoln  was  seated;  that 
a  half  hour  later  President  Lincoln 
asked  the  servant  if  General  McClellan 
was  going  to  see  him,  and  the  servant 
'  told  him  that  General  McClellan  had 
retired  for  the  night;  that  Lincoln  then 
left  and  went  back  to  the  White  House. 

I  remember  history  telling  that  very 
few  Members  of  Congress  supported  Lin¬ 
coln  in  those  days.  Lincoln  was  crucified 
in  those  days,  but  Lincoln’s  Memorial 
now  stands  as  a  shrine,  and  properly  so, 
to  which  hundreds  of  thousands  of  peo¬ 
ple  make  a  pilgrimage  each  year,  because 
Lincoln  now  is  identified  as  the  savior  of 
the  Union. 

So  I  think  a  little  reference  to  history 
pointedly  answers  the  observation  made 
by  my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana,  in  that  respect.  We  see  history 
made  today  of  435  Americans,  each  of 
us  elected  by  the  people  of  our  congres¬ 
sional  districts,  with  a  direct  responsi¬ 
bility  imposed  upon  us  in  these  trying 
days  to  do  those  things  as  Americans 
that  will  be  for  the  best  interest  of  our 


country,  not  only  today  but  tomorrow. 
It  is  not  what  we  like  to  do  but  what  we 
should  do.  We  should  face  the  problems 
with  courage.  We  should  face  the  is¬ 
sues  of  the  day  with  confidence  and  with 
courage,  and  we  should  do  those  things 
and  cast  those  fotes  for  issues  that  will 
be  for  the  best  interests  of  the  United 
States  of  America  without  fear  or  with¬ 
out  regard  to  personal  consequences  po¬ 
litically.  I  have  to  live  with  my  con¬ 
science  and  you  have  to  live  with  yours, 
and  all  I  can  say  is  that  so  far  as  John 
McCormack’s  conscience  is  concerned, 
I  am  going  to  vote  on  the  side  of  strength 
for  my  country.  For  I  am  satisfied  that 
there  is  only  one  thing  that  the  Com¬ 
munists  respect,  and  that  is  what  they 
fear,  and  the  only  thing  they  fear  is  a 
strength  and  power  greater  than  they 
possess. 

Three  years  ago  I  made  a  speech  call¬ 
ing  attention  to  the  imperialistic  designs 
of  the  Soviet  Union  operating  under  the 
ideology  of  international  communism, 
taking  over  country  after  country 
through  internal  subversion,  the  ulti¬ 
mate  objective  being  the  United  States 
of  America.  We  can  have  peace  in  the 
world  very  easily  if  we  want  to ;  there  is 
nothing  in  the  world  to  stop  us  from  hav¬ 
ing  peace.  We  do  not  have  to  appro¬ 
priate  one  penny  and  we  do  not  have  to 
take  on  young  man  from  his  home.  My 
two  brothers  and  I  left  our  home  in 
World  War  I  and  enlisted  as  privates. 
We  do  not  have  to  make  any  sacrifices. 
All  we  have  to  do  is  get  down  on  our 
knees  to  Stalin.  But  what  a  life  after¬ 
ward?  We  can  live  if  we  want  to  be¬ 
come  slaves,  but  we  have  to  do  those 
things  that  our  judgment  tells  us  we 
must  do  if  we  want  to  remain  free  men 
and  free  women. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
WerdelL 

Mr.  WERDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  first  I 
want  to  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  that  it  must  be  terrible  to 
be  born  a  rascal  and  then  be  handi¬ 
capped  with  a  conscience. 

I  find  myself  in  disagreement  with  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  which  always 
causes  me  to  reexamine  my  thinking. 

There  has  been  much  reference  to  his¬ 
tory  today.  History  has  demonstrated 
through  all  the  years  that  any  confeder¬ 
acy  of  nations  that  has  no  power  is 
dangerous  to  all  those  that  belong  to  it. 
Such  confederacy  will  destroy  even  its 
largest  member.  For  that  reason  our 
original  Confederacy  of  13  States  was 
inadequate.  Our  Constitution  was  nec¬ 
essary  to  provide  uniform  money,  an 
Army,  control  of  interstate  commerce, 
effective  foreign  policy,  and  other  sub¬ 
jects. 

Our  Government  of  necessity  was  giv¬ 
en  definite  and  necessary  powers.  We 
divided  those  powers  among  branches 
of  that  Government.  We  expressly  said 
Congress  was  to  have  the  right  to  declare 
war  and  the  President,  all  powers  neces¬ 
sary  to  a  Coihmander  in  Chief.  History 
told  us  we  had  to  do  that  even  though 
there  might  be  a  conflict  in  those  powers. 
However,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  call  your  at¬ 
tention  that  history  has  also  told  us  that 
the  same  agency  that  declares  war  must 


raise  the  taxes  to  finance  the  war.  To 
provide  otherwise  is  to  expressly  provide 
for  the  eventual  destruction  of  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Edward  R.  Stettinius, 
Jr.,  reported  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  upon  completion  of  the 
San  Francisco  Conference,  where  the 
United  Nations  was  set  up.  He  told  the 
President  in  his  letter  that  they  had  set 
up  a  beautiful  free  man’s  legislature, 
but  it  had  no  power  to  make  laws.  He 
said  they,  set  up  a  beautiful  court  that 
history  advised  necessary  for  free  men, 
but  that  the  court  they  set  up  had  no 
jurisdiction.  He  then  said  they  set  up 
a  Security  Council  in  which  99.99  per¬ 
cent  of  the  members  could  not  act.  That 
was  the  United  Nations.  It  is  a  new 
confederacy  without  powers.  The 
American  people  accepted  it  through 
their  legislature  because  if  it  had  no 
powers,  there  was  no  need  to  discuss 
the  extent  of  the  designated  sovereignty 
to  the  United  Nations  from  our  Govern¬ 
ment. 

Even  though  it  had  no  powers,  we 
find  ourselves  at  war  in  Korea  because 
that  new  Government  agency — United 
Nations — without  the  power  to  tax,  was 
assumed  by  our  President  to  have  the 
power  to  declare'  war  for  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  must  face  the  fact. 
That  division  of  our  Government  which 
must  finance  war  must  insist  upon  its 
right  to  declare  war  and  at  least  limit 
the  number  of  men  that  a  President 
may  send  outside  of  our  borders  with¬ 
out  the  consent  of  Congress.  If  we 
follow  any  other  pattern  today.  Con¬ 
gress  will  either  eventually  say  to  the 
men  across  the  oceans  in  foreign  lands 
that  we  in  this  House  cannot  or  will  not 
finance  a  military  expedition  entered 
into  by  another  department  of,  our  Gov¬ 
ernment.  For  that  reason,  I  submit  to 
you  that  we  should  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  and  insist  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  has  something  to  say  on  the 
subject  of  whether  or  not  our  troops 
shall  leave  our  shores,  and  if  so  in 
what  numbers. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  McCarthy], 

(Mr.  BURNSIDE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  yield  the  time  allotted  to 
him  to  Mr.  McCarthy.) 

(Mr.  MCCARTHY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Ml’.  Chairman,  I 
have  attempted  to  analyze  objectively 
the  position  taken  by  the  Republican 
Party  in  proposing  to  restrict  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  power  as  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  Army  and  Navy,  and  so  to  obstruct 
and  hamper  him  in  the  execution  of  the 
military  and  foreign  policy  of  the  United 
States  of  America.  The  arguments  fall 
into  three  categories:  First,  those  argu¬ 
ments  based  on  the  Constitution;  second, 
the  arguments  from  precedent;  third,  the 
argument  from  principle,  or  what  may  be 
called  the  principle  of  limitation  and  re¬ 
straint  upon  the  Presidential  power  :n 
the  conduct  of  foreign  affairs  and  in  com¬ 
mand  of  the  armed  services. 
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Let  us  consider  first,  the  contention  of 
Republicans  that  the  President  does  not 
have  the  constitutional  power  to  send 
troops  to  Europe  in  the  present  situation. 
They  do  not  raise  any  question  as  to  the 
power  of  the  Chief  Executive  to  dispatch 
troops  outside  the  United  States  and  its 
territories  in  time  of  war,  but  they  do 
question,  and  are  questioning  his  right 
to  send  them  in  time  of  peace  or  of  unde¬ 
clared  war.  In  raising  this  question 
they  are  in  disagreement  with  the  great 
majority  of  recognized  constitutional  au¬ 
thorities,  including  William  Howard  Taft, 
once  Republican  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  BURNSIDE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BURNSIDE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  it  is  very  pertinent,  at  this  point, 
to  read  into  the  Record  a  very  significant 
statement.  Ex-President  William  How¬ 
ard  Taft,  a  Republican  President  and 
former  Chief  Justice  of  the  United  States 
cf  America,  in  his  book  The  Presidency — 
Its  Duties,  Its  Powers,  Its  Opportunities 
and  Limitations  had  this  to  say: 

The  President  is  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Army  and  Navy,  and  of  the  militia 
when  called  into  the  service  of  the  United 
States.  Under  this,  he  can  order  the  Army 
and  Navy  anywhere  he  will.  Of  course,  the 
instrumentality  which  it  furnishes  gives  the 
President  an  opportunity  to  do  things  which 
involve  consequences  that  it  would  be  be¬ 
yond  his  power  under  the  Constitution  di¬ 
rectly  to  effect.  Under  the  Constitution 
Congress  has  the  power  to  declare  war,  but 
with  the  Army  and  Navy  the  President  can 
take  action,  such  as  to  involve  the  country 
in  war  and  to  leave  Congress  no  opinion  but 
to  declare  it,  or  to  recognize  its  existence. 

He  made  that  statement  at  the  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Virginia  before  young  men 
studying  in  the  field  of  constitutional 
lav/. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  Taft 
in  his  work  entitled  “Our  Chief  Magis¬ 
trate  and  His  Powers”  expressed  his 
opinion  in  these  words: 

The  President  is  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Army  and  Navy.  *  *  *  Under 

this,  he  can  order  the  Army  and  Navy  any¬ 
where  he  will,  if  the  appropriations  furnish 
the  means  of  transportation.  *  *  *  The 

instrume  ntality  which  this  power  furnishes, 
gives  the  President  an  opportunity  to  do 
things  which  involve  consequences  that  it 
would  be  quite  beyond  his  power  under  the 
Constitution  directly  to  effect.  (William 
Howard  Taft,  Our  Chief  Magistrate  and  His 
Powers,  p.  94.) 

Another  expert,  W.  W.  Willoughby,  in 
his  book,  The  Constitutional  Law  of  the 
United  States,  expresses  a  similar  opin¬ 
ion,  which  is  typical  of  the  opinions  of 
outstanding  United  States  constitutional 
authorities.  On  the  question  of  the  right 
of  the  President  to  send  troops,  Professor 
Willoughby  writes  this: 

It  would  seem  to  the  author,  however,  that 
the  President,  under  his  powers  as  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  and 
his  general  control  of  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  United  States,  has  this  discretionary 
right  constitutionally  vested  in  him,  and, 
therefore,  not  subject  to  congressional  con¬ 
trol.  (W.  W.  Willoughby,  The  Constitutional 
Law  of  the  United  States  (2d  ed.),  vol.  HI, 
p.  1567.) 

Dr.  Willoughby  contends  positively 
that  if  the  sending  is  in  pursuance  of  ex¬ 


press  treaty  provisions  or  for  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  treaty  provisions,  the  sending 
could  not  reasonably  be  subject  to  con¬ 
stitutional  objections.  Significantly,  no 
prominent  Republican  is  calling  for  re¬ 
negotiation  of  North  Atlantic  Treaty. 

The  argument  based  on  precedent  need 
not  detain  us  long.  The  record  shows 
that  in  the  175  years  of  the  existence  of 
the  United  States,  American  troops  have 
been  sent  abroad  in  approximately  150 
separate  instances.  Following  is  a  brief 
outline  of  a  few  of  such  instances. 

1798-1800 — Undeclared  naval  war 
with  France:  This  contest  included  land 
actions,  such  as  that  in  the  Dominican 
Republic,  city  of  Puerto  Plata,  where 
marines  captured  a  French  privateer 
under  the  guns  of  the  forts. 

1801-5 — Tripoli:  The  First  Barbary 
War,  including  the  George  Washington 
and  Philadelphia  affairs  and  the  Eaton 
expedition,  during  which  a  few  marines 
landed  with  United  States  Agent  William 
Eaton  to  raise  a  force  against  Tripoli  in 
an  effort  to  free  the  crew  of  the  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Tripoli  declared  war  but  not 
the  United  States. 

1816-18 — Spanish  Florida-first  Semi- 
ole  war:  The  Seminole  Indians,  whose 
area  was  a  resort  for  escaped  slaves  and 
border  ruffians,  were  attacked  by  troops 
under  Generals  Jackson  and  Gaines  and 
pursued  into  northern  Florida.  Span¬ 
ish  posts  were  attacked  and  occupied. 
British  citizens  executed.  There  was  no 
declaration  or  congressional  authoriza¬ 
tion  but  the  Executive  was  sustained. 

1818 — Oregon:  The  U.  S.  S.  Ontario, 
dispatched  from  Washington,  landed  at 
the  Columbia  River  and  in  August  took 
possession.  Britain  had  conceded  sov¬ 
ereignty  but  Russia  and  Spain  asserted 
claims  to  the  area. 

1846-48 — Mexico:  President  Polk  oc¬ 
cupied  disputed  territory.  Precipitated 
Mexican  War. 

1853-54 — Ryukyu  and  Bonin  Islands: 
Commodore  Perry  on  three  visits  before 
going  to  Japan  and  while  waiting  for  a 
reply  from  Japan  made  a  naval  demon¬ 
stration,  landing  marines  twice,  and  se¬ 
cured  a  coaling  concession  from  the 
ruler  of  Naha  on  Okinawa.  He  also 
demonstrated  in  the  Bonin  Islands.  All 
to  secure  facilities  for  commerce. 

China:  In  1927,  the  United  States  had 
5,670  troops  ashore  in  China  and  44 
naval  vessels  in  its  waters.  In  1933  we 
had  3,027  armed  men  ashore.  All  this 
protective  action  was  in  general  terms 
based  on  treaties  with  China  ranging 
from  1858  to  1901.  * 

1914 — Dominican  Republic,  June  and 
July:  During  a  revolutionary  movement. 
United  States  Naval  Forces  by  gunfire 
stopped  the  bombardment  of  Puerto 
Plata,  and  by  threat  of  force  maintained 
Santo  Domingo  City  as  a  neutral  zone. 

1918-20 — Soviet  Russia:  Marines  were 
landed  at  and  near  Vladivostok  in  June 
and  July  to  protect  the  American  con¬ 
sulate  and  other  points  in  the  fighting 
between  the  Bolsheviki  troops  and  the 
Czech  Army  which  had  traversed  Siberia 
from  the  western  front.  A  joint  proc¬ 
lamation  of  emergency  government  and 
neutrality  was  issued  by  the  American, 
Japanese,  British,  French,  and  Czech 
commanders  in  July  and  our  party  re¬ 
mained  until  late  August. 


In  August  the  project  expanded.  Then 
7,000  men  were  landed  in  Vladivostok 
and  remained  until  January  1920,  as  part 
of  an  allied  occupation  force. 

1919 — Honduras,  September  8  to  12: 
A  landing  force  was  sent  ashore  to  main¬ 
tain  order  in  a  neutral  zone  during  an 
attempted  revolution: 

1926-33 — Nicaragua,  May  7  to  June  5, 
1926;  August  27, 1926,  to  January  3, 1933: 
The  coup  d’etat  of  General  Chamorro 
aroused  revolutionary  activities  leading 
to  the  landing  of  American  marines  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  United  States. 
United  States  forces  came  and  went,  but 
seem  not  to  have  left  the  country  en¬ 
tirely  until  January  3,  1933.  Their  work 
included  activity  against  the  outlaw 
leader  Sandino  in  1928. 

1941 — Germany:  Some  time  in  the 
spring  the  President  ordered  the  Navy 
to  patrol  ship  lanes  to  Europe.  By  July 
our  warships  were  convoying  and  by 
September  were  attacking  German  sub¬ 
marines.  There  was  no  authorization 
of  Congress  or  declaration  of  war.  In 
November  the  Neutrality  Act  was  partly 
repealed  to  protect  military  aid  to 
Britain,  Russia,  and  so  forth. 

Even  Senator  Taft  admits  to  these 
facts,  for,  as  he  says: 

Many  cases  have  keen  cited,  because  the 
President  has  actually  landed  troops  in  many 
countries  in  the  past. 

He  argues,  however,  that  the  action 
has  been  taken  in  every  case  to  protect 
American  citizens  or  American  property. 
He  says,  further,  that  in  no  case  can  the 
President  “ever  involve  this  country  in 
war  unless  it  is  attacked.”  This  state¬ 
ment  does  not  square  with  the  facts. 
Rather  it  is  true,  as  Republican  Senator 
Millikin  stated  in  a  speech  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate  of  the  United  States  in  1945: 

In  many  cases  the  President  has  sent  troops 
Into  a  foreign  country  to  protect  our  foreign 
policy,  notably  in  Central  and  South  America. 
This  was  not  aimed  at  protecting  any  par¬ 
ticular  American  citizen.  It  was  aimed  at 
protecting  our  foreign  policy. 

Certainly  in  no  case  of  our  interven¬ 
tion  in  South  America  and  Central 
America,  excepting  Mexican  involve¬ 
ments,  was  there  any  attack  on  the 
United  States,  and  in  most  cases  there 
was  involvement  in  war,  although  on  a 
small  scale.  Professor  Corwin,  in  his 
book,  The  President:  Office  and  Powers, 
summarizes  this  case  thus: 

It  may  be  argued,  and  has,  in  fact,  been 
argued  many  times,  that  the  President  is 
under  constitutional  obligation  not  to  incur 
the  risk  of  war  in  the  prosecution  of  a  diplo¬ 
matic  policy  without  first  consulting  Con¬ 
gress  and  getting  its  consent.  In  view, 
nevertheless,  of  what  has  been  said  already, 
the  supposed  principle  is  clearly  a  maxim  of 
policy  rather  than  a  generalization  from  con¬ 
sistent*  practice.  (E.  S.  Corwin,  The  Presi¬ 
dent:  Office  and  Powers,  p.  249.) 

It  is  clear  that  the  Republican  case 
cannot  be  defended  on  constitutional 
grounds,  neither  is  it  sustained  by  the 
record  of  history.  This  leaves  then  the 
argument  based  on  the  so-called  princi¬ 
ple  of  the  limitation  of  the  Presidential 
power  as  Commander  in  Chief  and  as 
Chief  Executive,  with  wide  powers  in  the 
conduct  of  foreign  affairs.  What  is  ac¬ 
tually  implied  in  this  demand  is  that  the 
President  secure  congressional  approval 
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for  the  sending  of  troops,  is.  that  Con¬ 
gress  is  claiming  the  right  to  a  veto  pow¬ 
er  over  the  President’s  determinations 
as  Commander  in  Chief,  at  least  when¬ 
ever  commitment  of  troops  outside  the 
United  States  is  at  issue.  I  assume  that 
this  would  also  include  any  proposal  to 
dispatch  the  Navy. 

The  Republicans  are  here  contending 
for  a  drastic  limitation  upon  the  power 
of  the  President  in  military  and  interna¬ 
tional  affairs.  This  is  certainly  contrary 
to  the  Republican  tradition.  A  reexam¬ 
ination  of  the  record  of  history  will  show 
that  the  Republican  Presidents  have 
usually  demonstrated  great  independ¬ 
ence  and  autonomy  in  these  two  fields, 
military  activity  and  foreign  affairs. 

Abraham  Lincoln,  for  example,  with¬ 
out  congressional  authorization,  called 
out  the  militia,  called  for  volunteers,  in¬ 
creased  the  size  of  the  Regular  Army 
and  Navy,  suspended  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  in  certain  areas  and  spent  $2,- 
000,003  of  unappropriated  funds — page 
18,  committee  print,  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs, 
Eighty-second  Congress,  first  session. 
Only  after  all  of  these  acts  had  been 
carried  out  did  Congress  pass  an  act, 
signed  on  August  6,  1861,  approving  and 
legalizing  “all  the  acts,  proclamations, 
and  orders  of  the  President,  respecting 
the  Army  and  Navy  and  calling  out,  or 
relating  to  the  militia  or  volunteers  from 
the  States” — McLaughlin,  Constitution¬ 
al  History  of  the  United  States,  page  662. 

Garfield,  on  the  other  hand,  ordered 
the  occupation  troops  out  of  the  South. 
This  action  was  a  reversal  of  policy  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Congress,  as  a  major 
policy.  Yet  the  Republican  Congress 
permitted  this  order  to  be  carried  out 
without-launching  a  great  debate. 

Again  in  1930-1901  Republican  Presi¬ 
dent  McKinley  sent  5,000  troops  to  fight 
in  conjunction  with  the  troops  of  other 
nations  to  put  down  the  Boxer  Rebellion. 
China  considered  this  a  war,  and  de¬ 
clared  war.  Yet  no  great  debate  was 
launched  to  clarify  the  principle.  Article 
IV,  section  3  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  says: 

The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  dispose 
of  and  make  all  needful  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  respecting  the  territory  or  other  prop¬ 
erty  belonging  to  the  United  States. 

Yet  for  4  years,  1893  to  1902,  the  Pres¬ 
ident  as  Commander  in  Chief  exercised 
all  the  executive  power  and  all  legisla¬ 
tive  power  of  the  Government.  Con¬ 
gress,  a  Republican  Congress,  permitted 
this,  and  when  it  did  act,  after  the  act, 
it  ratified  everything  President  McKin¬ 
ley  had  done — Taft,  Our  Chief  Magis¬ 
trate,  pages  98,  99. 

Another  Republican  President  Theo¬ 
dore  Roosevelt,  in  the  conduct  of  foreign 
affairs  relative  to  securing  the  Panama 
Canal  sent  marines  who  prevented 
Colombian  troops  from  stopping  the  rev¬ 
olution  in  Panama,  without  congres¬ 
sional  approval.  In  his  own  words  he 
described  his  own  independence  of  the 
Republican  Congress. 

I  took  Panama — 

He  said  in  1912. 

It  was  the  only  way  the  canal  could  be 
constructed.  If  I  had  followed  traditional 
conservative  methods  I  should  have  sub¬ 


mitted  a  dignified  state  paper  of  probably 
200  pages  to  Congress  and  the  debate  would 
be  going  on  yet.  But  I  took  the  Canal  Zone 
and  let  Congress  debate,  and  while  the  de¬ 
bate  goes  on  the  Canal  does  also.  (Nevins 
and  Commager,  America:  The  Story  of  a  Free 
People,  pp.  430-432.) 

Marines  continued  to  be  stationed  in 
Panama  until  1914.  There  was  no  great 
Republican  demand  for  congressional 
consultation  or  approval  of  these  actions. 
The  principle  of  limitation  on  Presiden¬ 
tial  authority  in  military  affairs  and  in 
foreign  affairs  does  not  shine  forth 
brilliantly  in  this  cloudy  record  of  Re¬ 
publican  Presidents. 

The  constitutional  case  having  been 
rejected,  the  case  based  on  precedent 
found  wanting,  and  the  argument  from 
principle  without  historical  justification, 
it  appears  that  what  is  really  in  progress 
here  is  a  partisan  attack  on  the  office 
and  powers  of  the  President,  an  attempt 
to  weaken  the  constitutional  position  of 
the  Chief  Executive  for  purely  tempo¬ 
rary,  partisan  objectives.  There  is  a 
shocking  similarity  between  the  methods 
now  being  used  and  those  which  were 
used  in  the  attack  of  the  Republican 
Congress  on  President  Andrew  Johnson 
immediately  after  the  Civil  War.  Then, 
as  now,  the  purpose  was  to  make  the 
President  dependent  on  Congress  in  a 
field  of  action  which  under  the  Consti¬ 
tution  unquestionably  belongs  to  the 
Chief  Executive.  Then,  as  now,  the  at¬ 
tempt  was  made  in  the  form  of  rider. 
The  Congress  attached  to  the  appropria¬ 
tion  bill  of  1867,  a  provision  that  all 
orders  and  instructions  relating  to  mili¬ 
tary  operations  should  be  issued  through 
the  General  of  the  Army;  that  the  Gen¬ 
eral  should  not  be  removed  or  assigned 
to  command  elsewhere  than  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  without  the  express  approval  of 
the  Senate — McLaughlin,  Constitutional 
History  of  the  United  States,  page  662. 
The  effect  was  to  make  the  General 
of  the  Army — Grant — Commander  in 
Chief,  and  to  make  his  removal  from 
office  solely  dependent  upon  Senate 
approval. 

This  kind  of  partisan  attack  on  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government  by 
the  legislative  branch  is  most  serious. 
Its  effect  is  to  weaken  the  structure  of 
the  Constitution,  to  obscure  and  confuse 
the  division  of  powers  of  the  branches  of 
Government.  There  is  grave  danger  in 
the  interference  of  the  legislative  branch 
in  the  sphere  of  the  executive,  especially 
in  the  field  of  foreign  affairs  and  mili¬ 
tary  action.  The  danger  is  to  the  legis¬ 
lative  branch  as  well  as  to  the  executive 
branch. 

To  attempt  to  usurp  the  power  of 
another  branch  of  government  may 
force  the  executive  branch  arbitrarily 
to  exercise  its  proper  functions.  A  free 
legislative  body  is  always  the  principal 
bulwark  between  the  people  and  an 
autocratic  government.  For  such  a  body 
to  act  so  as  to  destroy  the  respect  with 
which  it  is  held  by  the  citizens  is  to 
perform  a  great  disservice  to  democracy 
and  representative  government.  Such 
irresponsible  action  sustains  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  Andrew  McLaughlin,  professor 
of  history  at  Chicago  University— 

That  democratic  government  is  particu¬ 
larly  endangered  not  so  much  by  the  in¬ 


trigues  of  ambitious  leaders  hungry  for 
power,  as  by  legislative  inefficiency,  by  in¬ 
terminable  debates  of  which  the  people  grow 
weary,  by  petty  objections,  and  crafty  ob¬ 
struction,  by  blocs  and  factions,  by  party 
Incoherence  and  consequent  absence  of 
assignable  responsibility. 

[Mr.  RANKIN  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Herter]. 

(Mr.  TOWE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  yield  the  time  allotted  to  him 
to  Mr.  Herter.  ) 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment  now  be¬ 
fore  us.  For  certain  technical,  but  I 
think  entirely  valid  reasons,  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  is  limited  entirely  to 
troops  which  are  sent  to  Europe  under 
article  3  of  the  North  Atlantic  Treaty. 

Article  3,  as  you  know,  is  the  one  in 
which  the  various  parties  to  the  treaty 
agreed  to  consult  each  other  with  re¬ 
spect  to  making  mutual  defense  more 
effective.  But  article  3  can  only  be  im¬ 
plemented  by  article  9  of  the  treaty 
under  which  a  defense  council  is  set  up. 
The  Defense  Council  has  to  recommend 
ways  and  means  under  which  article  3 
can  be  implemented.  One  of  those  rec¬ 
ommendations  has  already  been  made, 
and  that  is  for  a  commander  in  chief 
of  the  unified  forces. 

When  you  talk  about  the  constitu¬ 
tional  prerogatives  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  in  this  situation  I 
feel  that  you  have  a  very  close  question. 
However,  when  he,  as  Commander  in 
Chief,  implements  article  3  and  puts 
these  soldiers  under  a  commander  who 
is  responsible  to  a  council,  only  one  of 
which  is  an  American,  an  alien  council, 
if  you  want  to  call  it  that,  they  are  no 
longer  under  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  United  States,  and  his  constitu¬ 
tional  prerogatives  no  longer  apply. 
While  General  Eisenhower  is  the  boss 
today,  something  might  happen  to  him 
and  it  might  be  General  Montgomery  or 
Marshal  Jouin  or  someone  else  tomor¬ 
row,  and  those  men  are  no  longer  under 
the  direct  control  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

Another  point  of  a  technical  nature 
is  this:  The  question  of  implementing 
this  treaty  came  up  before  us  last  July. 
We  passed  an  act,  and  I  have  it  here. 
Public  Law  621,  in  which  we  made  pro¬ 
vision  for  sending  arms  to  the  various 
cooperating  nations  under  the  treaty. 
We  gave  permission  to  send  United 
States  materiel  for  the  joint  defenses; 
but  it  specifically  states — and  I  hope 
every  Member  will  read  the  first  section 
of  that  act  that  we  passed— it  specifically 
states  that  that  assistance  is  being  given 
under  article  9  of  the  treaty,  which 
provides  for  the  implementation  of  the 
treaty;  in  other  words,  Mr.  Chairman, 
when  it  comes  to  sending  materiel  of 
war,  inanimate  things,  it  requires  an 
act  of  Congress  to  do  it;  yet  today  we 
are  talking  about  sending  human  be¬ 
ings,  our  boys,  under  exactly  the  same 
conditions,  under  exactly  the  same  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  treaty,  and  say  it  can  be 
done  without  Congress  being  consulted. 
To  me  there  is  a  complete  incompati- 
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bility  in  that  situation;  and  for  that 
reason,  because  of  the  limitation  that 
is  imposed  by  this  amendment  which  is 
very  carefully  drawn  and  applies  only 
to  article  3  of  this  treaty,  I  feel  that  this 
amendment  is  an  entirely  proper  one.  I 
do  not  want  to  handicap  General  Eisen¬ 
hower  in  the  defense  of  this  Nation,  but 
I  think  the  President  ought  to  come  to 
us  in  the  case  of  men,  just  as  much  as 
he  has  to  in  the  case  of  materiel  of  war. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Washington  [Mr.  Mack!  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

(Mr.  MACK  of  Washington  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks. ) 

Mr.  MACK  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  for  full  military  pre¬ 
paredness  by  this  Nation.  I  favor 
America  having  the  strongest  ground, 
air,  and  sea  forces  that  are  required  to 
insure  the  freedoms  and  the  safety  of  the 
American  people. 

But,  while  I  am  in  favor  of  ample 
armament  and  adequately  trained  man¬ 
power,  that  does  not  mean  that  I  am  in 
favor  of  giving  to  one  man,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  the  power  to 
send  American  troops  in  any  numbers 
he  pleases  anywhere  and  anytime  he 
pleases. 

No  President,  be  he  Democrat  or  Re¬ 
publican,  should  have  the  power  to  com¬ 
mit  American  Armed  Forces  all  over  the 
world  without  the  consent  of  Congress. 
And  most  certainly  I  do  not  think  Presi¬ 
dent  Truman  should  have  such  powers 
when  he,  by  his  letter  writing  and  re¬ 
moval  of  General  MacArthur,  has  dem¬ 
onstrated  himself  to  be  an  impulsive  and 
impetuous  man  of  quick  temper  and 
snap  judgment. 

I  am,  therefore,  in  favor  of  the  Towe 
amendment,  which  would  prohibit  the 
President  from  sending  American  sol¬ 
diers  to  Europe  without  first  obtaining 
the  consent  of  Congress  to  do  so. 

If  President  Truman  today  has  the 
right  and  the  power  to  send  four  divi¬ 
sions  to  Europe,  he  has  the  power  to  send 
eight  divisions  there.  If  he  has  the 
power  to  send  eight  divisions  to  Europe, 
he  has  the  power  to  send  50  or  100 
divisions. 

These  divisions  which  the  President 
and  Secretary  Acheson  propose  to  send 
to  Europe  are  not  being  dispatched  over¬ 
seas  to  bolster  up,  to  strengthen,  or  to 
protect  the  two  American  divisions  we 
now  have  in  Germany,  as  some  would 
make  you  believe. 

These  new  divisions  which  President 
Truman  proposes  to  send  to  Europe  are 
being  committed  there  by  the  President 
to  become  part  and  parcel  of  an  interna¬ 
tional  army.  This  international  army 
will  be  composed,  it  is  claimed,  of  the 
troops  of  14  Atlantic  Pact  nations,  alto¬ 
gether,  including  our  own. 

For  the  present,  this  international 
army  to  which  President  Truman  and 
Dean  Acheson  would  commit  our  Ameri¬ 
can  troops  will  be  under  the  command  of 
an  American  general,  Ike  Eisenhower. 

Next  week,  next  month,  and  next  year, 
however,  these  14  Atlantic  Pact  nations, 
of  which  we  are  only  1,  may  elect  to  put 
a  foreign  general  in  charge  of  this  inter¬ 
national  army.  Then  our  American  sol¬ 
diers  will  be  under  the  command  of  a 


foreign  general  and  this  foreign  general, 
not  an  American  commander,  will  de¬ 
termine  where  and  when  our  American 
troops  shall  be  committed  to  battle. 

I  am  not  saying  that  the  United  States 
of  America  should  never,  under  any  cir¬ 
cumstances,  commit  American  soldiers, 
to  become  part  of  an  international  army. 
What  I  am  saying  is  that  the  decision  as 
to  whether  or  not  v:e  commit  our  Amer¬ 
ican  soldiers  to  foreign  soil  as  part  of 
an  international  army  should  be  made 
by  the  435  Members  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  and  96  Senators  and  not  by 
one  man,  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  no  matter  who  he  may  be.  This 
is  too  much  power  to  entrust  to  any  one 
man  and  especially  too  much  power  for 
an  individual  so  impulsive,  impetuous, 
and  quick-tempered  as  President  Tru¬ 
man,  on  many  occasions,  has  demon¬ 
strated  himself  to  be. 

It  is  the  primary  responsibility  of  the 
nations  of  Europe  and  not  of  the  United 
States  to  defend  Europe.  We  Americans 
want  to  help  them.  But  before  America 
commits  more  troops  to  Europe  this 
Congress  ought  to  have  the  right  to  in¬ 
quire  of  these  other  nations  what  they 
are  going  to  do  to  help  defend  them¬ 
selves. 

I  do  not  want  to  see,  in  Europe,  an¬ 
other  Korea  where  our  Nation,  fighting 
under  a  United  Nations  banner,  puts  up 
95  percent  of  the  troops  and  100  per¬ 
cent  of  the  cost  of  the  police  action  or 
war  or  whatever  you  please  to  call  it. 

Furthermore,  before  this  Congress 
ever  votes  troops  for  Europe,  it  ought  to 
first  have  the  assurance  of  our  European 
allies,  if  they  are  going  to  be  allies,  that 
they  will  cease  this  unholy  trade  they 
have  been  carrying  on,  for  several  years 
now,  with  Russia  and  her  satellites. 

Do  you  know  that  in  1949,  the  three 
nations  of  Great  Britain,  France,  and 
Belgium. sold  more  than  $1,000,000,000 
worth  of  goods  to  the  enemy  countries 
behind  the  iron  curtain? 

Of  that  more  than  $1,000,000,000 
worth  of  goods  that  was  shipped  in  1949 
from  Great  Britain,  France,  and  Bel¬ 
gium  to  Russia  and  her  satellites  more 
than  $200,000,000  of  it  consisted  of  such 
potential  war  materials  as  iron,  steel, 
rubber,  tin,  copper,  brass,  ball  bearings, 
machine  tools,  automobiles,  trucks,  and 
bobwire.  The  unholy  business  of  our 
allies  shipping  war  goods  to  Russia,  to 
China,  and  to  other  Communist  satel¬ 
lite  nations  still  continues. 

Congress  ought  to  inquire  into  these 
things  before  the  United  States  com¬ 
mits  more  American  troops  to  fight  on 
foreign  soil  as  part  of  an  international 
army. 

The  country  will  feel  much  safer  if 
we  today  pass  the  Towe  amendment  and 
thereby  let  the  American  people  know 
that  Congress  no  longer  is  going  to  per¬ 
mit  one  man,  the  President,  to  send 
American  troops  anytime,  anywhere, 
and  in  any  numbers  he  pleases  to  be¬ 
come  part  of  an  international  army. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Hand]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

(Mr.  HAND  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 


Mr.  HAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  It  is 
obvious  that  this  limited  time  is  inade¬ 
quate  to  make  even  a  small  contribution 
to  this  very  important  discussion.  But 
I  am  not  too  distressed  about  that  for 
what  has  gone  before  in  the  debate  has 
been  largely  excellent,  particularly  the 
very  fine  and  scholarly  remarks  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
HalleckL  I  hope  you  will  reexamine 
his  speech  tomorrow  morning,  because 
it  is  an  excellent  exposition  of  this  whole 
subject. 

I  must  pass  over  the  deplorable  lack 
of  wisdom  in  not  always  voluntarily  con¬ 
sulting  the  Congress  and  the  American 
people  in  policies  of  this  kind  and  to 
refer  to  once  again,  and  emphasize  a 
little  more  the  very  clear  provisions  of 
the  Constitution  in  this  matter.  When 
the  framers  of  the  Constitution  met  in 
convention  in  Philadelphia  they  had  as 
one  of  their  foremost  problems  that  of 
getting  away  from  one-man  rule,  and 
they  were  not  going  to  make  a  mistake 
about  this  language.  When  it  came  to 
the  military  powers  of  Congress  they 
set  them  forth  in  detail: 

Article  I,  section  8,  dealing  with  legis¬ 
lative  powers,  provides  in  part  that — 

Congress  shall  have  the  power — to  declare 
war — to  make  rules  concerning  captures  on 
land  and  water;  to  raisfe  and  support  armies — 
to  make  rules  for  the  government  and  regu¬ 
lation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces;  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  calling  forth  the  militia  to  execute 
the  laws  of  the  Union,  suppress  insurrections 
and  repel  invasions;  to  provide  for  organiz¬ 
ing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  militia,  and 
for  governing  such  part  of  them  as  may  he 
employed  in  the  service  of  the  United  States; 
to  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary 
and  proper  for  carrying  into  execution  the 
foregoing  powers  and  all  other  powers  vested 
by  the  Constitution  in  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  or  in  any  department  or 
officer  thereof. 

I  have  referred  to  these  powers  in  de¬ 
tail  to  indicate  the  painstaking  care  used 
by  the  Constitutional  Convention  to 
make  sure  that  the  high  responsibility 
of  raising,  and  regulating  the  use  of 
armies,  was  exclusively  vested  in  the 
Congress,  hence,  by  representation,  in 
the  people. 

In  addition,  Congress  had  complete 
control  of  our  money,  without  which  no 
troops  can  be  gent  anywhere. 

In  contradistinction  to  those  broad 
and  detailed  powers,  article  II,  section  2, 
briefly  provides  that — 

The  President  shall  be  Commander  In 
Chief  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  United 
States,  and  of  the  militia  of  the  several 
States  when  called  into  the  actual  service  of 
the  United  States. 

This  is  the  only  reference  to  such 
powers.  Can  we  infer  from  this  a  power 
to  start  and  maintain  a  major  war,  as 
in  Asia? 

Those  who  support  the  President’s 
powers  rather  glibly  refer  to  a  large  num¬ 
ber  of  precedents  and  Supreme  Court 
opinions.  They  do  not  bear  careful 
analysis.  It  is  of  course  true  that  from 
1798  on,  marines  and  limited  forces  have 
been  dispatched  to  protect  American 
lives  or  property,  usually  as  a  result  of  a 
civil  war  or  internal  disturbance  which 
could  not  be  controlled  by  the  local  gov¬ 
ernment.  Such  temporary  emergencies 
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are  hardly  to  be  compared  with  a  perma¬ 
nent  policy  of  occupying  Europe  with 
large  numbers,  for  long  years;  or  with 
fighting  in  Korea  the  fourth  worst  war  in 
our  history,  with  250,000  troops,  60,000 
casualties  and  15,000  monthly  replace¬ 
ments;  a  war  in  its  ninth  month,  now  in¬ 
volving  us  with  the  most  numerous  na¬ 
tion  cn  earth;  a  tragic  war  in  which  the 
end  is  not  in  sight. 

While  I  am  satisfied,  as  a  lawyer,  that 
the  President  is  without  constitutional 
right  to  fight  all  over  Asia,  or  to  occupy 
Europe,  without  congressional  sanction, 
it  is  even  more  important  that  he  should 
not  attempt  to  involve  the  Nation  in  such 
vast  projects  without  an  assurance  of  the 
people’s  will,  and  the  backing  of  its  rep¬ 
resentatives.  Obviously  he  must  come 
to  Congress  to  implement  his  actions. 
How  much  wiser  to  obtain  their  approval 
in  advance. 

You  do  not  avoid  war  by  omitting  a 
formal  declaration  of  war.  We  are  pres¬ 
ently  engaged  in  a  major  war  which  may 
suddenly  or  by  degrees  become  a  world 
war.  To  suggest  that  such  a  course  may 
be  pursued  without  action  by  Congress  is 
to  reduce  its  authority,  and  hence  the 
authority  of  the  people,  to  a  debating 
society,  with  some  limited  function  of 
approving  the  appropriation  of  money 
demanded  by  the  President.  To  so  limit 
the  Congress  and  exalt  the  Presidency,  is, 
of  course,  to  abandon  democracy  and 
surrender  to  a  dictatorship. 

On  January  15,  Senator  Taft  said : 

The  basic  liberties  of  the  people  *  *  * 

are  imperiled  unless  we  can  retain  in  Con¬ 
gress  the  right  to  pass  on  policies  affecting — 

Their — 

very  life  and  being. 

I  agree.  I  am  not  prepared  to  sur¬ 
render  in  whole  or  in  part  the  power  of 
the  people  exercised  by  their  elective 
representatives. 

Neither  am  I  prepared  to  deliver  the 
fate  of  this  country  solely  into  the  hands 
of  President  Truman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
McVey], 

(Mr.  McVEY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  McVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  dif¬ 
ficult  to  imagine  anything  more  directly 
related  to  a  bill  for  raising  an  army  than 
a  provision  stating  where  that  army  is  to 
serve.  In  the  autumn  of  1940  the  Con¬ 
gress  passed  the  first  peacetime  con¬ 
scription.  That  plan  for  conscription 
contained  the  provision  that  the  men 
to  be  drafted  were  not  to  be  sent  out  of 
the  Western  Hemisphere  except  to  our 
own  Territories  and  possessions.  A  re¬ 
striction  on  the  deployment  of  the  men 
under  arms  was  germane  to  the  con¬ 
scription  law  of  1940. 

Another  factor  which  entered  into 
that  situation  was  that  wherever  our 
soldiers  went  they  would  be  serving  un¬ 
der  American  officers,  responsible  to  our 
American  Government.  No  such  safe¬ 
guards  exist  today.  If  our  boys  are  sent 
abroad,  they  will  be  soldiers  of  an  inter¬ 
national  army,  and  under  a  commander 
that  is  responsible  not  to  the  United 
States  but  to  an  international  union  in 


which  our  Government  has  but  one  vote. 
That  army  will  have  its  own  code  of 
military  law  which  may  be  at  great  vari¬ 
ance  with  our  manner  of  doing  things. 

Certainly,  if  there  ever  were  a  time 
when  we  were  justified  in  placing  a  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  manner  in  which  our  troops 
shall  be  deployed,  it  is  now.  We  do  not 
even  know  how  long  an  American  com¬ 
mander  will  be  leading  these  troops,  but 
we  do  know  that  they  will  be  part  of  an 
international  army,  and  that  a  dozen 
other  governments  will  be  exercising 
control  over  them.  After  the  shameless 
way  in  which  other  nations  have  failed 
us  in  the  Korean  crisis,  where  the  blood 
of  our  American  youth  by  the  thousands 
is  being  spilled,  we  shall  betray  our  trust 
and  be  remiss  in  our  duty  to  our  country 
if  we  fail  to  retain  the  authority  for  the 
disposition  of  our  troops  in  the  Congress, 
where  by  constitutional  mandate  the 
power  to  declare  war  rests. 

Oh,  I  know  there  have  been  cited  134 
examples  of  the  use  of  such  power  on  the 
part  of  the  Chief  Executive  since  the 
founding  of  this  Nation.  But  have  you 
examined  these  citations. 

They  include  the  following; 

One.  The  dispatch  of  five  marines  to 
Cuba  to  bury  one  of  their  comrades  who 
died  of  fever. 

Two.  Six  sailors  from  the  battleship 
Tennessee  who  were  sent  to  Paris  to 
guard  our  exhibit  in  the  Paris  exhibition. 

Three.  Admiral  Perry  had  an  honor 
guard  of  300  bluejackets  when  he  went 
to  China. 

There  were  many  others  in  that  list 
of  134  citations  which  were  of  no  greater 
significance.  I  submit  to  you  there  is  a 
vast  difference  between  such  examples 
of  the  exercise  of  authority  on  the  part 
of  an  executive,  and  a  police  action  in 
Korea  where  casualties  have  reached 
approximately  60,000,  and  where  we  now 
have  200,000  troops  committed  to  battle. 

The  issue  before  us  today  is  not  con¬ 
fined  only  to  the  deployment  of  troops; 
it  involves  the  issue  of  peace  and  war. 
If  we  agree  to  permit  the  present  en¬ 
cumbent  of  the  White  House  to  exercise 
his  will  in  the  use  of  our  troops,  we  shall 
have  abdicated  the  authority  to  declare 
war  as  vested  in  this  body  by  the  Con¬ 
stitution  of  the  United  States.  If  you 
do  not  believe  this,  look  at  what  has 
happened  in  Korea.  Are  we  at  war 
there?  Did  the  Congress  declare  that 
war? 

Every  day  the  postman  brings  letters 
asking  us  the  question,  “When  are  we 
going  to  bring  our  boys  home  from 
Korea?”  and  a  Congressman  must  ad¬ 
mit  he  does  not  know.  The  best  he  can 
say  is,  I  did  not  send  our  boys  to  Korea. 
This  is  the  President’s  war,  and  we  are 
expected  to  keep  hands  off.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  did  not  consult  the  Congress  before 
he  entered  into  war  in  Korea,  and  we 
shall  be  violating  the  trust  imposed  upon 
us  by  the  Constitution  should  we  permit 
the  Chief  Executive  to  continue  to  send 
our  troops  to  any  part  of  the  world  with¬ 
out  our  consent.  If  we  here  decide  upon 
this  course  of  action,  we  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  President  the  power  to 
make  war  in  any  theater  of  the  globe, 
and  we  abdicate  the  authority  plainly 
vested  in  us  by  the  Constitution. 


We  stand  today  on  the  threshold  of 
new  action.  Where  will  that  action  lead 
us?  Speaking  for  myself,  I  want  the 
authority  to  make  war  to  remain  in 
the  control  of  the  Congress.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  not  going  to  embrace  any 
other  course,  for  I  still  have  the  haunt¬ 
ing  memories  of  what  happened  in  June 
1950,  when  our  trocps  were  ordered  to 
Korea  without  the  approval  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  That  step  has  led  us  into  a  situa¬ 
tion  fraught  with  the  gravest  danger. 
No  one  dares  predict  what  the  outcome 
will  be.  I  do  not  want  a  repetition  of 
episodes  of  that  nature. 

There  are  no  precedents  in  our  history 
for  such  action  on  the  part  of  our  Chief 
Executive.  There  is  a  vast  difference 
between  the  dispatch  of  'GO  marines  to 
Nicaragua  and  200,000  troops  to  Korea. 
To  say  there  are  134  previous  examples 
of  this  latter  action  is  to  laugh,  were 
there  not  such  grave  implications  con¬ 
nected  with  it. 

In  this  situation  I  speak  only  for 
myself  and  with  the  future  welfare  of 
my  country  at  heart.  My  convictions, 
nevertheless,  are  strong.  The  Congress 
has  already  abdicated  too  much  of  its 
authority,  in  my  opinion.  Let  us  hold 
the  line  at  this  point  and  prove  that 
this  body  still  possesses  the  virility  which 
our  founding  fathers  expected  of  us 
when  they  entrusted  us  with  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  country  and  the  power  to 
make  war  should  necessity  impose  that 
burden  upon  us. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Coudert]  . 

(Mr.  COUDERT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  hav¬ 
ing  lived  fairly  actively  with  this  ques¬ 
tion  for  the  last  6  or  8  months  I  cannot 
say  all  I  would  like  to  say  in  this  short 
time.  Suffice  it  to  state,  however,  that 
I  am  here  in  support  of  this  resolution 
in  spite  of  the  fact  I  think  it  is  unneces¬ 
sarily  limited  in  scope.  For  my  part  I 
should  like  a  general  resolution  clearly 
defining  the  limitations  upon  the  power 
of  the  President  to  send  troops  abroad 
without  the  consent  of  Congress  and  not 
limited  to  the  Atlantic  Pact. 

Briefly,  there  is  no  precedent  in  the 
books  to  justify  the  position  taken  by 
this  President  as  to  his  unlimited  power. 
His  position  is  unique  and  wholly  with¬ 
out  precedent.  Even  such  strong  Presi¬ 
dents  as  Jackson,  Wilson,  and  Franklin 
D.  Roosevelt  did  not  go  as  far  as  that 
and  none  of  them  were  sissies  in  dealing 
with  the  Congress  or  construing  their 
power  as  the  constitutional  Commander 
in  Chief  or  as  President. 

Let  me  quote  the  gentleman  who  pre¬ 
ceded  the  present  incumbent  in  the 
White  House,  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt.  In 
1940  telegraphing  the  President  of  the 
dying  French  Government  in  answer  to 
a  request  from  the  French  for  military 
support,  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  at  the 
close  of  his  message  of  utmost  sympathy 
stated : 

These  statements  carry  no  implication  of 
military  commitment.  Only  Congress  can 
make  such  commitments. 
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Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  we  can 
adept  this  amendment  and  start  limiting 
the  President’s  claimed  power. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Kennedy]. 

Mr.  KENNEDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
language  of  this  amendment  is  not, .in 
my  opinion,  satisfactory,  but  I  am  whole¬ 
heartedly  in  support  of  the  idea  of  some 
degree  of  congressional  responsibility 
over  the  sending  of  American  troops  to 
Europe.  We  are  now  engaged  under 
article  III  in  building  up  strength  among 
the  members  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  powers.  At  the  most  at  the  end 
of  this  year  they  are  going  to  have  less 
than  18  divisions  under  arms  according 
to  their  present  plans — not  nearly 
enough  to  suppress  any  aggression  by 
the  Russians.  The  United  States  is 
going  to  have,  according  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  six  divisions  in  Europe.  We  are 
going  to  be  providing  most  of  the  equip¬ 
ment  for  these  North  Atlantic  Pact  na¬ 
tions.  We  are  going  to  be  providing 
most  of  the  air  and  naval  units.  I  think 
if  the  Congress  can  get  some  control  over 
the  program  we  may  get  some  order  out 
of  this  and  if  we  make  our  aid  propor¬ 
tionate  to  the  efforts  of  the  Europeans 
we  will  make  far  greater  progress  than 
we  now  are.  If  we  proceed  under  the 
present  plans  and  the  Europeans  go 
ahead  as  slowly  as  they  are  now  going, 
it  will  be  1953  or  1954  before  we  have 
the  60  or  70  divisions  that  are  considered 
necessary  and  essential  to  deter  the  Rus¬ 
sians  from  attacking.  If  we  can  get  some 
degree  of  control  over  this  program,  if 
we  can  make  our  aid  proportionate  to 
the  efforts  of  the  Europeans,  we  can 
force  them  to  make  greater  sacrifices 
and  perhaps  by  the  end  of  1952  we  will 
have  sufficient  divisions  in  Europe  to 
deter  the  Russians  from  attacking,  and 
if  they  should  attack  to  prevent  their 
sweeping  over  western  Europe.  I  think 
the  Congress  should  have  some  responsi¬ 
bility  over  this.  I  think  this  is  a  most 
serious  problem,  and  I  think  the  Con¬ 
gress  should  exert  some  control;  other¬ 
wise,  it  will  be  1953  and  the  job  will  not 
be  done  and  western  Europe  will  be 
vulnerable  to  attacks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]  . 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
not  going  to  take  any  of  this  short  time 
of  5  minutes  to  go  into  the  constitu¬ 
tional  question  as  to  the  rights  of  the 
President.  We  all  know  what  the  Con¬ 
stitution  says  as  to  his  power  as  Com¬ 
mander  in  Chief  of  the  Army. 

But  I  want  to  say  this,  and  I  want 
everybody  to  understand  it,  and  I  want 
to  show  you  the  fallacy  of  this  amend¬ 
ment.  To  whom  does  it  apply.  It 
applies  to  inductees  under  this  bill.  It 
applies  to  the  boys  that  will  be  drafted 
under  this  bill;  there  is  no  dispute  about 
that.  It  says  that  any  boy  that  is 
drafted  under  this  bill  cannot  be  sent  to 
Europe  unless  Congress  passes  a  con¬ 
current  resolution.  Now,  just  think 
what  an  absurd  situation  we  will  find 
ourselves  in.  It  permits  the  President 
to  send  20  National  Guard  divisions 
over  to  Europe.  It  permits  the  Presi¬ 


dent  to  send  800,000  reservists  that  are 
called  back  to  active  duty  over  to  Eu¬ 
rope.  It  permits  the  President  to  send 
every  volunteer  in  the  Army,  or  who 
comes  into  the  Army,  over  to  Europe. 
Now,  is  that  not  an  absurd  situation  for 
this  great  body  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  to  find  itself  in?  It  says 
that  a  handful  of  drafted  men  cannot 
be  sent  overseas  until  Congress  passes  a 
resolution,  but  as  to  the  great  bulk  of 
the  National  Guard,  the  reservists  and 
the  volunteers,  the  President  has  the 
authority  to  send  them  over.  That  is 
how  absurd  you  are  in  this  position. 

As  I  said,  when  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Towe]  presented  this 
amendment,  the  straight  and  the  for¬ 
ward  way  to  deal  with  it  is  to  take  up 
the  resolution  sent  here  by  the  Senate. 
This  is  a  military  question  as  to  who 
goes  to  Europe. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Ache- 
son. 

_Mr.  VINSON.  No;  it  is  not  Acheson 
either.  It  is  a  military  question;  and 
yet  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  said  that  a  mil¬ 
itary  question  should  be  decided  by  mil¬ 
itary  men  and  not  by  .civilians.  Of 
course,  he  just  meets  himself  coming 
back  right  there  and  that  is  the  trouble 
with  this  kind  of  argument  that  is  being 
made  here  today.  You  are  just  arguing 
in  circles.  I  want  to  say  to  you,  do  not 
do  anything  that  is  ridiculous.  We  say 
in  this  bill  that  the  man  that  is  drafted 
cannot  go  to  Europe,  the  President 
cannot  send  him,  but  he  has  the  right  to 
send  all  the  volunteers,  all  the  reservists, 
and  all  the  National  Guard  units,  and 
that  we  impose  no  objection  to  the 
President  doing  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 
All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jer¬ 
sey  [Mr.  Towe]  to  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Towe)  there 
were — ayes  129,  noes  138. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Towe  and 
Mr.  Kilday. 

The  Committee  again  divided ;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
168,  noes  192. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  under  the  measure  now  be¬ 
fore  the  House,  for  the  first  time  in  our 
history  American  men  will  be  conscript¬ 
ed  to  fight  an  undeclared  war,  be  ordered 
into  battle,  under  a  commanding  officer 
who  receives  his  orders  and  directives, 
not  from  the  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  United  States  Armed  Forces,  but 
from  an  organization  made  up  of  the 
representatives  of  foreign  nations,  at 
least  one  of  whom  represents  our 
enemy — is  a  member  of  the  organization 
carrying  on  the  war. 

Our  men  will  go  forward  into  battle, 
not  under  the  Stars  and  Stripes,  but 


under  the  flag  of  the  United  Nations, 
which  will  be  put  over  all  flags  flying 
at  the  headquarters  of  the  supreme 
commander. 

For  the  first  time  in  our  history,  Amer¬ 
ican  youth — enlisted  and  conscripted — 
are  to  become  mercenary  soldiers,  paid 
not  by  those  for  whom  they  are  fight¬ 
ing,  but  by  our  own  people,  who  in 'the 
opinion  of  many  of  us  have  no  stake  in 
this  war. 

General  MacArthur,  the  implacable 
foe  of  the  Communists  seeking  foothold 
in  Japan;  who  has  done  so  much  to  es¬ 
tablish  peace  there,  cement  our  friend¬ 
ship  with  the  Japanese  people  and  who 
wanted  from  the  President  a  definite  an¬ 
swer  as  to  our  objectives  in  the  Far  East, 
has  been  fired. 

Because  of  his  intense  Americanism, 
his  refusal  to  be  gagged,  he  joins  Billy 
Mitchell,  Admiral  Denfeld,  and  Captain 
Crommelin,  who  were  removed  because 
they  failed  to  accept  the  views  of  po¬ 
litically  minded  superiors;  insisted  upon 
giving  expression  to  their  opinions  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  safety  of  the 
Republic  could  best  be  guarded. 

General  MacArthur  has  failed  to  ob¬ 
tain  the  answer  which  so  many  men 
serving  in  Korea,  so  many  wives  and 
mothers  here  at  home,  have  been  seek¬ 
ing  from  their  representatives  in  Con¬ 
gress. 

The  President  has  chosen  to  refuse  to 
follow  the  advice  of  General  MacArthur, 
whom  last  night  he  characterized  in  the 
following  words: 

General  MacArthur’s  place  In  history  as 
one  of  our  greatest  commanders  Is  fully  es¬ 
tablished. 

The  President  evidently  prefers  the 
policy  of  an  Acheson,  who  followed  the 
Hiss  line  and  who,  in  the  opinion  of 
many,  is  overly  sympathetic  toward  the 
Communists;  is  too  intent  on  protecting 
British,  rather  than  American,  interests. 

The  firing  of  MacArthur  will  detract 
from,  rather  than  lend  support  to,  the 
conscripting  of  American  youth  to  fight 
under  a  supreme  commander  who  re¬ 
ceives  his  orders  from  the  United  Na¬ 
tions;  over  whose  headquarters  there 
flies — not  the  Stars  and  Stripes — but  the 
flag  of  United  Nations. 

Discussion  of  the  bill  now  before  us 
will  be  made  tomorrow  if  time  can  be 
obtained. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Cooper,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  defense 
and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to 
permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
manpower  resources  of  the  United  States 
by  authorizing  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes, 
had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 

HOUR  CP  MEETING  TOMORROW 

Mr.  MCCORMACK.  Mr.  .Speaker^  I 
ask  unanimous  cohsent<t.hat  when  the 
House  adjourns-todayit  adjoum-tojneet 
at  11  o’clock  a.  m.  tomorrow. 
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1.  MILITARY  TRAI1TI1TG.  Continued  debate  on  S.  1,  the  military  training  and  service 
hill.  Rejected,  l40— 232,  the  Barden  amendment  which  would  continue  the  draft 
with  no  provision  for  universal  military  training,  (pp,  3860-902.) 


^EXPORT  C011TR0L.  The  Banicing  and  Currency  Committee  reported  without  amcndmei 
*  Hes.  197.  to  continue  export-control  authority  through  June  30,  19' 

Jtept.  3l8)(p.  3913).  .  . 


> 


3*  INDIA  AlDK^Rer)-  Heller,  IT.  Y»,  smoke  in  favor  of  shipment  of  wf 

(p.  3907). 

'SENATE 


to  India 


4.  I  UHL  AT  I OU  C01TTR0LS.  Scn.'Ni^ken  discussed  means  &ST  controlling;  inflation,  recom¬ 
mending  stricter  credit  conforms,  reduction  in  nonessential  Government  eroend- 
itures,  increased  taxes,  and  cnH^uragemon^of  investment  by  individuals  in 
Government  bonds.  Sen.  Aiken  al so ^y^g^ed  the  "freezing  of  parity  for  farm  com¬ 
modities,  "  and  said  that  farmers  'Lj^^afraid  to  plant  this  spring  for  fear  that 
the  mrice  will  he  rolled  hack  oja^uhen  wh&fcthe  crop  is  ready  to  sell."  (mm, 
3842-li) 

5-  R.F.C.  Began  debate  on^s.  Res.  ~Jo,  to  disapprove  H^Hjganizat ion  Plan  Ho.  1,  re¬ 
garding  RFC  (pP.  2$a#-20,  3830-5,  3839-40 /  3844-51). 

6.  RESEARCH  LAHD^tf'"  Sen.  Morse  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  uh'inh  the  Senate 
passed  SL^'271,  which  authorizes  the  transfer  of  a  tract  of  lanaHscd  for  re*“ 
scarcjj^n  horse  breeding  to  the  Vermont  Agricultural  College,  for  agricultural 
mujsrt^scs  (p.  3819) . 


FARM  ORGATIZATIOF.  Sen.  Butler,  ITcbr.,  inserted  a  Washington  Daily  Hews  arti 


plaining  that.  President  Trunan  snubbed  Allan  3.  Kline,  president  of  the  Par, 
Bureau,  .bypiot  appointing  him  .to  the'  Mobilization  Policy  Advisory  Board  (t>. 

3S5B).  . 


rOiillhaiOHS.  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Connittee  reported  f  j6ly  the 
noninaMon  of  Richard  D.  Scarles  to  he  Under  Secretary  of  Interior  .  -the 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Conncrcc  Connittee  reported.. favorably  the  r  tion  of 

Delos  V.  R^ntzel  to  he  Under  Secretary  of  Conncrcc  for  Transporfeti  •  3S53). 

Conf  irintd  the  nomination  .of  .John.Ii.  Rogers  to  he  an  Interstate  .orcc 
ComnissionerVp.  3£>5^0  •  .  . 


SenA^Tiley  inserted  a  Business  and  Professional  Wq/cn  luh  (River 
rails,  .W is.)  resolution  favoring  the  shimment  of  grain  to  Ij/fda  (• 


•  9.  IUDIA  AID. 


10.  PORE  I  GIT  TBA.DE.  Sen. Holland  submitted  an  amendment  he  int  nds 


H.  R.  lol2,  to  ext endVthc  Trade  Agreements  Act  (pp.  3 


11. 


iromo  se 


the  Agricultural  Act  of 
farm  workers  from  Mexir 
The  farmers  would' he  rc- 


PARIi  LA30R.  .  S.  934  as  r\ortcd  (see. Digest  65),  ar 
1949  so  as  to  authorize  t\e  labor  Department  to  re 

co  to  relievo  the  farm  lab^~  shortage  in  the  U.  S  _ 

quired  to  reimburse  the  U.  si  in  to  9  20  nor  work/r  for  expenses  for  transnorta^ 
tion  and  subsist  cnee  of  such  fltork  rs  and  could  At  range  for  such  cr.pl  oynent 
through  associations  or  groupshk  The  hill  also?' provides  that  its  provisions 
shall  not  ho  construed  as  limit IV;  the  authority  of  the  Attorney  General  to 
permit  the  importation  of  aliens  V  any  nationality  for  agricultural  employ¬ 
ment. 


12.  3UI1DI1TGS  DISPERSAL.  S.-  21 S  as  report  <^l/(  see  Digest  65),  authorizes  GSA  to  con¬ 
struct  4  buildings  outside  of.,  hut  iiyxV  vicinity  of  D.  ‘C.,  for  the  accomoda¬ 
tion  of  Government  activities.  Throe  cf\ho  buildings  would  he  on  sites  to  he 
acquired,  and  1  on  part  of.  the  site/ of  theVgri cultural  Research  Center,  3e,lts- 
ville,  Md. ,  a.nd  each  would  he  designed  to  accomodate  5 * 000  'employees.  Directs 
GSA  to  demolish  temporary  buildings  built  in  jL  C.  prior  to  and  during  W ar  II 

elsewhere.  AViiorizes  GSA  to  assign  and  reas¬ 
sign  space  to  executive  agencies  in  and  out  side  \f  D.  C.,  and  to  provide  for 
the  transfer  of  not  less  thaZ.  25>000  positions  'froti  D.  C.  “a.nd  its  immediate  vi¬ 
cinity.  All  executive  agencies  arc  directed  to  cocVprate  with 'GSA  in ' carrying^ 
out  the  project.  Authorises  appropriation  of  $107*000,000  to  carry  out  the 
'provisions  regarding  thpr  construction  and  demolition  o!^  build ings.  Andipro- 


vidcs  for  the  establishment  of  a  Joint  Congressional  Committee  on  Dispersal, 


Demolition,  and  Decentralization  .composed  of  ten  members X5  from  the  S.  Public 
Works  Connittee  and/5  from  the  House  Public  Works  Committed. 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 
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REORGATI ZAT  IOlAf  Rem.  Dawson,  Ill.,  introduced  the  following  bilT^  to  carry  out 
the  rcconncn/f.tions  of  the  Hoover  Commission:  (The  hills  were  referred  to  the 
Expenditure/  in  Executive  Departments  Committee  unless  otherwise  irfdioated. ) 

H.  R.ypoSA,  reorganization  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture;  to  Agriculture 
Co/nittoe  (p.  7914) . 

3674,  to  establish  principles  and  molicics  t 
ianagenont  of  the  executive  branch. (p.  3913)* 


'overn  generally,  the 


R.  3S 


7^; 


separation  of  subsidy  from  air-mail  may; 


Interstate  andG.Eor- 


/  eign  ( 
/  H.  R.  7i 
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Commerce  Committee  (m.  3917)* 

S76,  to  place  in  GSA  various  activities  in  D.  C.  (m. 


3913) • 


H.  R.  3077,  creating  a  Tot  rans 1  Insurance  Corporation;  to.  Veterans 1  Affa.il 


Committee  (m.  3913)* 
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gigned,  among  other  things,  to  preserve  the 
*ht  of  those  who  surrender  their  policy  for 
ca*sh  to  continue  their  insurance  upon  sepa¬ 
ration  from  service  and  to  be  eligible  for  full 
indemnity  benefits  while  in  service. 

Rights  under  existing  5-year  level-pre¬ 
mium  ttom  insurance  policies  of  reinstate¬ 
ment,  conversion,  or  renewal  are  likewise  not 
impaired  bjr the  provisions  of  the  bill.  How¬ 
ever,  in  certain  instances,  the  5-year-term  pe¬ 
riod  will  expii^  while  insureds  are  in  the  ac- 
active  service  ajid  under  conditions  which 
would  make  it  difficult  or  impossible  for  them 
to  reinstate,  renew>pr  convert  their  insurance 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  term.  In  order 
to  preserve  the  rights  of  policyholders  in 
such  cases  who  have  not  applied  for  waiver 
of  premiums  authorized 'ynder  section  622  of 
the  National  Service  Life\Insurance  Act,  as 
amended,  provision  is  mad*,  that  any  person 
in  the  active  service  having^  United  States 
Government  life  insurance  orNiational  serv¬ 
ice  life  insurance  on  the  Svyear  level- 
premium  term  plan,  the  term  oRwhich  ex¬ 
pires  while  such  person  is  in  acthje  service 
after  the  date  of  its  enactment,  sh^l,  upon 
application  made  within  120  days  afteV  sepa¬ 
ration  from  service,  payment  of  prerniuifyand 
evidence  of  good  health  satisfactory  to\he 
Administrator,  be  granted  an  equivalent 
amount  of  insurance  on  the  5-year  level* 
premium  term  plan  at  the  premium  rate  for' 
his  then  attained  age. 

Section  6  authorizes  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans’  Affairs  to  promulgate  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  may  be  necessary  or  appro¬ 
priate  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  part  I. 
He  presently  has  such  authority  under  the 
National  Service  Life  Insurance  Act  with 
reference  to  the  amendments  of  that  act  pro¬ 
posed  under  part  II  of  the  bill. 

Section  7  authorizes  appropriations  for  the 
payment  of  liabilities  under  the  Service¬ 
men’s  Indemnity  Act  of  1951. 

Section  8  provides  that  any  person  guilty 
of  mutiny,  treason,  spying,  or  desertion,  or 
who,  because  of  conscientious  objections,  re¬ 
fuses  to  perform  service  in  the  land  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States,  shall  forfeit  all 
rights  to  an  indemnity  under  the  act;  also, 
that  no  benefit  shall  be  payable  for  death 
inflicted  as  a  lawful  punishment,  except 
when  inflicted  by  an  enemy  of  the  United 
States.  However,  the  section  contains  a  pro¬ 
viso  which  makes  it  clear  that  restoration  to 
active  duty  after  commission  of  any  such 
offense  shall  restore  all  rights  to  an  in¬ 
demnity. 

Section  9  makes  applicable  to  part  I  the 
provisions  of  Public  Laws  262  and  844  of  the 
Seventy-fourth  Congress,  as  amended,  and 
section  15,  Public  Law  2,  Seventy-third  Con¬ 
gress,  which,  among  other  things,  would  ex¬ 
empt  the  indemnity  from  taxation  and 
claims  of  creditors;  provide  for  the  payment 
of  benefits  to  minors  and  incompetents,  with 
or  without  guardians;  regulate  the  recogni¬ 
tion  and  fees  of  attorneys  and  agents;  and 
provide  penalties  for  fraud.  Provision  is  also 
made  in  this  section  that  all  or  any  part 
of  the  beneficiary’s  interest  may  be  assigned 
to  any  person  in  the  permitted  classes  when 
all  other  such  persons  haying  contingent 
rights  of  equal  or  greater  priority  join  in  the 
assignment. 

Part  II — Insurance  Act  of  1951 

Section  10  adds  four  new  sections,  sec¬ 
tions  619,  620,  621,  ^nd  622,  to  the  National 
Service  Life  Instance  Act  of  1940,  as 
amended. 

Section  619  ifmits  the  issuance  of  United 
States  Govern&ent  life  insurance  or  national 
service  life  insurance  to  any  person  after  its 
enact ment  except  as  provided  in  sections  5 
and  10  o^the  bill.  In  addition,  it  is  provided 
that  the  Government,  after  the  end  of  the 
seconyf  calendar  month  following  the  date 
of  enactment,  shall  no  longer  pay  the  premi- 
uqTs  on  any  policies  under  the  acts  specified 
this  section.  It  was  felt  desirable  that  a 


specific  provision  be  made  that  no  further 
premiums  on  insurance  be  paid  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  inasmuch  as  all  persons  within  the 
purview  of  these  acts  will  be  covered  by  the 
automatic  free  indemnity.  They,  will,  of 
course,  have  the  privilege  of  continuing  such 
insurance  by  the  payment  of  premiums,  if 
they  desire. 

Section  620  provides  for  the  issuance  of 
insurance  under  the  National  Service  Life 
Insurance  Act  of  so-called  “H”  insurance 
(health  insurance)  to  those  men  who,  by 
reason  of  service-connected  disabilities  for 
which  compensation  would  be  payable  if 
10  percent  or  more  in  degree,  would  be  un- 
insurable  according  to  standards  established 
by  the  Administrator.  It  is  further  provided 
in  this  section  that  application  for  such  in¬ 
surance  must  be  made  within  one  year  from 
the  date  the  service  connection  is  deter¬ 
mined  to  exist  by  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion.  This,  it  will  be  seen,  is  a  very  liberal 
provision  for  any  service-connected  disabled 
veteran  to  obtain  insurance.  The  insurance 
issued,  in  accordance  with  prevailing  prac¬ 
tice,  would  be  of  a  nonparticipating  char¬ 
acter.  In  addition,  those  individuals  who 
are  disabled  on  their  way  to  report  for  in¬ 
duction  or  for  active  military  duty  will  be 
entitled  to  the  same  sort  of  insurance.  The 
authorization  for  a  new  table  of  mortality 
will  result  in  substantially  lower  premium 
fates,  thus  providing  additional  benefits  to 
disabled  veterans  concerned. 

Section  621  provides  the  basis  for  new  post- 
sertqce  insurance  for  which  veterans  in  the 
future  will  be  eligible  to  apply  within  120 
days  nipm  their  discharge  from  service.  As 
previously  indicated,  this  insurance  will  be 
of  a  nonparticipating  type  apd  the  pre¬ 
miums  wil\be  based  on  the  Commissioners’ 
1941  Standard  Table  of  Mortality,  with  in¬ 
terest  at  the  rqte  of  2(4  percent  per  annum. 
Annuity  settlements  will 'be  calculated  on 
the  annuity  tabl^  for  1949,  described  in  the 
November  1949  issue  of  Transactions,  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  Society  of  Actuaries.  It  is 
prepared  by  William  V  Jenkins  and  Edward 
A.  Lew,  both  of  whom'  are  actuaries  of  rec¬ 
ognized  standing  in  the  insurance  field. 
(This  article  ifi  reproduced  on  pages  2045 
to  2109  in  tq£  hearings  of  (he  House  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Veterans’  Affairs  hji  related  bills 
in  the  Eighty-first  Congress;)  Premiums 
and  other  collections  shall  be  credited  di¬ 
rectly  to  a  revolving  fund  in  the,  Treasury 
with  &  provision  for  such  appropriations  as 
majrbe  necessary.  A  comparison  of  the  pre¬ 
mium  rates  under  such  insurance  with  the 
rfttes  for  existing  5-year  level  term  national 
Service  life  insurance  follows; 

Monthly  premium  rate  per  $1,000  based 
Commissioners  1941  Standard  Ordinary 
Table  at  2(4  percent,  listing  national  serv¬ 
ice  life  insurance,  and  U.  S.  Government 
life  insurance 

5 -YEAR  LEVEL  PREMIUM  TERM  PLAN 


Monthly  premium  rate  per  $1,000  based  on 
Commissioners  1941  Standard  Ordinary 
Table  at  2(4  percent,  listing  national  serv¬ 
ice  life  insurance,  and  V.  S.  Government 
life  insurance — Continued  • 
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service  life 
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Age  at  issue 

Commis¬ 
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Ordinary 

Table 

National 
service  life 
insurance 
(W  orld 

W  ar  II) 

U.  S.  Gov¬ 
ernment 
life 

(World 
War  I) 
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50.64 
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.64 
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.65 
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.65 

22 . . 
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.66 

.66 

23 . . . 

.24 

.66 

.66 

24 . . . . 

.25 

.67 

.67 

25 . 

.26 

.67 

.67 
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.27 

.68 

.68 
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.28 

.69 
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28 . 
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.69 
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.31 
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.72 
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.73 
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33 . 

.38 

.74 

.74 

34 . 

.40 

.75 

.75 
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.43 

.76 

.76 

36 . . . 

.45 

.77 

.77 

37 . . 

.48 

.79 

.79 

38 . 

.51 

.81 

.80 

Section  11  incorporates  the  amendment 
offered  by  Senator  Aiken  of  Vermont  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate  which  provides  coverage 
for  a  limited  group  of  World  War  II  cases  not 
eligible  for  benefits  under  section  602  (m) 
(2)  of  the  National  Service  Life  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended,  because  of  the  forfeiture 
provisions  contained  in  section  612  of  said 
act,  where  the  serviceman  had  authorized  in 
writing  a  deduction  from  his  pay  for  na¬ 
tional  service  life  insurance,  and  was  subse¬ 
quently  court-martialed,  thus  forfeiting  his 
rights  to  insurance.  In  certain  cases,  per¬ 
sons  who  deserted  were  later  restored  to  ac¬ 
tive  duty  and  killed  in  action  believing  that 
their  insurance  was  in  force.  It  is  believed 
that  restoration  to  active  service  should  in¬ 
clude  restoration  of  rights  to  insurance.  This 
provision  is  in  line  with  section  8  of  H.  R.  1 
and  the  managers  are  convinced  that  this  is 
.  an  equitable  provision  and  therefore  agreed 
to  include  it. 

Section  12  provides  that  nothing  in  the 
act  shall  be  construed  to  cancel  or  restrict 
in  any  way  any  rights  under  insurance  con¬ 
tracts  issued  on  or  prior  to  the  date  of  its 
enactment.  The  committee  has  been  ad¬ 
vised  that  in  the  absence-'  of  this  specific 
proHsion  the  language  of  the  bill  would  not 
preclude  renewal  of  term  insurance  if  other¬ 
wise  authorized,  or  future  reinstatement  or 
conversion  of  policies  which  have  lapsed 
before  or  after  the  enactment  of  the  bill. 
Should  the  question  arise  as  a  result  of  im¬ 
proper  interpretation  by  any  Government 
agency,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  committee 
that  the  courts  would  sustain  the  position 
that  contract  rights  cannot  be  affected  by 
subsequent  legislation.  In  any  event,  section 
11  will  remove  any  doubt  as  to  such  matters. 

Section  13  states  that  part  II  may  be  cited 
as  the  “Insurance  Act  of  1951.” 

J.  E.  Rankin, 

A.  Leonard  Allen, 

Olin  E.  TeagSS, 

Carl  Elliott, 

Edith  Nourse  Rogers, 
Bernard  W.  Kearney, 

Alvin  E.  O’Konskt, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House, 
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CALL  OP  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make/ 
thd  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  nop 
present.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Evidently  a  quorum 
is  ndt  present.  / 

mA  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker;  I 
moveia  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered.  / 
The  :C'erk  called  the  roll,  and  the/fol- 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
namesp  / 


[Roll  No.  28] 


Allen,  La.  \ 

Engle 

Moulded 

Armstrong. 

Gillette 

Murdock 

Bolling  :j 

Goodwin 

Murray,  Wis. 

Boykin  \ 

Hart 

O’Konskl 

Brehm 

Havenner 

Ostertag 

Brooks 

Hebert 

Patman 

Buchanan 

Holifield 

RiveFs 

Celler 

Jones, 

Scot/,  Hardie 

Crosser 

Hamilton  C. 

Sierflinski 

Dawson 

King 

Toljfefson 

Dingell 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Woodruff 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  lfcll  call,  398 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names, 
a  quorum?  '  / 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with.  i  / 

UNITED  STATES  v.  E.  A.  RUMELY 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
a  Question  of  the  privilege  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  Thq;  gentleman  will 
st>£l1j6  it  -  i 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
been  subpenaed  t<?  appear  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  /United  States  for 
the  District  of  Colufhbia  to  testify  on 
April  13,  1951,  at  Iff  a.  m.,  in  the  case 
of  the  United  States  against  E.  A. 
Rumely,  which  is  d  congressional  con¬ 
tempt  proceeding.  '  Under  the  prece¬ 
dents  of  the  Hoijse,  I  am  unable  to 
comply  with  this  -  subpena  without  the 
consent  of  the  House,  the  privileges  of 
the  House  being  involved.  I,  therefore, 
submit  the  matter  for  the  consideration 
of  this  body.  Mji\  Speaker,  I  send  to  the 
desk  the  subper 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  subpena. 

The  Clerk  dfad  as  follows: 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  or  Columbia  —  United  States  of 

America  v.  £.  A.  Rumely,  No.  1789-50 
To  Representative  Joseph  O’Hara,  House 
Office  BuAlding: 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  appear  in 
the  United;  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  (Columbia  at  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  city,'  of  Washington  on  the  13th  day 
of  April  1^51,  at  10  o’clock  a.  m.,  to  testify 
in  the  case  of  the  United,  States  V;  Rumely. 

This  sipipena  is  issued  on  application  of 
the  defendant. 

i  Harry  M.  Hull,  Clerk. 

By  Oscar  Altshuler, 

Deputy  Clerk. 

Mr./  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
offer  at  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  192) 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

Tlfe  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
low^ 

VOTiereas  Representative  Joseph  P.  O’Hara, 
a  Member  of  this  House,  has  been  served 
witii  a  subpena  to  appear  as  a  witness  before 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
thfe  District  of  Columbia  to  testify  at  10  a.  m. 
oA  the  13th  day  of  April  1951  in  the  case  of 
the  United  States  v.  E.  A.  Rumely,  Criminal 
Docket  No.  1789-50;  and 


^Xyhereas  by  the  privileges  of  the  House  no 
Menltoer  is  authorized  to  appear  and  testify 
but  by" -order  of  the  House:  Therefore.be  it 

Resolv’d iri.  That  Representative  Joseph  P. 
O’Hara  is  aphorized  to  appear  in  response 
to  the  subpen'^of  the  District  Court  of  the 
United  States  foh-^the  District  of  Columbia 
in  the  case  of  the  \Uniied  States  v.  E.  A. 
Rumely  at  such  tiipe:''S£  when  ,  the  House  is 
not  sitting  in  session;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  Thfft  a  copy  of-  this  resolution 
be  submitte^'to  the  said  courK.as  a  respect¬ 
ful  ansv.'yfno  the  subpena  of  said. court. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
yCne  table.  X 

1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 
MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con- 
i  sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for 
the  common  defense  and  security  of  the 
United  States  and  to  permit  the  more 
effective  utilization  of  manpower  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  States  by  authoriz¬ 
ing  universal  military  training  and  serv¬ 
ice,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  S.  1,  with  Mr. 
Cooper  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  commit¬ 
tee  rose  on  yesterday  there  was  pending 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]. 

Are  there  any  amendments  to  the 
Barden  amendment? 

Mr.  FRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden]. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Price  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden:  On  page 
21,  line  4,  after  the  word  “hereunder”,  strike 
out  the  colon,  insert  a  period,  and  strike  out 
the  remaining  language  in  the  section. 

(Mr.  PRICE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia,  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  make  this  statement  for  the  in¬ 
formation  of  the  committee.  I  under¬ 
stand  there  are  five  or  six  very  impor¬ 
tant  amendments  to  the  Barden  substi¬ 
tute  at  the  Clerk’s  desk.  I  hope  after 
free  debate  we  may  be  able  to  dispose 
of  those  amendments  and  dispose  of  the 
Barden  bill  today.  If  Members  will  re¬ 
main  in  the  Chamber,  I  feel  confident 
that  we  can  accomplish  that. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE. "  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  For  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  committee,  I  might  add  that 
after  this  bill  is  disposed  of,  there  is  no 
further  legislative  business  for  the  rest 
of  the  week. 


Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  if  the  gentleman  will  yield,  if 
it  is  not  to  be  taken  out  of  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  time — in  answer  to  the  statement 
of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
the  majority  leader,  I  am  especially  sus¬ 
ceptible  to  that — I  do  not  know  what 
you  would  call  it — I  will  not  say  it. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  is  just  a 
friendly  observation. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  But 
listen,  we  had  4  days  of  debate  last  week 
on  this  bill,  and  most  of  this  week.  As 
I  stated  yesterday,  there  were  at  least 
some  375  of  us  here  who  wanted  to  say 
something  about  this. 

I  want  to  ask  the  majority  leader  and 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  are  we 
going  to  adjourn  and  go  home  or  go  fish¬ 
ing  and  be  deprived  of  an  opportunity 
to  speak? 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Price]  will  permit,  I  will 
say  to  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Hoffman]  that  there  will  be  no  dis¬ 
position  on  the  part  of  the  committee  to 
insist  that  anybody  be  denied  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  freely  express  his  views  or  to 
offer  any  amendment  he  wants  to. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  That  is 
to  say,  those  who  want  to  stay  here  and 
talk  will  be  given  that  privilege,  and 
those  who  want  to  go  home  may  do  so? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  am  hoping  we  can 
always  have  a  large  attendance  so  that 
Members  can  have  a  good  audience  to 
address. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  much  of  my  time  has 
already  been  used,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  proceed  for  three  additional 
minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  pro¬ 
posing  this  amendment  to  the  substi¬ 
tute  as  I  had  intended  to  offer  it  as 
an  amendment  to  the  original  bill, 
on  page  53,  line  19.  Briefly,  my 
amendment  would  strike  from  the  sub¬ 
stitute  the  language  on  page  21,  begin¬ 
ning  with  the  proviso  which  would  rein¬ 
state  the  policy  of  segregation  in  the 
Armed  Forces.  My  remarks  will,  in  sub¬ 
stance,  give  to  the  House  the  policy  of 
the  armed  services,  the  Defense  Estab¬ 
lishment,  in  regard  to  this  measure. 

I  believe  the  majority  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House,  in  the  interest  of  na¬ 
tional  security  and  of  morale  in  the  serv¬ 
ices,  will  support  my  amendment.  At 
the  beginning  of  my  remarks  I  want  to 
give  the  committee  the  position  of  the 
Defense  Establishment  on  this  matter. 

The  adoption  of  a  provision  giving 
men  the  right  to  choose  whether  they 
wish  to  serve  in  segregated  units  and 
making  it  mandatory  on  the  Armed 
Forces  to  carry  out  that  choice,  except 
where  military  necessity  forbids,  would 
interfere  substantially  with  the  efficient 
fulfillment  by  the  services  of  their  mili¬ 
tary  missions. 

I  would  like  the  House  to  know  that 
that  is  not  only  my  personal  opinion, 
but  that  it  is  the -opinion  of  the  leaders 
of  the  Defense  Establishment. 
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The  following  aruments  that  I  will  use 
are  also  those  proposed  by  the  Defense 
Establishment.  * 

There  are  no  segregated  units  in  the 
Navy  or  Air  Force  and  it  would  necessi¬ 
tate  a  major  reorganization  of  both  of 
these  services  to  provide  opportunities 
for  segregation  in  training  or  in  subse¬ 
quent  service  assignment.  Both  services 
would  be  severely  limited  in  their  free¬ 
dom  to  assign  personnel  wher  e  they 
could  be  used  most  effectively  if  such  a 
requirement  were  written  into  law. 

In  the  Army  there  are  no  segregated 
training  divisions  to  which  men  could 
be  sent.  Outside  the  training  divisions, 
where  segregated  Army  units  do  exist, 
the  proposed  amendment  would  take 
control  over  assignment  away  from  the 
Army  and  give  it  to  the  individual. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr,  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FULTON.  May  I  ask  the  com¬ 
mittee  as  to  the  method  of  writing  this 
provision  as  it  was  submitted  by  the 
committee?  How  is  it  that  you  can  de¬ 
termine  what  the  word  “race”  means? 
There  are  five  races.  What  puts  a  per¬ 
son  into  a  particular  race?  Is  it  your 
grandfather,  your  great-grandfather, 
who  is  the  controlling  factor?  How  far 
back  does  it  go?  I  believe  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  correct  in  his  position  and  I  favor 
the  gentleman’s  amendment. 

Mr.  PRICE.  That  is  one  of  the  great 
difficulties  involved  in  the  language  as 
it  now  exists  in  the  bill  and  as  it  is  also 
found  in  the  substitute.  That  is  one 
reason  the  services  are  disturbed,  and 
others  are  also  disturbed. 

Mr.  FULTON.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  on  his  points. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Commanding  officers  would  not  be 
able  to  assign  men  where  they  were 
needed  most  but  would  be  compelled  to 
send  them  to  segregated  units  unless 
they  could  find  some  imperative  military 
reason  for  doing  otherwise.  Every  as¬ 
signment  made  contrary  to  a  man’s  ex¬ 
pressed  wish  would  open  up  the  prospect 
of  disaffection,  increased  racial  tension, 
appeals  to  higher  authority,  and  lawsuits. 

Special  difficulties  would  attend  the 
assignment  of  men  possessing  critically 
needed  skills.  These  assignments  must 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  qualifications, 
rather  than  color.  Failure  to  follow  this 
practice  would  complicate  the  operating 
problems  of  military  units. 

Difficulties  could  also  arise  from  the 
necessity  for  respecting  the  desire  of 
men  from  relatively  small  racial  groups 
to  be  in  segregated  units  of  their  own. 
It  would  be  hard  to  concentrate  Malay¬ 
ans  or  Mongolians,  for  example,  in  spe¬ 
cial  groups  if  they  expressed  a  wish  for 
such  treatment. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  my  colleague 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  JONAS.  The  bill  uses  the  broad 
term  “race.”  Let  us  be  perfectly  frank 
with  each  other  and  v/ith  everybody 
here,  is  not  this  primarily  aimed  at  the 
colored  race? 


Mr.  PRICE.  Of  course  it  is;  we  all 
know  that;  certainly. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  language  which 
the  gentleman  read  or  by  which  he  seeks 
to  amend  the  substitute  offered  by  me  is 
the  exact  language  which  the  Members 
incorporated  in  the  draft  provisions  of 
the  Vinson  bill,  S.  1. 

Mr.  PRICE.  That  is  absolutely  cor¬ 
rect.  I  had  intended  to  offer  my  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Vinson  bill,  but  the  substi¬ 
tute  is  now  before  the  House  and  just 
for  protection  I  am  also  offering  it  to  the 
substitute. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  glad  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  has  such  strong  sus¬ 
picion  that  my  substitute  is  going  to  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Anything  may  happen 
when  the  Members  have  the  right  to  vote 
as  they  choose  in  the  House. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  has  expired. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  may  proceed  for  two  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  net 
effect  of  the  proposed  amendment  would 
be  to  impair  the  flexibility  of  military  as¬ 
signment,  with  consequent  great  loss  in 
the  operating  efficiency  of  the  armed 
services. 

The  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
have  in  the  past  5  years  made  progress 
away  from  racial  segregation.  No  inci¬ 
dents  of  any  kind  have  occurred  to  war¬ 
rant  a  reversal  of  this  trend.  On  the 
other  hand,  whenever  the  policy  of  non¬ 
segregation  in  the  different  branches 
of  service,  the  morale  and  efficiency  of 
the  troops  have  been  improved. 

We  cannot  afford  such  a  backward 
step  as  the  provision  now  in  the  bill 
would  force  the  services  to  take.  That 
is  the  reason  for  my  amendment  to  strike 
these  prosegregation  features  from  the 
bill. 

It  was  only  a  short  time  ago  that  we 
spent  billions  of  dollars  and  sacrificed 
some  of  our  finest  citizens  to  destroy  an 
arrogant  dictatorship  based  on  theories 
of  racial  superiority.  Now  we  are  fight¬ 
ing  a  new  kind  of  war  against  an  enemy 
whose  chief  stock  in  trade  is  a  willing¬ 
ness  to  use  all  people,  without  regard  to 
race  or  station,  as  long  as  they  are  will¬ 
ing  to  aid  in  establishing  a  world 
dictatorship. 

The  enemy  we  fight  does^  not  ignore 
the  tremendous  potential  strength  of 
Asia  and  Africa.  We  are  not  fighting  in 
Korea  for  a  strip  of  earth  or  a  handful 
of  trading  rights.  We  are  fighting  there 
because  we  are  determined  that  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  the  world  shall  be  free  from  ex¬ 
ploitation  and  all  of  the  ugly  forms  of 
political  oppression  that  go  hand  in  hand 
with  dictatorships. 

Nowhere  in  the  world  is  there  another 
country  that  can  produce  more  arms  or 
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braver  soldiers  than  the  United  States. 
Our  one  weakness  in  Korea  is  the  con¬ 
stant  barrage  of  propaganda  which 
points  to  the  mistreatment  of  minority 
groups  in  the  United  States.  This  prop¬ 
aganda  is  not  only  used  in  Korea,  but  it 
is  us.ed  by  our  enemies  wherever  they 
think  it  may  stir  up  distrust  and  hate 
against  us. 

Therefore,  from  a  very  practical  stand¬ 
point  the  language  in  the  substitute  and 
in  the  bill,  which  proposes  that  v/e  con¬ 
tinue  and  extend  segregation  of  the  races 
in  the  Armed  Forces  provides  a  terrible 
new  weapon  for  our  enemies.  It  is  the 
kind  of  thing  that  forms  the  small  core 
of  truth  for  a  tremendous  and  distorted 
lie. 

But  v/e  in  the  United  States  have 
another  reason  for  being  against  this 
amendment.  Every  war  that  we  have 
fought  has  been  based  on  our  desire  to 
v/in  and  hold  democracy.  In  every  war 
we  have  called  on  all  of  our  citizens  with¬ 
out  regard  to  race.  White  men  and 
black  men  have  died  in  the  uniform  of 
our  country  whenever  we  have  called 
our  sons  to  battle.  Now  is  the  time  to 
treat  all  of  them  alike.  Now  is  the  time 
to  keep  faith  with  the  men  who  died  in 
1917.  Now  is  the  time  to  salute  the  white 
and  black  men  who  mingled  their  blood 
in  the  defense  of  Pearl  Harbor.  We 
must  not  write  requirements  of  segre¬ 
gation  into  the  law  governing  our  Armed 
Forces. 

The  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  have  made 
good  progress  in  eliminating  racial  segre¬ 
gation.  During  World  War  II  there  were 
many  persons  v/ho  were  reluctant  to  use 
colored  men  as  pilots.  Now  this  attitude 
has  changed  and  the  Air  Force  has  done 
an  excellent  job  in  making  full  use  of  all 
citizens  on  a  democratic  basis. 

The  Air  Force  Times  of  February  10, 
1951,  reports  that  95  percent  of  all  col¬ 
ored  people  serving  in  the  Air  Force  are 
now  working  in  mixed  units.  The  col¬ 
ored  members  of  the  Air  Force  work  with 
every  type  of  outfit  from  squadrons  on 
up.  They  constitute  about  6  percent  of 
the  total  Air  Force  strength.  These  men 
have  acquitted  themselves  well  in  battle. 

Not  only  have  the  colored  men  who 
are  in  the  Air  Force  done  well,  but  I  call 
your  attention  to  the  front  page  of  the 
Washington  Post  of  March  31,  1951. 
That  front  page  carried  the  pictures  of 
three  American  heroes  of  the  fighting  in 
Korea.  They  were  Lieutenant  Hudner, 
Ensign  Brown,  and  Corporal  Red  Cloud. 
Lieutenant  Hudner  is  white.  Ensign 
Brown  was  colored.  Corporal  Red  Cloud 
was  an  Indian.  Last  Tuesday  I  inserted 
into  the  Record  the  story  of  the  heroism 
of  these  men. 

I  mention,  particularly,  Ensign  Brown 
and  Corporal  Red  Cloud  because,  under 
the  terms  of  the  Winstead  amendment, 
they  could  be  forced  into  segregated  units 
for  colored  people  and  Indians. 

Ensign  Brown  came  from  Hattiesburg, 
Miss.  He  was  the  first  of  the  Navy’s  col¬ 
ored  aviators  and  the  first  of  them  to 
lose  his  life  in  combat.  At  the  time  of 
his  death  he  was  flying  close  support  for 
Marines  fighting  near  the  Chaugj in  Res¬ 
ervoir  when  his  plane  was  hit  by  Chinese 
ack-ack  fire  and  crashed. 
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Lieutenant  Hudner,  who  was  flying 
close  support  also,  immediately  maneu¬ 
vered  his  plane  to  protect  Ensign  Brown 
from  enemy  troops.  In  other  words,  he 
risked  his  life  to  save  the  injured  flier 
who  was  trapped  alive  in  the  burning 
wreckage.  He  also  packed  the  fuselage 
with  snow,  using  his  bare  hands  to  keep 
flames  away  from  Ensign  Brown,  and 
struggled  to  free  him.  For  this  heroism, 
Lieutenant  Hudner  will  justly  receive  the 
Congressional  Medal  of  Honor.  This  is 
the  American  way  in  which  our  men 
should  fight.  We  must  not  do  anything 
that  would  substitute  for  this  wonderful 
demonstration  of  democratic  action  a 
racist  philosophy  which  denies  men  the 
right  to  be  judged  on  the  basis  of  ability 
rather  than  the  color  of  skin. 

Corp.  Red  Cloud  was  killed  near 
Chongyon  in  North  Korea  while  serving 
with  the  Twenty-fourth  Division.  He 
was  badly  hit  by  a  burst  of  enemy  fire 
but  wrapped  his  arm  around  a  tree  to 
keep  from  falling  and  continued  to  fire 
an  automatic  rifle  until  he  fell  mortally 
wounded.  This  heroic  act  stopped  the 
enemy  from  overrunning  his  company’s 
position  and  gained  time  for  reorganiza¬ 
tion  and  evacuation  of  the  wounded. 

Tuesday  I  inserted  an  article  from  the 
Pittsburgh  Courier  which  tells  of  the 
heroism  of  Pfc  Aaron  Jones,  a  21-year- 
old  native  of  Memphis,  Tenn.  The  story 
states  that — 

The  outstanding  feature  of  Jones’  action 
was  the  fact  that  he  is  a  Browning  automatic 
rifleman,  but  used  unfamiliar  weapons  such 
as  hand  grenades,  a  captured  rifle,  and  an 
abandoned  machine  gun  to  wreak  havoc 
upon  the  enemy. 

The  only  Negro  in  his  nine-man  squad, 
Jones  and  his  comrades  were  part  of  a  force 
assigned  to  take  a  hill  on  which  the  Chinese 
Red  troops  were  dug  in.  Just  as  the  signal 
for  the  charge  came,  his  gun  jammed.  Not 
wanting  to  be  left  out  of  the  excitement,  he 
grabbed  up  some  hand  grenades  and  closed 
in  with  the  rest  of  the  outfit.  Halfway  up 
the  slope  the  hand  grenades  came  in  handy. 
A  burp  gun,  firing  from  above,  pinned  down 
the  American  attackers.  Jones,  with  com¬ 
plete  disregard  for  his  life,  jumped  to  his 
feet  and  hurled  a  grenade  up  the  hill.  There 
was  an  explosion,  then  silence,  and  the 
attack  again  rolled  forward. 

Reaching  the  top,  the  American  troops 
locked  in  hand-to-hand  struggle  with  the 
enemy,  Jones  grabbed  up  a  rifle,  a  Japanese 
single-shot  rifle,  with  no  bullets  and  scurried 
around  quickly  to  pick  up  some  ammunition. 
When  he  had  gotten  some,  he  downed  two  of 
the  enemy  as  they  were  running.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  day  in  another  hill  attack  he  spotted 
a  Red  force  advancing  up  the  other  side 
of  the  slope.  The  regular  machine  gunners 
were  eating  at  the  time,  so  he  took  over  one 
of  the  spray  guns  and  downed  11  of  the 
advancing  enemy  on  the  first  burst. 

I  ask  the  Members  to  note,  particu¬ 
larly,  that  Jones  was  the  only  colored 
man  in  a  nine-man  squad.  If  the  Win¬ 
stead  amendment  had  been  in  effect,  it 
is  quite  likely  that  Jones  would  not  have 
been  serving  with  that  sauad. 

I  wish  to  cite  also  from  the  Washing¬ 
ton  Star  of  January  25,  1951,  a  story 
concerning  Pvt.  Edward  O.  Cleaborn, 
Jr.,  of  Memphis,  Tenn.,  who  single- 
handedly  wiped  out  a  machine-gun 
crew  threatening  his  unit.  I  quote  some 
of  the  paragraphs  from  this  story: 

In  awarding  him  the  Nation’s  second 
highest  military  award.  Far  East  Command 


Headquarters  said  that  Cleaborn’s  unit. 
Company  A,  Thirty-fourth  Infantry  Regi¬ 
ment,  attacked  a  ridge  where  the  enemy  was 
occupying  positions  with  excellent  observa¬ 
tion  and  fields  of  fire.  Some  of  the  enemy 
had  infiltrated  and  flanking  action  had  oc¬ 
curred  and  his  platoon  was  pinned  down 
almost  immediately  by  machine-gun  fire 
from  the  rear. 

Despiite  the  extreme  hazard  of  interlac¬ 
ing  machine-gun  fire  Cleaborn  gained  the 
ridge  and  killed  the  machine-gun  crews  to 
the  front.  From  the  continuous  firing  of 
his  weapons’  Cleaborn’s  hands  were  severely 
burned.  Disregarding  his  burned  hands, 
when  his  platoon  began  a  withdrawal  he 
remained  on  the  ridge  to  cover  withdrawal 
of  his  comrades  and  to  permit  evacuation  of 
the  wounded.  He  continued  firing  from  this 
position,  thus  denying  the  enemy  access  to 
adjacent  high  ground. 

While  furnishing  protective  fire,  Private 
Cleaborn  was  mortally  wounded.  His  he¬ 
roic  self-sacrifice  permitted  the  withdrawal 
of  his  platoon  to  new  positions. 

Private  Cleaborn  was  awarded  the  Dis¬ 
tinguished  Service  Cross  for  giving  his 
life  to  save  his  platoon. 

We  cannot  breathe  life  into  the  bodies 
of  these  men  who  are  now  dead,  but  we 
can  keep  alive  the  ideal  for  which  they 
were  fighting.  That  ideal  is  a  demo¬ 
cratic  United  States  in  which  every  citi¬ 
zen  has  the  right  to  serve  his  country  in 
time  of  need;  in  which  every  citizen 
has  the  right  to  serve  his  country  as 
a  man  and  not  as  a  subhuman  who  must 
be  segregated  and  set  apart  from  his  fel¬ 
lows. 

The  fine  awards  that  have  been  made 
to  these  men  will  mean  little  if  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States  places  be¬ 
side  these  emblems  of  heroism  a  badge 
of  inferiority  on  the  breasts  of  colored 
troops. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  is  to 
strike  out  a  provision  of  the  bill  which  I 
offered  as  an  amendment  in  the  com¬ 
mittee.  I  hope  the  House  will  listen  to 
me  on  this  question. 

I  regretted  that  it  was  necessary  to 
offer  such  an  amendment.  We  have 
fought  all  wars  in  the  past  with  almost 
total  segregation  in  the  armed  services. 
I  think  the  military  leaders  should  work 
this  involved  problem  out  according  to 
the  best  interest  of  the  service,  which  is 
exactly  what  my  amendment  does.  It 
does  not  require  that  anyone  even  state 
a  preference  when  he  registers.  It 
merely  gives  to  each  individual,  regard¬ 
less  of  who  he  is,  a  right  to  express  him¬ 
self  when  he  registers  as  to  whether  or 
not  he  prefers  segregation.  It  gives  to 
the  colored  as  well  as  the  white,  the 
Negro,  or  any  other  race  of  people,  the 
same  rigkt  and  privilege.  There  is  noth¬ 
ing  demanding  of  the  military  that  they 
carry  out  his  wish  if  to  do  so  would  im¬ 
pair  the  operations  of  the  service.  We 
ask  the  military  to  give  consideration  to 
his  desires  and  to  use  a  little  common 
sense  in  working  out  this  very  involved 
and  complicated  problem. 

Let  us  see  why  an  amendment  such  as 
this,  or  a  provision  like  this,  is  absolutely 
necessary  at  the  present  time.  I  wonder 
how  many  Members  of  this  Congress 
have  read  a  book  put  out  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Equal  Opportunity  in  the 


Armed  Services,  made  public  on  May  22, 
1950?  As  I  said,  during  the  last  war 
there  was  hardly  any  integration  in  the 
armed  services,  and  none  of  it  forced. 
Today,  in  theory,  there  is  no  such  thing 
as  a  segregated  unit.  In  the  Southern 
States  our  people,  Negroes  and  whites, 
have  lived  together  in  peace  and  har¬ 
mony  and  have  made  great  progress  in 
a  peaceful  .way.  I  contend  that  the 
Negro  is  as  much  concerned  about  this 
as  the  whites. 

Who  would  object  to  giving  every 
American  the  right  to  express  himself 
rather  than  have  people,  you,  me,  or 
anyone  else,  take  the  floor  of  this  House 
year  after  year  and  tell  the  people  what 
the  Negro  wants  or  what  the  white  man 
wants?  Let  them  speak  for  themselves. 
I  think  that  is  a  fair  proposition. 

The  President’s  Committee  takes  pride 
in  overseeing  every  branch  of  the  Armed 
Services  and  using  the  power  of  the  draft 
backed  up  by  the  President’s  directive 
to  force  social  changes  which  many  do 
not  want.  It  even  has  quotations  and 
testimony  from  General  Omar  Bradley, 
from  Secretary  Royall,  and  from  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  and  others.  I  would 
like  to  call  your  attention  to  what  Gen¬ 
eral  Omar  Bradley  said. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  is 
the  President’s  Committee  and  that  the 
President  himself  has  issued  a  directive 
eliminating  segregation  and  so  has  the 
Secretary  of  Defense?  How  can  the 
gentleman  say  that  the  Committee  has 
contravened  what  is  the  policy  of  the 
armed  services? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  The  President  ap¬ 
pointed  this  Committee  and  it  might  not 
be  best  to  bring  that  up,  for  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  the  best  interest  of  the  service  was 
not  the  motivating  force  behind  the 
Committee’s  action  and  the  resulting  di¬ 
rective.  I  want  to  say  to  you  that  this 
racial  problem  has  been  played  with  in 
the  North,  South,  East,  and  West  until 
it  is  time  to  stop  it.  I  am  trying  to  take 
it  out  from  under  the  President’s  Com¬ 
mittee  and  put  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
military  leaders  where  it  belongs,  who 
will  be  fair.  May  I  say  that  I  for  one 
want  to  see  the  Negroes  have  equal  op¬ 
portunity.  What  did  General  Bradley 
and  General  Eisenhower  say  about  their 
opportunity  for  equal  treatment? 

May  I  say  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  JavitsI  that  this  same  Com¬ 
mittee  admits  the  Negro  has  not  had  the 
educational  and  training  opportunity 
and  that  they  cannot  have  equal  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  promotion  if  they  are  in 
mixed  groups.  Why  not  permit  them  to 
express  a  preference?  Then  let  the  mil¬ 
itary  woi'k  out  this  problem,  using  com¬ 
mon  sense,  and  take  it  from  these  politi¬ 
cal  committees  that  have  done  nothing 
but  stir  up  racial  hatred  and  racial  prej  - 
udice  in  this  country. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FULTON.  I  would  like  to  com¬ 
pliment  the  gentleman  on  his  fairness 
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and  say  that  of  all  the  Members  of  the 
House  that  I  know  from  the  south  tak¬ 
ing  his  position,  that  he  is  most  sincere 
and  fair  in  his  statement,  although  I 
differ  with  him.  May  I  ask  this  ques¬ 
tion?  Where  does  the  segregation  of 
the  unit  end?  Is  it  in  the  lowest  ranks 
or  does  it  go  on  up  through  the  generals? 
Can  a  general  or  a  colonel  ask  that  he 
be  segregated? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  We  will  leave  it  to 
the  individual  to  express  himself.  Of 
course  in  this  -bill  we  are  dealing  with 
draftees,  which  does  not  include  officers. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
five  additional  minutes  and  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  There  is  nothing 
compulsory  on  the  part  of  the  military. 
We  are  trying  to  give  them  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  use  common  sense  and  judgment 
to  solve  this  involved  and  complicated 
problem.  After  they  broke  down  segre¬ 
gation  in  the  Military,  the  Navy,  and  the 
Air  Force  and  Marine  Corps,  recruited 
largely  through  volunteer  system,  have 
only  a  small  percentage  of  Negroes. 
They  only  took  a  handful  of  them.  You 
could  take  pi'obably  8  or  10  Negroes  with 
90  whites  and  work  it  out  on  a  common 
sense  basis.  The  Army  had  to  resort  to 
the  draft  and  take  a  great  majority  of 
the  Negroes,  which  gave  a  high  percent¬ 
age  of  Negroes  in  the  Infantry.  The 
Army  raised  the  mental  standards,  not 
as  a  reflection  on  the  Negro  race,  but 
with  this  political  pressure  stamped 
upon  the  necks  of  the  military  leaders, 
they  were  forced  to  break  it  down.  They 
knew  that  around  30  to  40  percent  of  the 
Infantry  in  the  Army  would  be  composed 
of  Negroes.  They  knew,  furthermore, 
if  they  put  them  in  the  Infantry,  40  per¬ 
cent  Negro  and  60  percent  white  and 
forced  them  together  under  all  condi¬ 
tions,  that  they  would  have  race  riots 
as  they  have  had.  The  trouble  has  not 
yet  been  exposed;  it  is  only  in  its  in¬ 
fancy  ;  yet  there  have  been  many  serious 
difficulties  which  have  been^kept  out  of 
the  press.  I  say  if  you  put" in  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  lowering  the  mental  standards 
to  the  1945  level,  you  must  put  this  pro¬ 
vision  in  there  to  give  the  Military  the 
right  to  use  some  common  sense  and 
judgment  in  connection  with  this  prob¬ 
lem.  The  Air  Force  served  notice  on  the 
institutions  of  this  country  that  they 
could  not  participate  in  any  kind  of  a 
military-training  program  where  they 
practiced  segregation.  Since  this  com¬ 
mittee  reported  this  provision,  21  to  12, 
a  few  weeks  ago,  they  have  rescinded  that 
act.  The  fact  that  I  got  the  committee 
to  adopt  my  amendment  has  already  had 
this  beneficial  result,  and,  if  retained,  it 
will  result  in  permitting  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  to  exercise  common  sense  with  re¬ 
gard  to  other  matters. 

I  am  pleading  with  this  House.  I  am 
not  r.ffi  eting  upon  the  Negro  race.  I 
say  to  you  that  I  g— j  along  with  them. 


I  say  to  you  that  unless  you  leave  the 
provision  in  this  bill  that  gives  the  mili¬ 
tary  not  these  political  powers,  but  the 
right  to  use  common  sense  and  judgment 
in  this  thing,  6  or  12  months  from  now 
may  be  too  late  to  correct  some  things 
about  it,  you  may  legislate  in  a  way  to 
further  create  hatred  where  hatred  does 
not  exist  today.  Certainly  we  will  not 
have  all  segregated  units;  we  will  have 
only  a  few  under  this  provision,  and  over 
a  period  of  time,  with  common  sense  and 
judgment,  the  military  will  solve  this 
problem  in  a  better  manner  than  can 
these  political  committees.  It  is  indeed 
an  involved  and  a  complicated  and  a 
serious  problem  that  we  might  just  as 
well  face  now  as  any  other  time. 

Mr.  RA'NKIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  This  merely  gives  the 
military  the  right  to  do  what  they  have 
been  doing  in  all  the  wars  we  have  gone 
through;  is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Yes.  And  I  say  this 
is  American;  it  is  democratic.  Do  you 
want  special  favors  or  do  you  want  equal 
opportunity?  The  Negro  boy  has  the 
same  right  as  the  white  boy.  What  else 
do  you  want?  I  ask  you  in  all  fairness, 
is  it  special  consideration  or  is  it  equal 
opportunity,  and  that  is  what  my  provi¬ 
sion  offers,  equal  opportunity  to  all  races. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  The 
gentleman  started  to  read  a  minute  ago 
a  statement  by  General  Eisenhower  and 
a  statement  by  General  Bradley.  I  hope 
he  will  not  use  all  his  time  before  he  has 
an  opportunity  to  read  those. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  The  purpose  of  this 
amendment  to  the  universal  military 
training  proposal  has  as  its  foundation 
a  sincere  belief  that  hereby  a  greater 
measure  of  consideration  for  the  rights 
of  the  men  inducted  into  military  service 
might  be  accorded  to  all.  It  envisages 
a  higher  level  of  morale  and  efficiency, 
especially  among  those  men  who  are  not 
wholly  pleased  with  the  results  of  the 
present  trends  toward  complete  integra¬ 
tion  of  all  the  units  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
regardless  of  race,  color,  and  other  clas¬ 
sifications.  Many  persons  are  firmly 
convinced  that  the  programs  reputedly 
designed  to  grant  equality  to  and  to 
eliminate  discrimination  against  various 
minority  groups  are,  in  reality,  only  po¬ 
litical  expedients  and  are  not  sincere. 

The  records  of  the  committees  that 
are  appointed  to  study  the  problem  of 
segregation  in  the  military,  educational, 
and  other  phases  of  our  Nation’s  life 
have  numerous  statements  by  top  leaders 
who  do  not  favor  the  integration  of  all 
groups  of  our  population  at  this  time. 
They  believe  the  present  system  of  sepa¬ 
rating  people  according  to  differences  in 
race  and  cultural  background  serves  the 
best  interests  of  all  concerned  and  fur¬ 
thers  the  progress  of  each  group.  But 
the  committee  reports  would  have  the 
American  people  believe  that  everyone 
supports  the  notion  that  segregation 
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should  be  eliminated  now.  One  such 
committee  is  the  President’s  Committee 
on  Equality  of  Treatment  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  in  the  Armed  Forces  which  re¬ 
ported  to  the  President  last  year. 

At  the  time  the  Executive  order  was 
issued  establishing  this  committee,  Gen. 
Omar  Bradley,  who  was  then  Army  Chief 
of  Staff,  told  newsmen  in  a  conference 
at  Fort  Knox  that  he  “favored  segrega¬ 
tion  of  white  and  Negro  units  in  the 
lower  level  of  the  Army.”  When  Gen¬ 
eral  Bradley  was  called  to  testify  before 
the  committee  he  stated: 

I  would  assume  that  your  committee  is  not 
only  interested  in  the  welfare  of  our  Negro 
minority  but  that  you  are  primarily  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  need  for  full  utilization  of 
the  skills,  talents,  and  competence  of  all  our 
men  in  order  that  the  Army  might  be  an 
efficient  and  representative  protector  of  our 
Nation.  *  *  * 

Any  system  of  handling  manpower  and 
any  principles  of  organization  must  be  based 
upon  what  will  obtain  best  resuits  in  car¬ 
rying  out  our  mission,  i.  e.,  winning  battles 
in  case  of  war.  We  must  not  do  anything 
that  will  jeopardize  national  security.  *  *  * 

There  are  several  advantages  to  the  Negro 
soldier  in  this  arrangement.  In  the  first 
place  he  is  competing  with  men  who  have 
in  general  had  the  same  opportunities  as 
to  education  and  development  of  leader¬ 
ship.  *  *  *  It  is  especially  necessary  that 
we  give  every  gradient  of  our  population 
which  is  transposed  from  civilian  to  Army 
life,  an  opportunity  to  accept  responsibility, 
and  learn  the  basic  tenants  (sic) . 

General  Bradley  continued: 

Among  the  principal  disadvantages,  com¬ 
plete  integration  might  very  seriously  affect 
voluntary  enlistments,  both  Negro  and 
white.  Any  system  of  selection  within  an 
organization  based  upon  anything  but  free 
competition  would  be  contrary  to  our  Amer¬ 
ican  system.  *  *  *  In  addition,  such  a 

system  might  seriously  affect  morale  and 
thus  affect  battle  efficiency.  I  consider  that 
a  unit  has  high  morale  when  the  men  have 
confidence  in  themselves,  confidence  in  their 
fellow-members  of  their  unit,  and  confi¬ 
dence  in  their  leaders.  If  we  try  to  force 
integration  on  the  Army  before  the  country 
is  ready  to  accept  these  customs,  we  may 
have  difficulty  attaining  high  morale  along 
lines  I  have  mentioned. 

Major  General  Dahlquist,  on  the 
General  Staff  of  the  Army  and  who  is 
from  Minnesota,  stated  before  this  same 
committee  that — 

So  long  as  we  have  separate  units  the 
competition  for  noncommissioned  officer 
grades  is  restricted  to  that  unit.  Therefore, 
the  very  separation  of  these  people  into 
units  has  been  the  thing  that  has  given  the 
Negro  far  greater  opportunity  than  I  think 
any  business  or  any  profession  in  the  United 
States  can  point  to. 

Lt.  Gen.  Alvan  C.  Gillem,  Jr.  was  com¬ 
mander  of  the  Third  Army  and  chairman 
of  a  board  which  had  prepared  a  report 
in  1946  on  the  subject  of  utilization  of 
Negro  manpower  in  the  postwar  Army. 
Lieutenant  General  Gillem  made  a  state¬ 
ment  before  this  committee  which  was  a 
summary  of  the  findings  of  the  Army 
board  relative  to  composite  groups  on  an 
unsegregated  basis.  He  states  that  Ne¬ 
groes  would  have  an  adverse  obstacle 
under  those  conditions,  that  they  would 
have  a  better  advantage  in  units  com¬ 
posed  of  their  own  people. 
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Hon.  Kenneth  C.  Royall,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army  at  that  time,  stated  that: 

Another  factor  to  be  considered  *  *  * 

perhaps  the  most  important,  is  the  morale  of 
the  troops  as  a  whole — their  satisfaction 
with  Army  life,  and  the  spirit  with  which 
they  perform  Army  taslcs.  In  war,  when  the 
chips  are  down,  this  morale  factor  may  well 
be  the  difference  between  victory  and  defeat. 

We  must  remember  that  soldiers  are  not 
mere  bodies  that  can  be  moved  and  handled 
as  trucks  and  guns.  They  are  individuals 
who  came  from  civilian  life  and  often  return 
thereto.  They  are  subject  to  all  the  emo¬ 
tions,  prejudices,  ideals,  ambitions,  and  in¬ 
hibitions  that  encumber  our  civil  population 
throughout  the  country.  *  *  *  We  must 

remember  that  in  close  personal  relation¬ 
ships  such  as  exist  in  an  Army  unit,  that  in 
civilian  life  voluntary  segregation  is  the  nor¬ 
mal  thing.  And  this  is  true  even  in  those 
localities  where  no  type  of  segregation  is  re¬ 
quired  by  law. 

Within  these  statements  by  top  mili¬ 
tary  leaders  lies  the  crux  of  our  proposal. 
The  high  morale,  efficiency,  and  spirit 
of  cooperation  would  materially  be  fur¬ 
thered  if  the  men  placed  in  the  military 
service  under  this  law  would  at  least  have 
the  right  to  choose  the  unit  with  which 
they  would  serve. 

In  conclusion,  I  wish  to  say  that  na¬ 
tional  defense  is  too  serious  a  matter 
to  be  used  by  social  reformers  in  any 
way.  They  are  entitled  to  their  opinion. 
They  have  succeeded  through  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Commission  in  forcing  through 
nonsegregation.  They  have  behind  them 
the  force  of  the  Federal  Government. 
I  do  not  believe  it  is  right  to  force  this 
upon  those  boys  drafted  into  military 
service  who  do  not  wish  such  segrega¬ 
tion,  and  yet  my  amendment  would  yield 
to  military  necessity — I  do  not  wish  to 
interfere  with  national  defense  but  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  unwise  to  permit  the  other  side 
to  jeopardize  national  defense  to  for¬ 
ward  their  aims.  I  trust  you  will  vote 
against  the  Price  amendment. 

Mr.  MORRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  all  recognize  the 
fact  that  these  are  very  serious  hours 
for  our  Nation  and  the  entire  world,  but 
we  should  all  do  our  very  best  to  keep 
our  feet  on  the  ground  and  our  heads 
cool.  I  think  we  might  be  able  to  do 
that. 

I  believe  we  all  agree  that  there  is  a 
necessity  of  extending  the  draft.  I 
think  we  are  all  in  full  agreement  on 
that.  The  only  disagreement  is  as  to 
whether  the  minimum  age  should  be 
18 y2  or  19  years.  I  definitely  favor  the 
19-year-old  limit  instead  of  the  I8V2- 
year-old  provision. 

I  am  very  strongly  in  favor  of  the  Bar¬ 
den  substitute.  I  want  to  address  myself 
to  just  one  point  in  regard  to  that,  be¬ 
cause  my  time  is  so  limited  that  I  can¬ 
not  go  into  a  number  of  other  arguments 
I  should  like  to  use  in  favor  of  the  Bar¬ 
den  substitute. 

The  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Kilday],  one  of  the  propo¬ 
nents  of  the  bill,  in  the  course  of  his 
argument  said  in  substance  that  basic 
training  may  change  tomorrow,  and  he 
is  eminently  correct  about  that.  Yes; 
it  may  change  tomorrow.  We  are  living 
in  a  great  scientific  age,  as  we  all  know. 
Consequently,  if  basic  training  may 


change  tomorrow,  and  it  not  only  may 
change  tomorrow  but  it  all  probability 
it  will  change  tomorrow,  how  much  real 
good  is  going  to  be  accomplished  by 
training  these  men  today  as  Reserves? 

The  purpose  of  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary-training  feature  of  this  bill  is  to 
establish  a  reserve  of  trained  men;  but 
if  the  basic  training  changes  from  day 
to  day  and  the  scientific  developments 
change  from  day  to  day,  how  much  real 
good  will  be  accomplished  by  it? 

We  all  recognize  the  fact  that  we  must 
have  a  draft  in  an  emergency;  and  that 
is  the  only  thing  we  need,  in  my  judg¬ 
ment.  It  would  be  at  least  somewhat 
useless  and  baseless  to  put  this  upon  us 
since  there  could  be  no  real  accomplish¬ 
ment.  The  price  we  will  be  paying  for 
UMT  will  be  billions  of  dollars,  over  a 
period  of  years,  and  a  departure  from 
the  traditions  of  this  great  Nation.  That 
is  the  price  we  will  pay.  What  will  we 
get  for  that  price?  That  is  the  question 
I  ask.  It  seems  to  me  the  best  reserves 
in  the  world  we  can  possibly  have  are 
citizens,  first,  imbued  with  the  princi¬ 
ples  of  Christianity,  democracy,  and 
patriotism,  second,  sound  and  healthy 
in  mind  and  body,  and  third,  educated 
in  the  normal  way.  That  is  the  reserve 
we  need  and  that  is  the  reserve  we 
should  always  keep.  Under  our  present 
program  and  as  long  as  emergencies  oc¬ 
cur,  of  course  we  Gan  take  care  of  those 
emergencies  by  a  draft.  I  point  that  out 
to  you  for  your  thinking  and  you  can  give 
such  consideration  to  it  as  you  may 
think  it  is  worth. 

Talking  about  present  stirring  events, 
I  agree  100  percent  with  President  Tru¬ 
man  in  the  action  he  took  relative  to 
General  MacArthur.  I  believe  that  the 
President  by  such  action  has  very  prob¬ 
ably  prevented  an  all-out  war  with  Red 
China,  as  well  as  a  third  world  war.  For 
that  and  other  reasons  I  agree  with  him 
100  percent  on  that.  But  I  disagree  with 
him  as  to  his  right  to  send  troops  any¬ 
where  he  may  choose.  I  think  such  ac¬ 
tion  is  definitely  up  to  the  Congress.  I 
will  tell  you  why.  In  section  8  of  article 
I  of  the  Constitution  it  is  provided  that 
Congress  shall  have  certain  powers. 
One  of  those  powers  is  to  declare  war 
and,  if  you  will  note  this  carefully,  Mr. 
Chairman,  in  the  same  section  of  the 
same  article,  is  this  provision; 

Congress  shall  have  power  to  levy  and  col¬ 
lect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and  excises,  to  pay 
the  debts  and  provide  for  the  common  de¬ 
fense. 

Now,  how  can  the  Congress  provide 
for  the  common  defense  unless  it  has  the 
right  and  full  power  to  use  the  Armed 
Forces? 

(Mr.  MORRIS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. ) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro 
forma  amendment. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  yesterday  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Cox]  deplored  the 
fact  that  politicians  were  attempting  to 
run  the  war.  Most  of  us  agree  with  him 


that  the  politicians  should  have  no  part 
in  the  question  of  how  the  war  should 
be  fought.  Many  of  us,  however,  be¬ 
lieve  that  so-called  politicians — some 
refer  to  them  as  statesmen,  I  refer 
to  them  as  representatives  of  the 
people — should  have  something  to  say  as 
to  when  and  where  a  war  is  to  be  fought. 
Going  along  with  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  I  agree  that  Secretary  Acheson 
should  not  tell  us  when  a  war  is  to  be 
fought,  where  it  is  to  be  fought,  nor  how 
long  we  are  to  continue  in  that  war,  nor 
should  he  name  the  objectives  for  which 
world  war  III  or  any  war  is  to  be  fought. 
His  sympathy  for  Britain,  his  concern 
over  her  interests,  his  friendship  for  and 
association  with  known  Communists 
makes  him  an  improper  agent  to  act  for 
America. 

Time  and  again  from  the  well  of  the 
House,  I  have  asked  someone  here  to  tell 
me  what  it  is  that  our  men  are  fighting 
for,  what  is  it  that  when  they  have  ob¬ 
tained  their  objectives,  the  war  will  be 
over,  we  will  have  peace  and  they  can 
come  home  and  live  their  own  lives  in 
the  American  way. 

So  far,  even  though  we  have  had  al¬ 
most  2  weeks  of  debate  on  this  bill,  I  have 
not  even  a  semblance  of  an  answer  to 
that  question.  I  would  like  to  have  that 
answer.  The  men  who  are  fighting  are 
entitled  to  an  answer,  and  so  are  their 
wives  and  mothers.  Let  me  say  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Cox],  the 
politicians  have  declared  war,  they  are 
in  control  of  this  war,  and  they  are  not 
even  American  politicans,  they  are 
greedy,  power-mad  politicians  of  other 
countries. 

Yesterday  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack],  I  wish 
someone  would  notify  him,  he  is  out  in 
the  hall,  and  I  did  not  anticipate  so  early 
a  recognition,  made  a  short  but  remark¬ 
able  speech 1  which  you  may  read  in  foot- 


1  Mr.  McCormack.  Mr.  Chairman,  my 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Halleck]  during  his  remarks  said  that  the 
people  put  more  confidence  in  the  Congress 
than  in  the  President. 

During  the  Civil  War,  reading  the  current 
history  of  those  days,  there  were  very  few 
people  who  had  confidence  in  President  Lin¬ 
coln.  I  remember  history  saying  that  Gen¬ 
eral  McClellan  challenged  the  civil  govern¬ 
ment  and  the  President  of  the  United  States 
at  that  time.  I  remember  history  showing 
that  President  Lincoln  visited  the  home  of 
General  McClellan  in  Washington.  General 
McClellan  was  out  attending  a  wedding,  and 
the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  War 
waited  for  General  McClellan  to  return  to 
his  residence.  Some  time  later  General  Mc¬ 
Clellan  did  return,  and  his  servant  told  him 
that  President  Lincoln  and  the  Secretary  of 
War  were  waiting  to  talk  to  him;  and  Gen¬ 
eral  McClellan  went  upstairs,  passed  the 
room  in  which  Lincoln  was  seated;  that  a 
half  hour  later  President  Lincoln  asked  the 
servant  if  General  McClellan  was  going  to 
see  him,  and  the_  servant  told  him  that  Gen¬ 
eral  McClellan  had  retired  for  the  night;  that 
Lincoln  then  left  and  went  back  to  the  White 
House. 

I  remember  history  telling  that  very  few 
Members  of  Congress  supported  Lincoln  in 
those  days.  Lincoln  was  crucified  in  those 
days,  but  Lincoln’s  Memorial  now  stands  as 
a  shrine,  and  properly  so,  to  which  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  people  make  a  pilgrimage 
•each  year,  because  Lincoln  now  is  identified 
as  the  savior  of  the  Union. 
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note  1.  Among  other  statements  he 
said: 

I  am  going  to  vote  on  the  side  of  strength 
for  my  country,  for  I  am  satisfied  there  is 
only  one  thing  that  the  Communists  respect 
and  that  is  what  they  fear.  And  the  only 
thing  they  fear  is  a  strength  and  power 
greater  than  they  possess. 

Permit  me  to  agree  with  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  in  his  assump¬ 
tion  as  to  the  characteristics  of  the 
Communists’  idea  of  fear.  But  what  I 
do  not  understand,  and  which  I  would 
like  to  have  him  explain  is  how  we  can 
contribute  to  the  Communists’  fear  of 
strength  by  giving  them  Formosa  and 
by  refusing  to  permit  the  four  hundred- 
odd  thousand  Nationalist  Chinese  on 
Formosa  to  leave  that  island  and  fight 
the  Communists  on  the  mainland.  Do 
we  show  fear  or  strength  by  that  policy — 
which,  according  to  last  night’s  press  is 
to  be  our  policy.  Are  we  not  offering  ap¬ 
peasement — which  the  gentleman  has  so 
often  condemned?  The  gentleman’s  talk 
and  the  administration’s  policy  which  he 
supports  do  not  seem  to  be  consistent. 

Another  thing  he  said,  “Three  years 
ago  I  made  a  speech  calling  attention  to 
the  imperialistic  designs  of  the  Soviet 
Union  operating  on  the  ideology  of  com¬ 
munism,  taking  over  country  after  coun¬ 
try  through  internal  subversion,  the  ulti¬ 
mate  objective  being  the  United  States 
of  America.”  A  little  less  than  10 
months  ago  Mr.  Truman,  not  General 
MacArthur,  at  the  request  of  UN,  took 
us  into  this  war.  Then  he  tied  the 
hands  of  the  general  who  was  directing 


So  I  think  a  little  reference  to  history 
pointedly  answers  the  observation  made  by 
my  friend,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  in 
that  respect.  We  see  history  made  today  of 
435  Americans,  each  of  us  elected  by  the 
people  of  our  congressional  districts,  with  a 
direct  responsibility  imposed  upon  us  in 
these  trying  days  to  do  those  things  as 
Americans  that  will  be  for  the  best  interest 
of  our  country,  not  only  today  but  tomorrow. 
It  is  not  what  we  like  to  do  but  what  we 
should  do.  We  should  face  the  problems 
with  courage.  We  should  face  the  issues  of 
the  day  with  confidence  and  with  courage, 
and  we  should  do  these  things  and  cast  those 
votes  for  issues  that  will  be  for  the  best 
interests  of  the  United  States  of  America 
without  fear  or  without  regard  to  personal 
consequences  politically.  I  have  to  live 
with  my  conscience,  and  you  have  to  live 
with  yours,  and  all  I  can  say  is  that  so  far 
as  John  McCormack's  conscience  is  con¬ 
cerned,  I  am  going  to  vote  on  the  side  of 
strength  for  my  country.  For  I  am  satisfied 
that  there  is  only  one  thing  that  the  Com¬ 
munists  respect,  and  that  is  what  they  fear, 
and  the  only  thing  they  fear  is  a  strength 
and  power  greater  than  they  possess. 

Three  years  ago  I  made  a  speech  calling 
attention  to  the  imperialistic  designs  of  the 
Soviet  Union  operating  under  the  ideology  of 
international  communism,  taking  over  coun¬ 
try  after  country  through  internal  subver¬ 
sion,  the  ultimate  objective  being  the  United 
States  of  America.  We  can  have  peace  in  the 
world  very  easily  if  we  want  to;  there  is 
nothing  in  the  world  to  stop  us  from  having 
peace.  We  do  not  have  to  appropriate  one 
penny,  and  we  do  not  have  to  take  one  young 
man  from  his  home.  My  two  brothers  and  I 
left  our  home  in  World  War  I  and  enlisted 
as  privates.  We  do  not  have  to  make  any 
sacrifices.  All  we  have  to  do  is  get  down  on 
pur  knees  to  Stalin.  But  what  a  life  after¬ 
ward?  We  can  live  if  we  want  to  become 
slaves,  but  we  have  to  do  those  things  that 
bur  judgment  tells  us  we  must  do  if  we  want 
to  remain  free  men  and  free  women. 


the  war.  Last  night  he  told  us  he  want¬ 
ed  to  confine  that  war  to  Korea.  But  to¬ 
day  he  is  not  only  determined  to  send 
an  additional  200,000  men  to  Europe. 
He  is  demanding  that  we  conscript  men 
who  are  under  19  years  of  age,  who  are 
denied  the  right  to  vote,  to  fight  on  for¬ 
eign  soil  wherever  United  Nations  may 
direct.  I  want  none  of  it. 

Again  I  ask,  “How  you  do  reconcile  the 
views  the  gentleman  from  Massachu¬ 
setts  expressed  against  appeasement 
with  the  views  of  the  United  Nations,  un¬ 
der  whom  we  are  fighting,”  when  they 
announce  that  they  are  ready  to  call  for 
peace;  ready  to  give  Formosa  to  Russia? 
I  cannot  see  the  consistency  of  those  two 
positions. 

Another  thing  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  McCormack]  said, 
and  I  quote:  “We  can  have  peace  in  the 
world  very  easily  if  we  want  to.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  world  to  stop  us  from 
having  peace.  We  do  not  have  to  appro¬ 
priate  1  penny.  We  do  not  have  to  take 
one  young  man  from  his  home.  All  we 
have  to  do  is  to  get  down  on  our  knees 
to  Stalin.  The  UN,  Great  Britain  and 
France  now  propose  just  that.  What  the 
three  are  saying  is  this:  “Quit  fighting 
in  Korea  so  British  can  keep  Hongkong, 
give  Formosa  to  the  Reds,  abandon  Ko¬ 
rea,  take  the  Chinese  Communists  into 
the  UN  where  they  can  by  their  vote 
support  Russia.  A  silly  futile  course 
which  would  add  strength  to  Stalin,  and 
send  an  American  Army  to  Europe  in 
support  of  Socialist  England. 

“Get  down  on  our  knees  to  Stalin” — 
permit  a  repetition:  We  went  into  this 
war  on  the  orders  of  President  Truman 
at  the  request  of  the  Security  Council  of 
the  United  Nations.  That  was  the  Pres- 
dent’s  message.  Some  9,000  of  our  men 
have  died.  To  what  purpose?  Today 
they  tell  us  that  the  United  Nations  is 
about  to  ask  that  we  sue  for  peace;  sur¬ 
render  to  Stalin;  let  them  have  For¬ 
mosa;  keep  the  Nationalist  Chinese  from 
fighting  the  Communists.  Take  them 
into  UN,  get  ready  for  a  war  in  Europe 
and  Northern  Africa. 

It  has  been  said  that  this  wards  fought 
to  contain  communism.  Do  you  believe 
it?  Do  you  believe  it  when  you  have 
the  record  of  our  Secretary  of  State, 
who  is  the  politician  who  has  been  deter¬ 
mining  our  policy  and  who  is  sympa¬ 
thetic  to  the  Communist  views?  Who 
has,  whatever  his  intention,  consistent¬ 
ly  followed  a  policy  which  has  helped 
the  Communists,  not  only  in  China,  but 
here  at  home.  You  cannot  have  forgot¬ 
ten  his  friendship  for — his  help  to  Hiss. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  in  view  of  the  established 
custom,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  proceed  for  an  additional  5  min¬ 
utes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  make 
that  request,  Mr.  Chairman,  because  this 
is  a  matter  that  is  near  my  heart  and 
has  been  on  my  mind  for  many  months 
and  because  I  feel  I  have  a  duty  to  my 
people.  One  point  I  want  to  enlarge  on 
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a  little  which  I  tried  to  express  before — 
the  thought  that  we  are  fighting  to  con¬ 
tain  communism.  We  know  better.  The 
record  of  the  State  Department  is  to  the 
contrary.  Again  if  we  are  fighting  the 
Communists  would  we  not  clean  house 
here  in  Washington  first.  As  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  said  the  other  day,  there  are 
some  210  Communists  right  here  in 
Washington.  Why  not  start  where  we 
can  get  our  hands  on  them?  Why  send 
men  across  the  seas  to  clean  up  on  the 
Communists  when  here  in  the  Nation’s 
capital  they  smell  to  high  heaven.  Let 
us  at  least  try  to  be  consistent.  Those 
here  in  the  State  Department  and  in 
the  administration  when  they  are  not 
corruptly  chasing  the  dollar  have  been 
just  playing  palsy  with  the  “commies.” 

They  say  we  are  fighting  for  the  free 
nations.  Where  is  there  a  free  nation  in 
this  world.  Britain,  France,  and  the 
Netherlands  still  have  their  colonies, 
their  exploited  peoples.  Even  here  in 
America  are  we  free?  We  are  being  told, 
and  more  and  more  we  will  be  told  as  the 
days  go  on,  that  we  cannot  buy  this  or 
we  cannot  buy  that.  We  come  under 
more  and  more  regimentation  all  the 
time  and  that  by  incompetent  or  corrupt 
administrators.  And  what  is  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  bill? 

The  bill  now  pending  before  the  House 
calls  for  the  conscription  into  the  armed 
services  of  the  United  States  for  a 
period  of  26  months  of  every  physically 
and  mentally  fit  young  American  man— 
except  those  not  otherwise  deferred — as 
he  reaches  the  age  of  18  years  and  6 
months. 

Another  purpose  of  the  bill  is  to  require 
those  so  conscripted  to  remain  in  either 
the  active  or  reserve  service  for  an  over¬ 
all  period  of  6  years.  After  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  first  26  months  in  active  serv¬ 
ice,  either  as  trainees  or  combat  troops, 
the  surviving  conscripted  men  would  be 
returned  to  their  homes,  subject,  how¬ 
ever,  to  recall  to  active  service,  not  as 
individuals  but  with  their  organizational 
units. 

The  testimony  of  Anna  Rosenberg  and 
General  Marshall  before  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  of  the  House  in  support 
of  their  original  plan  indicated  their 
purpose  was  to  draft  the  youth  of  Amer¬ 
ica  for  a  period  of  26  months  and  to  re¬ 
tain  them,  either  in  the  active  or  reserve 
service,  for  an  additional  period  of  6 
years,  or  an  over-all  period  of  8  years. 
The  House  Armed  Services  Committee 
refused  to  accept  that  program.  The 
present  bill  is  far  less  drastic. 

The  present  bill  rests  upon  the  as¬ 
sumption,  first,  that  war  is  inevitable 
and,  second,  that  the  welfare  of  our  peo¬ 
ple,  the  security  of  the  Republic,  is  de¬ 
pendent  upon  our  entry  into  some  form 
of  a  “one  world”  organization  in  which 
practically  all  economically  powerful 
nations  would  be  members. 

Such  an  organization,  known  as 
United  Nations,  the  announced  desirable 
purpose  of  which  is  to  establish  and 
maintain  peace  throughout  the  world, 
and  in  which  59  nations  are  members,  is 
now  in  existence. 

The  difficulty  of  either  establishing  or 
maintaining  universal  peace  through  the 
activities  of  United  Nations  is  apparent 
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when  we  realize  that  the  United  States 
of  America  and  several  other  nations — 
in  a  very  minor  way — are  now  fighting  a 
war,  the  purpose  of  which  we  have  said 
is  to  contain  communism,  preserve  free 
nations,  and  that  in  that  war  in  the  Far 
East,  the  Communists,  led  by  Russia,  are 
our  opponents  while  they  still  sit  in  the 
United  Nations. 

The  war  in  Korea  is  being  fought  un¬ 
der  the  flag  and  command  of  United  Na¬ 
tions  and  in  that  organization  sit  the 
representatives  of  the  United  States  and 
the  representatives  of  Russia. 

On  the  battlefields  of  Korea  90  percent 
of  the  fighting  is  by  American  forces — 
90  percent  of  the  casualties  are  Ameri¬ 
can  men.  One  hundred  percent  of  the 
men  opposed  to  our  forces  are  Commu¬ 
nists,  inspired  to  fight  by  Russia. 

The  real  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  con¬ 
script  the  young  men  of  America;  for 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  our  coun¬ 
try,  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
any  nation  since  the  days  of  the  feudal 
lords,  men  are  being  conscripted  to 
fight— under  the  Stars  and  Stripes?  Oh, 
no.  Under  the  flag  of  an  organization 
made  up  of  individuals  who  are  not 
Americans.  Sometimes  seeing,  one  can 
make  himself  understood.  But  first, 
what  is  this  flag?  It  is  the  stars — 48  of 
them — and  the  stripes — 13  of  them — the 
Star-Spangled  Banner  it  has  been 
named — and  the  pledge: 

I  pledge  allegiance  to  the  flag  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  and  to  the  Republic  for 
which  it  stands,  one  Nation,  Indivisible,  with 
liberty  and  justice  for  all. 

And  what  are  we  doing?  Denying  sur¬ 
rendering  our  allegiance  to  that  flag. 
Conscripting  men  to  fight,  not  under  the 
Stars  and  Stripes?  But  under  a  “rag” — 
the  banner  of  as  quarrelsome  and  im¬ 
potent  a  group  as  a  roof  ever  sheltered. 

Let  me  show  you  another  “rag”  that  I 
picked  up  in  1942,  that  they  tried  to  get 
us  into  war  under.  The  flag  of  the  one- 
worlders,  the  United  States  of  America, 
the  Federated  Union  Streit;  Owen  J. 
Roberts,  Ickes,  and  how  many  more  with 
high  ideals  but  not  too  much  good  sense. 

See  this  flag.  Stars?  Yes.  Stripes? 
Yes,  but  superimposed  the  symbol  of 
Britain  and  of  Russia.  One  world;  that 
was  Davis’  so-called  organization. 

What  is  the  one  under  which  today 
your  men  are  fighting?  Here  is  the  rag; 
this  spider  web  on  a  field  of  pale  blue 
and  these  men  that  you  conscript,  they 
sail  from  America’s  shores  under  the 
Stars  and  Stripes,  but  when  they  get  on 
the  high  seas  and  when  they  land  abroad 
in  Asia  or  in  Europe  they  fight  not  under 
the  Stars  and  Stripes,  oh,  no,  but  under 
the  flag  of  the  United  Nations,  which  flies 
over  the  CO  post — over  the  combat 
forces  in  the  place  of  the  Stars  and 
Stripes. 

Now,  I  ask  you,  how  can  you  con¬ 
script,  how  can  you  vote  to  conscript  the 
young  men  of  America  to  fight  under 
another  flag,  under  another  commander, 
not  an  American,  under  one  who  takes 
his  orders  not  from  the  Congress,  not 
from  the  President;  but  from  an  or¬ 
ganization  on  which  sits  at  least  one, 
perhaps  six,  of  our  enemies,  one  a  rep¬ 
resentative  of  Red  Russia?  Some  of  the 


others  at  all  times  willing  to  sacrifice 
our  interests,  the  lives  of  our  men  if  their 
interests  be  served. 

The  Marshall  plan  distributed  our  dol¬ 
lars  all  over  the  world.  Be  that  good  or 
bad,  that  is  something  that  we  cannot 
now  change,  though  to  our  sorrow  we 
know  it  has  made,  is  continuing  to  make 
Russia,  Stalin  and  the  Communists  pow¬ 
erful,  better  able  to  fight  us.  This  con¬ 
scription  plan  is  another  Marshall  plan. 
It  distributes  all  over  the  world  at  the 
direction  of  UN  not  dollars,  not  dollars, 
but  your  own  flesh  and  blood.  The 
youth  of  America  to  aid  a  socialist  Eng¬ 
land,  to  protect  and  advance  the  com¬ 
mercial  interests  of  Britain,  to  assist  a 
France  more  than  a  third  Communist, 
to  help  those  and  some  other  nations  ex¬ 
ploit,  gain  profit  from  people  they  hold 
by  force  of  arms.  To  what  end?  And 
for  what  purpose?  Oh,  you  remember 
the  boast  of  the  British  Empire,  do  you 
not?  Even  though  you  may  have  for¬ 
gotten  the  myth  that  only  the  British 
Navy  protected  us  from  destruction. 
Remember  that  boast?  That  the  sun 
never  sets  on  the  British  flag?  Now, 
if  we  as  a  nation  keep  on  in  the  course 
upon  which  we  are  embarked,  soon 
Stalin  and  the  British  can  boast  that  the 
sun  never  goes  down  on  the  cross  which 
marks  the  grave  of  an  American  soldier. 
That  the  morning  sun  as  if  comes  up 
over  the  horizan  never  failes  to  cast  the 
shadow  of  a  cross  on  the  grave  of  some 
mother’s  boy  who  gave  his  life,  not  for 
home  or  country,  but  in  a  futile  war 
waged  to  advance  the  fortune  of  some 
ambitious  power  mad  politician. 

Follow  the  course  now  charted  for  us 
by  an  Acheson  and  his  crew  and  Stalin, 
trapping  us  into  exhausting  our  re¬ 
sources,  wasting  and  dispersing  our 
strength  all  over  the  world,  will  have 
won — will  have  destroyed  the  Republic. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Mi’.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma 
amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  my 
chairman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  debate  on  the 
Price  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  be  limited  to  25  minutes. 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  object. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope 
the  gentleman  will  withhold  his  request 
for  a  while. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  with¬ 
draw  my  request. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Alabama  is  recognized. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  wish  to  congratulate  my  colleague 
and  friend  from  Mississippi  on  the  calm 
manner  in  which  he  approached  this 
problem.  I  hope  that  everyone  who 
speaks  here  today  will  bear  in  mind  that 
that  is  really  the  only  way  to  discuss 
this  question.  I  believe  that  the  purpose 
of  the  Members  of  this  House,  regardless 
of  what  their  views  may  be,  is  that  we 
should  now  present  a  united  front 
against  the  common  enemy  and  that 
anything  or  any  method  by  which  we 
can  promote  harmony  and  good  will 
among  all  of  the  members  of  the  Armed 


Forces  is  the  thing  that  we  all  desire 
to  do. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
stated,  the  purpose  of  the  provisions  of 
this  bill  is  to  do  that,  and  it  is  to  leave 
to  the  military  authorities  themselves 
the  question  of  handling  this  proposition 
without  having  to  yield  to  the  recom¬ 
mendations  or  the  views  of  anyone  or 
any  committee. 

Now,  there  is  not  any  question  but 
what  this  problem  has  been  met  over  a 
long  period  of  years  by  the  military  with¬ 
out  any  recommendations  from  any 
committee  or  anyone  else  satisfactorily 
and  if  they  are  left  alone  they  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  do  that.  Long  after  this  com¬ 
mittee  that  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  had  reference  to  was  appointed 
back  in  1948,  long  after  they  had  met 
with  and  discussed  the  problem  with  all 
of  the  armed  services  and  made  informal 
recommendations  and  before  they  made 
their  final  recommendation,  the  armed 
services  were  slow  in  yielding  ground  as 
to  what  they  should  do,  and  while  they 
have  yielded,  if  they  are  permitted  to 
run  the  thing  according  to  the  way  they 
think  it  should  be  run,  and  that  is  what 
this  provision  will  say  to  them,  I  believe 
we  will  have  a  more  united  front  than 
we  will  have  in  any  other  way. 

Secretary  Gray  while  he  was  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army  testified  before  our 
committee  last  January  and  at  that  time 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  who  has 
just  spoken  asked  this  question  with 
reference  to  the  provision  which  at  that 
time  was  being  considered  in  the  draft 
bill: 

Mr.  Winstead.  Mr.  Secretary,  would  you 
have  any  objections  to  providing  in  this  bill 
that  each  individual  when  he  registers  shall 
have  the  right  to  express  himself  on  three 
questions :  Do  you  prefer  to  serve  in  a  segre¬ 
gated  unit,  or  do  you  prefer  not  to  serve  in  an 
integrated  unit,  or  do  you  have  any  choice? 
It  would  give  us  a  chance  to  let  the  indi¬ 
viduals  speak  instead  of  the  politicians  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Secretary  Gray.  Mr.  Winstead,  I  wouldn’t 
have  an  objection  to  an  individual  expressing 
himself.  If  that  is  what  you  mean,  as  you 
stated  it,  I  would  have  no  objection  to  their 
expressing  themselves.  I  don’t  know  that  we 
could  agree  that  that  would  be  binding. 

We  do  not  provide  that  it  is  binding. 
We  provide  in  there  that  It  shall  be  done 
as  far  as  military  necessity  will  permit, 
which  gives  them  a  broad  latitude  as  to 
whether  they  consider  it  practical  or  not 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices.  Later  on  and  while  Secretary  Gray 
was  before  the  committee,  I  asked  him 
about  the  present  policy  in  the  Army. 
This  was  still  in  January  1950. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  pro¬ 
ceed  for  five  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  he  stated  in  reply  to  my  question, 
and  I  am  still  referring  to  Secretary 
Gray: 

Secretary  Gray.  There  is  no  policy  of 
elimination  of  segregation  in  the  Army  at 
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the  present  time.  In  order  to  answer  your 
question,  let  me  tell  you  what  this  recent 
directive  amounted  to  that  we  sent  out  to 
the  field,  which  was  published  in  the  press 
recently.  It  is  provided  that  in  a  critical 
band  of  specialties  which  are  published  peri¬ 
odically  by  the  Army,  that  is  specialties 
where  we  do  not  have  people  available  to  fill 
them — there  are  some  35  or  40 — in  this  criti¬ 
cal  band  of  specialties  if  there  is  a  Negro 
specialist  who  meets  the  qualifications,  and 
who  is  available,  and  if  there  is  a  vacancy  in 
the  Army  command,  they  must  assign  him  to 
a  unit  regardless  of  race  or  color.  That  is 
in  a  group  of  clearly  defined  areas  of  activity; 
radar  operators,  for  example,  various  kinds 
of  mechanics  and  other  specialties. 

In  addition,  major  commanders  are  now 
given  the  power  to  assign  Negroes  with 
special  skills  and  qualifications  to  units  in 
MOS’s  or  military  occupation  specialties, 
other  than  the  critical  list  which  we  publish 
here  in  the  Department  at  Washington.  But 
as  the  press  has  indicated,  this  policy  does 
not  contemplate  the  elimination  of  the  Negro 
units  in  being.  It  does  not  mean  integra¬ 
tion  at  this  time  in  the  Army.  My  own  frank 
opinion  is  that  some  day  in  the  future  we  will 
come  to  integration.  I  think  that  day  is 
some  time  in  the  future. 

A  fair  conclusion  from  what  the  Sec¬ 
retary  says  there  is  that  he  thinks  the 
Army  should  travel  along  with  the  coun¬ 
try.  He  does  not  think  the  country  is 
yet  ready  for  that  policy  to  be  adopted. 
Since  he  made  the  statement,  of  course, 
when  we  talked  with  him  about  it,  they 
are  following  policies  that  do  involve 
segregation  in  the  Army,  but  I  am  con¬ 
cerned  that  they  have  just  about  done 
away  with  their  former  policy,  and  I 
fear  that  it  is  due  to  the  pressure  that 
has  been  brought  to  bear  upon  them 
from  time  to  time  by  pressure  groups 
and  by  this  committee  that  was  ap¬ 
pointed,  and  in  deference  to  some  Exec¬ 
utive  order  which  was  issued,  rather 
than  carrying  out  their  own  good  judg¬ 
ment. 

It  was  said  here  a  moment  ago  that 
we  have  not  had  any  incidents  up  to  this 
time  which  indicated  that  nonsegrega¬ 
tion  was  unwise. 

There  was  an  incident  down  in  Camp 
Rucker  in  the  month  of  March  of  this 
year.  I  am  reading  from  the  Dothan 
Eagle  of  Friday  afternoon,  March  9, 
1951.  It  states  as  follows: 

Soldiers  from  "all  over”  in  Rucker  row  PIO 
says. 

Camp  Rucker  Public  Information  Office 
said  today  that  soldiers  from  practically  all 
sections  of  the  United  States  were  involved 
in  a  fight  between  Negroes  and  whites  at  a 
post  exchange  earlier  this  week. 

At  the  same  time  the  PIO  announced  that 
the  Army  Inspector  General,  Maj.  Gen.  Louis 
A.  Craig,  had  arrived  at  the  post  but  his  visit 
has  no  bearing  on  the  incident. 

It  goes  on  to  say: 

Heme  States  specifically  mentioned  in  the 
PIO  statement  were  Georgia,  Virginia,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Ohio,  and  Michigan,  but  a  spokes¬ 
man  said  if  a  complete  check  was  made,  it 
probably  would  reveal  that  soldiers  from 
practically  every  State  in  the  Nation  were 
involved. 

Six  men  were  injured  in  the  affray,  which 
Rucker  officials  said  started  with  an  argu¬ 
ment  over  the  use  of  a  juke  box  in  the  post 
exchange. 

Military  police  broke  up  the  fight  in  short 
order,  reportedly  using  tear  gas  to  rout  the 
rioters.  Unofficial  military  sources  in 
Dothan  said  approximately  60  men  were  in¬ 


volved  in  the  fight,  which  left  the  exchange 
nearly  wrecked. 

Well,  that  was  an  unfortunate  inci¬ 
dent  that  occurred,  and  we  may  have 
further  unfortunate  incidents  of  that 
kind.  What  we  want  now  in  this  coun¬ 
try  is  an  opportunity  to  present  a 
united  and  harmonious  front  to  fight 
the  enemy  in  Korea  or  elsewhere  should 
the  necessity  arise. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  permitted  to  proceed  for  one  addi¬ 
tional  minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FULTON.  It  is  on  that  point  that 
I  wanted  to  bring  out  the  significance  of 
this  particular  provision.  Actually  the 
provision  as  written  goes  only  to  regis¬ 
tration  in  the  future  and  it  does  not  af¬ 
fect  segregation  in  the  Army  or  the 
Armed  Forces  as  it  now  exist.  So,  if  this 
amendment  is  adopted,  how  can  you  say 
you  will  have  unity  when  you  will  have 
the  new  registrants  segregated  on  their 
original  registration,  while  you  have 
3,500,000  men  now  in  the  service  in  un¬ 
segregated  units? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  According  to 
the  Army,  they  are  not  now  altogether 
in  unsegregated  units,  from  what  they 
tell  me.  What  we  do  in  this  amendment 
is  to  leave  that  problem  for  the  military 
to  work  out  in  the  best  method  that  they 
can. 

In  reply  to  another  question  that  the 
gentleman  asked  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  about  whether  a  general 
could  express  his  preference  or  not,  as  I 
understand  the  provision  in  this  bill  it 
only  applies  to  inductees  under  the  draft, 
and  there  would  not  be  any  officers  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  draft. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Yes,  but  does  it  not 
nevertheless  follow  them  all  through 
their  service  on  any  military  assignment, 
so  if  any  of  these  boys  got  up  to  be  a  cap¬ 
tain  or  a  colonel  or  a  general  he  then 
would  have  this  segregation  right  fol¬ 
lowing  him? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  It  says  he 
has  the  right  to  express  himself  at  the 
time  of  induction. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  expired. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  permitted  to  proceed  for  two  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  YATES.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  gentleman 
as  a  member  of  the  committee  two  ques¬ 
tions  as  to  how  this  provision  will  oper¬ 
ate:  On  the  basis  of  the  gentleman’s 
statement  concerning  what  happened  at 
Camp  Rucker,  would  the  gentleman 
then  not  argue  in  accordance  with  what 


I  believe  his  thesis  to  be  that  no  col¬ 
ored  troops  of  any  type,  whether  from 
the  Northern  States  or  not,  should  be 
sent  into  the  South,  whether  they  are  in 
segregated  units  or  not,  because  of  the 
possibility  of  such  incidents  occurring? 

The  second  question  I  should  like  to 
ask  is,  what  happens  under  the  provision 
for  which  the  gentleman  is  speaking  in 
the  event  there  is  a  particular  technician 
that  is  needed  by  a  segregated  group? 
I  am  thinking  of  such  scientists  as 
George  Washington  Carver  and  Dr. 
Percy  Julian,  who  have  peculiar  skills 
and  knowledges.  Suppose  there  were  a 
Negro  who  had  skills  which  were  needed 
in  a  segregated  unit ;  what  would  happen 
under  those  circumstances? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  The  gentle¬ 
man  has  two  questions  combined  there, 
but  in  answer  to  the  first  question  I  will 
say  that  from  what  I  have  read  you,  this 
report,  it  was  merely  incidental  that 
this  matter  occurred  in  the  South  be¬ 
cause  the  ones  involved  were,  according 
to  the  report,  from  practically  every 
State  in  the  Union.  I  think  we  have  to 
look  at  this  thing  as  a  country-at-large 
proposition. 

In  regard  to  the  gentleman’s  second 
question,  as  far  as  the  specialties  are 
conc:rned,  I  do  not  believe  this  would 
interfere  with  that  at  all.  I  think  it 
would  leave  it  in  the  discretion  of  the 
military  to  exercise  their  judgment  in 
regard  to  it. 

Mr.  YATES.  But  would  not  indi¬ 
vidual  soldiers  have  the  right  in  de¬ 
claring  for  segregation  to  refuse  to  serve 
with  such  a  specialist? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  they  would. 

Mr.  YATES.  They  would  not  have 
the  right? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  they  would.  I  believe  they  have  a 
right  to  express  themselves,  but  then  I 
believe  the  military  under  this  provision 
is  given  the  right  to  exercise  their  judg¬ 
ment  as  to  whether  that  expression 
should  be  granted.  They  will  grant  it 
unless  military  necessity  would  prevent. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
be  permitted  to  proceed  for  two  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Am  I  right  that  the 
Winstead  amendment  provides  for  segre¬ 
gation  where  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Army  it  is  practicable?  If  that  is 
stricken  out,  would  it  not  follow  that 
under  the  present  operation  the  Army 
would  be  forced  to  have  nonsegregation 
under  the  Presidential  directive  and  un¬ 
der  the  recommendations  of  this  com¬ 
mittee  even  though  nonsegregation  be 
impracticable. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  That  is  my 
interpretation  of  it.  There  might  be 
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various  interpretations.  Some  Members 
might  say  that  military  necessity  does 
not  mean  the  same  as  practicable,  but  I 
think  that  is  the  construction  the  mili¬ 
tary  authorities  would  put  on  the  bill. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Under  the  Winstead 
provision  the  determination  of  when  it 
is  permitted  and  when  it  is  not  lies  with 
the  military? 

Mr.  beGRAFFENRIED.  Correct. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  In  answer  to  the 
Question  posed  a  moment  ago  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Fxjlton]  , 
is  it  not  true  that  when  you  are  drafted 
or  when  you  enlist  in  the  service,  that. 

is,  when  you  are  an  enlisted  man,  before 
you  are  an  officer,  you  are  discharged  at 
the  convenience  cf  the  Government,  be¬ 
fore  you  can  accept  a  commission? 

Mr.  beGRAFFENRIED.  I  will  say  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  that  I  can¬ 
not  answer  that  question.  I  expect  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  is  really  better 
informed  about  that  than  I  am.  May  I 
ask  the  committee  chairman  about  that? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  statement  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  is  correct. 

Mr.  FULTON.  May  we  have  the  ques¬ 
tion  answered  by  the  chairman? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Will  the  gentleman  ad¬ 
dress  his  remarks  to  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama?  I  will  take  the  floor  in  my 
time. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  so  that  I  may  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  a  question? 

Mr.  beGRAFFENRIED.  As  I  under¬ 
stood  the  chairman,  he  said  he  preferred 
not  to  answer  questions  on  my  time,  and 
therefore  I  must  decline  to  yield. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma  amend¬ 
ment. 

(Mr.  POWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take 
this  opportunity  of  first  congratulating 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama  and  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  for  the  very 
high  level  on  which  they  have  pitched 
their  remarks.  It  is  very  encouraging 
in  this  body  after  these  many  years  to 
find  that  at  last  we  can  speak  about 
subjects  which  we  view  with  a  great 
deal  of  passion  with  the  dignity  befitting 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  this 
Nation.  Light  rather  than  heat  will  al¬ 
ways  provide  more  guidance. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  speak,  al¬ 
though  I  did  address  the  House  last  week 
for  some  time  on  this  subject,  because 
this  amendment  of  my  colleague  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Price!  was 
originally  mine.  I  so  informed  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  by  mail  during  the 
early  part  of  this  week  that  I  would  offer 

it.  However,  after  consultation,  I 
thought  it  would  be  better  if  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
offered  it. 

I  would  like  to  just  state  a  few  facts 
so  that  we  can  see  the  entire  picture 
correctly.  In  the  first  place  this  pro¬ 
vision  authored  by  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  was  never  in  the  original 


bill.  It  was  not  in  the  original  bill  which 
was  sent  from  the  Pentagon.  It  was  not 
in  the  original  bill  which  was  rewritten 
by  our  eminent  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  and  his  col¬ 
leagues.  It  was  not  in  the  original  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  and  it  is  not  in  the  Senate  bill 
as  now  passed  by  that  body.  This,  then, 
is  an  amendment  which  was  adopted  by 
a  vote  of  the  committee — not  a  unani¬ 
mous  vote,  but  a  closely  divided  vote, 
and  I  think  the  House  should  know,  by 
a  vote  which  would  not  have  been  possi¬ 
ble  if  a  great  many  people  from  the 
Republican  side  of  the  aisle  had  not 
voted  with  those  on  this  side.  I  want 
you  to  know  there  have  been  certain 
statements  made  which  are  not  correct. 
I  do  not  impugn  the  motives  of  those  who 
have  made  the  statement,  nor  their  de¬ 
sire  for  accuracy,  but  I  do  want  to  pre¬ 
sent  you  with  the  real  facts. 

In  the  first  place,  we  have  not  fought 
wars  on  the  basis  of  total  segregation 
as  has  been  stated.  The  United  States 
Navy  was  not  segregated  until  recent 
years.  We  never  had  an  Air  Force  until 
recently.  That  Air  Force  has  developed 
into  our  finest  striking  arm.  Today  our 
Air  Force  is  unsegregated  and  our  Navy 
is  unsegregated.  But  truth  of  the  mat¬ 
ter  is  that  there  is  still  segregation  in 
the  Army.  As  the  Secretary  of  the 
Army  said  a  year  and  a  half  ago,  some 
day  integration  would  come,  and  they 
would  work  toward  it.  They  are  work¬ 
ing  toward  it  now,  and  I  hope  the 
chairman  of  our  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  will  tell  you  that  progress  has 
been  made.  But  nevertheless,  there  is 
still  segregation  in  the  Army.  There¬ 
fore,  you  cannot  prove  that  integration 
is  not  good  by  citing  instances  which  are 
happening  now  in  a  segregated  army. 
This  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  tried 
to  do.  I  would  like  you  to  know  that 
morale  in  Korea  has  greatly  increased 
where  there  is  no  segregation.  In  all  of 
Korea,  only  two  whites  have  been  sen¬ 
tenced  for  violating  the  seventy-fifth 
article  of  war.  In  all  of  Korea  not  a 
single  Negro  has  been  sentenced  for 
violating  the  seventy-fifth  article  of 
war,  except  in  the  one  segregated  reg¬ 
iment  now  left  in  our  whole  Armed 
Forces,  the  Twenty-fifth,  and  in  that  one 
regiment  32  men  were  sentenced  for  vio¬ 
lating  the  seventy-fifth  article  of  war. 

I  would  like  for  you  to  know  how  in¬ 
tegration  works  even  further.  In  all  of 
the  4  years  of  World  War  II,  with  hun¬ 
dreds  of  thousands  of  Negro  troops,  only 
four  Distinguished  Service  Crosses 
were  won  by  Negroes.  In  6  months  in 
Korea,  with  comparatively  a  handful  of 
Negro  troops,  nine  Distinguished  Serv¬ 
ice  Crosses  were  won,  and  they  were 
won  by  Negroes  fighting  in  nonsegre- 
gated  units. 

I  would  like  to  go  further  and  say  that 
the  Winstead  clause  is  impractical. 
Leaving  aside  the  racial  question  it  can¬ 
not  be  operated.  The  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Fulton]  has  pointed 
that  out.  Under  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi,  you  will 
draft  men  and  then  give  them  the  power 
to  select  where  they  want  to  serve.  That 
is  not  a  draft. 


The  language  of  the  Winstead  amend¬ 
ment  is  very  ambiguous.  It  does  not 
point  out  where  the  draftee  can  serve. 
It  says  he  can  select  whatever  “unit”  he 
wants.  What  does  unit  mean — a  pla¬ 
toon?  Does  it  mean  a  battalion;  does 
it  mean  a  regiment;  does  it  mean  an 
Army  corps,  does  it  mean  a  cruiser,  does 
it  mean  a  destroyer,  does  it  mean  a  sub¬ 
marine?  What  does  it  mean — “unit”? 
This  is  impractical  and  cannot  be 
operated. 

Maybe  a  year  and  a  half  ago  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  War  was  not  in  favor  of  inte¬ 
gration  then,  but  I  defy  any  member 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  to 
tell  me  a  single  person  of  importance 
in  the  Pentagon,  on  the  Joint  Staff,  who 
has  told  them  that  they  are  in  faver 
of  the  Winstead  amendment.  I  await 
your  reply  now. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  five 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  ask  you  on  the 
Armed  Services  Comfiiittee  to  inform 
this  House  cf  a  single  top-ranking  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  from 
the  Pentagon,  who  is  in  favor  of  the 
Winstead  amendment  in  this  day  of  our 
Lord,  April  12,  1951.  The  truth  is,  and 
if  I  am  wrong,  correct  me — the  Penta¬ 
gon  does  not  want  this  amendment.  If 
I  am  wrong,  I  stand  to  be  corrected  and 
I  now  await  your  reply. 

It  has  been  stated  that  Negro  people 
want  segregation.  No,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  is  not  true  by  any  stretch  of  the 
imagination.  For  the  past  4  days  this 
hill  has  had  Representatives  from  every 
State  in  the  Union,  including  the  States 
of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Winsteab]  and  the  gentleman  from  Ala¬ 
bama  [Mr.  beGraffenried]  ,  coming  to 
see  you,  my  colleagues  in  your  offices, 
telling  you  that  they  are  not  in  favor 
of  the  Winstead  amendment.  There 
is  not  a  single  Negro  organization  in 
this  country  that  is  in  favor  of  segre¬ 
gation.  Oh,  of  course  you  can  pick  out 
individuals  here  and  there,  there  have 
always  been  such  in  all  the  pages  of 
history,  that  would  be  in  favor  of  any¬ 
thing  ;  but  I  mean  sensible,  forward- 
looking  people.  They  are  not  in  favor 
of  segregation.  By  the  power  of  the 
living  God  we  are  going  to  purge  it  from 
the  American  scene. 

Finally,  perhaps  we  have  fought  some 
wars  in  the  past  qji  the  basis  of  a  segre¬ 
gated  army.  This  is  not  a  war  of  the 
past.  This  is  a  new  war.  This  is  a  war 
of  freedom.  This  is  an  earth-shaking 
war.  This  is  not  a  war  to  protect  our 
country.  This  is  a  war  to  carry  the  torch 
of  freedom  to  portions  of  the  earth  where 
freedom  has  never  been  known,  to  por¬ 
tions  of  the  world  that  are  now  enslaved. 
You  cannot  do  this  with  men  shackled 
by  the  chains  of  segregation.  If  we  are 
to  appeal  to  this  world  that  we  are  the 
torch  bearers  of  this  new  liberty  cf  man¬ 
kind,  that  we  are  the  vanguard  of  those 
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who  are  going  to  make  this  not  just  “the 
land  of  the  free  and  the  home  of  the 
brave”  but  a  world  of  the  free  and  a 
world  of  the  brave,  how  can  we  do  it  by 
saying,  “We  have  black  men  here,  white 
men  there,  yellow  men  over  there,  sepa¬ 
rated,  divided,  with  no  equality”?  You 
are  asking  on  a  world  basis  1,000,000,000 
colored  people  to  be  the  allies  of  a  nation 
that  practices  the  color  bar.  This  will 
be  the  end  of  our  Nation.  It  will  give 
Communists  almost  certain  victory. 

I  know  the  problems  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Winstead]  and  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  [Mr.  deGraf- 
fenried].  But  look  beyond  these  nar¬ 
row  problems.  Look  at  the  whole  picture 
of  our  Nation,  48  States  of  many,  many 
races,  going  forth  to  do  battle  as  a  mod¬ 
ern  Sir  Galahad:  “One  nation,  indivis¬ 
ible.”  Let  us  not  go  forth  half  slave 
and  half  free.  Let  us  not  go  forth  half 
integrated  and  half  segregated.  If  we 
do  we  will  lose. 

I  ask  you  to  support  this  amendment 
that  cur  colleague  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Frice]  has  offered,  and  put 
this  draft  bill  back  in  the  form  in  which 
it  was  originally,  back  in  the  form  in 
which  it  is  now  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOWELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  I  am  glad  to 
hear  the  gentleman  say  what  he  did 
about  the  spirit  in  which  our  colleague, 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Winstead]  has  offered  his  amendment. 
I  would  like  to  say  something  that  I  am 
sure  will  be  endorsed  by  many  who  differ 
with  the  gentieihan  from  New  York  as 
to  the  amendment,  and  that  is  that  he 
himself  has  added  to  the  good  will  and 
tolerance  which  characterizes  the  de¬ 
bate.  The  gentleman  from  New  York 
earlier  in  the  year  helped  to  clear  the 
atmosphere  and  thus  advanced  the  spirit 
of  unity  when  it  was  desperately  needed. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  this 
question,  however:  If  he  is  not  willing 
to  concede,  in  case  his  view  prevails  and 
the  Winstead  amendment  goes  out,  that 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Winstead]  has  raised  some  pertinent 
points  and  that  the  armed  services  would 
not  have  a  mandate  by  that  negative 
action  to  create  an  integrated  army 
overnight;  that  it  would  not  mean  dis¬ 
regarding  individual  attitudes  of  in¬ 
ductees?  If  the  gentleman  gets  my 
point,  is  he  willing  to  agree  that  no 
such  mandate  would  exist? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  am  not  sure  that  I 
know  just  what  the  gentleman  means. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  I  mean,  here 
is  a  young  inductee  who  is  not  accus¬ 
tomed  to  the  kind  of  integrated  army 
for  which  the  gentleman  pleads — and 
I  am  not  quarreling  with  him  about 
that — should  not  the  inductee’s  wishes, 
under  proper  circumstances,  at  least,  be 
regarded  and  respected  and  an  effort  be 
made  by  the  armed  services  to  consider 
individual  desires  while  evolving  policies 
that  achieve  the  goals  favored  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York? 

Mr.  POWELL.  The  gentleman  has 
raised  a  point;  but  when  are  you  going 
to  make  a  start  toward  progress?  That 


is  the  question  I  asked  you.  Secondly, 
when  a  man  is  drafted,  his  wishes  are 
left  home.  If  you  give  him  a  choice,  you 
defeat  the  draft. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  I  thank  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  for  yielding. 
May  I  add,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  in  the 
final  analysis  it  is  the  responsibility  of 
the  armed  services  to  work  out  a  proper 
policy  on  this  point.  I  have  projected 
this  idea  into  the  discussion  only  be¬ 
cause  I  believe  whatever  happens  to  the 
amendment,  weight  should  be  given  to 
the  individual  attitudes  of  inductees. 
And  that  applies  with  equal  force  to 
those  preferring  nonsegregatsd  units  as 
well  as  others. 

It  is  a  serious  matter  under  any  con¬ 
ditions  to  take  men  from  their  normal 
ways  into  military  life.  Since  many  are 
not  conditioned  by  training  and  back¬ 
grounds  for  all  of  the  innovations  men¬ 
tioned  here,  I  see  no  justification  for 
holding  that  defeat  of  the  Winstead 
amendment  would  carry  implications 
that  the  armed  services  must  be  indif¬ 
ferent  to  individual  backgrounds. 

I  recognize  the  basis  for  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  opposition  to  segregation  and  I 
am  sure  he  understands  that  I  would 
not  seek,  even  by  indirection,  to  extend 
my  own  region’s  social  patterns  by  Fed¬ 
eral  law. 

I  am  arguing  only  that  we  stick  to  the 
idea  of  gradually  working  out  a  desirable 
relationship  for  the  races  as  they  serve 
in  uniform.  An  Executive  order  that 
pursues  the  goal  of  nonsegregation  too 
rigidly  will  not  only  damage  morale,  it 
will  tend  to  defeat  its  own  purposes. 

The  case  cited  by  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Winstead]  is  an  illus¬ 
tration.  No  matter  how  one  feels  about 
segregated  college  groups,  the  armed 
services  worked  an  injustice  in  forbid¬ 
ding  training  units  on  such  campuses. 
Incidentally,  many  colleges  in  the  South 
have  already  begun  to  alter  segregation 
policies  and  real  progress  is  being  made. 

My  own  views  on  this  difficult  question 
have  been  previously  stated  to  the 
House.  I  believe  that  these  comments 
are  consistent  with  them. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  won¬ 
der  if  we  can  reach  some  agreement  as 
to  a  limit  on  debate  on  the  Price  amend¬ 
ment?  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  on  the  Price 
amendment  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  in  SO  minutes,  and  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  shall  have  the  last  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  cf  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
object. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Then,  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  that  ail  debate  on  the  Price  amend¬ 
ment  and  all  amendments  thereto  close 
within  SO  minutes,  and  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  have  the  last  5. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
a  point  against  the  motion  on  the  ground 
that  it  is  out  of  order. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  with¬ 
draw  the  last  statement  reserving  5  min¬ 
utes  to  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  moves  that  all  debate  on 
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the  Price  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  in  30  minutes.  The 
question  is  on  the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  YORTY,  Mr.  DOLLINGER,  and 
Mr.  ADDONIZIO  asked  and  were  given 
permission  to  extend  their  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  YORTY.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Powell]  has  made  a 
learned,  dispassionate  and  compelling 
statement,  which  makes  any  remarks 
I  might  make  at  this  point  seem  un¬ 
necessary  and  superfluous.  I  want  to 
join  with  my  other  colleagues  who  have 
complimented  the  gentleman  by  adding 
my  compliments  to  theirs.  This  is  the 
type  of  question  that  is  apt  to  arouse 
our  emotions,  and  it  is  well  that  it  is 
being  debated  calmly  because,  as  I  view 
the  problem,  cold  logic  as  well  as  justice 
is  on  the  side  of  those  supporting  the 
amendment  by  Mr.  Price,  which  would 
delete  from  the  bill  the  Winstead  amend¬ 
ment  designed  to  compel  the  creation 
of  segregated  units  in  our  Armed  Forces. 

Segregation  at  this  time  would  be  a 
backward  step,  and  would  wipe  out  the 
admirable  progress  that  has  been  made 
toward  integration  of  our  Armed  Forces. 
When  it  comes  to  the  defense  of  our 
country,  how  can  even  the  most  preju¬ 
diced  person  contend  that  there  should 
be  a  distinction  between  Americans 
based  upon  race.  To  me,  such  a  dis¬ 
tinction  is  contrary  to  the  religious  faith 
which  we  profess,  and  contrary  to  the 
law  of  inherent,  fundamental  human 
rights. 

At  this  time,  when  our  Nation  is  at¬ 
tempting  to  lead  the  free  men  of  all 
colors,  races,  and  creeds  in  the  defense 
of  the  great  ideals  of  human  liberty  and 
justice,  it  seems  particularly  inoppor¬ 
tune  that  we  should,  in  the  halls  of  this 
great  Congress  where  all  Americans  are 
represented,  allow  ourselves  to  be  misled 
into  compelling,  by  our  acts,  the  con¬ 
tinuance  of  discrimination  between  our 
citizens. 

I  fully  realize  that  some  of  the  men 
from  some  sections  of  the  country  will 
need  to  adjust  themselves,  and  to  ameli¬ 
orate  their  attitudes,  in  order  to  make 
the  program  of  integration  effective,  but 
their  doing  so  will  be  in  the  interest  of 
national  welfare,  and  I  am  sure  that  our 
patriotic  young  men  will  not  hesitate 
to  wholeheartedly  respond  to  the  na¬ 
tional  and  international  need  for  an  end 
to  discrimination  based  upon  race,  creed, 
or  color.  America  cannot  hold  high  the 
torch  of  human  liberty  with  a  firm  hand, 
unless  it  is  willing  to  practice  what  it 
preaches. 

Mr.  DOLLINGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
January  of  1949  and  January  of  1951,  I 
introduced  bills  to  prohibit  race  segre¬ 
gation  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States.  In  my  opinion,  such  seg¬ 
regation  is  a  shameful  and  flagrant  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  very  principles  of  democ¬ 
racy  which  our  men  are  now  being  called 
upon  to  defend.  It  must  be  ended  if  we 
are  to  Convince  the  enemies  of  democ¬ 
racy  that  we  are  sincere  in  our  procla¬ 
mation  that  “all  men  are  created  equal  * 
and  that  in  this  Nation,  there  shall  be 
“liberty  and  justice  for  all.” 
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According  to  reports,  race  segregation 
has  been  eliminated  in  the  Navy  and  Air 
Force.  As  a  result,  morale  has  been 
raised,  and  the  services  have  been 
strengthened  —  not  weakened.  The 
Army  has  been  making  strides  in  the 
right  direction.  The  Winstead  amend¬ 
ment  which  has  been  proposed  would  be 
a  terrible  blow — first  to  the  brave  men 
discriminated  against,  and  second  to  the 
right-thinking  citizens  who  prefer  that 
we  practice  what  we  preach.  It  would 
undo  all  the  efforts  which  have  been 
put  forth  to  remove  this  blot  of  dis¬ 
crimination,  and  the  results  accom¬ 
plished  thus  far.  It  would  make  our 
servicemen  wonder  if  the  cause  they  are 
dying  for  is  indeed  a  worthy  one.  Cer¬ 
tainly,  it  would  give  great  comfort  to  our 
enemies,  as  well  as  ammunition  in  their 
propaganda  against  us. 

Death-dealing  missiles  reach  all  men 
indiscriminately  and  all  suffer  the  same 
mortal  pain,  regardless  of  their  color. 
In  drafting  our  youth,  they  should  be 
made  to  feel  that  they  are  fighting  for 
a  just  cause;  that  this  means  that  the 
defenders  of  our  beloved  country  must 
be  willing  to  fight  side  by  side  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  liberty  of  all.  How  utterly 
stupid  it  would  be  for  us  to  inject  feel¬ 
ings  of  racial  hatreds  into  our  Armed 
Forces,  when  it  is  so  important  to  main¬ 
tain  high  standards  of  morale  and  a 
feeling  of  responsibility  toward  one  an¬ 
other,  among  our  servicemen.  These 
make  for  efficient  and  victorious  sol¬ 
diers — racial  discrimination  causes  ill 
feelings  and  disintegration. 

For  these  reasons,  the  Winstead 
amendment  must  be  defeated.  We  can¬ 
not  afford  to  tolerate,  much  less  foster, 
discrimination  in  our  Armed  Forces. 
Every  effort  should  be  made  to  wipe  it 
out.  Our  servicemen  must  have  the  ex¬ 
ample  of  sincerity  on  our  part  if  they 
are  to  be  called  upon  to  sacrifice  their 
lives  so  that  democracy  may  survive. 
Victory  and  survival  depend  upon  the 
concerted  efforts  and  cooperation  of  all. 
To  discriminate  against  any  segment  of 
our  population  in  these  perilous  days, 
either  at  home  or  on  the  battlefront,  is 
to  court  disaster. 

Mr.  ADDONIZIO.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
join  my  friend  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Price] 
in  opposition  to  the  Winstead  amend¬ 
ment  to  this  bill  and  shall  wholeheart¬ 
edly  support  the  amendment  that  has 
been  offered  by  him. 

The  proposal  to  allow  any  registrant 
to  demand  to  serve  in  a  segregated  unit 
is  unfair  and  unwise  from  every  stand¬ 
point.  Segregation  and  discrimination 
are  difficult  to  wipe  out,  in  the  Army  as 
elsewhere,  but  the  task  of  eliminating 
them  has  progressed  so  far  that  we  must 
be  on  guard  against  attempts  to  back¬ 
track.  The  Army  has  moved  cautiously 
in  carrying  out  the  integration  program, 
but  considerable  progress  has  been  made 
since  the  President’s  policy  statement  in 
January,  ordering  equality  of  treatment. 
To  turn  back  the  clock  by  enforcing 
harsh  and  wasteful  segregation  and  dis¬ 
crimination  would  undermine  the  train¬ 
ing  of  servicemen  and  reduce  the  ef¬ 
ficiency  of  the  fighting  forces.  Plow  can 
anyone  be  asked  to  fight  to  preserve 


democracy  when  the  very  Nation  he  is 
asked  to  fight  for  discriminates  so 
shamefully?  Our  country  is  committed 
to  the  defense  of  the  basic  American 
principles  of  liberty,  justice,  and  equal¬ 
ity.  Yet,  the  supporters  of  the  Winstead 
amendment  believe  that  those  who  con¬ 
sider  themselves  too  good  to  serve,  fight, 
and  die  alongside  of  members  of  other 
races  should  be  privileged  to  demand  an 
organization  of  units  segregated  as  to 
race.  It  is  a  contradiction  of  the  demo¬ 
cratic  principle  of  selective  service 
whereby  all  young  men,  regardless  of 
their  circumstances,  are  called  upon  to 
defend  their  country. 

Aside  from  the  blow  to  our  ideals  that 
the  Winstead  amendment  proposes, 
those  who  put  their  prejudices  above  the 
best  interests  of  our  country  are  playing 
Stalin’s  game,  whether  they  know  it  or 
not.  This  is  the  most  effective  way  to 
provide  grist  for  the  Russian  propaganda 
mill,  and  to  weaken  our  position  of  lead¬ 
ership  among  the  nations  representing 
all  races  of  mankind. 

The  Winstead  amendment  would  dan¬ 
gerously  cripple  the  objective  of  this 
legislation  which  is  to  strengthen  our 
Armed  Forces  and  thereby  add  to  our 
national  security.  I  earnestly  hope  that 
the  House  will  reject  the  Winstead 
amendment  and  will  adopt  the  Price 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  JavitsI  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think 
it  has  been  made  clear  that  the  Win¬ 
stead  proposal  is  already  in  the  bill, 
that  if  Members  vote  for  the  Price 
amendment  they  get  it  out  of  the  bill. 
This  Price  amendment  would  strike  the 
Winstead  proposal  out  of  the  bill. 

I  think  it  is  a  fair  statement  to  say 
that  the  burden  of  the  argument  of 
the  proponents  of  segregation  in  the 
armed  services  has  always  been  to  leave 
it  to  the  armed  services  themselves  and 
they  would  work  it  out.  Well,  the  armed 
services  have  made  their  decision,  the 
question  is  whether  it  is  being  carried 
out.  There  is  no  segregation  in  the 
Navy;  there  is  no  segregation  in  the  Air 
Force.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  has 
ordered  it  to  be  eliminated.  They  have 
everything  they  wanted.  The  Armed 
Forces  are  handling  it  and  the  Armed 
Forces  say  segregation  should  go. 

Finally,  I  want  to  say  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  Jersey  and  I  inspected 
the  situation  at  Fort  Dix.  Segregation 
was  ordered  out  there  in  February  of 
this  year  among  the  units  on  that  post. 
Segregation  had  existed  there  among 
the  units  in  training  and  it  was  ordered 
replaced  by  integration.  We  found  the 
moral  of  the  Negro  troops,  as  a  result, 
had  risen  about  100  percent.  We  found 
that  the  integrated  units  were  going 
forward  in  training  just  as  fast  as  ever. 
We  found  very  importantly,  too,  and  the 
commanding  officer  said  that  integra¬ 
tion  enabled  them  to  use  facilities  to 
the  full  which  theretofore  had  remained 
completely  idle,  facilities  for  training, 
barracks,  and  messing  because  there 
were  not  enough  Negro  troops  in  train¬ 
ing  on  the  post  often  to  occupy  them 
as  they  were  segregated  facilities. 


If  we  want  unity,  if  we  are  going  to 
do  the  job  that  has  got  to  be  done  to 
defend  freedom  in  our  Nation  and  the 
world,  you  cannot  make  second-class 
citizens  out  of  some  Americans  and  dif¬ 
ferentiate  one  American  because  of  color 
or  because  he  is  from  some  other  mi¬ 
nority  from  another.  This  provision 
sought  to  be  stricken  from  the  bill  estab¬ 
lishes  enforced  segregation  in  the  armed 
services — among  men  and  women  sworn 
together  to  serve  their  country  even  unto 
life  itself — and  I  think  this  provision 
ought  to  come  out  of  this  bill  if  we 
mean  what  we  say  about  unity. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Priest).'  The 
Chair  recognizes  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Yates], 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  Price  amendment.  The 
bill  which  we  are  debating,  in  proposing 
to  create  for  the  first  time  in  the  his¬ 
tory  of  our  country  a  system  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  will  inevitably 
bring  with  it,  if  it  is  adopted,  the  most 
profound  changes  in  the  social  struc¬ 
ture  of  this  country.  Life  with  the  mil¬ 
itary  must  necessarily  become  an  in¬ 
herent  part  of  our  society  for  many, 
many  years  to  come.  We  must  give 
recognition  to  the  fact  that  many 
changes  in  our  mores  and  customs  will 
occur,  for  it  is  a  new  way  of  life — a  new 
part  in  our  democratic  processes  which 
we  are  creating. 

That  is  why  I  oppose  the  Winstead 
provision  of  the  bill.  It  attempts  to 
freeze  our  social  structure  as  it  exists 
today,  father  than  seizing  this  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  take  advantage  of  the  possi¬ 
bility  of  eliminating  some  of  our  current 
social  abuses.  I  want  to  commend  the 
gentleman  from  Alabama  and  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  for  the  very 
objective  and  dispassionate  manner  in 
which  they  pleaded  their  side  of  what 
is  necessarily  a  subject  which  arouses 
extreme  emotion  and  passion.  They  are 
both  able  and  conscientious  legislators, 
and  while  they  have  presented  their 
argument  with  all  the  force  at  their 
command,  it  seems  to  me  that  their 
viewpoint  is  unrealistic  and  would  place 
the  dying  and,  in  many  instances,  the 
dead  hand  of  the  past  upon  the  stormy 
present  and  the  dynamic  future.  They 
propose  to  impose  and  crystallize  upon 
and  into  the  military  service  a  decadent 
caste  system  which  would  seriously  crip¬ 
ple,  if  not  destroy,  every  social  advance 
that  has  been  made  for  better  under¬ 
standing  between  the  peoples  of  various 
races. 

They  argue  that  we  cannot  change  our 
present  social  standards — that  for  the 
sake  of  unity  we  must  maintain  the 
status  quo.  Why  must  we  maintain  a 
status  quo  which  even  they  recognize  is 
bad,  and  for  which  they  plead  for  time’s 
remedy  as  a  cure?  I  think  the  best  an¬ 
swer  to  their  argument  is  given  in  the 
parable  of  the  discussion  between  Glau- 
con  and  Socrates  wherein  Glaucon  said 
to  Socrates: 

Socrates,  I  do  not  believe  that  there  Is 
6uch  a  city  of  God  anywhere  on  earth. 

Socrates  replied: 

Whether  such  a  city  exists  in  heaven  or 
ever  will  exist  on  earth,  the  wise  man  will 
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live  after  the  manner  of  that  city,  having 
nothing  to  do  with  any  other,  and  in  so 
looking  upon  it,  will  set  his  own  house  in 
order. 

I  believe  their  argument  that  Negroes 
prefer  the  present  system  is  equally  un¬ 
tenable.  Let  me  cite  to  them  the  state¬ 
ment  of  one  Negro,  a  man  who,  like 
Dr.  George  Washington  Carver,  broke 
through  the  almost  insuperable  obsta¬ 
cles  which  today  throttle  members  of 
his  race  to  reach  the  pinnacle  of  scien¬ 
tific  achievement.  I  refer  to  Dr.  Percy 
L.  Julian  of  my  home  city  of  Chicago, 
v/ho  is  world  famous  as  the  discoverer 
of  numerous  life-giving  drugs,  such  as 
cortisone,  the  hormone  compound  which 
is  used  in  the  treatment  of  arthritis; 
physostigmine,  used  in  the  cure  of  the 
eye  disease,  glaucoma;  prostigmine,  used 
in  the  treatment  of  paralysis,  and  syn¬ 
thetic  male  and  female  hormones  cred¬ 
ited  with  saving  the  lives  of  countless 
unborn  babies  by  protecting  expectant 
mothers  from  miscarriage.  Dr.  Julian 
has  discovered  too,  aero-foam,  the  fire 
extinguisher  which  saved  so  many  lives 
aboard  cur  ships  during  the  last  war. 

In  his  speech  before  the  Decalogue 
Society  cf  Lawyers  in  Chicago  on  March 
3,  1SJ1,  when  he  received  the  annual 
award  for  merit  bestowed  by  the  Deca¬ 
logue  Society  of  Lawyers  to  an  outstand¬ 
ing  person  in  the  community,  Dr.  Julian 
said : 

I  would  be  faithless  to  my  strongest  con¬ 
victions  as  an  American  citizen  did  I  not 
tell  you  that  the  image  of  our  national  char¬ 
acter  is  severely  blurred  for  the  rest  of  the 
civilized  world  by  the  miserable  eighteenth 
and  nineteenth-century  Europeanlike  ghet¬ 
tos  which  Ghoke  the  honor  and  human  de¬ 
cency  out  of  nearly  every  major  metropolis 
in  this  Nation.  It  is  symptomatic  of  our 
smugness  that  we  expect  to  weld  Americans 
together  in  a  unity  of  purpose,  while  we  sub¬ 
ject  the  spirits  of  15,000,000  of  Americans  to 
the  horrors  of  a  Dachau  and  Buchenwald 
psychology.  We  cannot  hold  the  garment  of 
God  in  our  right  hand  and  raise  it  to  our 
lips  while  a  left  hand  behind  our  back  is 
clasped  firmly  in  the  grip  of  Satan,  and  ex¬ 
pect  a  world  of  people  to  discern  a  coveted 
image  of  our  national  character.  I  warn  my 
fellow  citizens  that  no  true  patriotism  can 
emanate  from  the  American  ghettos.  It  has 
only  served  to  create  a  house  bitterly  divided 
against  itself,  and  though  the  house  may 
stand,  its  strength  and  fiber  are  vitiated. 
Someday,  someone  will  write  a  dramatic 
story  for  the  rest  of  the  civilized  world  of 
the  detailed  horrors  of  the  American  ghetto 
and  the  peculiar  helplessness  of  its  inno¬ 
cent  victims.  I  say  unto  you  now  that  the 
forces  which  have  fought  to  maintain  Amer¬ 
ican  Negro  ghettos  must  be  destroyed. 

*  *  *  We  certainly  cannot  weld  together 

a  Nation  of  one  people  by  reminding  15,000,- 
000  Americans  constantly  of  white  neighbor¬ 
hoods  any  more  than  by  asking  them  to  die 
for  a  white  country. 

Dr.  Julian’s  statement  is  particularly 
appropriate  in  its  application  to  the 
Winstead  provision,  for  that  part  of  the 
bill  is  specifically  intended  to  create 
within  the  Military  Establishment  Negro 
compounds  or  isolation  wards,  if  you 
prefer,  exactly  like  those  in  which 
Negroes  are  compelled  to  live  in  cities 
today.  The  Army  is  not  a  social  fra¬ 
ternity;  it  is  not  a  tea  party;  it  is  not 
an  Army  of  a  few  States  of  this  Nation, 
but  of  the  United  States  of  America. 


The  customs  of  a  civil  society  which  re¬ 
strict  and  relegate  to  American  citizens 
inferior  citizenship  has  no  place  in  a 
military  system.  The  blood  of  Negro 
Americans  which  may  be  shed  upon  the 
battlefield  should  be  as  precious  and 
dear  to  our  thinking  as  that  of  all  other 
classes  of  American  citizens. 

What  about  the  members  of  other 
races?  The  Winstead  provision  may 
very  well  affect  them  as  well.  Members 
of  the^House  from  Texas  will  remember, 
I  am  sure,  the  honorary  citizenship  be¬ 
stowed  by  their  great  State  upon  the 
Nissei  Japanese  of  the  Four  Hundred 
and  Forty-second  Combat  Team  v/ho 
rescued  the  lost  battalion  of  Texas  in 
Italy  at  a  cost  in  lives  to  themselves 
greater  than  the  number  of  men  whom 
they  rescued.  Can  you  say  now  that 
the  boys  entering  service  from  Texas 
or  any  other  part  of  the  country  should 
be  given  the  privilege  of  not  serving 
with  American-born  Japanese,  as  the 
Winstead  provision  proposes? 

Much  progress  in  civil  life  is  being 
made  in  connection  with  interracial 
problems.  For  example, .  the  Christian 
Science  Monitor  for  Friday,  April  6, 
stales  that — 

A  Negro  youth  growing  up  in  Chicago  to¬ 
day  can  see  doors  of  employment  oppor¬ 
tunity  opening  to  him  which  not  long  ago 
were  closed  tight  to  members  of  Ills  race. 

Conservative  business  is  largely  respon¬ 
sible.  Executives  of  corporations  and  their 
staffs  are  working  at  this  business  of  break¬ 
ing  down  old  habits  based  on  race  prejudice, 
and  are  succeeding.  Persons  in  service 
organizations  say  that  the  openings,  al¬ 
though  still  few  numerically,  are  of  signifi¬ 
cance  far  out  of  proportion  to  their  numbers. 

This  makes  sense.  This  shows  that 
at  long  last  we  are  moving  in  the  right 
direction  and  I  think  it  important  to 
point  out  that  with  respect  to  the  prog¬ 
ress  being  made  in  Chicago,  as  cited  in 
the  article,  the  steps  that  are  being  taken 
toward  better  racial  understanding,  are 
being  pushed  by  some  of  the  most  con¬ 
servative  business  firms  in  the  city,  such 
as  the  International  Harvester  Co.,  the 
Illinois  Eell  Telephone  Co.,  and  Carson, 
Pirie,  Scott  &  Co. 

Our  Military  Establishment  has  been 
making  progress,  too,  with  its  interracial 
problems.  The  Air  Force  is  well  ad¬ 
vanced  and  has  a  very  high  morale  under 
a  policy  of  integration.  The  Navy  has 
taken  great  strides,  too,  and  the  Army 
is  moving  in  the  same  direction,  slowly 
but  surely.  Directly  contrary  to  what 
the  gentlemen  from  Mississippi  and 
Alabama  have  said  that  the  Winstead 
proposal  gives  the  Army  a  free  hand  to 
deal  with  the  problem,  its  effect  will  be  to 
tie  the  hands  of  the  military  and  prevent 
their  dealing  with  interracial  groups 
upon  a  realistic  and  sympathetic  basis. 

I  strongly  urge  the  Members  of  the 
House  to  vote  the  Price  amendment. 

(Mr.  YATES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Machrowicz], 

Mr.  MACHROWICZ.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  rise  in  support  of  the  Price  amendment. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  yield  the  balance  of  my  time  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Holifield], 

(Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman, 
when  we  go  back  into  the  House  I  am 
going  to  ask  permission  to  insert  in  the 
Record  some  material  which  I  have  here. 

Here  is  a  news  item : 

Twenty-four  men  in  Korea  win  awards  for 
ga'lantry  from  15  different  States. 

They  are  all  Negroes.  I  also  have  here 
a  list  of  Negroes  who  have  been  given  the 
Distinguished  Service  Cross  for  gallantry 
in  action.  I  want  to  read  just  one  little 
line  from  a  citation: 

Heedless  of  his  personal  safety,  he  shielded 
the  two  wounded  men  with  his  own  body  in 
an  effort  to  protect  them  from  further 
wounds.  While  in  this  exposed  position  he 
was  mortally  wounded. 

Ccrp.  Levi  Jackson,  Jr.,  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  gave  his  life  for  two  men  who 
were  wounded.  He  was  a  medical  corps- 
man  in  Korea. 

We  talk  about  democracy  in  this  coun¬ 
try,  we  talk  about  it  throughout  the 
world.  I  am  told  that  people  from  124 
different  nationalities  and  races  are  in 
our  armed  services.  We  have  got  to 
prove  to  the  people  throughout  the  world 
that  we  believe  in  the  thing  that  we 
preach,  because  we  are  going  to  have  to 
depend  upon  the  people  of  all  races  to 
fight  this  fight  of  freedom.  We  cannot 
depend  on  only  the  white  race,  there  are 
too  few  of  us;  we  are  going  to  have  to 
admit  sooner  or  later  that  we  are  going 
to  have  to  have  help  from  the  colored 
races  throughout  the  world. 

I  beg  of  you  to  support  the  Price 
amendment  to  strike  this  particular  prin¬ 
ciple  from  the  bill.  You  will  be  doing 
a  thing  that  is  honorable,  you  will  be 
making  your  contribution  today  for  the 
real  forces  of  democracy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  at  this  point,  I  shall  get 
permission  in  the  House  to  insert  five 
citations  to  Negroes  of  our  highest  mili¬ 
tary  award  for  bravery  in  action,  the 
Distinguished  Service  Cross: 

Distinguished  Service  Cross  Awards 

Second  Lt.  William  M.  Benefield,  Jr.,  (post¬ 
humous),  Corps  of  Engineers,  United  States 
Army,  .a  member  of  the  Seventy-seventh 
Engineer  Combat  Company,  Twenty-fourth 
Infantry  Regiment,  Twenty-fifth  Infantry 
Division,  distinguished  himself  by  extra¬ 
ordinary  heroism  in  connection  with  military 
operations  against  an  armed  enemy  on  July 
29,  1950,  near  Sangju,  Korea.  On  July  29, 
1950,  during  daylight  hours,  the  Seventy- 
seventh  Engineer  Combat  Company  received 
orders  to  advance  against  the  enemy’s  posi¬ 
tion.  Information  was  received  on  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  an  enemy  mine  field  in  the  path  of 
the  company’s  advance.  Realizing  the 
danger  to  personnel  of  the  company.  Lieute¬ 
nant  Benefield  with  complete  disregard  for 
his  personnel  safety,  went  forward  alone. 
Although  the  area  was  swept  by  intense 
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small-arms  fire,  lie  advanced  to  within  200 
•  yards  of  the  enemy  position  and  attempted 
to  remove  the  mine  field.  During  this  action 
Lieutenant  Benefield  was  killed.  The  extra¬ 
ordinary  heroism  displayed  by  Lieutenant 
Benefield  reflects  the  highest  credit  on  him¬ 
self  and  the  military  service. 

Master  Sgt.  Curtis  D.  Pugh,  Infantry, 
United  States  Army.  Sergeant  Pugh,  a 
member  of  Company  L,  Twenty-fourth  In¬ 
fantry  Regiment,  Twenty-fifth  Infantry 
Division,  distinguished  himself  by  extra¬ 
ordinary  heroism  in  action  against  a  numeri¬ 
cally  superior  enemy  near  Haman,  Korea,  on 
September  15,  1950.  Sergeant  Pugh,  as  a 
volunteer  member  of  a  rear  guard,  held  his 
position  on  a  narrow  mountain  ridge  and 
fought  off  a  series  of  fanatical  enemy  as¬ 
saults  at  ranges  as  close  as  10  yards.  He  per¬ 
sonally  stopped  one  attack  by  rising  from 
behind  his  rock  barricade  with  utter  dis¬ 
regard  for  his  own  safety  and  firing  his  auto¬ 
matic  rifle  in  an  arc  before  him.  When  his 
battalion  commander  was  engaged  in  a  hand 
to  hand  combat  with  enemy  soldiers,  Ser¬ 
geant  Pugh  came  to  his  rescue  and  saved 
the  life  of  the  battalion  commander  by 
shooting  the  enemy  soldiers  who  had  suc¬ 
ceeded  in  wounding  him.  Sergeant  Pugh 
then  maintained  a  base  of  fire  until  the 
wounded  officer  was  able  to  escape.  The 
extraordinary  heroism  displayed  by  Sergeant 
Pugh  reflects  great  credit  on  himself  and  is 
in  keeping  with  the  highest  traditions  of  the 
military  service.  Entered  the  military  serv¬ 
ice  from  Georgia. 

Sgt.  First  Class  Arthur  C.  Dudley,  Infantry, 
United  States  Army,  a  member  of  Company 
B.  Nineteenth  Infantry  Regiment,  Twenty- 
fourth  Infantry  Division  distinguished  him¬ 
self  by  extraordinary  heroism  against  an 
armed  enemy  near  Ch’angnyong,  Korea,  dur- 
,  ing  the  period  August  2  to  7,  1950.  Sergenat 
Dudley’s  company  which  was  occupying  a 
defensive  position  near  the  Naktong  River, 
had  suffered  severe  casualties  and  was  at 
half  strength  from  the  result  of  continuous 
fighting  over  a  period  of  weeks.  Men  were 
exhausted  and  were  subjected  to  harassing 
fire  particularly  from  snipers  and  automatic 
weapons.  Sergeant  Dudley,  an  expert  rifle¬ 
man,  continually  exposed  himself  by  moving 
from  one  position  to  another,  in  order  to 
locate  and  fire  on  the  enemy  and  his  unerring 
accuracy  with  the  Ml  rifle,  often  at  unbeliev¬ 
able  ranges,  soon  became  the  pride  of  his 
organization.  Although  often  observed  and 
fired  upon  by  both  automatic  weapons  and 
snipers.  Sergeant  Dudley  calmly  continued  to 
expose  himself  and  during  a  period  of  ap¬ 
proximately  5  days,  destroyed  over  50 
enemy  riflemen  and  machinegunners.  On 
August  7,  1950,  Sergeant  Dudley  left  his  fox 
hole  under  fire,  in  order  to  clear  a  jammed 
machinegun,  which  was  proving  difficult  for 
the  gunner.  Later  that  day  he  was  wounded, 
but  before  being  evacuated  expressed  con¬ 
cern  that  he  be  permitted  to  return  as  soon 
as  possible,  in  order  to  continue  his  deadly 
destruction  of  the  enemy.  The  extraordinary 
heroism  displayed  by  Sergeant  Dudley  on  this 
occasion  reflects  the  highest  credit  on  himself 
and  the  military  service.  Entered  the  mili¬ 
tary  service  from  Florida. 

Sergeant  Dudley  won  his  DSC  while  as¬ 
signed  to  the  Nineteenth  Infantry  Regiment, 
a  white  unit. 

Corp.  Levi  Jackson,  Jr.  (missing  in  action). 
Army  Medical  Service,  United  States  Army 
a  member  of  Medical  Company,  Twenty- 
fourth  Infantry  Regiment,  Twenty-fifth  In¬ 
fantry  Division  is  cited  for  extraordinary 
heroism  in  action  against  the  enemy  near 
Haman,  Korea  on  August  13,  1950.  On  this 
date  Corporal  Jackson  was  serving  as  medical 
aid  man  with  Company  G  when  two  men 
were  seriously  wounded.  Moving  across  the 
exposed  terrain  through  the  withering  enemy 
small  arms  and  automatic  weapons  fire,  Cor¬ 
poral  Jackson  reached  the  men  and  was  ad¬ 


ministering  first  aid  when  the  enemy  laid 
a  devastating  barrage  on  the  area.  Heed¬ 
less  of  his  personal  safety,  he  shielded  the 
two  wounded  men  with  his  own  body  in  an 
effort  to  protect  them  from  further  wounds. 
While  in  this  exposed  position  he  was  mor¬ 
tally  wounded.  Corporal  Jackson  performed 
his  duties  as  medical  corpsman  in  a  heroic 
manner.  His  primary  concern  at  all  times 
was  the  welfare  and  prompt  treatment  of  the 
many  wounded.  On  numerous  occasions  he 
evacuated  men  under  the  most  adverse  con¬ 
ditions  over  treacherous  terrain  while  sub¬ 
jected  to  constant  hostile  fire.  The  out¬ 
standing  bravery,  conspicuous  devotion  to 
his  comrades,  and  grim  determination  dis¬ 
played  by  Corporal  Jackson  exemplify  the 
highest  traditions  of  the  American  soldier 
and  provide  a  lasting  tribute  to  himself  and 
to  the  Army  Medical  Service.  Entered  the 
military  service  from  Pennsylvania. 

Second  Lt.  Levy  V.  Hollis  (then  master  ser¬ 
geant)  ,  Infantry,  United  States  Army.  Lieu¬ 
tenant  Hollis,  a  member  of  Headquarters, 
Thud  Battalion,  Twenty-fourth  Infantry 
Regiment,  Twenty-fifth  Infantry  Division, 
displayed  extraordinary  heroism  and  leader¬ 
ship  ability  in  action  against  an  armed  en¬ 
emy  near  Haman,  Korea,  during  the  period 
August  21  to  August  24,  1950.  Lieutenant 
Hoilis’  battalion  .was  engaged  in  a  fierce  fire 
fight  with  the  enemy  for  the  strategically 
important  high  ground  near  Haman,  Korea, 
known  as  Battle  Mountain  or  Bald  Hill.  De¬ 
spite  the  fact  that  his  job  as  battalion  oper¬ 
ations  sergeant  would  ordinarily  confine  him 
to  the  battalion  command  post,  he  constant¬ 
ly  moved  Under  heavy  enemy  machine-gun, 
mortar,  and  small-arms  fire  from  one  end  of 
the  sector  to  the  other  coordinating  the  fire 
and  attack  of  assault  elements  and  providing 
invaluable  assistance  to  the  battalion  com¬ 
mander.  Throughout  this  period  he  was  ac¬ 
tive  in  organizing  stragglers  from  the  assault 
units  of  the  battalion.  He  accompanied  the 
battalion  commander  to  front-line  positions 
on  numerous  occasions  and  on  August  22, 
1950,  moved  through  intense  enemy  fire  to 
carry  ammunition  to  a  strategically  placed 
machine-gun  position.  On  August  24,  1950, 
battalion  front-line  troops  withdrew  after 
being  heavily  attacked  by  a  numerically  su¬ 
perior  enemy  force.  Lieutenant  Hollis,  after 
rounding  up  stragglers,  reorganized  them  as 
they  came  off  the  hill.  Issuing  weapons  to 
those  who  had  lost  them  in  the  attack  or 
whose  weapon  was  not  functioning  properly, 
he  personally  led  them  in  a  counterattack. 
His  courage  and  initiative  inspired  the  men 
to  perform  prodigious  feats  of  arms  and 
pushed  the  enemy  off  the  position.  At  all 
times  during  this  period  he  voluntarily  led 
and  directed  carrying  parties  with  vital  sup¬ 
plies  of  water  and  ammunition  to  assault 
elements  in  the  thick  of  the  fight.  The  ex¬ 
traordinary  heroism  of  Lieutenant  Hollis  re¬ 
flects  great  credit  on  himself  and  the  military 
service.  Entered  the  military  service  from 
Texas. 

Mr.  Chairman,  among  my  constit¬ 
uents  in  my  congressional  district  in 
Los  Angeles,  there  is  a  highly  respected 
and  responsible  group  whose  primary 
objective  is  to  assist  their  fellow  citi¬ 
zens  of  Mexican  and  Spanish  descent 
to  become  integrated  into  every  phase 
of  our  community  life.  This  group 
once  wrote  to  me  protesting  an  Army 
policy  which  classified  them  as  Mexi¬ 
cans  instead  of  Caucasians. 

The  letter  gave  an  account  of  a  spe¬ 
cific  incident  of  a  citizen  of  Spanish  de¬ 
scent  being  interviewed  in  an  Army  re¬ 
cruiting  office.  The  interviewer,  ac¬ 
cording  to  Army  policy,  scratched  out 
the  word  white  on  the  enlistment  form 
and  inserted  Mexican.  I  would  like  to 


quote  a  paragraph  of  this  letter  which 
comments  on  the  incident: 

This  practice  will  unquestionably  do  con¬ 
siderable  damage  to  the  recruiting  program 
in  the  entire  Southwest.  In  this  general 
area  persons  of  Mexican  ancestry  total  well 
over  3,000,000  individuals  and  represent  the 
largest  single  minority  group.  Since  the 
great  majority  of  them  are  attempting  to 
become  a  part  of  the  life-stream  of  the 
community  and  the  Nation,  any  attempt  to 
forestall  this  ambition  by  treating  them  as 
a  group  apart  is  extremely  repellent  to  them 
and  give  rise  to  demoralization  and  hostil¬ 
ity.  The  fostering  of  such  attitudes  is  not 
only  destructive  of  the  democratic  proces¬ 
ses,  but  is  scarcely  conducive  to  the  crea¬ 
tion  of  a  receptive  state  of  mind  on  the  part 
of  political  recruitees. 

Under  present  practices  in  the  Army, 
citizens  of  Latin  ancestry  are  no  longer 
set  apart  because  we  were  able  to  obtain 
a  revision  of  the  policy.  The  Winstead 
amendment  is  an  invitation  to  scrap  that 
change  and  return  to  the  old  system. 
Even  now,  the  Army  follows  certain 
racial  classifications  that  would  be  cover¬ 
ed  by  the  Winstead  amendment. 

We  do  not  want  an  Army  of  colored 
people  or  a  Navy  of  Chinese  or  an  Air 
Force  of  white  people.  We  want  our 
armed  services  to  use  all  Americans  for 
whatever  duties  they  are  capable  of 
performing. 

The  policy  of  segregation  and  dis¬ 
crimination  based  on  race  must  be 
abolished  from  the  armed  services. 

We  must  not  permit  segregation  to  be 
written  into  this  universal  military 
training  legislation.  We  must,  instead, 
take  active  measures  to  stamp  it  out  and 
expressly  provide  that  all  men  who  serve 
in  our  Armed  Forces  receive  equal 
treatment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Fulton]. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  Price  amendment.  I 
think  we  ought  to  look  at  the  provision 
itself  and  see  if  it  means  anything  the 
way  it  is  written.  From  the  questions 
that  have  been  asked  it  appears  that 
there  is  segregation  only  for  enlisted 
men  it  has  been  stated  because  they  are 
discharged  as  such  when  they  apply  for 
officer  status. 

Secondly,  on  the  comments  that  have 
been  made  on  the  floor  here  so  far,  “mil¬ 
itary  necessity,”  on  line  3,  page  54  of  the 
bill,  as  well  as  under  this  amendment, 
would  not  mean  “military  necessity,” 
but  would  mean  only  “where  prac¬ 
ticable.” 

Third,  on  the  definition  of  the  word 
“race,”  there  are  five  races  in  the  world, 
and  so  far  the  debate  has  only  been  be¬ 
tween  the  white  and  the  brown  and  the 
black  race.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
are  Congressmen  here  that  are  part  In¬ 
dian,  and  I  wonder  whether  they  would 
be  in  segregated  units  under  this  pro¬ 
vision. 

Lastly,  in  defining  “race”  how  fad* 
back  do  you  go?  What  is  the  definition 
as  to  a  man’s  antecedents?  Does  the 
man  have  to  have  either  great  grand¬ 
parent  colored  or  Indian,  or  any  other 
race,  Chinese  of  Hawaiian  for  example, 
and  then  is  he  entitled  to  choose  his  race 
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on  registration?  Well,  there  is  no  such 
definition  given. 

Gentlemen,  I  think  the  amendment  is 
unworkable  because  it  will  divide  the 
Armed  Forces  into  the  present  nonsegre- 
gated  units  as  the  present  units  are  now, 
and  then  will  segregate  for  all  time,  the 
future  draftees.  I  do  not  think  this  pro¬ 
vision  can  be  administratively  worked 
out,  because  it  has  to  work  not  only  for 
the  man  for  1  year,  one  particular  group 
or  unit,  but  to  follow  him  anywhere  in 
any  future  assignment  both  in  the  mili¬ 
tary  and  training  service.  Where  will 
the  red  tape  end? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dawson]. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  I 
may  yield  the  time  allotted  to  me  to  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

[Mr.  DAWSON  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Howell], 

Mr.  HOWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  after 
those  very  fine  words  of  our  distin¬ 
guished  colleague  from  Illinois,  perhaps 
some  of  the  rest  of  us  should  not  say  too 
much,  but  I  want  to  point  out  that  I 
think  if  the  words  of  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Winstead]  are  left 
in  the  bill,  it  will  be  unwise  and  a  back¬ 
ward  step. 

I  think  all  of  you  realize  that  the 
Department  of  the  Army  has  been  slower 
than  the  Air  Force  and  the  Navy  in  im¬ 
plementing  the  policy  of  nonsegregation 
and  integration  of  all  troops.  As  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Javits] 
has  explained,  we  together  made  an  offi¬ 
cial  visit  recently  to  Fort  Dix,  which  is 
in  my  congressional  district.  There  they 
have  found,  as  he  suggested,  that  it  was 
not  practical  even  to  segregate  the  troops 
in  the  training  regiments  they  have  at 
that  post.  Previously  they  had  segre¬ 
gated  them  there,  and  then  tried  to  in¬ 
tegrate  them  after  they  were  trained, 
but  they  found  that  even  that  was  not 
practical.  We  found  that  there  at  Fort 
Dix  this  policy  is  working  very  well. 
There  is  no  complaint  as  to  how  this 
integration  was  working  from  any 
source.  There  is  a  great  improvement 
in  the  morale  of  the  Negro  troops. 
Training  is  going  on.  Men  from  all  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  country  and  of  all  colors  and 
creeds  are  living  together  in  the  bar¬ 
racks.  They  are  having  their  recreation 
together  and  their  training  together.  All 
in  all,  it  is  working  very,  very  well.  The 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  would  not  require  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices  to  do  anything  beyond  what  they 
are  now  doing  under  official  policy. 
Why  upset  a  policy  which  I  am  con¬ 
vinced  is  making  progress,  and  which  is, 
to  a  large  extent,  contributing  to  a  fuller 
utilization  of  our  manpower?  Let  us 
give  it  a  further  trial. 


(Mr.  HOWELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Bryson], 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  while 
the  so-called  manpower  bill,  formally 
designated  as  S.  1,  is  not  perfect,  it  is,  in 
my  judgment,  the  best  that  can  be  de¬ 
veloped  under  present  circumstances.  I 
am  pleased  with  the  provisions  of  the 
bill  as  they  relate  to  lowering  the  age 
for  induction.  It  is  hoped  that  the  call¬ 
ing  of  these  young  men  18  V2  years  of  age 
will  make  it  possible  to  curtail  the  calling 
of  and  permit  the  release  of  combat  vet¬ 
erans  of  World  War  II.  To  be  sure,  we 
do  not  like  to  call  young  men  into  serv¬ 
ice,  but  all  of  us  must  make  sacrifices  it 
seems;  and  the  provisions  of  this  mea¬ 
sure,  in  part  at  least,  tend  to  divide  the 
burden. 

Through  the  years,  I  of  course  have 
been  an  advocate  of  universal  military 
training  and  intend  to  vote  against  the 
Barden  bill  which  would  separate  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  from 
the  universal  military  feature.  All  in 
all,  the  bill  as  presented  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  seems  to  be  fair  and 
the  best  that  can  be  agreed  upon  at  this 
time.  I  am  therefore  giving  it  my  full 
support. 

Of  course,  I  intend  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  committee  bill  in  an  effort  to 
throw  at  least  some  safeguards  around 
younger  men,  who  will  be  leaving  home 
for  the  first  time,  with  reference  to 
temptations  such  as  intoxicating  bever¬ 
ages  and  houses  of  ill  fame. 

It  seems  to  me  that  the  so-called 
Abernethy  provision  in  the  bill  is  en¬ 
tirely  proper.  Many  of  us  in  the  South 
still  adhere  to  the  belief  that  we  should 
continue  to  have  complete  segregation 
of  the  races.  There  is  a  gradual  change 
in  the  viewpoint  of  a  lot  of  our  people 
and,  no  doubt,  eventually  this  seemingly 
impossible  problem  will  solve  itself.  In 
his  inaugural  address,  our  new  governor 
speaking  for  our  people  this  past  Janu¬ 
ary,  indicated  his  and  the  willingness  of 
all  of  us  to  make  additional  sacrifices  so 
as  to  provide  better  educational  oppor¬ 
tunities  to  members  of  the  Negro  race. 

As  we  call  these  fine  young  men  into 
the  service,  some  of  them  will  be  leav¬ 
ing  home  for  the  first  time.  Recalling 
my  own  early  days  in  the  service,  I  re¬ 
member  the  drastic  changes  in  my  ac¬ 
customed  way  of  living  which,  of  neces¬ 
sity,  had  to  be  adopted.  There  are 
changes  which  are  not  so  necessary. 
The  idea  of  a  sudden  and  complete  inte¬ 
gration  and/or  amalgamation  of  the 
races  comes  as  a  terrific  shock  to  a  lot 
of  us  from  the  South.  The  invoking  of 
this  ironclad  rule  has  done  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  do  more  to  create  friction  and 
reduce  efficiency  and  harmony  in  the 
service  than  anything  I  can  think  of. 
Early  in  my  life  I  discovered  these  lines 
from  the  pen  of  the  poet,  Sir  Thomas 
Moore,  who  said: 

Shall  I  ask  the  brave  soldier  who  fights  by 
my  side  in  the  cause  of  mankind  if  our 
creeds  agree?  Shall  I  forget  the  true  friend 
so  valued  and  tried  if  he  kneel  not  before 
the  same  altar  with  me? 
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I  have  no  religious  or  racial  prejudice. 
I  have  never  consciously  discriminated 
against  or  committed  a  wrong  against 
any  person.  My  views  now,  I  believe, 
are  consistent  with  my  stated  philosophy 
of  life  as  I  advocate  the  retention  of  the 
Abernethy  provision  in  the  bill.  What 
harm  could  come  if  this  permission  is 
given  to  young  service  people  to  elect  for 
themselves  whether  they  will  serve  in 
a  segregated  or  nonsegregated  company? 
It  might  be  that  there  are  some  Negroes 
who  would  prefer  rather  to  serve  in  a 
complete  Negro  unit  than  to  serve  in 
a  white  unit  where  they  will  always  be 
decidedly  in  the  minority.  I  believe 
there  can  be  little  dispute  that  the  aver¬ 
age  white  person  is  more  alert  in  his 
mental  capacity  than  the  average  Negro. 
This  being  so,  a  Negro  will  have  a  hard 
time  winning  any  rank  in  a  company  in 
which  the  majority  of  his  fellows  are 
white.  I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Price 
amendment  will  be  defeated  and  that  the 
committee  bill  will  be  enacted  into  law 
without  further  delay. 

(Mr.  BRYSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Committee.  His  remarks 
will  appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  CELLER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

SEGREGATION  A  RELIC  OF  THE  PAST 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
should  face  the  future  freed  of  anachro¬ 
nisms  like  segregation.  We  weaken  our 
Armed  Forces  with  deliberate  separa¬ 
tions  between  whites  and  blacks.  We 
must  strengthen  rather  than  weaken 
our  armed  might  in  the  cold  war  against 
communism.  Segregation  can  only  af¬ 
ford  aid  and  comfort  to  Communist 
propaganda.  It  is  grist  to  the  Russian 
mill. 

The  administration  and  Department 
of  Defense  are  all  opposed  to  this  un¬ 
fortunate  practice.  They  realize  the 
baneful  implications  of  transforming 
our  Armed  Forces  into  organizations  of 
units  divided  as  to  race. 

How  tragic  it  is  that  at  this  day  and 
age  men  must  fight  and  die  with  tags  on 
marked  “first-class  citizen”  and  “sec¬ 
ond-class  citizen.”  Bullets  find  their 
mark  and  victim  regardless  of  race  or 
color.  The  hand  of  death  knows  no 
color.  The  grim  reaper  strikes  in  all 
directions.  He  does  not  say,  “For  blacks 
only”  or  “for  whites  only.” 

What  leadership  can  we  assert  in  the 
United  Nations,  whose  forces  fight  to¬ 
gether  in  Korea,  if  we  insist  upon  seg¬ 
regation?  UN  is  representative  of  all 
mankind,  not  whites  only. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  extend  their  remarks  at  this  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  of  course, 
I  am  favoring  the  Price  amendment.  It 
is  paradoxical  to  consider  legislation  en¬ 
abling  us  to  prepare  for  the  struggle 
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for  democratic  principles,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  have  the  most  undemo¬ 
cratic  Whitten  provision  in  this  bill,  and 
I  am  voting  to  strike  it  out. 

The  first  speech  I  ever  made  in  the 
House  was  a  plea  for  the  eradication  of 
second-class  citizenship  and  I  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  work  and  vote  accordingly. 

I  must  compliment  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson]  for  his  ex¬ 
ceptionally  moving  plea  in  this  connec¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  lis¬ 
tened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to 
the  excellent  presentation  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Powell]  in 
support  of  the  Price  motion  to  strike  the 
Winstead  amendment  from  the  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  bill,  thereby  aiming 
to  eliminate  segregation  in  our  Armed 
Forces.  My  distinguished  colleague 
from  New  York  rightfully  stated  that 
what  we  need  is  not  segregation  but  in¬ 
tegration  of  men  in  the  services,  and  he 
pointed  to  the  example  being  set  in  Ko¬ 
rea  and  the  magnificent  combat  record 
already  attained  by  Negro  soldiers — 
something  which  all  of  us  recognize  and 
of  which  we  are  all  proud. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  by  the 
statement  of  my  good  friend.  Represen¬ 
tative  Powell,  when  he  said  that  no  one 
in  the  Pentagon  today  favors  segrega¬ 
tion  in  the  armed  services.  When  he 
asked  for  those  who  know  of  anyone  in 
the  Pentagon  favoring  segregation  to 
speak  up,  not  a  single  voice  was  raised. 
I  want  to  take  this  opportunity  to  com¬ 
mend  Representative  Powell  for  the 
very  forceful  statement  he  made  here  to¬ 
day. 

Although  it  is  difficult  to  add  any  more 
potent  reasons  for  the  elimination  of 
segregation  than  those  already  men¬ 
tioned  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Powell],  I  should  like  to  express  a 
few  thoughts  on  the  subject. 

The  time  is  long  overdue  for  us  to 
eliminate  all  remains  of  racialism  in  the 
military  forces  and  thereby  help  to  keep 
clear  the  good  name  of  the  United  States. 
Liberty-loving  people  throughout  the 
world  recognize  our  country  as  the  lead¬ 
er  in  the  cause  of  democracy  and  human 
rights.  We  have  always  been  in  the 
forefront  of  the  struggle  to  establish  and 
maintain  the  unique  right  of  every  man 
to  be  respected.  In  the  same  manner, 
it  is  our  sacred  duty  to  see  that  all  citi¬ 
zens  of  the  United  States  should  be 
afforded  the  privilege  and  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  serve  their  country  with  dignity 
and  pride. 

A  little  over  a  year  ago — on  February 
16,  1950—1  brought  this  situation  to  the 
attention  of  this  House  and  on  that  occa¬ 
sion  I  stated  as  follows: 

The  Negro,  though  in  our  history  he  has 
been  subjected  to  second-hand  citizenship  or 
to  no  citizenship  at  all,  has  played  a  very 
large  and  very  honorable  part  in  all  the  wars 
of  the  United  States.  *  *  *  We  have  al¬ 

ways  asked  the  Negro  to  shed  his  blood  for 
the  United  States,  and  he  has  done  so,  in 
spite  of  frequent  shabby  treatment.  Such 
loyalty  is  one  of  our  greatest  national  assets. 

The  heroism  and  participation  of  the 
Negro  in  the  American  wars,  beginning 
with  the  Revolutionary  War  and  through 
the  present  conflict  in  Korea,  is  a  matter 
of  record.  We  are  now  faced  with  a 


situation  all  over  the  world,  especially 
among  the  millions  of  people  in  Asia  who 
are  closely  following  our  treatment  of 
minorities,  where  Communist  propa¬ 
ganda  exploits  this  situation  and  points 
out  to  the  nonwhite  peoples  of  the  world 
this  gap  between  our  principles  of  democ¬ 
racy  and  our  performance  of  these  prin¬ 
ciples. 

Segregation  is  not  only  undemocratic, 
but  it  is  wasteful  when  practiced  in  the 
armed  services  and  intolerable  at  a  time 
when  we  should  apply  utmost  efficiency 
and  coordination  in  our  defense  efforts 
for  the  welfare  of  the  Nation.  I  support 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Price]  and  urge  its  adoption. 

Mr.  MADDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
to  support  the  antisegregation  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illi¬ 
nois  [Mr.  Price]. 

If  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Win¬ 
stead],  is  adopted,  it  would  serve  notice 
on  our  critics  across  the  sea  that  we  in 
America  do  not  practice  the  free  democ¬ 
racy  of  which  we  so  enthusiastically 
boast. 

The  fighting  men  of  our  Armed 
Forets,  in  the  thick  of  battle,  whether 
it  is  in  no-man’s  land,  in  the  air,  or  on 
the  sea,  never  stop  to  ask  the  skin  color 
of  their  comrades  fighting  by  their  side. 
This  so-called  amendment,  although  the 
words  are  not  expressed,  nevertheless 
implies  that  we  not  only  have  second- 
class  citizens  in  civilian  life,  but  second- 
class  servicemen  in  our  Armed  Forces. 
It  is  indeed  a  sad  commentary  if  this 
Congress  sinks  to  the  error  of  recogniz¬ 
ing  racism  in  our  Military  Establish¬ 
ments. 

Americans  are  constantly  orating 
about  their  great  heritage  of  freedom 
and  equality.  We  must  be  practical  and 
eliminate  racial  hatreds  and  group  in¬ 
tolerances  whether  it  is  in  the  military 
or  in  civilian  life.  Intolerance  in  the 
military  helps  to  defeat  the  very  thing 
that  wc  are  spending  billions  of  dollars 
and  sacrificing  thousands  of  American 
lives  combating.  The  opposition  to  a 
segregated  military  is  not  confined  to 
Negro  groups  by  any  means.  Great  na¬ 
tional  organizations,  industrial,  labor, 
civic,  and  otherwise  have  protested 
against  segregation  in  our  Armed 
Forces.  In  the  last  war,  the  bravery 
and  fighting  ability  of  the  Negro  soldiers 
were  lauded  by  the  British,  the  Austra¬ 
lians,  General  Eisenhower,  and  others, 
too  numerous  to  mention. 

The  Negro  women  served  with  great 
distinction  in  the  Army  Nurse  Corps  and 
enlisted  in  the  WAVES,  WAC,  and 
SPARS.  After  these  great  demonstra¬ 
tions  of  patriotism,  bravery,  and  valor, 
why  should  we  say  to  these  Americans, 
“You  must  live  in  barracks  on  the  other 
side  of  the  camp.  You  also  must  eat 
your  meals  there.” 

Our  Nation  is  made  up  of  a  cosmo¬ 
politan  representation  of  peoples  from 
all  races,  nationalities,  and  creeds. 
Great  progress  has  been  made  in  the  last 
20  years  toward  eliminating  intolerance 
and  bigotry.  We  must  not  relax  now. 
This  segregation  amendment  would  not 
only  hamper  the  operation  of  our  Armed 
Forces  and  promote  inefficiency,  but 


would  lower  the  morale  of  our  fighting 
men,  regardless  of  race. 

I  am  confident  that  this  Congress  will 
adopt  the  so-called  Price  amendment 
and  prohibit  segregation  in  our  Armed 
Forces. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  Winstead  amendment  is  the  most 
sensible  approach  that  has  been  made 
to  the  question  of  segregation  in  the 
armed  services.  I  believe  that  any  fair 
minded  person  will  concede  that  it  is 
nothing  but  right  and  fair  to  permit  the 
registrants  to  express  their  choice  of 
serving  in  either  a  segregated  or  non- 
segregated  unit.  This  is  democratic.  It 
is  fair.  It  eliminates  the  difficulties 
which  have  come  from  the  President’s 
order  striking  down  segregation  in  the 
armed  services  and  which  forces  all  of 
•the  men  to  serve  in  nonsegregated  units 
regardless  of  their  wishes  or  the  effect 
which  it  has  upon  their  morale. 

'  Leaders  of  our  Armed  Forces  will  tell 
you  that  the  President’s  nonsegregation 
order  has  been  nothing  but  a  trouble- 
maker.  It  has  not  been  a  morale  build¬ 
er.  On  the  contrary  it  has  lowered  the 
morale  of  thousands  of  young  men,  white 
and  black,  in  the  services.  . 

Nonsegregation  is  something  which 
most  of  the  politicians  preach  but  do  not 
practice  except  occasionally  during  their 
political  campaigns.  They  do  not  believe 
in  it,  they  do  not  live  it  and  they  do  not 
teach  it.  They  use  it  entirely  as  a  lure  to 
secure  the  votes  of  minority  groups  and  I 
do  not  know  of  any  who  have  been  more 
successful  in  that  regard  than  some  of 
the  members  on  the  Democratic  side  of 
the  aisle. 

It  is  my  firm  conviction  that  if  you 
strike  out  the  Winstead  amendment  you 
may  jeopardize  the  entire  bill.  Certainly 
you  should  consider  ,  the  question  from 
this  angle. 

I  urge  you  not  to  adopt  the  Price 
amendment.  I  am  sure  that  the  military 
wjll  administer  the  Winstead  provision 
in  a  democratic  manner.  I  am  sure  they 
will  permit  anyone  who  wishes  to  serve 
in  nonsegregated  units  to  do  so  and  I 
believe  they  will  make  an  effort  to  permit 
those  who  wish  to  serve  in  nonsegregated 
units  so  to  do.  What  could  be  more 
democratic? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Klein], 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  take  the 
floor  at  this  point  simply  for  the  purpose 
of  pointing  out  to  the  committee  and  to 
the  Members  of  the  House,  how  much 
more  effective  the  type  of  debate  in 
which  we  are  presently  indulging,  than 
the  type  which  many  of  you  Members 
may  recall  we  have  had  in  the  past.  I, 
too,  commend  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi  [Mr.  Winstead]  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Alabama  [Mr.  deGraffenried] 
on  their  approach  to  this  problem 
which  I  appreciate  as  well  as  they  do,  is 
a  difficult  one  and  which  cannot  be 
solved  overnight,  and  which  also  cannot 
be  solved  by  demagogues  either  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  or  elsewhere.  I  think 
it  is  refreshing  indeed,  like  a  breath  of 
fresh  air,  to  take  up  a  question  dealing 
with  segregation  on  such  a  high  plane 
to  note  how  much  more  effective  this 
debate  is,  than  the  rantings  and  ravings 
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on  this  question  that  have  been  indulged 
in  here  in  this  House  and  elsewhere 
on  previous  occasions.  I  hope  this  is 
symptomatic  of  what  may  occur  in  the 
future,  whether  we  discuss  segregation 
in  the  armed  services,  or  in  schools  or 
residences,  or  on  any  of  the  vexing  ques¬ 
tions  affecting  minority  groups  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KLEIN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  join  the  gentleman 
in  that  statement.  I  think  the  debate 
has  been  splendid  and  at  a  very  high 
level.  It  is  indeed  very  inspiring. 

(Mr.  KLEIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

[Mr.  RANKIN  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Whitten]  is  rec¬ 
ognized. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I,  too, 
appreciate  the  way  in  which  this  prob¬ 
lem  has  been  discussed  on  this  floor, 
and  the  fair  way  my  distinguished  col¬ 
league  [Mr.  Winstead]  has  handled  this 
entire  problem.  I  would  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  up  until  after 
this  World  War  II  was  over,  the  mili¬ 
tary  did  handle  this  most  difficult  prob¬ 
lem.  I  have  always  thought  that  this 
country  came  to  glorious  victory  in  all 
past  wars  when  this  question  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  military,  but  we  have  in 
this  country — and  they  are  entitled  to 
their  opinion — certain  social  reformers 
who  want  to  change  the  segregation  pol¬ 
icies  which  exist  in  certain  sections.  I 
differ  with  them  but  that  is  their  privi¬ 
lege.  Progress  is  being  made  by  them, 
who,  like  all  reformers,  want  to  wrap 
around  that  which  they  believe  in  the 
force  and  power  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  to  carry  out  their  wishes  regard¬ 
less  of  the  feelings  of  others  or  the  re¬ 
sults.  I  think  that  is  a  mistake  in  any 
case  but  to  tie  up  such  law  with  na¬ 
tional  defense  is  tragic  indeed.  At  any 
rate  from  the  arguments  you  have  heard 
from  people  in  northern  areas,  they  do 
not  care  for  segregation.  If  the  Win¬ 
stead  amendment  were  the  law,  they 
seem  to  say  here  today  that  the  people 
who  would  desire  segregated  companies 
would  be  the  southern  white  people.  I 
doubt  that,  but  if  that  be  true,  why  not 
give  them  that  privilege?  Even  there 
the  Army  would  still  determine  in  each 
case  where  segregation  was  practical. 
Do  you  not  realize  that  in  the  South 
you  have  had  the  greatest  percentage  of 
volunteers  that  you  have  had  at  any 
place  in  the  country?  The  Winstead 
amendment  simply  gives  back  to  the 
Army  the  right  to  run  the  Army  as  they 
did  run  it  before  segregation  was  abol¬ 
ished  by  Presidential  directive,  which 
was  issued  under  political  pressure. 

In  the  Winstead  amendment  you  pro¬ 
vide  for  segregation  where  it  is  desired 
and  feasible.  Strike  it  out  and  you  pro¬ 
vide  for  nonsegregation  in  all  instances 
regardless  even  though  it  be  impractical, 
not  desired,  and  may,  in  some  cases, 
bring  about  serious  consequences. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Lyle]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  an  army  by  selective  service  is  a 
most  difficult  and  most  serious  task.  It 
is  not  a  vehicle  for  social  reform  or  social 
experiment. 

Our  colleague  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Daw¬ 
son]  made  a  very  touching  speech  a 
moment  ago.  But  do  not  forget,  he  has 
been  honored  as  every  other  Representa¬ 
tive  in  this  body  for  many  years.  He 
has  been  made  chairman  of  a  great  com¬ 
mittee,  and  he  has  been  treated  with 
great  respect  and  affection  by  all  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  body,  including  those  from 
the  South.  What  is  wrong  with  a  sys¬ 
tem  that  gives  such  opportunity. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  most  unfortunate 
that  circumstances  make  it  necessary  to 
bring  young  men  out  of  homes  and  regi¬ 
ment  them  into  an  army  for  the  purpose 
of  destroying  the  enemy.  It  would  be 
far  more  unfortunate  to  use  that  force 
for  social  reform  and  social  experiment. 
The  Whitten  amendment  is  fair,  demo¬ 
cratic,  and  in  keeping  with  our  best 
traditions. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  eMr,  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FORRESTER.  As  I  understand 
you,  you  are  making  the  point  that  you 
cannot  understand  just  why  it  is  that  we 
want  to  make  these  boys  who  are  drafted 
into  our  Army  unwilling  guinea  pigs 
for  social  experiments  that  are  not  being 
conducted  and  not  being  practiced  by 
any  other  group  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  LYLE.  That  is  exactly  right.  We 
will  have  a  stronger  Army  if  the  Price 
amendment  is  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

(Mr.  LYLE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Bender]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  this  afternoon  to  say 
a  few  words  to  my  colleagues  on  the  Re¬ 
publican  side.  This  is  not  a  speech  for 
home  consumption.  All  of  you  are  fa¬ 
miliar,  I  am  sure,  with  the  founding  of 
the  Republican  Party  and  the  high  prin¬ 
ciples  which  gave  it  life.  Our  great  party 
was  born  to  set  men  free.  Whenever  and 
wherever  the  Republican  Party  has  flour¬ 
ished  the  rights  of  human  beings  are  ad¬ 
vanced  and  living  conditions  improved. 
The  Republican  Party  has  always  been 
in  the  forefront  of  every  great  fight  for 
human  rights.  Today  on  the  floor  of  the 
House,  we  are  charged  with  pulling 
somebody’s  chestnuts  out  of  the  fire,  and 
the  same  representations  are  made  by 
Democratic  orators  at  meetings  of  our 
colored  citizens  in  northern  cities. 

I  am  sure  the  vote  on  the  Price  amend¬ 
ment  this  afternoon  will  demonstrate 
that  with  few  exceptions  the  Republi¬ 
cans  here  today  will  vote  in  support  of 
the  Price  amendment.  The  planks  in  the 
Republican  platform,  not  only  of  1950, 
but  from  the  time  of  its  origin,  were  not 
intended  to  be  fishhooks  to  catch  suckers 


with.  Republicans  today  will  recognize 
the  vote  for  the  Price  amendment  as  a 
further  opportunity  to  demonstrate  that 
deeds  are  more  important  than  words. 

I  hope  my  Republican  colleagues  will 
not  emulate  so  many  of  the  orators  on 
the  other  side  of  the  aisle.  The  Demo¬ 
cratic  Party’s  constant  profession  of  love 
for  all  people  is  constantly  being  mocked 
by  the  activities  of  those  areas  where  it 
derives  its  greatest  political  strength. 
Time  after  time,  despite  the  vast  out¬ 
pouring  of  speeches  dealing  with  every 
phase  of  civil  rights,  nondiscrimination, 
and  brotherhood,  the  words  have  been 
completely  denied  in  practice.  When  the 
Democratic  Party  starts  practicing  what 
it  preaches,  there  will  be  a  new  era  of 
advancement  and  growth  for  the  South¬ 
land.  Until  then,  the  mockery  of  human 
brotherhood  which  characterizes  the 
Democratic  lip  service  remains  a  blight 
upon  the  party  and  a  lesson  for  all 
Americans  in  a  world  where  discrimina¬ 
tion  and  segregation  are  no  longer 
merely  local  issues,  but  are  part  and  par¬ 
cel  of  the  world  clash  between  east  and 
west.  The  vote  on  this  amendment  will 
be  taken  in  a  very  few  minutes,  and  all 
Members  and  the  press  will  have  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  observe  on  which  side  of  the 
House  we  will  find  the  greatest  support 
for  this  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  is  recognized 
to  close  the  debate. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  for  60 
long  days  from  10  o’clock  until  oftentimes 
4  and  5  o’clock  in  the  afternoon  the  Arm¬ 
ed  Services  Committee  conducted  hear¬ 
ings  on  what  is  probably  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  bill  that  will  come  before  the  House 
during  this  session.  We  heard  over  a 
hundred  witnesses  either  by  word  of 
mouth  or  statements  inserted  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord.  For  over  a  week  we  sat  in  executive 
session  writting  the  various  provisions  of 
this  bill.  The  committee  by  a  vote  of  32 
to  3  reported  the  present  bill. 

I  am  supporting  the  bill  as  submitted 
to  the  House  in  every  line  and  sentence. 
There  has  not  been  a  single  amendment 
offered  that  in  my  judgment  has  im¬ 
proved  the  committee  bill.  The  commit¬ 
tee  concluded  to  write  in  what  is  known 
as  the  Winstead  amendment;  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Price]  ,  is  moving 
to  knock  it  out.  As  chairman  of  the 
committee  I  do  not  feel  that  I  can  sup¬ 
port  any  amendment  of  substance  which 
would  be  at  variance  with  the  commit¬ 
tee’s  actions.  Therefore,  I  am  voting 
against  the  Price  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Price)  there 
were — ayes  131,  noes  106. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Kilday  and 
Mr.  Price. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
178,  noes  126. 

So  the  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  DENNY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Denny  to  the 
Earden  substitute :  on  page  8,  strike  out  lines 
1  through  3,  and  insert  the  following : 

“(k)  Section  4  of  said  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
subsections : 

“  '(k)  (1)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to 
the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  subsection, 
is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the 
Armed  Forces  prior  to  attaining  the  twen¬ 
tieth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  receive 
his  initial  military  training  (while  simul¬ 
taneously  receiving  academic  training)  at  a 
school  or  college  selected  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense. 

“  *(2)  Any  person  designated  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  who,  subsequent  to  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  this  subsection,  is  in¬ 
ducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  or  after  attaining  the  twentieth 
anniversary  of  his  birth,  may  receive  his 
initial  military  training  (while  simultane¬ 
ously  receiving  academic  training)  at  a 
school  or  college  selected  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense.  A 

“  ‘(3)  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  enter 
into  contracts  or  other  arrangements  with 
the  schools  and  colleges  selected  by  him  for 
the  establishment  of  initial  military  training 
units  under  this  subsection.  Each  such  con¬ 
tract  or  arrangement  shall  appropriately 
provide,  on  a  reimbursable  basis,  for  the  utili¬ 
zation  by  the  school  or  college  concerned  of 
its  existing  personnel,  buildings,  plant,  and 
facilities  in  furnishing  academic  training, 
meals,  lodging,  and  related  services  to  per¬ 
sons  assigned  to  such  school  or  college  to  re¬ 
ceive  initial  military  training  under  this  sub¬ 
section.  In  the  administration  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  shall  exercise  any  direction,  super¬ 
vision,  or  control  over  the  personnel,  curric¬ 
ulum,  or  program  of  instruction  of  such 
school  or  college,  except  that  the  contract  or 
arrangement  entered  into  under  this  para¬ 
graph  may  establish  the  nature  and  extent  of 
the  academic  training  to  be  provided  at  such 
school  or  college  under  this  subsection. 

‘“(4)  Whenever  an  initial  military  training 
unit  shall  have  been  established  under  this 
subsection  at  any  school  or  college,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force,  as  may  be 
appropriate,  shall  issue  such  arms  and  equip¬ 
ment,  and  shall  detail  for  duty  as  instructors 
or  as  administrative  or  other  personnel  such 
officers  and  enlisted  men,  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  insure  that  the  initial  military  train¬ 
ing  provided  in  such  unit  will  be  adequate 
and  effective.  The  commanding  officer  of 
each  initial  military  training  unit  shall  have 
complete  supervision  over  the  military  train¬ 
ing  and  over  the  discipline  of  the  persons 
serving  therein. 

“  ‘(5)  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  pre¬ 
scribe  such  regulations  and  standards  as  may 
be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
this  subsection.’  ” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re¬ 
serve  a  point  of  order  against  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  DENNY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
taking  into  consideration  the  fact  that 
the  next  few  days  are  going  to  be  good 
fishing  days,  and  also,  something  that 
has  not  been  noted,  Monday  is  baseball 
day,  and  we  all  want  to  get  through 
before  then. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  this  amend¬ 
ment  which  I  have  offered  and  my  argu¬ 
ment  will  be  clear,  precise,  and  indubi¬ 
table.  I  have  made  it  just  as  short  as 
I  possibly  can.  I  think  it  is  very  brief 
and  very  readily  understood.  I  hope  for 


that  reason  that  a  great  many  of  you 
will  vote  for  it. 

My  amendment  makes  it  mandatory 
for  all  young  men  under  the  age  of  20 
to  continue  their  education  at  a  school 
or  college  selected  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  simultaneously  with  and  at  the 
same  place  as  they  are  undergoing  basic 
or  initial  training  in  the  military  forces 
whether  it  be  for  a  period  of  4  or  8 
months. 

This  plan  arose  because  of  my  experi¬ 
ence  in  the  Air  Force  in  the  last  war. 
Up  to  1944  the  basic  training  of  the  pilots 
who  came  into  the  Air  Force,  and  there 
was  a  tremendous  backlog  then,  as  I 
believe  there  is  going  to  be  a  tremendous 
backlog  of  trainees  again,  was  given  to 
them  at  Miami  and  Nashville  and  in 
four  or  five  different  places  before  they 
could  get  any  real  learning  on  pilot 
training.  This  continual  basic  training, 
basic  training,  basic  training,  is  a  very, 
very  bad  thing  for  these  young  men. 
They  had  nothing  of  interest  to  do, 
nothing  to  keep  their  minds  busy,  noth¬ 
ing  that  they  enjoyed  working  with.  It 
was  a  drudge  at  best,  and  many  of  them 
got  into  mischief.  Continual  harden¬ 
ing  of  muscles  and  no  book  learning  was 
bad.  I  believe*  these  young  men  can 
continue  their  education  and  get  some¬ 
thing  constructive  out  of  their  basic 
training  while  they  are  getting  the 
training. 

I  want  it  thoroughly  understood  I  am 
not  one  who  believes  in  being  gentle 
with  soldiers.  I  believe  that  they  should 
be  made  tough.  I  believe  they  should  be 
made  hardy.  I  think  they  should  be 
given  complete  athletic  programs.  In 
the  last  war  the  training  was  given  in 
this  manner  and  it  was  successful.  It 
worked  out  splendidly  when  they  were 
given  their  college  training  and  were  able 
to  continue  school  or  college  at  the  same 
time  that  they  were  getting  their  basic 
training.  I  inspected  about  50  of  these 
schools  and  the  morale  of  the  boys  after 
this  school  system  started  was  just  tre¬ 
mendously  better  than  it  was  before. 
My  own  son  went  through  it  and  I  saw  it 
in  operation. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DENNY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  effect  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  is  to  make  it  man¬ 
datory  on  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to 
utilize  the  schools  in  giving  basic  train¬ 
ing  to  those  who  are  inducted  for  serv¬ 
ice  and  for  training;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  DENNY.  That  is  for  those  under 
20  years  of  age. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  But  that 
is  the  effect  of  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  DENNY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  And  it  applies  to  a 
man  who  is  inducted  for  service  as  well 
as  the  man  who  enlists  and  the  man 
who  is  drafted  or  appointed?  The  Sec¬ 
retary  must  give  the  contracts  to  the 
schools  or  universities  to  give  him  the 
basic  military  training  at  some  par¬ 
ticular  school? 

Mr.  DENNY.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  other  words,  I  have 
stated  correctly,  then,  what  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  does? 


Mr.  DENNY.  Yes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  short  course  of 
college  that  these  boys  had  in  the  Air 
Force  during  the  last  war  resulted  in 
thousands  of  them  coming  back  after 
their  military  service  was  over.  They 
went  back  to  college  because  they  had  a 
taste  of  it.  It  was  the  greatest  thing  for 
those  boys  that  I  think  ever  happened 
during  the  last  war.  Their  school  course 
will  be  entirely  under  school  authorities 
during  this  period  of  basic  military 
training.  Their  military  training  course 
will  be  entirely  under  the  military  dur¬ 
ing  the  period.  The  military  will  be  the 
only  ones  who  will  have  charge  of  them. 
They  will  use  the  parade  grounds  and 
the  athletic  fields  and  they  will  live  in 
the  college  dormitories  and  use  the  mess- 
hall  in  the  college  to  which  they  are 
assigned.  That  will  materially  reduce 
the  cost  of  this  induction  program  for 
these  young  people.  Instead  of  building 
new  cantonments  for  them,  and  con¬ 
structing  new  places  where  they  have  to 
build  mess  halls  and  living  facilities  and 
everything  else,  they  will  be  put  into 
places  which  are  already  constructed, 
with  mess  halls,  all  of  the  necessary 
buildings  in  existence,  and  so  forth. 
The  comfort,  housing,  feeding,  and  care 
of  the  young  man  will  be  immeasurably 
better. 

I  believe  that  the  cost  is  a  very  ma¬ 
terial  thing  here. 

The  fourth  point  is,  and  this  is  more 
or  less  incidental,  that  it  will  help  the 
colleges  tremendously  as  it  did  in  the 
last  war.  They  will  lose  thousands  and 
thousands  of  boys  under  this  program, 
but  by  this  method  they  will  be  getting 
more  boys. 

I  have  intentionally  left  out  many 
details  of  training  that  might  be  more 
fully  discussed,  for  the  reason  that  they 
would  encumber  the  record  and  the  mil¬ 
itary  prefers  to  establish  such  details 
for  themselves  and  in  their  own  man¬ 
ner.  The  infantry  soldier  becomes  a 
specialist  after  his  first  period  of  basic 
training.  This  is  also  true  of  the  Air 
Force  and  Navy  candidates. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

(Mr.  KILDAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  read¬ 
ing  the  amendment,  it  is  difficult  to  un¬ 
derstand  just  where  it  is  supposed  to  go 
in  the  bill.  Quite  evidently  there  is  some 
confusion  or  error,  because  it  seeks  to 
strike  out  a  portion  of  a  section  of  the 
bill  which  authorizes  the  President  to 
reduce  or  cancel  out  training,  ■  and  it 
simply  does  not  hook  up.  It  does  not 
become  germane  at  the  point  men¬ 
tioned. 

But,  addressing  myself  to  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  amendment,  the  gentle¬ 
man  has  made  it  clear  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  intended  to  make  it  mandatory 
upon  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  assign 
all  persons  inducted,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed,  who  are  under  20  years  of  age, 
to  educational  institutions,  to  pursue 
military  training  along  with  academic 
training.  It  is  mandatory  that  they 
shall  be  assigned  to  educational  insti¬ 
tutions  where  the  initial  period  of  train- 
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ing  will  go  with  academic  education.  Of 
course,  it  would  be  nice  if  you  could 
raise  an  army  and  train  it  and  leave  the 
men  at  home  to  pursue  their  normal 
course  of  life  and  follow  their  normal 
activities  and  live  with  their  families. 
Unfortunately  you  cannot  raise  and 
train  an  army  that  way.  Of  course,  we 
will  utilize  educational  institutions.  I 
am  in  favor  of  utilizing  educational  in¬ 
stitutions  for  those  portions  of  the  train¬ 
ing  which  can  be  used  for  that  purpose 
and  at  the  same  time  train  the  soldiers. 
There  is  no  doubt  but  that  the  colleges 
and  educational  institutions  could  be 
utilized  for  technical  subjects,  such  as 
electronics,  and  things  like  that,  but  you 
cannot  raise  a  foot-soldier  army  and  let 
them  stay  in  a  university  until  they  are 
20  years  of  age  and  pursue  their  aca¬ 
demic  education.  You  are  going  to  have 
to  uproot  them,  unfortunate  as  it  may  be. 

Mr.  SHORT.  How  would  you  give 
them  training  in  tanks,  and  such  things? 

Mr.  KILDAY:  Use  the  football  field, 
I  suppose. 

Mr.  DENNY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DENNY.  I  think  my  amendment 
clearly  sets  out  thht  this  is  only  during 
the  period  of  their  basic  training.  Their 
preliminary  training.  As  for  tanks  and 
special  kinds  of  guns,  that  comes  in  the 
second  type  of  basic  training.  You  do 
not  call  it  exactly  basic  training.  My 
whole  purpose  in  this  is  that  when  they 
come  out  of  the  Army  they  will  come  out 
better  soldiers"  and  better  citizens  of  the 
Nation. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Unfortunately,  we 
cannot  reach  the  state  of  efficiency  and 
numbers  in  the  Army  that  we  have  to 
have  and  pursue  business  as  usual. 
It  is  going  to  be  necessary,  unfortunate 
as  it  may  be — and  I  know  of  no  one  who 
approaches  this  legislation  with  any  de¬ 
gree  of  enthusiasm  whatever — but  if  you 
are  going  to  have  military  training  you 
are  going  to  have  to  have  military  train¬ 
ing  with  all  the  hardening  and  every¬ 
thing  else  that  goes  with  it. 

The  amendment,  of  course,  would 
greatly  handicap — well,  it  would  throw 
the  whole  program  into  a  state  of  con¬ 
fusion.  ^ 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  voted 
down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Denny], 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross] 
is  recognized. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Gross  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden:  Page  19, 
lines  13  and  14,  strike  out  “Any  member  of 
the  inactive  or  volunteer  Reserve”  and  in¬ 
sert  the  following:  “Any  member  of  a  Re¬ 
serve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces”;  and 
before  the  period  in  line  25,  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  and  any  person  so  released  from 

active  duty  shall  at  the  time  of  such  release 
be  permitted  to  resign  from  the  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  which  he  is  a  member.” 


Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  is 
nothing  complex  about  this  amendment. 
The  first  provision  simply  takes  in  the 
reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

The  second  provision  of  my  amend¬ 
ment  permits  these  veteran  reserves  only, 
you  understand,  who  have  been  released 
after.12  months  of  service  to  resign.  The 
bill  provides  that  the  veteran  reserves 
may  be  released  after  12  months’  service, 
but  neither  the  committee  bill  nor  the 
Barden  amendment - 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  So  the  Committee  can 
understand,  the  Committee’s  provision 
applies  to  the  inactive  or  volunteer  re¬ 
serves.  The  gentleman’s  amendment  in¬ 
cludes  all  reservists  which  would  include 
the  National  Guard;  and,  therefore,  the 
effect  of  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
would  be  that  over  some  four  or  five  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  would  be  immediately 
subject  to  fall  within  the  purview  of  the 
gentleman’s  amendment  and  be  relieved 
from  duty  within  1  year.  Is  not  that  cor¬ 
rect? 

Mr.  GROSS.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman’s 
amendment  would  practically  destroy 
the  Army  that  is  in  the  field  today,  be¬ 
cause  it  orders  by  statute  that  at  least 
four  or  five  hundred  thousand  would 
have  to  immediately  come  out,  and  you 
would  find  yourself  in  this  kind  of  posi¬ 
tion — 

Mr.  GROSS.  Will  the  gentleman  tell 
me  how  many  are  going  to  be  released 
under  the  provisions  of  his  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Under  the  provisions  of 
the  House  bill,  233,000;  and  we  confine 
it  only  to  the  inactive  and  volunteer  re¬ 
serves.  The  gentleman  goes  one  step 
further  and  makes  it  applicable  to  the 
National  Guard  and  organized  reserves; 
in  other  words,  his  amendment  would 
emasculate  the  calling  of  the  reserves 
into  the  service. 

Mr.  GROSS.  No;  my  amendment  does 
not  do  anything  of  the  kind.  You  release 
these  men;  you  say  “release;”  I  say  “re¬ 
sign”  because  you  do  not  go  ahead  and 
amend  the  basic  law  by  which  the  Presi¬ 
dent  within  24  hours  could  call  back  these 
veteran  reserves  into  the  service.  If  you 
say  what  you  mean  and  if  you  mean 
what  you  say  you  will  permit  these  vet¬ 
eran  reserves  to  resign  so  the  President 
cannot  reach  out  and  grab  them  within 
24  hours,  a  week,  or  a  month  after  you 
have  released  them  from  service.  I  am 
going  to  try  to  keep  any  promise  made 
here  with  these  reservists.  You  say  they 
have  been  punished;  you  say  thay  have 
been  the  victims  of  injustice.  Then  why 
do  you  not  permit  them  to  resign?  I  am 
not  forgetting  that  a  whole  lot  has  hap¬ 
pened  in  the  last  few  hours.  The  Presi¬ 
dent  has  snuffed  out  the  military  career 
of  General  MacArthur.  And  unless  the 
provisions  of  my  amendment  are  enacted, 
the  President  could,  in  a  few  hours,  snuff 
out  the  civilian  careers  of  veteran  re¬ 
servists  who  had  been  released  after  12 
months’  of  active  duty  by  recalling  them 
again. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  raised 
a  question  the  other  day  in  debate,  and 


a  very  pertinent  one,  that  after  he  had 
been  relieved  he  could  be  called  back. 
I  grant  the  gentleman  that  is  correct. 
So  when  we  get  back  to  the  committee 
bill  there  will  be  offered  an  amendment 
in  line  with  what  the  gentleman  has 
already  said;  but  the  gentleman  in  this 
amendment  is  going  entirely  too  far 
because  he  is  making  it  applicable  to 
the  entire  Reserve  organization  of  the 
Army. 

Mr.  GROSS.  If  the  Reserves  and  the 
National  Guard  have  been  in  active  serv¬ 
ice  for  12  months  why  should  they  be 
discriminated  against? 

Mr.  VINSON.  They  belonged  to  an 
organized  unit  and  have  been  paid. 
Those  who  serve  in  inactive  units  are 
not  paid. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  must  confess  I  am 
not  quite  sure  I  understand  the  effect  of 
the  gentleman’s  amendment.  If  the 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  has  within  his  knowledge  infor¬ 
mation  of  the  type  of  amendment  that 
should  be  attached  to  the  bill  I  would 
think  the  proper  and  fair  thing  would  be 
to  offer  it  to  this  substitute  because  there 
is  a  very  strong  possibility  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  not  get  back  to  his  bill. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  is  quite 
correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is  just 
building  up  useless  hopes. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Maybe  I  am,  but  I 
honestly  and  frankly  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man,  he  being  in  possession  of  the  type 
of  information  he  thinks  should  go  into 
this  bill,  if  he  will  not  offer  it? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON:  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  three  additional  min¬ 
utes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  If  the  gentleman  has  a 
workable  and  necessary  amendment  to 
the  Barden  amendment,  then  in  all  fair¬ 
ness  to  the  House  it  should  be  offered 
at  this  time  and  the  House  given  an 
opportunity  to  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  say  that  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  the  other  day 
raised  a  very  pertinent  question  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  Reserves.  He  said  a  reserv¬ 
ist  could  be  relieved  after  12  months  and 
could  be  called  back  immediately.  Tech¬ 
nically  speaking,  that  is  absolutely  accu¬ 
rate  and  the  gentleman  was  correct. 
The  proposal  that  I  shall  offer  will  fix  it 
so  that  cannot  be  done  within  30  days 
after  he  leaves  the  service,  or  for  more 
than  30  days. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  further? 

Mr.  VINSON.  He  cannot  be  recalled 
for  more  than  a  period  of  30  days,  ex¬ 
cept  in  case  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency. 

Mr.  GROSS.  He  is  released  only  for 
30  days? 
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Mr.  VINSON.  No,  no.  He  cannot  be 
called  back  in  excess  of  30  days  except  in 
case  of  war  or  national  emergency. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  If  the  hearings  before 
the  committee  have  justified  that  pro¬ 
posal  and  it  is  acceptable  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  the  gentleman  will  accept 
that  as  a  substitute  for  his  amendment, 
then  insofar  as  I  am  capable  of  doing,  I 
will  approve  the  gentleman’s  acceptance 
of  this  and  will  follow  along  that  chan¬ 
nel. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  will  be  glad  to  accept 
it  if  it  will  be  offered  as  an  amendment 
to  the  Barden  amendment. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  can  ac¬ 
cept  this  and  offer  it  as  a  substitute  for 
his  amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
restrict  his  other  part  of  the  amendment, 
then  I  will  be  glad  for  the  gentleman' to 
offer  this  to  the  Barden  bill  or  to  the 
committee  bill,  which  does  the  right  and 
proper  thing.  After  a  reservist  has  been 
relieved,  after  12  months,  he  cannot  be 
called  back  for  a  longer  period  than  30 
days  except  in  case  of  war  or  national 
emergency  declared  by  the  Congress. 
The  gentleman  is  in  error  when  he  goes 
as  far  as  his  amendment  does  because  it 
completely  destroys  the  Organized  Re¬ 
serves  and  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  will  accept  that 
amendment,  although  I  do  not  agree 
that  my  original  amendment  would  de¬ 
stroy  the  Reserves  or  National  Guard. 
They  could  serve  for  12  months  on  active 
duty. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  would 
not  want  to  go  as  far  as  his  amend¬ 
ment  goes  for  the  reason  some  of  these 
reservists  perhaps  are  looking  toward 
retirement,  for  instance.  Under  Public 
Law  810  after  20  years  of  service  he  is 
entitled  to  some  sort  of  retirement. 
Some  may  want  to  go  through  on  that 
basis. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Iowa  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  three 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman’s 
amendment  might  go  so  far  as  to  pre¬ 
clude  a  reservist  who  is  anxious  to  stay 
in  until  he  is  eligible  for  retirement 
under  Public  Law  810  in  order  to  accom¬ 
plish  the  benefits  that  he  has  been  look¬ 
ing  forward  to  for  a  long,  long  time. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  nothing  in  my  amendment 
precludes  them  from  continuing  in  the 
Reserves  if  they  want  to.  It  is  not  man¬ 
datory  that  they  resign.  I  say  again 
that  my  original  amendment,  and  the 
substitute  which  I  am  now  prepared  to 
offer,  is  designed  simply  to  prevent 
President  Truman  or  any  other  Presi¬ 


dent  from  yanking  veteran  reserves, 
with  12  months  of  active  duty,  back  into 
the  service  for  light  and  transient  rea¬ 
sons.  No  one  can  deny  that  reservists, 
during  past  months,  have  been  the  vic¬ 
tims  of  shameful  and  intolerable  treat¬ 
ment.  It  is  to  help  put  an  end  to  this 
that  I  have  taken  the  floor  this  after¬ 
noon. 

I  appreciate  the  fairness  and  cooper¬ 
ation  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson]  ;  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden],  and  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short] 
in  connection  with  the  amendment 
which  I  trust  will  now  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  will  say  further  that 
the  amendment  which  the  chairman 
proposes  is  an  amendment  which  will  ac¬ 
complish  the  results  that  the  gentleman 
has  in  mind. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  withdraw  m,y 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Iowa? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Gross  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden:  Page  19, 
line  25,  after  the  word  “duty”,  strike  out  the 
period  and  add  the  following:  “and  shall 
not  thereafter  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
periods  in  excess  of  30  days  without  his  con¬ 
sent  except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency  hereafter  to  be  declared  by  the  Con¬ 
gress.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned  and  as  far  as  the 
Members  sitting  at  the  table  are  con¬ 
cerned,  we  accept  the  amendment,  be¬ 
cause  the  amendment  is  right  and 
proper. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross]  to  the 
Barden  amendments. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

(Mr.  SHAPER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SHAPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  those  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  who  yesterday  predicted  that  there 
would  be  great  rejoicing  among  the 
Communists  and  those  persons  who  fol¬ 
low  the  Communist  line,  did  not  have  to 
wait  long  for  confirmation  of  those  com¬ 
ments. 

I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  today’s 
edition  of  the  Daily  Worker.  I  shall 
quote  two  or  three  paragraphs  from  this 
front-page  editorial  which  bear  out  the 
fact  that  those  Members  who  made  such 
predictions  knew  what  they  were  talking 
about. 

Under  this  72-point  heading  “Now  end 
the  war,”  this  editorial  from  this  Com¬ 
munist  Party  periodical  reads: 

A  tremendous  feeling  of  gratification  will 
be  felt  all  over  the  Nation  today  that  the 
war-hungry  General  MacArthur  who  called 


openly  for  world  war  III  has  been  fired  by  the 
Government.  With  the  firing  of  this  arro¬ 
gant  militarist,  the  peace  camp  of  the  world 
has  won  an  important  gain  which  opens  up 
very  great  opportunities  to  advance  the  cause 
of  peace.  MacArthur  is  out.  Now  the  war 
in  Korea  must  be  ditched  as  well. 

Then  further  on  in  the  editorial  there 
appears  this  paragraph: 

All  Americans  who  rejoice  today  that  the 
war- incendiary  MacArthur  is  out  owe  it  to 
themselves  to  put  enormous  public  pressure 
on  the  Government  to  negotiate  for  peace 
in  Asia  with  China,  and  for  peace  in  Europe 
With  the  Soviet  Union. 

Further  on  in  the  editorial  it  says: 

Common  sense  and  the  national  interest 
demand  that  President  Truman  return  For¬ 
mosa  to  its  rightful  owner,  China;  that  a 
cease  fire  in  Korea  be  immediately  estab¬ 
lished  with  negotiations  for  the  rapid  with¬ 
drawal  of  all  non-Korean  forces  leaving  the 
Korean  people  to  decide  their  own  destiny. 
China  must  be  admitted  to  the  UN. 

Then  on  page  3  there  is  a  comment  by 
William  Z.  Foster,  general  chairman  of 
the  Communist  Party.  Under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Good  riddance  to  MacArthur,”  Fos¬ 
ter  says : 

The  forced  retirement  of  Gen.  Douglas 
MacArthur  from  his  position  as  mikado  and 
general  imperialist* dictator  in  the  Far  East 
will  be  welcomed  with  a  sense  of  relief  over 
the  world.  MacArthur’s  whole  course,  espe¬ 
cially  since  the  outbreak  of  the  war  in  Korea, 
has  been  to  spread  the  war  in  Asia  and  thus 
precipitate  a  third  world  war.  His  steps  in 
this  direction  have  been  bold,  brazen,  and 
unmistakable. 

Then  in  conclusion  Foster  writes: 

Good  riddance  to  MacArthur.  All  peace- 
loving  people  may  well  rejoice  at  his  being 
fired.  But  if  his  displacement  is  to  be  made 
into  a  real  step  toward  peace,  this  can  be 
done  only  by  sailing  into  the  Hoovers,  Tafts, 
McCarthys,  and  Knowlands,  who  are  backing 
him,  and  especially  by  defeating  the  mili¬ 
taristic  plans  of  the  even  larger  menace  of 
war  represented  by  the  Truman  administra¬ 
tion  itself. 

Now  I  recall  that  Mr.  Truman,  in  his 
radio  address  to  the  Nation  last  night, 
expressed  the  hope  and  belief  that  a 
peaceful  settlement  of  the  Korean  War 
may  still  be  possible  with  the  Commu¬ 
nists.  There  is  every  indication,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  we  are  heading  for  that 
kind  of  a  settlement  in  an  effort  to  ex¬ 
tract  Mr.  Truman  from  the  very  difficult 
situation  in  which  he  finds  himself  and 
the  Nation  today  as  the  result  of  his 
war  in  Korea.  I  fear  the  peaceful  set¬ 
tlement  he  hopes  for  will  have  to  be 
made  on  the  terms  laid  down  by  the 
Communists  in  their  Daily  Worker  to¬ 
day.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  Com¬ 
munist  peace  offensive  is  likely  to 
succeed. 

While  listening  to  President  Truman 
last  night  I  wondered  if  we  have  not 
already  lost  the  war  by  the  discharge  of 
General  MacArthur;  that  the  lives  of 
some  9,000  or  10,000  American  boys,  not 
to  speak  of  50,000  other  American  cas¬ 
ualties,  have  not  been  lost  in  vain. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  The  gentleman  left 
out  one  line  in  the  editorial,  and  that 
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is  that  the  peace  terms  would  be  dictated 
by  the  Kremlin. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  did  not  read  that. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will'the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Is  it 
not  true,  as  the  gentleman  has  so  elo¬ 
quently  pointed  cut,  that  this  is  in  line 
with  the  phony  and  infamous  peace 
offensive  of  Russia,  and  also  with  the 
recent  recommendations  of  the  British 
Foreign  Office  that  we  turn  Formosa  over 
to  the  Chinese  Reds  and  take  the  Reds 
into  the  United  Nations? 

Mr.  SHAFER.  That  is  true.  It  was 
not  over  3  weeks  ago  they  made  those 
recommendations. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  I  want 
to  compliment  the  gentleman  highly  on 
bringing  this  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  at  this  time. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Poage  to  the 
Earden  amendment:  On  page  3,  strike  out 
all  of  lines  17  through  24,  inclusive,  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

‘‘(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  over-all 
military  manpower  needs  of  the  United 
States  and  not  withstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law  any  person  whether  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  or  of  any  friendly  na¬ 
tion  and  any  national  of  Western  Germany 
or  Japan  who  meets  all  the  other  qualifica¬ 
tions  for  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  and  who  is  determined  by  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  to  be 
attached  to  the  principles  of  freedom  and 
..democracy  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  volunteer  for  induction  for  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States. 

“The  terms  of  service  and  grade,  commis¬ 
sioned  or  enlisted,  for  persons  not  citizens  of 
the  United  States  and  accepted  for  enlist¬ 
ment  under  this  section  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  such  regulations  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President:  Provided,  however, 
That  no  such  person  not  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  slTa.ll  be  given  a  grade  higher 
than  that  of  captain  or  its  equivalent. 

“Provided  further,  That  no  veterans’  bene¬ 
fits  as  now  or  as  may  be  hereafter  provided  by 
the  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  accrue 
to  any  enlistee  or  officer  not  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  and  accepted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section:  nor  shall  any  such 
enlistee  or  officer  acquire  any  special  rights 
or  preference  in  connection  with  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  United  States  citizenship  by  reason 
of  the  service  authorized  herein." 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are 
faced  today  with  the  responsibility  of  se¬ 
curing  for  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  a  substantial  amount  of 
manpower.  Traditionally  we  have 
.sought  that  manpower  from  among  the 
young  men  of  the  Nation  whose  welfare 
they  defended.  We  must  continue  to 
rely  upon  the  young  men  of  America  as 
the  backbone  of  our  national  defense,  al¬ 
though  today  our  Armed  Forces  are  com¬ 
mitted  to  the  defenses  not  only  of  the 
United  States  but  of  the  entire  free 
world.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  a 
tragic  and  an  unfair  thing  indeed  if  we 
were  to  close  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
there  are  other  and  very  substantial 
sources  of  manpower  within  the  free 
world  outside  of  the  United  States. 
These  men  of  other  lands  are  well  able  to 
contribute  to  the  defense  of  freedom 
throughout  the  world.  They  should  be 


given  the  opportunity  to  do  so.  In  fact, 
it  seems  to  me  that  they  owe  the  same 
obligation  that  our  boys  owe. 

I  cannot  find  it  in  my  heart  to  say  that 
we  must  confine  all  of  the  sacrifice  to 
American  boys.  American  boys  are  go¬ 
ing  to  do  their  part  as  they  always  have, 
but  we  should  not  call  upon  American 
boys  to  make  all  of  the  sacrifices.  We 
can  compel  our  own  boys  to  serve  in  the 
defense  of  world  peace.  We  are,  in  fact, 
doing  so  by  this  very  bill.  It  is  true  that 
we  cannot  compel  a  boy  in  Western  Ger¬ 
many,  or  in  Japan  to  join  in  the  defense 
of  the  same  freedom  for  which  we  draft 
Americans,  but  his  country,  his  freedom, 
is  involved  no  less  than  that  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  boy  we  draft. 

We  cannot  draft  this  foreign  boy,  but 
we  can  offer  him  a  job.  We  can  say  to 
him  that  if  he  wants  to  join  with  our 
own  boys  in  the  defense  of  his  home  as 
well  as  ours,  that  we  will  pay  him  well. 
Any  time  it  is  possible  to  spend  Amer¬ 
ican  dollars  to  save  American  lives,  I 
feel  that  we  should  spend  the  dollars.  If 
we  fail  to  take  advantage  of  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  share  the  sacrifices  required 
by  this  bill  with  other  beneficiaries  of 
American  protection,  then  may  it  not 
be  that  the  blood  of  American  boys  will 
be  upon  us. 

I  think  that  here  this  afternoon  we 
have  the  opportunity  to  save  American 
lives.  How  many,  I  do  not  know.  But 
if  it  is  but  the  life  of  one  American  boy, 
we  should  make  the  effort  to  save  that 
life.  We  have  the  opportunity  to  secure 
enlistments  in  many  parts  of  the  world. 
Certainly,  those  of  you  who  have  visited 
Germany  know  there  are  no  better  jobs 
in  that  war  ravaged  country  than  in  the 
American  Army.  Those  of  you  who  have 
visited  Japan  know  that  the  Japanese 
cannot  expect  to  receive  any  kind  of  job 
which  would  give  them  anywhere  near 
the  income  or  the  opportunity  which 
service  in  the  American  Armed  Forces 
would  give  him.  I  anticipate  if  we  malg? 
this  offer  we  can  secure,  if  we  so  desire, 
probably  a  million  men  in  Europe  and 
another  million  men  in  Asia  to  serve  in 
the  American  Army  under  American  of¬ 
ficers  to  carry  out  an  American  program. 
When  we  do  that  we  avoid  the  problem 
of  leadership  at  the  hands  of  leaders  of 
questionable  ability  or  purpose.  We 
then  have  American  control  over  those 
men.  Certainly  we  may  not  be  able  to 
displace  a  million  American  boys  by  us¬ 
ing  a  million  foreigners.  I  do  not  think 
we  can.  But  if  we  can  displace  one 
American  boy  by  using  three  foreigners, 
would  it  not  be  a  good  investment? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mi*.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  have  in  mind,  for  example,  the 
Nationalists  in  Formosa? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  think  we  could  prob¬ 
ably  enlist  a  large  part  of  the  present 
Nationalist  army  under  the  American 
flag,  under  American  command.  The 
only  question  which  has  been  raised  with 
respect  to  these  troops  is  as  to  their  lead¬ 
ership.  Certainly  nobody  questions  that 
there  are  hard,  tough  fighters  in  For¬ 
mosa.  But  let  us  put  them  under  Ameri¬ 
can  leadership.  Let  us  put  them  where 


they  can  do  the  job  for  America  with¬ 
out  any  question  of  some  leader  selling 
out.  This  bill  provides  that  we  will  not 
give  any  higher  rating  than  a  captaincy 
to  any  of  these  foreign  nationals.  It 
also  makes  it  absolutely  clear  that  no 
one  will  ever  receive  American  citizen¬ 
ship  as  a  result  of  such  service.  I  do  not 
propose  to  bribe  anybody  by  offering 
them  American  citizenship.  But  I  do 
propose  simply  to  say  if  they  want  to 
drav  the  pay  of  an  American  soldier, 
they  should  enlist  in  the  American  Army, 
and  if  they  do  the  job,  they  will  get  the 
pay.  And,  incidentally,  it  is  going  to 
cost  far  less  to  maintain  a  division  of 
Germans  in  Germany,  or  a  division  of. 
Japanese  in  Japan  than  it  costs  to  main¬ 
tain  a  division  of  Americans  in  either 
country,  or  at  home  in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WPIEELER.  I  anticipate  that  the 
opponents  of  your  amendment  will 
charge  that  this  is  a  radical  departure 
from  the  American  tradition.  At  the 
same  time,  they  propose  that  we  depart 
very  definitely  from  that  tradition  by 
the  imposition  of  universal  military 
training  as  written  by  the  Pentagon.  I 
can  see  no  objection  whatsoever  to  your 
amendment. 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia,  I  think  everyone  who  is 
interested  in  saving  the  lives  of  Ameri¬ 
can  boys  by  the  use  of  American  dollars 
will  be  willing  to  put  up  the  dollars  to 
pay  for  foreign  troops  and  use.  them  un¬ 
der  American  command  in  the  American 
Army.  This  amendment  does  just  that. 

Are  we  really  interested  in  building  a 
strong,  effective,  military  force  for  use 
in  all  parts  of  the  world,  just  as  quickly 
and  as  cheaply  as  we  can,  or  are  we  more 
interested  in  imposing  some  system  of 
military  control  over  our  own  people? 
Unless  the  opponents  of  this  amendment 
can  show  that  it  would  not  supply  the 
needed  troops,  or  that  its  cost  would  be 
out  of  line,  I  submit  that  they  have  no 
right  to  object  to  it  on  one  hand,  and 
insist  on  drafting  American  boys  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  homes  of  foreigners,  on  the 
other. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  very  important 
amendment.  If  you  do  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  proposes,  you  will 
do  something  that  in  all  probability  will 
put  the  Army  in  very  poor  shape.  It  will 
get  the  Army  so  confused  and  so  satu¬ 
rated  with  thousands  upon  thousands  of 
people  who  would  be  in  there  only  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  $90  a  month,  food, 
and  clothing,  and  not  with  a  real 
patriotic  spirit. 

This  same  question  was  propounded 
to  General  Eisenhower  when  he  was  be¬ 
fore  our  committee.  The  general  said 
while  he  was  a  great  believer  in  the 
French  Foreign  Legion,  he  did  not  want 
anything  like  this  in  the  American  Army. 

You  will  make  one  the  worst  mistakes 
that  the  Congress  could  possibly  make 
if  you  open  up  the  enlistment  of  all  na¬ 
tionals  in  the  world  to  the  American 
Army. 
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In  order  to  put  the  amendment  into 
operation,  you  would  have  to  establish 
induction  centers  all  over  the  world,  be¬ 
cause  it  provides  that  thousands  of  allied 
nationals  would  “be  provided  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  for 
service.” 

The  Congress  is  a  pretty  levelheaded 
body.  It  is  very  realistic.  When  we 
reach  the  day  in  the  history  of  this  great 
Republic  of  ours  that  Americans  will  not 
fight  and  serve  in  the  Army,  then  the 
doom  of  the  Republic  is  sealed.  Let  us 
have  an  American  Army,  imbued  with 
the  American  spirit.  What  do  you  want? 
Do  you  want  an  Army  of  potential  DP’s? 
.That  is  what  this  amendment  does. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No.  I  will  not  yield. 
I  will  net  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
House  any  more  to  talk  about  building 
an  army  for  the  defense  of  our  liberties 
upon  such  a  broken  reed  as  would  be 
presented  by  the  enlistment  of  thou¬ 
sands  upon  thousands  of  future  DP’s  in 
America. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  for  a  vote  on  the 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage]  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden], 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  offer  an  amendment  to  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rees  of  Kansas 
to  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden: 
Following  line  11,  page  21,  insert  a  new  sub¬ 
section  as  follows: 

“Sec.  5.  No  person,  corporation,  partner¬ 
ship,  or  association  shall  sell,  supply,  give,  or 
have  in  his  or  its  possession  any  alcoholic 
liquors,  including  beer,  ale,  or  wine,  inside 
the  confines  of  or  within  a  reasonable  dis¬ 
tance  of  any  military  camp,  station,  fort, 
post,  yard,  base,  cantonment,  training,  or 
mobilization  place  which  is  being  used  at 
the  time  for  military  purposes;  but  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  may  make  regulations  per¬ 
mitting  the  sale  and  use  of  alcoholic  liquors 
for  medicinal  purposes.  The  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  is  authorized  and  directed  to  take  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  carry  out  the  provisions 
of  this  section.” 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re¬ 
serve  a  point  of  order  against  the  amend- 
meU;  ^  am  just  not  quite  sure  of  my 
position  on  the  matter  at  this  time. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
this  amendment  is  a  simple  one,  but  it  is 
one  that  is  extremely  important.  The 
amendment  provides  that  no  intoxicat¬ 
ing  liquor  shall  be  sold  in  and  around 
military  training  camps  and  that  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  act.  One  provision  not  far  different 
was  included  during  World  War  I;  so 
it  is  not  absolutely  new.  That  measure 
was  declared  to  apply  only  to  the  Army. 

This  applies  to  all  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
This  amendment  is  for  the  protection  of 
the  men  in  the  Armed  Forces,  not  only 
for  them  as  individuals  but  to  protect 
them  in  their  physical  and  mental  abili¬ 
ties.  if  you  will,  to  make  them  better  men, 


better  trained  and  qualified  men  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  our  country. 

This  amendment  is  very  similar  to  a 
proposal  by  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service  group  appointed  by  the 
President,  including  such  men  as  Joseph 
E.  Davies,  Truman  K.  Gibson,  Daniel  A. 
Polling,  Rev.  Edmund  A.  Walsh,  Charles 
E.  Wilson,  and  Carl  T.  Compton,  chair¬ 
man  of  that  committee. 

I  call  your  attention  to  a  statement 
that  General  Marshall  made  some  2 
years  ago  with  respect  to  the  proposal 
we  have  before  us,  and  I  quote  from  him 
as  Secretary  of  State  when  he  said,  dis¬ 
cussing  this  very  problem  here: 

We  have  on  the  one  side  a  sordid  business 
for  the  accumulation  of  money  and  on  the 
other  the  interest  of  every  parent  in  the 
United  States  who  has  a  son  in  the  Army, 
not  to  mention  the  responsibility  of  the 
War  Department  to  develop  an  army  of  the 
highest  quality.  This  situation  must  be 
brought  under  control,  because  it  is  grow¬ 
ing  serious. 

General  Marshall  has  been  quoted 
many  times  with  respect  to  various  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  legislation  presently  under 
consideration.  That  is  what  he  said 
with  respect  to  this  problem  when  the 
question  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor 
was  under  consideration  back  in  1948 
when  a  similar  problem  was  under  con¬ 
sideration  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  I  wish  to  compliment 
the  gentleman  for  introducing  this 
amendment  and  to  say  that  I  think  it 
will  do  more  to  strengthen  the  Armed 
Forces  of  America  than  anything  we 
can  do. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  appreciate  the 
gentleman’s  contribution  and  especially 
his  interest  in  this  amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  yield  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  this  commit¬ 
tee. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Is  it  not  true  that  the 
only  place  on  a  military  reservation 
where  anyone  can  get  a  drink — that  is, 
beer,  ale,  whisky — is  in  the  officers’  clubs 
or  noncommissioned  officers’  clubs? 
That  is  what  the  gentleman  is  driving 
at,  but  you  cannot  accomplish  it  under 
this  amendment  because  this  amend¬ 
ment  would  not  reach  that  at  all. 

I  grant  you  that  when  we  get  down  to 
the  question  of  writing  the  plan  for  the 
inductees  for  training,  it  will  be  highly 
proper  and  important  that  there  be  safe¬ 
guards  thrown  around  the  inductees 
who  are  brought  in  for  training;  and, 
of  course,  Congress  will  see  that  that  is 
done. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  may  proceed  for  one  addi¬ 
tional  minute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Then  I  may 
say  to  the  distinguished  chairman,  if 


this  or  similar  legislation  ought  to  be 
approved  for  inductees,  and  I  hope  at 
the  proper  time  it  will  be  done,  the  same 
principle  should  certainly  apply  to  those 
under  the  training  act  he  proposes,  then 
it  ought  to  apply  to  all  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  effect  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  in  actual  applica¬ 
tion  would  be  that  a  boy  would  have  to 
leave  camp  to  get  his  liquor.  That 
cannot  be  dealt  with  by  the  gentleman’s 
amendment.  The  only  place  in  the 
camp  where  liquor  is  available  is  in  the 
officers’  and  noncommissioned  officers’ 
clubs  and  that  liquor  they  buy  and  keep 
there  themselves.  Most  of  the  enlisted 
men  will  not  have  the  privilege  of  par¬ 
ticipating  in  the  noncommissioned  of¬ 
ficers’  club,  so  you  are  going  to  send 
them  downtown. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  The  intent  of 
this  amendment  is  to  at  least  prevent 
the  use  and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
in  and  within  a  reasonable  distance  of 
training  camps.  Of  course,  if  the  serv¬ 
iceman  is  away  on  leave,  the  amend¬ 
ment  does  not  protect  him  against  the 
use  of  liquor,  but  it  would,  if  enforced, 
keep  it  away  from  him  within  the  camps 
and  at  a  reasonable  distance  therefrom. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  last  thing  we  want 
is  for  these  boys  to  be  confronted  with 
a  temptation  that  will  dull  the  edges  of 
sensation.  Most  boys  going  into  the 
Armed  Forces  are  not  drinkers.  No  one 
has  contended  or  suggested  that  liquor 
will  be  helpful  to  them  in  any  respect. 
I  believe,  further,  anyone  who  has  used 
alcohol  excessively,  will  tell  you  it  is  an 
enemy  that  steals  away  a  man’s  brains. 
Certainly,  the  Armed  Forces  is  not  the 
place  for  men  who  become  addicted  to 
excessive  use  of  alcoholic  beverages. 

Very  unfortunately,  we  have  a  few 
people  in  this  country  who,  for  selfish 
interests  and  profits,  would,  as  Dr.  Ham- 
maker  has  well  said: 

Shut  their  eyes  to  the  desolation  and 
ruin  that  may  come  to  many  a  soldier  boy 
in  21  or  27  months. 

It  is  our  job  and  our  responsibility  to 
defend  these  boys  against  that  sort  of 
thing  insofar  as  we  can  do  so.  Let  us 
see  to  it  that  men  in  uniform  will  find 
it  difficult  rather  than  easy  to  take  on  a 
thing  that  is  bound  to  do  them  harm 
and  at  the  same  time  make  them  less 
valuable  as  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces. 

(Mr.  REES  of  Kansas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment  offered' 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Rees]. 

(Mr.  BARDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
would  not  at  this  time  attempt  to  say 
how  far  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
goes.  I  do  say  that  to  throw  it  into  the 
hopper  now  when  the  armed  services 
and  the  camps  I  have  attended  are  han¬ 
dling  the  situation  much  better  than 
the  civilian  authorities  away  from  the 
camp  handle  it,  and  they  have  a  way  of 
handling  the  men  in  the  camp.  I  have 
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never  seen  anything  administered  any 
better  than  this  situation  administered 
in  certain  of  the  camps,  the  marine 
camps  and  so  forth.  I  do  not  know  how 
far  overseas  this  would  reach.  I  do  not 
know  how  it  would  fit  into  the  military 
set-up.  I  understand  that  the  Canteen 
Act  of  1901  is  still  in  effect  which  regu¬ 
lates  that  and  is  Federal  law.  I  hope  we 
will  not  not  do  anything  here  that  will 
throw  confusion  into  the  present  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Army  camps.  They 
are  progressing  very  well.  I  am  not 
going  to  come  down  here  and  argue  for 
the  sale  of  liquor  for  nothing  good  can 
be  said  about  it  or  for  debauchery  of  the 
men,  but  I  do  feel  it  is  very  unwise  to  try 
to  tinker  with  the  internal  workings  of 
a  military  camp  for  which  the  com¬ 
manding  officer  is  responsible.  If  the 
internal  workings  of  a  camp,  and  if  the 
personnel  are  not  handled  correctly,  the 
proper  thing  to  do  is  to  change  the  com¬ 
manding  officer.  I  know  this  has  some 
public  appeal.  As  to  the  question  of 
working  on  it,  when  we  get  to  the  so- 
called  Universal  Military  Training  Act, 
which  I  think  will  be  some  time  next 
year  instead  of  6  months  and  45  days 
from  now,  it  will  be  wise  for  us  to  call  up 
and  get  some  advice  from  those  who 
have  been  on  the  line  and  who  have  han¬ 
dled  the  situation.  I  think  likewise  the 
Committee  on  Education  should  be 
given  a  job  to  do  with  reference  to  work¬ 
ing  with  and  coordinating  in  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  the  so-called  universal  military 
training  bill.  I  am  reluctant  to  throw 
any  more  confusion  into  the  situation. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we  have  enough 
confusion  in  America  today.  It  is  time 
for  this  House  now  to  make  up  its  mind 
to  adopt  the  substitute  I  have  offered, 
which  is  a  straight  outright  draft  bill, 
adopt  it  unanimously  and  let  it  go  out 
to  the  people  of  America  that  at  least 
the  United  States  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  is  in  harmony  and  wants  to  pro¬ 
mote  harmony  and  is  in  accord  on  this 
very  vital  and  immediately  necessary 
piece  of  national  defense  legislation.  I 
do  hope  that  the  gentleman  will  not  pre¬ 
vail  in  this  amendment.  I  understand 
it  has  been  discussed  before  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Armed  Services.  I  understand 
that  the  military  men  have  seen  some 
difficulties  with  this  very  problem,  and 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  do  not  think 
we  should  on  the  spur  of  the  moment 
take  any  ill-advised  or  on  the  spur-of- 
the-moment  action  on  an  apparently 
harmless  looking  amendment  that  might 
do  us  some  harm.  Let  us  see  if  we  can¬ 
not  keep  this  out.  I  am  in  sympathy 
with  the  gentleman’s  very  high  objec¬ 
tives.  The  gentleman  is  prompted  by 
the  highest  motives,  and  so  am  I,  but 
I  am  not  so  sure  that  this  is  not  one  of 
those  things  that  looks  so  nice  on  the  out¬ 
side  but  may  have  a  very  disturbing  and 
a  bad  effect  in  the  handling  and  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  camps. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  The  gentleman 
calls  attention  that  this  might  add  to 
confusion.  I  agree  with  him  that  we 
have  too  much  confusion  in  this  coun¬ 


try  already,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  this 
is  one  place  where  we  can  avoid  a  lot  of 
confusion  by  just  laying  the  thing  on 
the  line  and  then  saying  to  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  “Now,  you  are  the  one  who 
is  to  carry  out  these  proposals.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has 
expired. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Let  me  say  this.  I  do 
not  think  the  gentleman  is  in  possession 
of  anything  indicative  of  the  fact  that 
this  provision  is  greatly  needed.  I  have 
not  been  aware  of  any  demand  for  this 
kind  of  legislation,  and  for  that  reason  I 
do  think  that  we  had  better  settle  down 
a  little  bit.  I  think  to  drag  in  this  and 
to  drag  in  the  so-called  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  that  you  are  reaching 
ahead  for  trouble  to  bring  in  and  wrestle 
with  for  the  next  year  or,  two.  Let  us 
deal  with  the  problems  we  now  have  con¬ 
fronting  us.  Let  us  let  the  American 
people  at  least  settle  back  in  their  seats 
for  a  moment.  I  tell  you  they  are  wor¬ 
ried,  because  they  love  their  country. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  With  respect 
to  the  law  of  1901,  the  difficulty  with  that 
is  that  we  had  a  decision  with  regard  to 
the  Tax  Act.  They  mixed  the  thing  up 
with  respect  to  what  was  intoxicating 
liquor. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  do  not  know  what 
was  on  the  books. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  This  will 
straighten  that  out. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  will  pay  my  compli¬ 
ments  to  the  commanding  officers  of  the 
camps.  They  are  doing  a  better  job 
than  we  are  doing  as  civilians  on  the 
outside,  and  they  have  the  discipline, 
and  they  have  the  respect  of  the  men  in 
the  camps.  I  am  very  reluctant  to  advo¬ 
cate  that  we  attempt  to  reach  inside  of 
the  gates  of  their  camps  and  begin  to  go 
into  the  detailed  management  of  the 
camps  when  no  justification  has  been 
brought  forth. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Rees]  to  the  Barden 
amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

(Mr.  SIKES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks  ) 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  doubt  that  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  settle  today  or  for  many  days  to 
come  the  question  of  whether  President 
Truman  should  fire  General  MacArthur 
or  whether  General  MacArthur  should 
fire  President  Truman.  But  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  settle  today  or  tomorrow  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  this  draft  bill,  and  I  rise  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  committee  bill. 

Mr.  Chairman,  had  the  vote  on  this 
bill  been  taken  last  November  or  Decem¬ 
ber  or  even  in  January,  when  American 
forces  in  Korea  were  in  dire  peril,  when 
there  was  fear  that  we  would  be  thrown 
out  of  Korea  with  a  loss  of  untold  Amer¬ 


ican  lives,  when  we  knew  not  where 
trouble  would  strike  next,  there  would 
have  been  no  question  about  the  out¬ 
come  of  the  vote  on  this  bill.  But  today 
America  is  confident.  The  threat  of  a 
general  war,  America  thinks,  is  over,  at 
least  for  the  moment,  and  when  Amer¬ 
ica  is  confident,  America  is  complacent. 

Now,  what  are  the  grounds  for  com¬ 
placency?  Are  there  grounds,  Mr. 
Chairman,  for  complacency  in  Korea? 
At  best  we  are  only  approaching  a  stale¬ 
mate  in  Korea.  We  are  not  out  of  dan¬ 
ger  in  Korea.  At  a  cost  of  58,000  casu¬ 
alties,  we  have  driven  the  Reds  out  of 
South  Korea,  but  they  are  still  poised 
above  the  thirty-eighth  parallel,  pos¬ 
sibly  in  greater  strength  than  they  have 
ever  amassed  before.  That  is  all  we 
have  done  in  Korea. 

Are  there  grounds  for  complacency 
in  Western  Europe?  We  have  an  alli¬ 
ance  in  Western  Europe  for  our  protec¬ 
tion  and  their  protection,  but  it  is  a 
paper  alliance,  an  alliance  in  name  only. 
We  are  but  little  stronger  in  fact  at  this 
moment  in  Western  Europe  than  we 
were  last  June  when  the  Reds  struck 
in  Korea. 

Communism  is  a  continuing  effort, 
and  for  how  long  it  will  threaten  no 
man  cay  say.  We  have  no  agreement 
with  Russia  or  China  on  peace.  We  do 
not  even  have  an  agreement  that  the 
foreign  ministers  can  meet  to  talk  of 
peace. 

Then  where  are  the  grounds  for  com¬ 
placency  which  would  make  it  possible 
safely  to  water  down  this  bill?  Pass 
this  bill  and  we  may  have  some  slight 
grounds  for  complacency,  because  we 
will  be  providing  additional  machinery 
for  strength,  and  strength,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  is  the  only  thing  that  is  heeded  in 
world  politics  in  this  day. 

I  do  not  make  idle  talk.  We  have 
never  before  had  half  the  world  allied 
against  us,  and  never  before  have  we 
been  so  completely  dependent  upon  our 
own  strength  for  our  security. 

Mr.  Chairman,  approval  of  this  bill, 
with  what,  of  course,  is  an  unprecented 
proposal,  a  proposal  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training,  may  save,  certainly  it  is 
is  going  to  help  to  save,  many  times 
58,000  casualties  in  the  years  to  come.  I 
hope  the  committee  will  approve  the 
bill  as  it  now  is  before  us. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  with  a  great  deal 
of  reluctance  that  I  oppose  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  my  own  chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden],  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Education  and  Labor. 

There  has  been  much  effort  of  late  by 
many  people  in  and  out  of  Congress  to 
ridicule  our  military  leaders.  It  has  been 
an  open  season  on  the  so-called  brass. 
You  see  articles  in  Look  magazine  and 
in  the  Saturday  Evening  Post  and  other- 
national  magazines,  endeavoring  to  tell 
the  American  people  that  the  American 
soldier  is  an  inferior  soldier  and  that 
our  military  organization  is  not  sufficient 
for  national  defense.  There  is  a  great 
deal  of  concern,  as  I  have  noted  in  the 
debate  on  this  manpower  bill,  by  many 
Members  of  the  House  that  by  the  pas- 
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sage  of  this  legislation  we  will  become  a 
militaristic  country,  and  that  allowing 
military  leaders  to  make  military  deci¬ 
sions,  would  eventually  lead  to  a  dictator¬ 
ship.  To  be  candid  with  you,  I  am  not 
afraid  one  iota  of  this  country  becoming 
a  military  dictatorship.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  do  not  agree  with  the  statement 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Car¬ 
olina  [Mr.  Barden]  that  if  we  pass  this 
bill  and  had  a  five-star  general  in  the 
White  House,  we  should  hang  on  to  our 
hats.  The  events  in  recent  hours  have 
led  me  to  believe  that  we  would  be  much 
better  off  if  we  did  have  a  five-star  gen¬ 
eral  in  the  White  House.  History  has 
dramatically  pointed  out  to  us  that  it  is 
not  our  military  leaders  who  have  fos¬ 
tered  war  upon  us,  but  rather  it  is  the 
people  in  the  field  of  diplomacy  who  com¬ 
mit  us  to  war  without  knowing  the  mili¬ 
tary  significance  of  their  actions.  We 
can  look  at  Korea  as  an  example.  We 
were  committed  to  war  in  Korea  not  by 
our  military  leaders  making  a  military 
decision,  but  we  were  committed  to  war 
in  Korea  because  of  a  diplomatic  deci¬ 
sion  reached  by  our  so-called  diplomats 
who  had  no  comprehension  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  situation  that  they  were  getting  us 
into.  Yes,  the  diplomats  put  us  into  war 
in  Korea  without  our  being  prepared  for 
a  military  operation  of  that  kind.  The 
Secretary  of  State  previously  had  stated 
Korea  was  out  of  our  defense  perimeter. 
The  same  Secretary  of  State  prevailed 
upon  the  President  and  committed  us  to 
a  military  operation  and  then  imme¬ 
diately  threw  the  handcuffs  and  strait- 
jacket  on  our  military  leaders  so  that 
they  could  not  win  the  war  which  they 
were  committed  to  fight. 

So  I  say  to  you  I  am  not  fearful  of 
our  military  leaders  making  military  de¬ 
cisions,  but  I  am  fearful  of  military  de¬ 
cisions  being  made  by  our  State  De¬ 
partment  following  the  lead  of  the 
British  Government. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  Would  the 
gentleman  agree  with  the  statement 
made  by  Harold  Ickes  that  “Wars  are 
the  result  of  stupid  statesmanship”?  I 
notice  that  Mr.  Ickes  did  not  say  any¬ 
thing  about  stupid  generalship.  Does 
the  gentleman  agree  with  that  state¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  agree  with  that 
statement-  I  certainly  do. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  has  been  much 
concern  over  the  so-called  universal  mil¬ 
itary  training  features  of  this  bill.  I 
personally  am  sorry  and  regret  that  the 
committee  did  not  bring  us  a  universal 
military  training  bill.  But  I  am  going 
to  support  the  committee’s  position, 
hoping  that  the  committee  will  take  the 
recommendations  of  this  commission 
and  then  work  its  will  within  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  then  allow  the  Congress  to 
work  its  will  to  write  a  military  train¬ 
ing  bill. 

I  am  just  old-fashioned  enough  to 
sincerely  believe  that  citizenship  re¬ 
quires,  as  one  of  its  responsibilities,  the 
duty  to  be  ready  to  defend  our  country 
when  we  are  needed.  That  duty  to  de¬ 


fend  your  country  does  not  apply  to  just 
a  few  of  us. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  three  additional  min¬ 
utes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  does  not  mean 
that  a  few  people,  or  a  certain  portion 
of  our  citizenship  should  be  left  out  to 
take  lucrative  positions  and  then  allow 
the  poor  boy  and  allow  the  boy  without 
influence  to  do  the  fighting  and  assume 
the  responsibility  of  the  defense  of  his 
country  for  the  entire  group.  Military 
training  is  a  responsibility  inherent  upon 
each  individual  citizen.  Because  we  are 
equal  in  citizenship  it  is  the  duty  and 
responsibility  of  each  individual  to  be 
trained  in  order  to  be  in  a  position  to 
defend  his  country  when  that  defense 
is  needed. 

There  are  many  things  I  would  like 
to  see  carried  out  in  our  military  pro¬ 
gram.  If  we  adopt  a  program  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training,  I  am  hopeful 
that  if  world  conditions  do  not  worsen 
we  will  be  able  to  cut  down  our  standing 
army.  I  am  disappointed  that  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Towe]  did  not 
prevail.  We  cannot  cut  down  the  size 
of  our  standing  army  if  we  continue  to 
send  troops  to  every  corner  of  the  earth. 
It  does  no  good  to  have  troops  for  the 
Organized  Reserves  if  you  are  going  to 
have  large  forces  of  troops  in  being.  So 
I  hope  that  we  will  do  everything  pos¬ 
sible  to  try  to  build  up  a  large,  strong 
reserve  which  will  be  the  backbone  of 
our  military  program,  and  which  will 
allow  us  to  keep  our  standing  force  at 
the  very,  very  minimum.  If  that  is  not 
accomplished,  then  all  this  talk  about 
a  UMT  program  is  of  no  avail. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  If  I  understand  the  gen¬ 
tleman  correctly,  he  just  stated  it  was 
his  judgment  that  he  would  not  hesitate 
to  leave  very  grave  and  perplexing  ques¬ 
tions  of  diplomacy  to  military  men.  I 
understood  him  correctly? 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  said  military  ques¬ 
tions. 

Mr.  JONAS.  How  does  he  reconcile 
that  situation  with  the  present  dismissal 
of  General  Mac  Arthur? 

Mr.  POTTER.  I  think  it  is  one  of  the 
most  tragic  things  that  has  happened 
to  America.  It  is  not  General  MacArthur 
whom  I  am  concerned  about,  but  it  is  the 
men  who  are  fighting  in  Korea  who  have 
been  stabbed  in  the  back.  Let  me  tell 
you  why  they  were  stabbed  in  the  back. 
General  MacArthur  was  relieved  because 
he  could  not  condone  a  military  opera¬ 
tion  that  had  no  declared  objective — a 
policy  to  kill  and  be  killed,  with  no  de¬ 
clared  objective.  That  is  the  present 
policy  in  Korea.  General  MacArthur  in 


an  effort  to  carry  out  his  military  job  of 
winning  the  war  was  dismissed.  The 
men  fighting  in  Korea  are  left  with  little 
hope  that  they  will  ever  know  for  what 
they  are  fighting. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Potter] 
has  expired. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
would  like  to  say  one  or  two  words  in 
support  of  the  committee  bill  now 
pending.  First  of  all,  I  would  like  to 
make  it  quite  clear  that  I  do  not  like  a 
peacetime  draft  for  UMT  any  more  than 
some  of  the  other  Members.  However, 
I  feel  that  we  have  no  choice,  in  view  of 
world  conditions.  I  might  say  that  I 
was  not  in  favor  of  the  bill  as  originally 
offered,  but  I  believe  that  the  present 
bill,  as  amended,  contains  ample  safe¬ 
guards. 

It  has  been  suggested  by  some  that 
should  we  adopt  a  policy  of  univer¬ 
sal  military  training,  such  a  step  would 
lead  toward  war.  It  has  been  argued 
that  universal  military  training  in 
countries  abroad  did  not  prevent  war. 
I  think  it  might  also  be  argued  that  the 
lack  of  universal  military  training  did 
not  prevent  war. 

Another  objection  to  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  is  that  it  would  build  up 
a  military  clique  in  this  country  which 
would  be  extremely  damaging.  Unfor¬ 
tunately,  I  cannot  concur  in  that  belief. 
Such  might  be  possible  if  we  had  an 
extremely  large  Regular  Establishment, 
but  this  particular  bill  is  designed  to 
make  it  possible  to  reduce  our  standing 
Army. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  with  such 
forces  under  the  control  of  the  military 
that  they,  the  military,  would  be  anx¬ 
ious  to  employ  them.  I  think  such  sug¬ 
gestions  are  entirely  unwarranted,  and  I 
believe  that  any  man,  whether  he  be  a 
professional  soldier  or  not,  who  has  seen 
the  horrors  of  war,  would  do  everything 
possible  to  prevent  its  recurrence.  One 
fact  that  I  think  has  been  overlooked 
is  that  the  Regulars  also  have  sons  who 
are  subject  to  call.  It  is  regrettable  that 
world  conditions  are  such  that  make 
this  step  necessary,  but  we  must  face 
the  facts  as  they  exist  today.  Let  us 
have  no  wishful  thinking  or  play  upon 
intentions  as  far  as  Russia  is  concerned. 
As  long  as  she  is  capable  through  her 
armed  might  of  committing  aggressive 
acts,  we,  in  tui’n,  must  be  capable  of  de¬ 
fending  ourselves.  ^ 

In  conclusion,  I  might  make  my  posi¬ 
tion  clear.  Should  a  bill  eventually  be 
presented  which,  in  my  judgment,  is 
not  sound,  I  will  oppose  it.  To  enact  an 
unsound  program  of  military  training 
would  give  us  a  sense  of  false  security. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Do  I  understand 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland  to  say 
that  he  is  for  jthe  bill  known  as  S.  1? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  I  am. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  And  against  the 
Barden  amendment? 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  That  is  quite  cor¬ 
rect. 
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(Mr.  DENNY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  the  re¬ 
marks  he  made  earlier  today.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  under¬ 
stand  there  are  five  amendments  at  the 
Clerk’s  desk.  I  am  wondering  if  we  can 
reach  an  agreement  as  to  limitation  of 
debate.  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
debate  on  the  Barden  amendment  and 
ail  amendments  thereto  close  and  that 
we  have  a  vote  at  4:30  o’clock.  This 
would  give  ample  time  to  dispose  of  all 
amendments  that  are  on  the  desk  and 
allow  free  debate  on  the  Barden  substi¬ 
tute.  That  would  be  an  hour  and  35 
minutes  from  now  that  we  would  have  a 
vote  on  the  Barden  substitute. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  that  is  just  the 
Barden  substitute  and  the  amendments 
to  the  substitute? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Fermit  the  Chair 
to  state  the  request.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  asks  unanimous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  the  Barden  amend¬ 
ment  and  all  amendments  thereto  close 
net  later  than  4:30  p.  m. 

Is  there  objection? 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  will  those 
who  wish  to  be  heard  stand  in  order 
that  we  may  know  how  much  time  is 
needed? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  modi¬ 
fy  my  request  and  ask  that  debate  close 
at  5  o’clock. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  asks  unanimous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  the  Barden  amend¬ 
ment  and  all  amendments  thereto  close 
not  later  than  5  o’clock  p.  m. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
view  of  the  large  number  of  Members 
standing  can  the  Chair  advise  us  how 
much  time  will  be  allotted  to  each? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
can  see  how  many  Members  are  stand¬ 
ing  and  he  knows  when  5  o’clock  is. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
object. 

(Mr.  RAMSAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  RAMSAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  in¬ 
tend  to  vote  for  the  pending  bill  and  I 
intend  to  vote  for  universal  military 
training,  whether  we  vote  on  it  separate¬ 
ly  or  whether  it  is  voted  on  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  selective-service  extension. 

I  am  willing  to  stand  up  and  be 
counted. 

I  have  had  some  telegrams  and  let¬ 
ters — not  many,  just  a  handful — request¬ 
ing  that  I  support  a  separate  vote  on 
UMT.  I  have  told  these  people  I  would 
support  such  a  proposal  because  of  my 
willingness  to  stand  up  and  be  counted 
on  this  particular  issue.  I  may  have  to 
go  back  on  my  word  to  these  correspond¬ 
ents,  because  I  see  the  move  to  separate 
the  two  phases  of  this  bill  as  a  part  of  a 
move  to  defeat  UMT.  That,  I  believe, 
would  be  fatal. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  a  number  of  years  I 
have  felt  that  universal  military  training 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  security 
of  our  Nation.  I  believe  that  until  all 
threat  of  aggression  is  removed  from  the 


world  we  must  have  universal  military 
training. 

I  do  not  hold  with  the  argument  that 
it  is  a  step  toward  military  rule  in  the 
United  States.  I  know  of  no  groups  more 
opposed  to  military  rule  than  the  vet¬ 
erans  of  World  War  I  and  World  War  II. 
I  believe  that  under  UMT  the  trainees  re¬ 
turning  to  civilian  status,  having  lived 
under  military  discipline,  will  cherish  the 
freedoms  of  civilian  rule  to  a  greater  ex¬ 
tent  than  those  who  have  never  experi¬ 
enced  military  discipline. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  regret  that  my  stand 
on  this  issue  will  not  meet  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  group  whose  support  I  have 
enjoyed  through  the  years — the  United 
Mine  Workers  ©f  America.  While  I  un¬ 
derstand  their  position  and  their  fear  of 
military  government,  I  believe,  as  I  have 
already  said,  these  fears  to  be  un¬ 
founded. 

I  am  pleased,  however,  to  know  that  in 
supporting  UMT,  I  shall  be  voicing  the 
sentiments  of  the  majority  of  voters  in 
my  congressional  district.  I  am  con¬ 
ducting  a  poll  of  public  opinion.  I  have 
mailed  questionnaires  to  every  sixtieth 
name  appearing  on  the  voting  lists  in 
each  of  the  seven  counties  comprising  my 
district.  My  sampling  hits  the  proper 
ratio  of  Republicans  and  Democrats  in 
the  district.  When  the  questionnaires 
are  all  in,  I  shall  make  and  present  to 
the  House  a  detailed  tabulation  of  the 
results.  But  because  of  the  pending  leg¬ 
islation,  I  have  had  a  running  check 
made  of  answers  to  questions  affecting 
military  manpower. 

Mr.  Chairman,  on  the  question  “Do  you 
favor  universal  military  training,”  re¬ 
quiring  a  straight  yes  or  no  answer,  as  of 
this  morning,  with  about  three-fourths 
of  the  replies  received,  81  percent  of  the 
voters  in  my  district  favor  UMT. 

That  is  an  overwhelming  percentage  in 
favor.  Only  13  percent  have  voted  “no.” 
Six  percent  either  do  not  know  or  did 
not  answer  that  particular  question. 

The  preliminary,  running  tabulation, 
shows  74  percent  of  the  voters  favor  an 
18-year-old  draft  and  55  percent  believe 
we  require  full  mobilization. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  believe  these  trends 
to  be  most  significant. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
want  to  congratulate  the  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle,  no  matter  what 
their  views  may  be  on  the  pending  bill  or 
any  of  the  amendments  thereto,  for  the 
very  effective  debate  that  has  been  en¬ 
gaged  in  to  date,  a  debate  that  has  been 
on  the  very  highest  level  consistent  with 
the  great  traditions  of  past  Congresses. 

Each  and  every  one  of  us  respects  the 
views  of  other  Members.  The  motives  of 
no  Member  are  impugned  because,  unlike 
legislative  bodies  of  other  countries 
where  there  is  a  powerful  infiltration  of 
Communists  and  Communist  influence, 
each  and  every  Member  of  the  United 
States  Congress,  no  matter  how  much 
they  may  disagree  on  this  or  that  ques¬ 
tion,  are  over  and  above  everything  else 
loyal  and  true  Americans.  In  our  dis¬ 
agreement  we  disgrace  as  Americans. 
We  have  no  individuals  or  groups  having 
sinister  thoughts,  with  responsibility  to 
some  foreign  government  the  intent  and 
purpose  of  which  is  to  dominate  the  world 
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and  enslave  all  peoples  if  it  can  accom¬ 
plish  its  objective. 

The  committee  has  worked  hard  under 
the  able  chairmanship  of  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia,  one  of  our  great  Ameri¬ 
cans,  not  only  of  today  but  of  his  entire 
service  in  this  body.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  has  brought  here 
a  bill  that  is  the  basis  for  consideration 
today.  It  has  been  a  hard  and  a  difficult 
task.  The  bill  represents  the  best  pro¬ 
gress  we  can  make  at  this  time. 

If  I  were  to  express  any  criticism,  and 
I  do  not,  I  would  say  that  the  bill  in  re¬ 
lation  to  UMT,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
does  not  go  far  enough.  But  that  is  no 
criticism.  I  am  supporting  the  bill  as 
reported  by  the  committee  and  I  shall 
support  the  bill  as  amended  by  the  com¬ 
mittee.  The  issue  today  will  be  the  sub¬ 
stitute  offered  by  the  very  distinguished 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden]  to  the  committee  bill  as  amend¬ 
ed,  the  straight  issue  being  whether  or 
not  we  are  going  to  have  anything  in  the 
bill  relating  to  UMT  no  matter  how  thin 
those  provisions  might  be. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  recognize  the  sin¬ 
cerity  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]  in  offering  his 
substitute,  as  I  always  do  in  any  position 
he  takes,  though  disagreeing  with"him 
in  this  instance.  I  hope  his  substitute 
will  not  be  adopted. 

To  those  Members  who  in  theory  are 
opposed  to  UMT,  may  I  say  that  I  rec¬ 
ognize  the  thoughts  that  go  through 
your  minds,  because  the  same  thoughts 
have  gpne  through  my  mind.  I  recog¬ 
nize  the  theoretical  aspects  arid  the  the¬ 
oretical  considerations  involved  because 
I  have  had  to  give  thought  in  my  own 
mind  for  some  years  those  influences 
and  those  considerations.  To  advocate 
the  casting  aside  of  those  influences  that 
exist  in  those  Members’  minds  with  just 
some  sharp  language  would  be  unfair, 
because  I  am  aware  of  those  influences. 
I  respectfully  submit,  having  lived 
through  the  considerations  that  un¬ 
doubtedly  have  entered  your  minds  and 
which  are  in  your  minds  now,  yet  re¬ 
taining  them  in  theory,  you  can  justifi¬ 
ably  vote  to  keep  the  UMT  provisions  in 
this  bill,  recognizing  the  practical  situ¬ 
ation  that  confronts  us  today.  The  law 
of  self  preservation  is  the  first  law  of 
nature.  It  applies  to  nations  the  same 
as  it  applies  to  you  and  me  as  individual 
human  beings.  When  sudden  dangers 
confront  us  we  have  to  respond  to  what¬ 
ever  it  might  be ;  not  respond  in  the  nor¬ 
mal  way,  but  in  an  abnormal  way,  and 
defense  of  our  country  is  the  primary 
duty  of  our  Government. 

I  respectfully  submit,  my  colleagues, 
viewing  the  world  today  and  this  ques¬ 
tion  in  the  practical  light  that  we  should 
and  must,  and  with  all  respect  for  my 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Mr.  Barden,  and  for  his  honesty  in 
offering  his  amendment,  that  we  should 
not  take  a  chance  today  from  a  practical 
angle.  We  should  reject  his  amendment 
and  vote  for  the  committee  bill  as 
amended,  because  that  represents  the 
strong  side,  psychologically  important, 
in  the  world  today. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Byrnes  of  Wis¬ 
consin  to  the  Barden  amendment:  Page  3, 
line  22,  after  subsection  (d)  of  section  1 
insert  a  new  subsection,  as  follows: 

Paragraph  3  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4 
of  said  act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following: 

“No  person  shall  be  inducted  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title  into  any  branch 
of  the  Armed  Forces  which  restricts  or  limits 
the  rights  of  its  members  to  communicate 
directly  with  Members  of  Congress  unless 
such  communication  is  in  violation  of  regu¬ 
lations  necessary  to  the  security  and  safety 
of  the  Armed  Forces.” 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  believe  that  the  reading  of  the 
amendment  makes  its  purpose  clear. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  yield  to 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Is  it  the  purpose  to  per¬ 
mit  any  man  who  is  inducted  to  sit  down 
and  take  a  pencil  and  paper  and  write 
to  his  Congressman  or  Senator? 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  That  is 
right. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Is  there  anything  now 
in  the  law  that  prohibits  him  from  doing 
that?  ' 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  There  is. 
I  was  surprised  to  find  out,  and  I  was 
just  going  to  say  to  the  Members  of  the 
House,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  I  never  real¬ 
ized  that  there  might  be  a  need  for  such 
an  amendment  until  just  a  couple  of 
weeks  ago.  At  that  time  a  young  sailor 
who  was  seeking  a  hardship  discharge 
because  of  a  situation  which  had  arisen 
since  his  entry  into  the  service  had  his 
family  write  to  me  in  regard  to  the  situa¬ 
tion.  In  an  attempt  to  investigate  the 
facts  I  wrote  back  to  the  family  and 
asked  that  they  contact  the  son  and  have 
the  son  write  me  giving  further  details. 
They  advised  that  he  had  been  told  by 
his  commanding  officer  aboard  ship  that 
a  direct  communication  with  his  Con¬ 
gressman  was  prohibited  and  it  would 
make  him  subject  to  court-martial.  I 
know  that  the  regulation  is  not  being 
enforced;  I  know  that  they  overlook  it 
many  times,  because  you  and  I  have  re¬ 
ceived  letters  direct  from  members  of 
the  naval  service.  But  the  facts  of  the 
matter  are  that  there  should  be  no  such 
prohibition;  there  should  be  no  such 
regulation. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  regulation  that  the 
gentleman  has  reference  to  is  that  no 
man  in  the  armed  services  or  in  the  Navy 
can  write  to  a  Congressman  or  a  Senator 
with  reference  to  legislation  except 
through  channels.  It  has  no  reference 
to  writing  anything  about  service.  It  is 
just  to  prohibit  him  from  becoming  a 
lobbyist,  I  might  say,  to  influence  Con¬ 
gress. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  admire 
the  chairman  of  this  committee  and  I 
acknowledge  him  as  a  great  authority  on 
the  subject.  However,  I  think  in  this 
instance  he  is  laboring  under  the  same 
impression  that  I  have  always  labored 
under  until  I  inquired  into  the  subject 
and  received  a  letter  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Navy  dated  March  13,  1951. 
I  now  quote  one  paragraph  of  that  letter. 


I  will  seek  permission  when  we  go  into 
the  House  to  insert  the  whole  letter,  to¬ 
gether  with  another  letter  which  I  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  Army  and  also'  a  letter 
from  the  Air  Corps. 

In  this  letter  from  the  Department  of 
the  Navy  dated  March  13  there  is  this 
paragraph : 

Accordingly,  In  the  light  of  the  above- 
quoted  articles  1248  and  1249  it  appears  that 
any  letter  from  a  member  of  the  naval  serv¬ 
ice  to  Congress  or  to  a  Congressman  which 
affects  the  Naval  Establishment  should  be 
sent  through  official  channels. 

You  will  note  that  the  regulations  re¬ 
late  not  just  to  communications  dealing 
with  legislation  which  affects  the  naval 
establishment,  it  covers deommunications 
concerning  anything  related  to  the  Navy, 
and  it  requires  that  they  be  sent  through 
official  channels. 

I  will  admit,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  there 
is  no  restriction  on  their  right  to  send 
communications  through  channels,  but 
anybody  knows  that  that  certainly  is  a 
restriction  in  and  of  itself. 

I  want  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  while 
I  have  the  floor  that  no  such  regulations 
exist  as  far  as  the  Air  Force  and  the 
Army  are  concerned.  They  take  what  I 
think  is  a  very  reasonable  attitude.  But 
the  Navy  at  the  present  time  is  not  tak¬ 
ing  a  reasonable  attitude,  and  I  use  this 
occasion  to  point  it  out  in  the  hope  that 
it  will  correct  the  situation. 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  there  is  no  induction  in  the 
Navy.  However,  I  think  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  is  all  right,  and  as  far  as  I 
am  personally  concerned  I  have  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  it. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  and  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  I  will  not  argue  the  point  further. 
I  would  like,  however,  to  include  the 
letters  from  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Corps  at  this  point: 

Department  op  the  Navy, 

Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Washington,  March  13,  1951. 
Hon.  John  W.  Byrnes, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Byrnes:  This  is  in  reply  to  your 
letter  of  February  26,  1951,  requesting  an  in¬ 
terpretation  of  articles  1248  and  1249,  Navy 
Regulations  ( 1948 ) . 

In  an  opinion  dated  April  7,  1950,  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  of  .the  Navy,  with 
reference  to  articles  1248  and  1249,  Navy 
Regulations  (1948)  stated  in  conclusion: 

“The  provisions  of  the  above-quoted  arti¬ 
cles  1248  and  1249  would  seem  to  be  suffi¬ 
ciently  broad  to  cover  any  communication 
intended  or  designed  to  influence  Congress 
or  a  Member  of  Congress  to  favor  or  oppose 
any  legislation  or  appropriations  affecting 
the  Naval  Establishment,  whether  pending, 
proposed,  or  suggested.  Hence,  in  every  case 
where  a  person  in  the  naval  service  desires 
to  send  a  communication  to  Congress,  or  a 
Member  of  Congress,  the  "question  to  be  an¬ 
swered  by  such  person  is  whether  his  com¬ 
munication  concerns  legislation  or  appro¬ 
priations  delating  to  the  Naval  Establish¬ 
ment.  Such  a  determination  is  made  by  the 
member  of  the  naval  forces  at  his  own  risk. 
If  he  has  any  doubt  as  to  whether  his  pro¬ 
posed  letter  relates  to  the  Naval  Establish¬ 
ment,  he  should  send  it  via  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy. 

“Accordingly,  In  the  light  of  the  above- 
quoted  articles  1248  and  1249,  it  appears  that 


any  letter  from  a  member  of  the  naval  serv¬ 
ice,  to  Congress  or  to  a  Congressman  which 
affects  the  Naval  Establishment,  should  be 
sent  through  official  channels.” 

I  consider  this  to  be  the  correct  interpre¬ 
tation  of  these  articles.  You  will  agree,  I 
am  sure,  to  the  basic  administrative  policy 
on  which  these  articles  are  based:  That  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  should  at  all  times 
he  advised  as  to  all  matters  relating  to  the 
Naval  Establishment.  These  articles  are  not 
intended  to  prohibit  correspondence  between 
naval  personnel  and  their  Congressmen. 
Whenever  correspondence  addressed  to  a 
Congressman  is  sent  via  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  it  is,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  forwarded 
promptly. 

Your  inquiry  in  this  regard  is  appreciated 
and  your  letter  is  being  further  referred  to 
the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  for  study  of 
your  suggestion  that  the  articles  might  be 
clarified. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Francis  P.  Matthews. 

Department  of  the  Army, 

Office  of  the  Chief  of 
Legislative  Liaison, 
Washington  25,  D.  C.,  March  24,  1951. 
Hon.  John  W.  Byrnes, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Byrnes:  Reference  is  made  to 
your  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  Mr. 
Frank  Pace,  Jr.,  wherein  you  ask  if  there  are 
in  existence  any  provisions  which  limit  or 
restrict  ap  officer  or  enlisted  man  from  writ¬ 
ing  to  Members  of  Congress  or  congressional 
committees.  The  Secretary  of  the  Army  has 
referred  your  letter  to  this  office  for  appro¬ 
priate  action. 

So  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain, 
there  are  no  statutes  by  the  Congress  on  such 
topic.  The  nearest  approach  thereto  is  con¬ 
tained  in  50  United  States  Code  341,  which, 
of  course,  is  not  directly  in  point. 

The  only  Army  regulation  that  has  any 
relation  to  the  subject  inquired  about  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  Army  regulations  600-10,  para¬ 
graph  15,  which,  for  your  convenience,  I 
quote,  as  follows: 

“Legislative  activities:  Except  as  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Department  of  the  Army,  efforts 
by  any  person  in  the  active  military  serv¬ 
ice  of  the  United  States  or  by  any  retired 
member  of  the  Regular  Army  to  procure  or 
oppose  or  in  any  manner  influence  legislation 
affecting  the  Army  Establishment  or  to  pro¬ 
cure  personal  favor  through  legislation,  ex¬ 
cept  to  procure  the  enactment  of  private 
relief  legislation,  are  forbidden.  (Private  re¬ 
lief  legislation  is  legislation  proposed  or 
initiated  by  or  on  behalf  of  one  individual  for 
reimbursement  or  relief  to  himself  or  herself 
alone  for  damage  or  loss  to  his  or  her  own 
person  or  property.)" 

Arrangements  have  been  made  by  the  Army 
to  provide  ways  and  means  of  adjusting  per¬ 
sonal  problems  or  grievances  of  individual 
soldiers.  The  company  commander  is  re¬ 
quired  to  be  available  for  these  purposes. 
The  inspector  general  of  every  command  will 
accept  and  look  into  complaints  made  by 
Army  personnel.  It  is  considered  unneces¬ 
sary  for  a  man  to  feel  he  has  to  communicate 
with  his  Members  of  Congress  in  order  to 
correct  situations  solely  applicable  to  the 
military.  However,  as  I  have  indicated,  there 
are  no  regulations  prohibiting  such  action, 
as  it  is  felt  it  would  be  abridging  the  rights 
or  privileges  of  a  soldier  as  a  citizen  were  he 
prevented  from  expressing  his  views  to  his 
elected  Members  of  Congress. 

Your  interest  in  this  matter  is  appreciated. 
I  trust  the  information  I  have  furnished  is 
responsive  to  your  inquiry  and  unambiguous 
on  the  issues  discussed. 

Sincerely  yours, 

C.  G.  Blakeney, 

Colonel,  GSC,  Office;  Chief  of  LegiSm 
lative  Liaison. 
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Department  op  the  Air  Force, 
Washington,  March  26,  1951. 
Hon.  John  W.  Byrnes, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Bear  Mr.  Byrnes:  I  refer  to  your  letter  of 
March  17,  addressed  to  Secretary  Finletter, 
regarding  communications  by  servicemen 
with  individuals  outside  the  military  service. 

The  Air  Force  has  no  policy  or  regulation 
prohibiting  communication  by  its  personnel 
with  Members  of  Congress  or  other  individ¬ 
uals  not  in  the  military  service.  In  instances 
where  a  man  is  faced  with  a  personal  prob¬ 
lem  or  some  question  concerning  his  military 
life,  he  is  encouraged  to  seek  the  help  and 
counsel  of  his  commanding  officer  or  others 
close  at  hand  who  can  assist  him,  but  his 
personal  correspondence  remains  a  matter 
entirely  of  his  own  choice. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Robert  E.  L.  Eaton, 
Brigadier  General,  USAF,  Director, 
Legislation  and  Liaison. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 
The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McCarthy  to 
the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden  :  Page 
19,  line  25,  strike  out  the  quotation  marks 
and  insert  after  line  19  the  following  new 
paragraphs : 

“The  President  is  authorized,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  active 
duty  (1)  of  members  of  the  inactive  and 
volunteer  reserves  whose  occupation,  em¬ 
ployment,  or  other  activity  is  found  to  be 
necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest,  and  (2)  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  inactive  and  volunteer  reserves 
whose  deferment  is  advisable  by  reason  of 
the  fact  that  other  persons  are  dependent 
upon  them  for  support.  To  the  maximum 
extent  practicable,  deferments  of  such  mem¬ 
bers  shall  be  on  the  same  basis  as  defer¬ 
ments  under  section  6  (h)  of  this  title. 

"The  President  is  authorized  to  create  and 
establish  in  each  State,  Territory,  and  pos¬ 
session  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  one  or  more  civilian  re¬ 
serve  deferment  appeal  boards  (not  within 
the  Selective  Service  System).  Each  such 
board  shall  consist  of  five  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  are  not  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  who  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Such  boards 
shall  function  in  the  same  manner  and  have 
the  same  powers,  and  the  members  of  such 
boards  shall  receive  the  same  compensation, 
as  in  the  case  of  appeal  boards  within  the 
Selective  Service  System. 

“Any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer 
reserve  may,  if  his  claim  for  deferment  is 
denied  at  the  time  he  is  ordered  into  the 
inactive  military  or  naval  service  of  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  the  first  para¬ 
graph  of  this  section,  appeal  to  the  civilian 
reserve  deferment  appeal  board  for  the  area 
within  which  he  resides,  and  such  board 
shall  hear  and  determine  his  claim  for  de¬ 
ferment  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  second  paragraph  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  The  decisions  of  such  boards  shall  be 
final,  except  that  any  such  decision  shall  be 
subject  to  modification  or  change  by  the 
highest  reviewing  body  of  the  service  con¬ 
cerned  having  authority  (on  appeal  or  other¬ 
wise)  to  hear  and  determine  questions  or 
claims  with  respect  to  the  deferment  from 
active  duty  of  members  of  the  inactive  and 
volunteer  reserve  components  of  such 
service. ’’ 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment,  as  is  clear 
from  the  text,  is  to  set  up  a  civilian  ap¬ 
peal  board  to  which  members  of  the  in¬ 
active  and  volunteer  reserves  can  appeal 
when  they  are  called  into  service. 
Their  first  appeal,  of  course,  is  to  the 
particular  service  which  calls  them.  At 
the  present  time  they  have  no  appeal 
outside  that  special  service,  so  it  is  a 
question  of  the  Army  or  the  Navy  making 
a  determination.  This  is  simply  to  give 
them  the  same  rights  as  draftees  have, 
namely,  to  have  their  case  reviewed  by 
a  civilian  appeal  board. 

I  think  we  all  know  that  if  any  group 
was  inequitably  and  unjustly  treated  in 
the  last  6  months  it  was  the  members  of 
the  inactive  and  volunteer  reserves. 
This  is  simply  to  set  up  an  appeal  board 
to  whom  they  can  go  for  a  review  of 
their  case.  In  other  words,  we  give 
them  the  same  rights  that  draftees  have 
at  the  present  time. 

I  think  they  should  have  mor  care¬ 
ful  consideration.  This  simply  proposes 
to  give  them  the  same  rights  of  appeal 
as  are  currently  given  to  draftees.  This 
is  restricted  to  the  inactive  and  volunteer 
reservists 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  am  glad  to  yield 
to  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  In  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  boys  who  are  drafted  under  this 
act  will  have  to  remain  in  the  reserves 
for  a  number  of  years  following  their 
service,  I  think  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  is  particularly  in  order  and  very 
apt  under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  appreciate  that 
very  much. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  presume  the  gentle¬ 
man,  as  I  have  and  probably  every  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress,  has  come  in  contact 
with  some  of  the  most  heartbreaking 
cases  that  we  have  had.  Such  cases  are 
much  greater  in  number  than  arose  un¬ 
der  the  draft.  I  refer  to  the  indiscrimi¬ 
nate  calling  of  the  inactive  reservists, 
both  enlisted  men  and  officers  and  the 
terrific  hardships  and  dislocations  which 
have  resulted  to  those  men  by  reason  of 
their  being  called  back  into  active 
service. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  The  gentleman  is 
entirely  right. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  May  I  point  out  that 
I  have  had  exactly  thf  same  experience 
as  my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota.  I,  too,  have  had  cases  of 
reservists  who  have  been  under  the 
greatest  pressure  and  who  have  had  the 
greatest  difficulty  and  their  appeals  have 
been  based  purely  on  a  decision  as  to  the 
military  needs,  without  any  cognizance 
being  taken  of  their  home  or  family  sit¬ 
uation.  Their  cases  have  been  decided 
just  the  same  as  the  draftees’  cases  have 
been  decided. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  would  like  to  add 
that  one  of  the  chief  naval  personnel 


said,  “We  give  consideration  to  these  ap¬ 
peals.”  But  they  have  no  standards. 
They  are  given  consideration.  In  other 
words,  they  may  defer  the  man  or  they 
may  not. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota,  it  occurs  to  me,  would  have 
been  very  timely  if  it  could  have  been  on 
the  statute  books  last  summer  when 
these  situations  began  to  arise. 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman 
to  a  provision  an  the  bill  to  require  the 
military  services  to  release  these  inac¬ 
tive  people  after  12  months  of  service. 
If  that  is  eventually  adopted,  I  am  in¬ 
formally  advised  by  one  of  the  services 
that  they  will  not  call  to  active  duty  any 
of  these  inactive  or  volunteer  reservists. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  realize  this  comes 
late,  but  a  great  injustice  has  been  done, 
and  there  is  no  assurance  that  the  12- 
month  proposition  will  be  enacted  into 
law.  I  think  this  is  necessary  and  I 
think  it  will  help  restore  confidence  in 
the  reserve  system  which  we  need  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  knows 
I  have  been  very  deeply  interested  in 
the  proper  handling  of  the  reserve  sys¬ 
tem.  I  have  here  a  letter  outlining  a 
part  of  the  program  to  be  put  into  effect 
very  shortly  which  I  want  to  read  into 
the  Record  when  the  gentleman  has  con¬ 
cluded  addressing  the  committee. 

I  would  like  to  ask  him  this  question, 
however:  This  proposed  amendment 
does  not  in  fact  turn  over  to  the  civilian 
board  the  matter  of  the  release  of  re¬ 
servists  and  give  them  full  authority 
to  work  out  a  program  of  who  should 
serve  and  who  should  not  serve,  does  it? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  This  commission 
would  act  only  at  the  time  the  man  was 
called  up  and  under  the  same  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Selective  Service 
Boards  in  the  case  of  appeals  of  draft¬ 
ees.  Once  the  man  is  in,  this  appeal 
board  would  have  no  authority  over  him. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  As  I  understand  the 
gentleman’s  amendment,  it  provides  for 
the  establishment  of  a  board. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  call  the  attention 
of  the  gentleman,  as  well  as  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  committee,  to  the  fact  that 
not  long  ago  there  were  only  840  ad  hoc 
boards  in  the  Pentagon  at  one  time.  The 
gentleman  now  is  seeking  to  make  it  841 
boards. 

Mr.  McCarthy.  I  am  seeking  to 
create  one  in  each  State  to  take  care  of 
the  problems  of  the  inactive  and  volun¬ 
teer  reservists  who  have  been  treated  un¬ 
justly,  and  those  who  may  be  treated  un¬ 
justly. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield. 
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Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  mentions  that  there  were  840  ad 
hoc  boards  in  the  Pentagon.  I  should 
think  the  main  ambition  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  would  be  to  reduce 
that  number  so  that  more  officers  could 
be  supplied  for  service. 

Mr.  VINSON.  How  can  we  do  that 
when  you  adopt  amendments  and  laws 
day  after  day  to  create  more  boards? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  boards  appointed 
at  the  Pentagon  are  appointed  by  the 
Military  Establishment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes,  but  you  have  to 
have  a  law  here  which  would  create  one 
more. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  No,  these  boards  are 
appointed  by  the  Military  Establishment. 
This  board  would  be  appointed  by  the 
Congress. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the. 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment  not  because  I  am  un¬ 
sympathetic  to  the  problems  which  the 
gentleman  has. so  ably  presented  to  the 
committee. 

I  rise  in  opposition  to  it  because  I  think 
he  is  moving  at  a  late  hour  into  a  most 
complicated  situation.  I  doubt  whether 
it  would  be  wise  to  set  up,  without  care¬ 
ful  consideration,  boards  and  not  know 
exactly  what  jurisdiction  to  give  them. 
Such  a  board  set-up  would  have  the  au¬ 
thority  to  decide  what  cases  are  to  be 
deferrable  and  what  are  not  deferrable. 
In  effect,  it  would  dispose  of  what  is  the 
policy  of  the  Department  of  Defense,  and 
what  is  the  need  of  the  Department  of 
Defense,  and  all  of  those  things. 

So  I  rise  at  this  time  to  read  to  you  a 
letter.  I  think  everybody  will  be  inter¬ 
ested  in  the  letter,  because  it  comes  from 
the  Department  of  Defense,  setting  up 
what  this  Department  considers  the 
present  policy  with  reference  to  the  re¬ 
call  of  reservists.  It  is  dated  April  2, 
1951. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Does  that  also  con¬ 
tain  a  statement  as  to  when  some  of 
these  Reserves  called  up  will  be  released 
from  active  duty? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Partially.  That  is 
covered  partially  in  the  letter. 

This  letter  is  addressed  to  me: 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense, 
Washington,  D.  C„  April  2,  1951. 
Hon.  Overton  Brooks, 

House  of  Representatives. 

Dear  Mr.  Brooks:  In  answer  to  your  in¬ 
quiry  regarding  the  calling  of  inactive  re¬ 
serves  by  the  various  services,  the  following 
are  present  policies: 

Tlie  Army  and  Air  Force  are  no  longer 
calling  inactive  enlisted  Reserves  to  duty  in¬ 
voluntarily  and,  unless  there  is  a  significant 
change  in  manpower  requirements,  no  fur¬ 
ther  recalls  are  contemplated.  Nor  are  these 
services  calling  inactive  officer  Reserves  in¬ 
voluntarily  except  in  those  cases  of  men  pos¬ 
sessing  special  skills  not  available  in  the 
pool  of  Organized  Reserves. 

Organized  naval  reservists  ordinarily  are 
being  ordered  to  active  service  before  inac¬ 
tive  naval  reservists.  However,  the  Navy 
must  maintain  minimum  key  officer  and  en¬ 
listed  personnel  in  organized  divisions  in 
order  to  continue  the  training  and  admin¬ 


istration  of  its  Reserve  program.  Inactive 
reservists  are  ordered  to  active  service  only 
when  the  organized  divisions  have  reached 
the  lowest  practicable  manning  level  or 
when  the  men  possess  critical  skills  not 
available  in  the  Organized  Reserve. 

The  Marine  Corps  has  called  all  ground 
Organized  Reserves.  All  air  Organized  Re¬ 
serve  personnel,  with  the  exception  of  10 
squadrons,  have  been  called.  Current  plans 
provide  for  no  further  call  up  of  Organized 
Air  Reserves.  Basically  all  inactive  Reserves, 
both  ground  and  air,  have  been  called  to 
meet  present  plans.  Only  those  few  indi¬ 
viduals  whose  specialties  are  required  to  fill 
specific  billets  will  be  called  in  the  future. 

The  above  policies  do  not  affect  orders 
already  issued  to  inactive  reservists. 

In  its  presentation  before  your  subcom¬ 
mittee,  the  Defense  Department  will  cover: 

1.  Rotation  plans  of  the  services  not  al¬ 
ready  announced. 

2.  Phasing  out  programs  and  further  recall 
'  policies  respecting  Reserves. 

3.  A  long-range  improved  Defense  De¬ 
partment  Reserve  program  including  the  pol¬ 
icy  recommendations  developed  by  the  Ci¬ 
vilian  Components  Policy  Board. 

As  you  can  appreciate,  the  accomplish¬ 
ment  and  precise  provisions  of  these  plans 
and  programs,  and  particularly  of  No.  3,  will 
be  dependent,  to  a  large  extent,  upon  the 
final  form  of  the  UMTS  legislation  and,  nat¬ 
urally,  at  all  times  on  the  international  sit¬ 
uation. 

As  General  Marshall  has  pointed  out,  our 
hopes  and  plans  that  we  will  not  have  to 
call  back  World  War  II  veterans,  and  that 
we  can  reduce  the  size  of  the  standing  forces 
are  dependent  on  the  prompt  adoption  of 
long-range  service  and  training  legislation 
for  the  establishment  of  an  enduring  base 
of  trained  reserve  manpower. 

With  kind  regards, 

Sincerely  yours, 

Anna  M.  Rosenberg. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks!  has  expired. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  three 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Outlined  in  that  let¬ 
ter,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  program  which 
Will  be  presented  to  the  Subcommittee 
on  Reserve  Components  when  it  begins 
its  hearings  in  the  very  near  future ;  and 
that  will  give  you  some  idea,  if  you 
care  to  study  it,  as  to  what  the  Depart¬ 
ment  is  presently  trying  to  do  with  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  reservists. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  I  am  very  much  dis¬ 
appointed  that  the  Army  and  Navy  are 
seeing  fit  to  quit  calling  inactive  reserv¬ 
ists  and  also  to  cut  draft  calls  and  yet 
not  to  have  a  more  optimistic  program 
about  the  release  of  inactive  reservists 
who  are  in  exactly  the  same  category. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  think  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  read  the  letters  he  will  find 
that  the  Defense  Department  said  that 
it  understood  the  problem  of  Congress 
in  reference  to  inactive  Reserves  in  serv¬ 
ice  and  that  it  wanted  to  proceed  to  re¬ 
lease  those  inactive  Reserves  at  the  ear¬ 
liest  possible  moment.  When  we  put  the 
stipulation  which  we  presently  have  in 
the  bill,  I  raised  the  point  as  to  whether 


or  not  that  would  require  an  inactive 
reservist  who  is  a  veteran  to  serve  12 
months  or  whether  he  could  be  released 
under  that  stipulation  before  his  12- 
month  period  expired  and  found  on 
studying  the  provision  that  the  inactive 
reservist  can  be  released,  if  he  is  a  vet¬ 
eran,  before  the  12 -month  period  is  up 
if  it  is  in  the  interest  of  national  secu¬ 
rity  to  release  him. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  understand  the  gen¬ 
tleman  to  say  that  if  the  provisions  of 
the  bill  concerning  the  Reserve  program 
as  reported  by  the  committee  are  adopt¬ 
ed,  within  12  months,  by  application  an 
inactive  reservist  would  be  released  from 
the  service. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  If  he  is  a  veteran,  he 
has  to  come  within  the  stipulation  that 
he  is  a  veteran. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  That  is  true.  I  under¬ 
stand  from  the  letter  the  gentleman  has 
just  read  to  the  House  that  if  this  pro¬ 
gram  as  reported  by  the  committee  is 
adopted,  according  to  the  Defense  Es¬ 
tablishment  itself  and  Mrs.  Rosenberg’s 
letter  it  will  be  the  policy  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  that  they  will  not  take  in  any  more 
inactive  reservists. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  would  rather  the 
gentleman  read  the  letter  himself.  The 
gentleman  has  in  fact  read  it. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  did  read  the  letter, 
and  I  just  ask  the  gentleman  if  I  am 
correct  in  my  understanding.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  is  a  member  of  the  committee 
and  ought  to  be  specific. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  am  satisfied  with 
that  interpretation  of  it  except  in  the 
Navy  when  the  reservist  has  critical 
skills  or  when  the  organized  division  has 
reached  the  lowest  practicable  manning 
level. 

May  I  say  in  conclusion  that  I  am 
against  the  present  amendment  because 
I  am  not  in  sympathy  with  it,  but  be¬ 
cause  we  are  attempting  to  legislate  too 
rapidly  on  a  most  complicated  subject. 

(Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  will  support  the  Barden  substi¬ 
tute  for  S.  1.  It  is  my  opinion  that  the 
Barden  substitute  is  the  only  bill  that 
should  be  passed  as  it  seeks  only  to 
amend  the  Selective  Service  Act  and 
eliminates  the  provision  in  S.  1  which 
deals  with  universal  military  training. 

I  said  on  the  floor  of  the  House  a  few 
days  ago  that  in  view  of  the  amendments 
to  the  universal  military  training  bill 
that  it  was  no  longer  a  training  bill  as 
the  veterans’  organizations  have  con¬ 
ceived  such  a  program  for  many  years. 
It  would  appear  therefore,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  that  we  should  legislate  only  on 
amendments  to  the  Selective  Service  Act 
and  I  favor  the  Barden  substitute  as  it 
provides  for  the  induction  of  boys  of 
19  rather  than  18y2  years  as  contained 
in  S.  1. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  now  been  de¬ 
bating  this  bill  for  more  than  a  week. 
We  have  listened  to  a  great  deal  of  able 
argument  for  and  against  the  pending 
measure.  The  views  expressed  have 
made  for  a  solid  understanding  as  to 
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Just  what  is  proposed  in  the  measure  be¬ 
fore  us.  I  have  not  as  yet,  however, 
heard  any  argument  which  would  indi¬ 
cate  that  there  is  something  more  to 
the  legislation  than  merely  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  a  Selective  Service  Training  Act 
or  a  program  of  universal  military  train¬ 
ing. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  should  be  clearly  un¬ 
derstood  by  all  Members  of  this  House 
that  the  military  is  merely  an  arm  of 
foreign  policy.  Soldiers  do  not  move 
unless  in  support  of  our  foreign  policies. 
Today  that  is  the  basic  issue  between 
General  MacArthur  and  President  Tru¬ 
man.  The  President  has  charged  that 
the  supreme  commander  in  Tokyo  has 
failed  to  support  his  foreign  policies.  So 
in  considering  the  bill  before  us  let  it  be 
understood  that  what  we  are  actually 
doing  is  to  support  a  bill  which  would 
induct  untold  millions  of  our  American 
boys  for  purposes  of  combat  to  assist  the 
Truman  foreign  policies  which  have 
been  dismal  and  tragic  failures.  This 
legislation  would  impress  young  Ameri¬ 
cans  into  military  service  all  over  the 
world  as  it  is  doing  today  in  Korea.  Is 
that  what  Members  of  this  Plouse  want? 
Is  this  what  your  constituents  want?  If 
you  will  think  seriously  on  this  point,  I 
believe  many  of  you  will  vote  to  support 
the  Barden  substitute  rather  than  S.  1 
which  is  sponsored  by  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  of  this  House. 

Mr.  Chairman,  last  night  Mr.  Truman 
addressed  the  American  people  and  he 
ende*avored  to  explain  his  position  re¬ 
garding  the  dismissal  of  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  from  his  command  in  Tokio  where 
he  has  done  a  marvelous  job.  Pie  can 
never  justify  such  action.  Members  of 
this  House  will  recall  that  when  the 
fighting  in  Korea  broke  out  last  June  that 
Chiang  Kai-shek  offered  to  send  a  force 
of  35,000  trained  fighting  men  to  assist 
in  holding  the  drive  of  the  North 
Koreans.  This  offer  was  turned  down 
by  direction  of  President  Truman  and 
Secretary  Acheson.  Is  it  not  strange 
that  we  would  not  accept  the  offer  of 
Chiang  Kai-shek  to  send  his  men?  The 
administration  saw  fit  to  insist  that 
American  boys  be  sacrificed  in  this  un¬ 
declared  and  terrible  war  in  Korea  and 
there  are  70,000  casualties  as  of  today; 
9,000  of  our  boys  have  died  in  battle. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  one  more  point 
I  want  to  stress,  which  is  that  it  seems  to 
me  that  our  foreign  policy  is  being  dic¬ 
tated  by  the  British  Government.  Was 
it  not  strange  that  on  yesterday  when 
the  American  people  were  aroused  to  a 
fighting  pitch  by  the  President’s  un¬ 
thinkable  action  that  the  people  in 
France  and  Britain  were  actually  re¬ 
joicing  and  for  what,  I  ask  you?  For¬ 
eign  Minister  Herbert  Morrison  had  the 
gall  to  suggest  when  MacArthur’s  firing 
was  know  that  the  United  Nations  now 
invite  the  Chinese  Communists  to  help 
write  a  peace  treaty  with  Japan;  that 
we  now  surrender  Formosa  to  the  Com¬ 
munists  and  that  we  negotiate  peace  im¬ 
mediately  with  the  Chinese  Communists 
in  Korea.  The  gentleman  from  Michi¬ 
gan  [Mr.  Shafer]  has  just  pointed  out 
to  the  House  in  a  news  article  and  edi¬ 
torial  today  from  the  Communist  Daily 


Worker  which  is  parallel  to  the  demands 
made  by  Mr.  Morrison.  This  is  nerve 
beyond  description. 

Mr.  Chairman,  so  long  as  Dean  Ache- 
son  is  Secretary  of  State  the  British  for¬ 
eign  office  will  write  American  foreign 
policy-  The  time  has  come  and  much 
too  late  for  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  demand  his  resignation  in  the 
interest  of  national  unity. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
rise  in  opposition  to  the  pro  forma 
amendment. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NICPIOLSON.  I  have  a  lot  of  boys 
in  my  district  who  enlisted  a  month  or 
so  ago.  They  are  going  to  be  called  up 
in  June.  There  is  no  room  for  these 
boys,  yet  they  will  not  let  these  reserv¬ 
ists  out.  Does  the  gentleman  know  any¬ 
thing  about  that? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  No;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  opposition  to 
the  amendment.  Like  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota,  the  sponsor  of  the 
amendment,  I  am  very  sympathetic  to 
the  cause  of  the  reservist  who  is  on 
active  duty,  and  especially  the  inactive 
and  volunteer  reserve  who  has  been 
called  up.  In  considering  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  a  reservist  who  has  been  called 
to  active  duty  it  is  well  to  keep  in  mind 
this  point.  When  the  reservist  joined 
the  Reserves  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air 
Force,  or  Marine  Corps  he  signed  his 
name  to  an  application  and  in  doing  so 
he  agreed  to  abide  by  certain  rules  and 
regulations  that  he  understood  before 
he  affixed  his  signature. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question  at 
that  point  on  that  particular  matter? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Not  at  the  moment; 
I  will  yield  later  on. 

The  Armed  Services  Committee  has 
considered  this  Reserve  problem  for 
many,  many  weeks,  along  with  this 
UMT  bill.  We  have  written  into  this 
bill  provisions  that  are  designed  to  pro¬ 
vide  relied  for  the  reservists.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  relief  provided  in  this  bill, 
should  it  become  a  law,  there  is  in  exist¬ 
ence  special  boards  composed  of  officers, 
including  reserves,  created  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  considering  applications  for  de¬ 
ferment  or  for  hardship  discharge. 

The  membership  of  these  boards  in¬ 
clude  married  officers  with  children  thus 
giving  them  an  insight  to  actual  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  average  home.  Therefore, 
it  is  proper  to  say  that  every  application 
for  a  deferment  or  a  hardship  discharge 
is  assured  proper  consideration.  I  have 
appeared  before  several  of  these  boards 
in  behalf  of  my  constituents.  I  must 
say  I  have  always  been  given  a  just  hear¬ 
ing  and  where  the  evidence  was  of  merit 
a  favorable  decision  was  rendered. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  How 
does  it  come  that  the  gentleman  can  ap¬ 
pear  as  a  Member  of  Congress  before  a 
board  like  that  whereas  other  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  are  denied  the  right  to 
appear  before  such  boards? 


Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  My  statement  is 
based  on  my  own  experience.  I  made  a 
request  to  appear  before  such  boards  and 
have  never  been  refused. 

As  a  member  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  and  serving  on  one  of  the 
subcommittees  headed  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks],  may 
I  say  that  we  are  about  to  give  consid¬ 
eration  to  the  entire  reserve  program. 
One  of  the  subjects  to  be  considered  is 
the  future  treatment  of  reserves.  Know¬ 
ing  what  I  do  about  the  report  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Department  of  Defense  I 
can  say  that  many  of  the  problems  af¬ 
fecting  the  reserves  of  this  country  will 
be  taken  care  of  and  we  will  recommend 
in  the  near  future  a  reserve  program 
that  will  tell  the  reserve  far  in  advance 
of  his  date  of  call  just  what  his  classi¬ 
fication  is,  when  he  will  be  called,, 
whether  he  can  be  deferred  and  how 
long  he  will  serve  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  California. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  The  gentleman  has 
referred  to  the  reservist  as  one  who  signs 
his  name  and  going  into  the  Reserves. 
Has  the  gentleman  recognized  that  in 
this  bill  he  will  involuntarily  perhaps  be 
in  the  Reserves  for  some  6  years  after 
his  26  months  of  service? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  That  is  correct  and 
that  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  I  am  for 
the  bill.  It  furnishes  a  reservoir  of 
trained  manpower  for  any  emergency. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  One  member  of  the 
committee  says  I  am  too  late  in  offering 
my  amendment.  It  seems  now,  from  the 
gentleman’s  remark,  that  I  am  too  early. 
May  I  suggest  that  this  may  be  the  right 
time  to  consider  the  problem. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  hesitate  to  en¬ 
courage  the  approval  of  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  because  I  think  the  subject 
should  be  given  a  lot  of  consideration  by 
the  Brooks  subcommittee  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committtee  in  consider¬ 
ing  the  entire  reserve  program  for  the 
future. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  is  a 
hard-working  member  of  that  subcom¬ 
mittee.  He  realizes  that  it  is  a  very 
difficult  problem  and  a  complicated  sub¬ 
ject.  Further,  the  gentleman  has  con¬ 
fidence  in  the  subcommittee  and  realizes 
we  are  going  to  go  into  the  matter  and 
do  our  best  to  iron  out  inequities  and 
injustices. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  That  is  exacfly 
right. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  McCarthy  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  in  5  minutes. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 

Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection.  . 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  HinshawI. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
quite  possible  that  this  is  not  the  right 
time  to  consider  the  particular  amend¬ 
ment  that  is  pending  and  even  if  it  were 
adopted  as  an  amendment  to  the  Barden 
bill  and  the  Barden  substitute  not  agreed 
to,  it  would  not  have  any  effect  at  all. 
However,  may  I  say,  particularly  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  when  he 
talks  about  the  reservist  who  has  signed 
his  name  and  joined  the  Reserve  and  is 
a  good  American  citizen  as  such,  then 
he  gets  called  in,  that  of  course  he  knew 
what  he  promised  when  he  signed  his 
name,  but  years  later  when  he  finds  him¬ 
self  in  a  difficult  spot  he  cannot  resign. 
Here  we  have  a  case  where  you  are  going 
to  take  about  seven,  eight,  or  nine  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  men  a  year  or  every  6 
months  or  whatever  the  time  is  and  put 
them  in  the  Reserves  involuntarily  for 
6  years,  under  the  UMT  program.  Now 
that  is  not  what  you  might  call  voluntary 
service  in  the  Reserves. 

Furthermore,  times  change  after  men 
are  released  from  training  or  service,  and 
I  feel  very  strongly  as  one  Member  of 
this  Congress  that  the  best  people  to 
decide  upon  deferment  from  call  to 
active  duty  are  those  who  are  closest 
to  the  situation,  just  as  we  have  those 
questions  today  brought  before  our  local 
draft  boards  and  local  appeal  boards.  I 
think  the  situation  is  going  to  be  differ¬ 
ent  when  we  adept  the  UMT  program, 
for  example,  than  it  is  now.  It  will  be 
very  different  indeed,  and  I  hope  the 
gentleman  will  recognize  that  fact  and 
not  confine  his  thinking  to  the  situation 
as  it  has  existed  heretofore. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Under  the  UMT 
program  wre  are  to  be  provided  with  a 
reservoir  of  trained  men  in  time  of  an 
emergency. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Partly  trained. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  They  can  do  a 
pretty  good  job  in  6  months.  Now,  why 
should  we  give  a  preference  to  this  res¬ 
ervoir  of  trained  men  and  not  the  man 
who  volunteers  for  the  Regular  service? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  There  is  a  difference 
between  a  volunteer  and  one  not  volun¬ 
teering.  If  a  man  volunteers  for  the 
Regular  service  or  to  stay  in  the  Reserve, 
and  fills  a  niche,  then  that  is  his  own 
personal  voluntary  action.  This  other 
action  is  not  a  voluntary  action,  and 
since  it  is  not  voluntary  action,  it  should 
be  considered  differently.  Many  men 
enjoy  military  service  as  a  career. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Am  I  not  correct 
when  I  say  that  the  responsibility  of  de¬ 
fending  this  country  in  time  of  war  is  a 
responsibility  which  belongs  to  every¬ 
body? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Oh,  of  course,  nobody 
denies  that.  And,  I  could  v/ave  the  flag 
myself  when  it  comes  down  to  that.  I 
served  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States 


just  like  a  great  many  other  Members 
of  this  Congress,  and  perhaps  without 
the  great  distinction  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  achieved.  Nevertheless,  I 
served  and  I  know  fully  what  the  situa¬ 
tion  is,  and  I  understand  too  the  situa¬ 
tion  of  the  people  back  home  who  are 
the  relatives  and  dependents  of  these 
reservists  and  who  suffer  hardship  on 
occasion  because  of  some  of  these  brass- 
hat  boards  that  the  gentleman  can  get 
in  to  see  that  the  rest  of  us  cannot  get 
in  to  see  and  who  refuse  to  listen  to  the 
pleas  oj  these  men  for  hardship  defer¬ 
ment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  West  Virginia 
[Mr.  Staggers!. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
think  the  greatest  injustice  that  has 
been  done  to  any  group  of  people  in  this 
country  has  been  done  to  the  reservists. 
I  believe  something  has  to  be  done  to 
rectify  this  situation  now.  I  put  that 
responsibility  right  on  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  They  must  do  some¬ 
thing  about  it;  they  should  have  done 
something  about  it  month  and  months 
ago,  and  they  cannot  answer  me  as  to 
why  they  have  not. 

I  want  to  give  you  one  example.  A 
member  of  the  inactive  Reserve  of  the 
Health  Department  in  the  eastern  part 
of  West  Virginia  was  called  into  the 
service  and  the  Navy  would  not  release 
him,  the  West  Virginia  Department  of 
Health  said  it  would  take  6  months  to 
train  somebody  to  take  his  place  and  get 
acquainted  with  the  territory.  I  ap¬ 
pealed  to  the  Navy  Department  to  re¬ 
lease  him  from  active  duty,  becaus  they 
have  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  draftees 
that  could  be  called,  but  they  refused. 
Another  instance,  one  boy  who  was  also 
a  member  of  the  inactive  Reserve  was 
called  back  into  the  service  and  after  6 
months,  he  wrote  home  and  said  all  he 
had  done  during  that  time  was  answer 
muster  in  the  morning.  Day  before  yes¬ 
terday  a  boy  was  in  my  office  who  was 
proceeding  on  orders  to  the  Pacific.  He 
is  38  years  old  with  2  children,  and  he 
also  was  in  the  inactive  Reserves.  He 
said  a  Navy  commander  came  to  his 
home  to  get  him  to  sign  up  for  the  Re¬ 
serves,  and  at  that  time  told  him  the  ac¬ 
tive  Reserves  would  be  called  first  in  an 
emergency  and  that  the  draftees  of  the 
same  age  limit  as  he  with  the  same  num¬ 
ber  of  dependents  would  be  called  next. 
These  are  the  facts,  and  he  is  willing  to 
make  affidavit.  Again,  I  say  that  this 
committee  is  the  committee  that  should 
have  straightened  out  the  reservist  ma¬ 
terial  situation  of  this  country.  I 
think  it  is  too  late  now.  Furthermore, 
one  boy  told  me  that  he  was  called  into 
service  as  a  reservist  and  that  he  was 
not  given  a  physical  examination.  He  is 
now  in  the  Navy  and  has  not  yet  been 
given  a  physical  examination,  yet  he  is 
on  his  way  to  the  Pacific.  In  my  home¬ 
town  of  all  the  reservists  called  to  active 
duty  not  one  has  been  in  the  active  Re¬ 
serve  Corps. 

If  the  gentlemen  of  the  committee  can 
explain  away  these  facts  I  would  like  to 
see  it  done.  Also,  the  fact  of  why  they 
haven’t  proceeded  to  clear  up  this  terrific 
injustice  to  the  Reserves. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  McCarthy] 
to  the  Barden  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Edwin  Arthur 
Hall  to  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bar¬ 
den:  On  page  19,  line  25,  Insert  a  new  sec¬ 
tion  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  2.  All  persons  Included  within  the 
scope  of  this  act  shall  be  entitled  to  vote 
regardless  of  age.’’ 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  the  amendment 
is  not  germane. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Will 
the  gentleman  withhold  his  point  of 
order  to  give  me  an  opportunity  to  dis¬ 
cuss  it? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  reserve  the  point  of 
order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  assure  the  committee  that 
I  would  not  have  pressed  so  hard  for  this 
amendment  here  today  had  not  some¬ 
body  blown  down  my  neck  a  little  while 
ago  and  said,  “Withdraw  your  amend¬ 
ment.  It  is  too  tough  an  issue  for  this 
House  to  decide.” 

If  it  has  come  to  the  point  where  we 
cannot  decide  whether  or  not  we  ought 
to  let  the  boys  we  are  drafting  under  this 
bill  vote,  the  boys  of  18  years  of  age,  and 
the  boys  regardless  of  age  who  are  in  the 
service,  then  I  think  we  had  better  forget 
the  whole  business,  because  this  issue 
goes  hand  in  hand  with  the  drafting 
of  these  boys.  If  they  are  old  enough 
to  fight  they  are  old  enough  to  vote. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  If  a  man  is  too  old  to 
fight  he  is  too  old  to  vote;  is  that  right? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  The 
answer  to  that  is  that  a  man  is  never  too 
old  to  fight. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Does 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  apply  to  the 
WAVES  and  WACS? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  If  the 
gentleman  heard  my  amendment  being 
read,  which  I  am  sure  he  did,  I  believe 
it  mentioned  “persons,”  so  I  presume  it 
would  apply  to  both  sexes. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  That 
would  be  the  gentleman’s  congressional 
interpretation  of  his  amendment? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  That 
would  certainly  be  my  interpretation 
of  it. 

It  does  not  seem  to  me  as  though  it 
would  take  very  much  courage  on  the 
part  of  any  one  of  us,  since  we  are  going 
to  draft  these  boys  into  the  armed  serv¬ 
ices,  to  give  them  an  opportunity  to  vote. 
In  some  States  they  vote  at  18  and  in 
other  States  they  do  not.  However,  I 
think  we  can  at  least  make  this  conces¬ 
sion  to  the  young  persons  in  the  service. 
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and  they  should  have  an  opportunity  to 
vote  regardless  of  age. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  cannot  believe  the 
gentleman  would  say  here  on  the  floor  of 
this  House  that  because  he  proposes  an 
amendment  that  is  not  germane  to  the 
bill  the  Members  of  this  House  do  not 
have  the  courage  to  vote  on  the  issue  re¬ 
gardless  of  what  it  is.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  mean  that? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  know 
what  the  gentleman  is  trying  to  imply, 
but  if  he  will  follow  what  I  am  saying - 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  am  following  what  the 
gentleman  is  saying.  The  gentleman 
said  the  Members  do  not  have  the 
courage  to  vote  on  the  issue. 

/  Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  said 
nothing  about  my  amendment’s  being 
ruled  out  of  order  and  made  no  im¬ 
plication  as  to  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  attempting  to  have  my  amend¬ 
ment  ruled  out  of  order  because  the 
House  might  be  afraid  to  face  this  issue. 
What  I  referred  to  was  the  incident  that 
occurred  in  the  cloakroom,  when,  as  I 
said  a  while  ago,  somebody  blew  down 
my  neck  and  insinuated  that  they 
wanted  me  to  withdraw  this  amendment 
because  it  was  too  tough  an  issue  for 
them  to  face. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  realize  that  whatever  is  said  in  the 
cloakroom  is  privileged? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  simply 
want  to  set  my  good  friend  from  Arkan¬ 
sas,  a  splendid  gentleman,  straight  on 
the  matter.  I  did  not  in  any  way  imply 
that  any  member  of  the  committee  or 
any  Member  of  the  House  in  attempting 
to  rule  my  amendment  out  of  order  was 
afraid  to  face  the  issue. 

But  I  will  say  that  the  one  who  but¬ 
tonholed  me  in  the  cloak  room  ap¬ 
parently  was  afraid  to  face  the  issue. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  am  sure  the  gentle¬ 
man  who  made  that  statement  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  who  is  now  ad¬ 
dressing  us  was  a  stranger  because  we 
all  know  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
as  a  man  of  great  courage. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Does 
not  the  gentleman  realize  that  many  of 
his  colleagues  are  just  a  little  bit,  may¬ 
be  not  too  little,  but  are  just  envious  and 
jealous  of  the  position  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  has  attained  in  his  own 
district  among  his  constituents? 

Mr.  EDWIN  ARTHUR  HALL.  Time 
will  tell.  I  appreciate  the  gentleman’s 
generosity  anyway. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  amend¬ 
ment  ought  to  be  adopted.  I  am  sorry  to 
see  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  make  a 
point  of  order  against  it. 


Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  insist 
on  the  point  of  order  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  germane. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  pre¬ 
pared  to  rule.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  has  offered  an  amendment 
which  has  been  reported  by  the  Clerk. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  makes  a 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  germane  to 
the  pending  bill.  The  Chair  invites  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  deals  with  a  subject  matter  which 
is  not  dealt  with  in  the  pending  bill  nor 
by  the  act  which  the  pending  bill  seeks 
to  amend.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  embraces 
a  subject  matter  coming  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  another  standing  committee 
of  the  House  and  would  seek  to  affect 
legislation  which  has  been«enacted,  hav¬ 
ing  been  reported  by  another  standing 
committee  of  the  House  and  which  does 
not  come  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  which 
has  reported  the  pending  bill. 

Therefore,  the  Chair  sustains  the 
point  of  order. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  in  connection  with  the  amendment 
which  the  Chair  has  just  ruled  out  of 
order,  in  the  discussion  with  reference 
to  it,  a  possible  inference  has  been 
created  involving  the  integrity  of  every 
Member  of  the  House.  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  the  committee  may  pass 
upon  the  amendment  irrespective  of  the 
fact  that  it  is  not  germane. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
I  do  not  want  to  be  included  with  the 
rest  of  the  Members  of  the  House.  You 
just  leave  me  out  of  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Edwin  Arthur 
Hall], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Harris) 
there  were — ayes  0,  noes  93. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Edwin 
Arthur  Hall]  have  the  right  to  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Chair  in  this 
instance? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  He  would  have  had 
that  right,  but  it  may  be  a  little  late 
now. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  like  to  request 
to  be  advised  how  many  amendments 
are  now  pending  at  the  Clerk’s  desk. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  ad¬ 
vised  there  is  one  other  amendment,  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Teague], 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  it  be  presented  at 
this  point? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  desire  to  offer  his 
amendment  at  this  time? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  I  offer  the  amendment, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Teague  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden:  Page  20, 
after  line  18,  add  a  new  section,  as  follow^: 

“That  members  of  the  Army,  Navy,'  Marine 
Corps,  and  Air  Force  entitled  to  receive  basic 
pay  shall  in  addition  thereto  be  entitled  to 
receive  a  special  pay  at  the  monthly  rate 
of  $100  per  month  for  officers  and  $75  per 
month  for  enlisted  persons  for  combat  duty 
while  actually  engaged  in  combat,  or  in  di¬ 
rect  combat  support  of  actual  combat  forces: 
Provided,  That  this  special  pay  shall  be  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  computation  of  any  death 
gratuity  or  benefit  payable  as  a  result  of 
the  death  of  such  member  while  entitled  to 
such  special  pay. 

“(b)  Combat  duty,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  is  duty  for  a  period  of  at  least  6 
days  in  any  calendar  month  in  opposition 
to  a  hostile  force,  including  guerrillas,  per¬ 
formed  under  such  circumstances  as  may 
be  prescribed  in  regulations  by  the  Secre¬ 
taries  concerned,  subject  to  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  which  regulations  shall 
be  uniform  as  far  as  practicable:  Provided, 
That  if  the  member  is  killed  or  injured  as 
a  result  of  having  been  actually  engaged  in 
combat  or  in  direct  combat  support  of  forces 
actually  in  combat,  the  requirement  that  he 
perform  such  duties  for  the  period  of  at 
least  6  days  shall  not  be  applicable. 

“(c)  No  person  shall  be  eligible  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  special  pay  provided  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  if  authorized  to  receive  any  incentive 
or  special  pay  pursuant  to  sections  203,  204, 
or  205  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of 
1949  (63  Stat.  809). 

“Sec.  2.  This  act  shall  be  effective  from 
and  after  June  27,  1950,  and  no  pay  provided 
herein  shall  accrue  to  any  person  for  any 
prior  periods.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  the  amendment 
is  not  germane,  as  it  relates  to  combat 
pay,  and  there  is  nothing  in  this  bill  or 
the  original  Draft  Act  of  1948  dealing 
with  the  question  of  pay  or  combat  pay 
at  all. 

I  will  reserve  the  point  of  order  if  the 
gentleman  desires  me  to  do  so. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  If  you  will  please. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  reserve  a  point  of 
order  against  the  amendment,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

[Mr.  TEAGUE  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  TEAGUE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  ) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  insist 
upon  the  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  desire  to  be  heard  on 
the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  No. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  has  offered  an  amendment. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  has  made 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment 
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on  the  ground  that  it  is  not  germane  to 
the  pending  bill. 

The  Chair  invites  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  covers  a  subject 
matter  which  is  not  covered  in  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  or  in  the  act  which  is  sought  to 
be  amended  by  the  pending  bill. 

The  Chair  is  of  the  opinion  therefore 
that  the  amendment  is  not  germane  to 
the  pending  bill  and  sustains  the  point 
of  order. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

« Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bailey  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Barden:  On  page 
7,  line  26,  after  the  period  add  a  new  para- 
granh  (j)  and  the  following: 

“Said  paragraph  (1)  is  further  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  as 
follows:  ‘No  physician  or  dentist  who  is  en¬ 
gaged  in  full-time  employment  as  such  at 
any  hospital  operated  by  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  shall  be  inducted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  subsection  after  he  has 
attained  the  thirtieth  anniversary  of  the 
date  of  his  birth.’  ” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re¬ 
serve  a  point  of  order  against  the  amend¬ 
ment,  although  I  have  not  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  study  it. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  I  have  proposed  is  refresh¬ 
ing  in  that  it  does  not  deal  with  a  con¬ 
troversial  section  of  this  legislation  that 
has  torn  the  House  during  the  past  3 
days  of  debate.  It  is  a  humanitarian 
appeal  to  my  colleagues  to  act  now  to 
handle  a  serious  situation — an  appalling 
situation — that  has  developed  in  the 
Veterans’  hospitals  of  our  Nation. 

At  the  present  time  there  are  146  hos¬ 
pitals  in  operation  in  the  country.  As 
of  January  15,  1951,  they  were  short  379 
doctors,  members  of  their  medical  staffs, 
to  bring  them  up  to  the  normal  comple¬ 
ment.  Since  the  15th  of  January  there 
have  been  6  additional  veterans’  hos¬ 
pitals  completed  requiring  55  doctors  and 
only  4  of  those  hospitals  have  been  able 
to  open  their  doors  because  they  have 
no  medical  staff. 

Let  me  say,  in  addition,  that  there 
are  21  new  hospitals  to  be  completed 
prior  to  the  1st  day  of  January  1952, 
which  will  require  a  total  of  460  doctors 
on  the  medical  staffs.  There  is  not  a 
doctor  in  sight  for  any  of  them. 

I  wonder,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  can 
justify  this  situation  from  an  economic 
standpoint.  The  four  that  cannot  go 
into  operation  plus  the  21  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  before  January  1,  1952,  will  cost 
about  $317,000,000.  I  am  wondering  if 
we  can  justify  their  standing  idle  during 
the  months  we  are  waiting  for  doctors  to 
fill  the  medical  staffs  and  thousands  of 
veterans  are  pleading  for  admission  to 
the  hospitals. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  not  all.  The 
armed  services  are  raiding  the  medical 
staffs  and  the  dental  and  nursing  staffs 
of  your  veterans’  hospitals.  Of  the 
4,000  doctors  employed  in  veterans’  hos¬ 
pitals  today,  2,040  are  reservists;  418  of 
those  reservists  have  been  called  to  ac¬ 
tive  service,  including  136  specialists. 
They  are  caling  now  for  an  additional 
270  doctors  which  they  will  separate  in 


the  matter  of  a  few  weeks  or  months  at 
most.  It  is  a  desperate  situation. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
woman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  The 
Veterans’  Administration  is  begging  for 
assistance.  The  situation  is  even  worse 
than  it  was  in  World  War  II.  They  will 
accept  almost  anything  to  get  doctors. 
I  understand  they  are  in  favor  of  the 
gentleman’s  amendment  or  a  provision 
that  I  put  in  and  that  other  Members 
have  offered. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  appreciate  the  com¬ 
ments  of  the  gentlewoman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  I  am  sure  if  this  amendment 
fails  I  shall  join  her  in  her  effort  to  get 
some  medical  staffs  for  our  veterans’ 
hospitals. 

Let  me  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this 
situation  is  really  desperate.  I  could  if 
time  would  permit  read  into  the  Record 
here  in  support  of  my  amendment  a 
statement  from  Maj.  Gen.  Carl  Gray,  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Veterans’  Administra¬ 
tion,  pointing  out  the  real  seriousness  of 
this  situation.  Let  me  appeal  to  you,  if 
you  are  a  veteran,  please  come  to  the 
rescue  of  the  servicemen  who  need  treat¬ 
ment  in  these  hospitals.  You  may  be  the 
father  or  the  mother  of  a  veteran  who 
needs  treatment  in  these  hospitals.  Here 
is  an  opportunity,  a  simple  approach  to 
the  situation. 

I  realize,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  a  certain 
number  of  the  younger  medical  men  who 
were  trained  at  Government  expense 
have  an  obligation  they  should  carry  out 
by  serving  in  the  armed  services.  We 
also  have  legislation  on  the  statute  books 
requiring  the  registration  of  doctors  be¬ 
tween  the  ages  of  25  and  50  years.  In 
between  the  ages  of  30  and  50  we  hope  to 
get  some  medical  men  who  will  fill  up 
the  staffs  of  these  veteran  hospitals. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  two 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  all  my 
amendment  does  is  just  this  simple  prop¬ 
osition,  that  we  exempt  from  the  terms 
of  this  legislation  reservists  who  have 
reached  their  31st  birthday  or  other 
doctors  subject  to  draft  under  public  law 
passed  by  the  Eighty-first  Congress  if 
they  are  above  30  years  of  age. 

Mr.  CHELP.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CHELP.  As  I  understand  it,  there 
are  now  over  4,000  doctors  with  the  Vet¬ 
erans’  Administration? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Two  thousand  and 
forty  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  CHELF.  Two  thousand  and  forty 
of  the  four  thousand  are  in  the  reserves. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  CHELP.  Pour  hundred  thirteen 
have  already  been  called? 


Mr.  BAILEY.  Four  hundred  eighteen 
have  been  called  and  they  are  calling  for 
nearly  300  more. 

Mr.  CHELF.  I  think  I  will  support  the 
gentleman’s  amendment. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Is  it  not  a  fact  there 
are  numerous  veterans  incarcerated  in 
county  jails  by  reason  of  the  fact  they 
cannot  be  admitted  into  veterans  hos¬ 
pitals? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  That  is  true.  I  hope 
the  members  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  will  not  object  to  this  amend¬ 
ment.  I  do  not  believe  the  point  of  ger¬ 
maneness  should  be  raised  and  I  do  not 
believe  it  rests  against  this  amendment. 
In  any  event,  I  sincerely  hope  no  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  committee  will  oppose  it  be¬ 
cause  it  has  a  humanitarian  objective, 
not  political  or  military. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
examined  the  gentleman's  amendment, 
and  I  withdraw  my  point  of  order. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Let  me  again  plead  with  the  Members 
to  give  this  matter  very  serious  consider¬ 
ation.  Here  is  an  opportunity  to  do  a 
real  service. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  I  think  the  committee 
is  well  aware  of  the  difficulties  that  face 
not  only  the  Veterans’  Administration, 
but  the  civilian  population  and  the  serv¬ 
ices.  Under  the  present  Doctors  Act 
which  we  passed  some  time  ago  the  Pres¬ 
ident,  by  Executive  order,  can  do  exactly 
what  the  gentleman’s  amendment  will 
do;  therefore,  I  hope  the  committee  will 
oppose  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  That  is  not  true  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  statement  by  General 
Gray.  They  take  their  chances  just  like 
any  independent  hospital  in  getting  doc¬ 
tors  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  A  provision  is  written 
in  there  and  he  certainly  can  do  it  by 
Executive  order. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  will  say  that  I  npt 
only  have  the  support  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration,  but  I  have  the  support 
of  the  American  Legion  and  the  Veter¬ 
ans  of  Foreign  Wars.  They  say  it  is  a 
worthy  project  and  there  is  no  reason 
why  this  House  should  not  act  on  it  at 
this  time. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  whether  the  President 
has  the  authority  to  act  or  not,  he  cer¬ 
tainly  has  not  acted.  I  remember  in 
World  War  II  they  said  the  President 
had  the  authority  to  act  to  give  them 
military  status.  He  finally  did  act,  but 
it  was  long  after  the  need  that  he  finally 
acted.  We  have  lost  men  because  we 
did  not  have  enough  doctors  to  take 
care  of  them.  They  were  given  military 
status. 

We  talk  about  giving  the  service  men 
more  pay  while  they  are  serving.  Let 
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us  take  care  of  them  when  they  are  dis¬ 
charged.  A  good  many  veterans  in  hos¬ 
pitals  who  were  discharged  under  the  re¬ 
tirement  act  did  not  get  retirement  pay. 
To  date  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
has  done  nothing  to  rectify  that  mistake. 
The  least  we  can  do  is  to  give  them  medi¬ 
cal  attention  in  order  that  they  can  get 
well  after  they  come  out.  I  hope  the 
amendment  will  be  adopted.  I  do  not 
believe  any  Member  here  will  regret  it, 
and  I  think  it  is  a  very  necessary  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Would  the  gentle¬ 
woman  please  make  it  plain  to  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee  that  this  amend¬ 
ment  does  not  apply  unless  those  men 
are  full-time  employees  of  the  staff  of 
a  veterans’  hospital. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts. 
Yes,  that  is  exactly  what  I  have  been 
told.  I  talked  to  the  Veterans’  Adminis¬ 
tration  twice  on  the  matter  and  they 
favor  this  and  are  very  anxious  for  it; 
in  fact,  they  have  pleaded  with  me, 
which  was  not  necessary,  to  try  to  secure 
more  doctors  for  them.  This  amend¬ 
ment  is  one  way  to  do  it.  Another  way 
to  do  it  is  by  giving  them  military  status 
by  legislation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey]  to  the 
Barden  amendment. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  Barden  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  at  5  o’clock,  with  5 
minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  EMr.  Barden]  and 
5  minutes  for  the  committee  to  close 
debate. 

The  CHAIRMAN.-  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  inasmuch  as  a  large  number 
of  Members  have  indicated  they  would 
like  to  speak  on  the  Barden  amend¬ 
ment,  in  order  to  give  each  of  them  an 
adequate  amount  of  time,  since  I  think 
this  is  the  most  far-reaching  bill  this 
Congress  will  consider  this  session,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  time  be  ex¬ 
tended  one-half  hour. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  I  object,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Lantaff] . 

(Mr.  LANTAFF  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

(Mr.  TEAGUE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  yield  the  time  allotted  to 
him  to  Mr.  Lantaff.) 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  is  the  base  upon 


which  a  permanent  national  defense 
program  in  a  democracy  must  be  built 
today.  We  all  know  that  total  warfare 
of  the  modern  type  can  descend  on  a 
nation  overnight.  That  means,  of 
course,  we  no  longer  have  time  to  train 
massive  military  forces  after  the  war 
begins  or  the  emergency  declares  itself. 
The  only  answer,  outside  of  a  monstrous 
standing  military  force,  is  for  citizen 
military  training  to  become  the  duty  of 
every  male  at  some  time  in  his  life.  In 
that  way  a  large  pool  of  men  trained  in 
the  military  ABC’s  is  brought  in  being 
from  which  the  Reserve  forces  may  draw 
their  strength;  and  then,  in  turn,  the 
standing  forces  may  turn  to  an  adequate 
Reserve  in  time  of  emergency.  In  short, 
universal  military  training  is  a  long- 
range  program  of  military  insurance  for 
peace  and  security ;  and,  I  do  not  believe 
that  such  training,  when  properly  con¬ 
ducted,  breeds  militarism  or  war  any 
more  than  a  life-insurance  policy  brings 
on  sickness  or  death. 

Yet,  to  admit  the  wisdom  of  universal 
military  training  is  not  enough.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  there  are  certain  basic  prin¬ 
ciples  which  any  universal  military 
training  program  must  follow  in  order 
to  succeed  in  the  United  States  and  still 
perform  the  job  for  which  it  is  intended: 

First,  the  program  must  be  on  a  per¬ 
manent,  long-range  basis.  In  order  to 
satisfy  this  requirement,  it  must  find  a 
middle  ground  which  takes  into  account 
these  factors:  (i)  It  must  retain  the 
approval  of  the  Nation — particularly  the 
parents — in  times  of  peace  as  well  as 
emergency;  (ii)  it  must  provide  ade¬ 
quate  training  to  bring  the  trainee  up  to 
the  minimum  level  required  by  our  Re¬ 
serve  forces;  and,  (iii)  it  must  fit  in  as 
much  as  possible  with  the  normal  course 
of  the  individual  trainee’s  life. 

Secondly,  the  program  must  be  demo¬ 
cratic,  that  is,  as  universal  as  possible 
in  its  application. 

Thirdly,  the  program  must  be  pre¬ 
dominantly  a  civilian  effort,  that  is,  the 
civilian  must  have  a  vital  and  control¬ 
ling  influence  in  its  operation  although 
the  military  provide  the  training.  I 
believe  that  H.  R.  3558,  the  bill  which 
I  have  introduced  on  this  subject,  fully 
outlines  a  universal  military  training 
program  which  will  satisfy  these  essen¬ 
tials. 

Since  George  Washington’s  day,  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  has  been  dis¬ 
cussed  in  one  form  and  another.  Just 
in  the  last  10  years,  there  have  been 
commissions  appointed  to  study  the  sub¬ 
ject;  exhaustive  hearings  have  been  held 
in  both  the  House  and  Senate;  and  nu¬ 
merous  bills  have  been  offered  on  both 
sides  of  Congress  on  universal  military 
training.  Just  reading  the  material  on 
this  subject  will  keep  any  Member  quite 
busy  for  several  months.  I  believe  that 
there  is  enough  in  this  past  discussion 
that  we  should  be  able  to  formulate  a 
clear  and  definite  universal  military 
training  program.  For  instance,  the 
Compton  Commission,  after  an  exhaus¬ 
tive  study  of  universal  military  training, 
submitted  a  report  to  the  President  in 
May  1947.  Shortly  thereafter — in  July 
1947 — the  Towe  bill— H.  R.  4278,  Eight¬ 
ieth  Congress — was  introduced  after 


hearings  before  the  House  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  The  Towe  bill  was  a 
concrete,  detailed  presentation  of  a  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  program  based 
substantially  on  the  Compton  Commis¬ 
sion  report  and  recommendations.  Tire 
Towe  bill  evolved,  ultimately,  after  fur¬ 
ther  study— particularly  by  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Legion — into  the  Russell  bill  which 
was  introduced  into  the  Senate  as  the 
first  universal  military  training  bill  in 
1951,  and  is  the  basis  of  the  bill — H.  R. 
3558 — which  I  have  before  the  Congress. 
So,  actually,  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  program  which  I  am  advocating  is 
the  end  result  of  many,  many  people’s 
thinking  and  several  years  of  endeavor. 
If  you  wish  to  study  the  principles  upon 
which  it  is  based,  read  the  Compton 
Commission  report;  if  you  want  to  study 
the  background  of  the  form  it  took,  read 
the  hearings  on  the  Towe  bill. 

There  are  only  two  points  of  difference 
which  could  possibly  be  construed  as 
major  ones  insofar  as  a  comparison  of 
my  bill  and  the  original  Towe  bill  is 
concerned: 

First,  while  both  anticipate  the  equiv¬ 
alent  of  a  year’s  military  training 
through  a  combination  of  active  and  in¬ 
active  duty  training,  the  Towe  bill  speci¬ 
fies  a  6-month  active  duty  period  and 
H.  R.  3558,  only  4  months. 

Secondly,  the  Towe  bill  places  control 
of  the  money  for  this  program  under  the 
civilian  commission  by  implication  only; 
H.  R.  3558  specifically  names  the  civilian 
commission  as  being  the  agency  to  which 
funds  are  appropriated  for  carrying  out 
the  program. 

The  major  features  of  H.  R.  3558  are 
civilian  control,  integration  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  into  normal  activities  and  educa¬ 
tional  endeavor  as  much  as  possible,  and 
effective  training  for  the  creation  of  a 
large,  efficient  Reserve  force  to  supple¬ 
ment  the  Regulars  as  needed. 

The  average  youngster  will  embark  on 
this  program  in  his  eighteenth  year, 
which,  in  general,  coincides  closely  with 
graduation  from  high  school.  However, 
with  the  parent’s  consent,  it  is  possible 
for  training  to  be  accomplished  during 
the  seventeenth  year.  Registration,  ex¬ 
amination,  induction,  records,  and  other 
administrative  matters  of  that  nature 
will  be  handled  through  the  local  selec¬ 
tive-service  boards.  Exemptions  or  de¬ 
ferments  are  only  allowable  in  case  of 
extreme  hardship,  failure  to  meet  mili¬ 
tary  induction  standards — though  this 
does  not  preclude  nonmilitary  training 
in  the  interest  of  national  security  being 
required  by  the  Civilian  Commission — 
availability  of  training  facilities,  and 
previous  military  service. 

The  training  program  aims  at  the  goal 
of  the  equivalent  of  1  year’s  active  duty 
through  a  combination  of  active-  and 
inactive-duty  training.  The  active-duty 
or  basic-training  portion  is  for  the  period 
of  4  months.  This  period  was  selected 
because,  first,  under  an  intensified  mili¬ 
tary  training  program  adequate  basic 
training  is  possible  in  that  period,  and, 
second,  the  training  may  be  taken  dur¬ 
ing  the  summer,  if  desirable,  without 
serious  interference  with  the  normal 
pattern  of  the  youngster’s  life  and  edu¬ 
cation.  Consistent  with  maintaining  a 
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balanced  military  force,  each  youngster 
is  to  be  allowed  to  train  irf  the  service  of 
his  choice.  Immediately  upon  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  4-month  program  the  trainee 
must  select  and  enter  upon  1  of  10  alter¬ 
nate  programs,  among  which  are  eight 
more  months  of  active  duty  with  the 
training  corps,  entry  into  the  National 
Guard  or  some  type  of  Organized  Re¬ 
serve  unit,  entry  into  one  of  the  officer¬ 
training  programs — including  senior 
ROTC  in  college — enlistment  in  the  Re¬ 
serve  and  entrance  into  technical  or  spe¬ 
cialist  training  program  in  college,  or 
enlistment  in  the  Volunteer  Reserve  for 
6  years  as  a  last  alternative,  wherein  he 
is  subject  to  1  month’s  active-duty  train¬ 
ing  each  year.  There  is  afforded  in  this 
plan  as  much  freedom  of  choice  and 
flexibility  as  possible  so  that  the  young¬ 
ster  may  have  at  least  one  program  avail¬ 
able  which  will  fit  in  with  his  particular 
plans  for  the  future.  If  he  does  not 
pursue  the  alternate  program  satisfac¬ 
torily,  he  is  liable  for  recall  by  the 
Civilian  Commission  for  a  maximum  of 
8  months’  active-duty  training.  A  sys¬ 
tem  of  training  credits  is  provided  for  so 
that  it  is  possible  for  transfers  from  one 
alternate  program  to  another  to  take 
place  without  losing  credit  for  the  time 
already  served. 

The  active  duty  or  basic  training  is 
conducted  in  a  distinct  training  corps 
entitled  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  While  a  member  of  this  corps, 
the  trainee  operates  under  a  special  code 
of  conduct,  which  is  spelled  out  in  the 
bill,  insofar  as  military  law  and  disci¬ 
pline  is  concerned.  Pay  during  this 
period  is  $30  a  month  with  additional 
allowances  of  $50  per  month  for  one  de¬ 
pendent,  $65  for  two  or  more. 

This  program  is  controlled  by  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission 
consisting  of  five  members  appointed  by 
the  President  and  approved  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate.  It  is  in  this  connection  that  I  have 
found  an  inconsistency  in  my  bill.  Ap¬ 
parently,  no  member  of  the  regular  serv¬ 
ices  of  the  Armed  Forces,  either  active 
or  retired,  can  serve  on  the  Commission 
although  a  military  member  is  men¬ 
tioned  later  on  in  the  bill.  I  am  going 
to  change  this  so  that  there  will  be  one 
military  member  of  the  Commission. 
The  Commission  is  appointed  for  3  years 
on  a  full-time  basis.  To  advise  the 
Commission  on  moral,  religious,  recrea¬ 
tional,  and  similar  phases  of  the  pro¬ 
gram,  there  is  provision  for  a  National 
Security  Training  Advisory  Board  of  10 
to  25  members  which  will  serve,  as  neces¬ 
sary,  on  a  part-time  basis.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  full  control  of  the  program 
in  all  its  essentials  since:  (i)  It  controls 
the  funds  by  which  the  program  op¬ 
erates  and  is  required  to  report  to  Con¬ 
gress  semiannually  on  all  such  ex¬ 
penditures — sections  343  and  344;  (ii) 
it  formulates  the  program  and  desig¬ 
nates  the  training  agencies  to  conduct 
the  program— section  324  (a) ;  (iii)  it 
issues  the  policies,  standard,  and  direc¬ 
tives  to  govern  training  agencies  in  the 
conduct  of  the  program — section  305 
(a) ;  and  (iv)  it  ascertains  that  these 
policies,  standards,  and  directives  are 
being  carried  out  through  a  system  of 
civilian  inspection— section  305  (b). 


The  time  and  rate  of  the  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  program  has  been  left  to  the 
President  based  upon  recommendations 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the 
Commission.  It  has  only  been  specified 
that  it  is  the  intent  of  Congress  that  the 
implementation  of  this  program  shall 
not  interfere  with  the  expansion  of  the 
Armed  Forces  to  their  authorized 
strengths.  .This  flexibility  has  been 
necessary  due  to  the  many  factors  which 
cannot  be  estimated  in  this  particular 
phase  of  the  program,  such  as  available 
training  facilities,  and  so  forth. 

This  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram,  outlined  above,  can  be  pursued 
irrespective  of  the  operation  of  a  selec¬ 
tive  service  or  draft ;  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
once  in  operation,  it  will  simplify  greatly 
their  task.  The  average  youngster  will 
complete  his  basic  training;  enter  one 
of  the  alternative  programs  which  will 
normally  be  some  assignment  in  the  Re¬ 
serve;  and,  if  the  draft  takes  him  be¬ 
fore  he  completes  his  alternate  pro¬ 
gram,  the  required  active  service  under 
the  draft  will  cancel  out  any  further  ob¬ 
ligations  he  has  under  the  universal 
military  training  program.  The  princi¬ 
ples  and  operation  of  the  program  re¬ 
main  the  same  regardless  of  the  temper 
of  the  times :  peace,  emergency,  draft,  or 
otherwise. 

Since  1940  there  have  been  at  least  10 
universal  military  training  bills  of  one 
type  and  another  introduced  into  the 
Congress  with  the  attendant  hearings 
and  various  commission  reports.  Gen¬ 
tlemen,  I  believe  that  all  the  investiga¬ 
tion  necessary  has  been  done  on  this 
matter  and  that  we  have  sufficient  in¬ 
formation  to  formulate  a  good,  concrete 
universal  military  training  program.  I 
believe  that  the  Compton  Commission 
Report  is  one  of  the  finest  pieces  of  work 
which  has  been  done  on  the  matter;  I 
believe  that  the  Towe  bill,  with  few  ex¬ 
ceptions,  embodied  the  principles  of  the 
Compton  Commission  Report  is  a  good, 
workable  legislative  framework;  and  I 
believe  that  the  Russell  bill  improved 
on  the  Towe  bill.  I  do  not,  then,  see  the 
necessity  of  moving  off  on  another  tan¬ 
gent  now.  I  will  vote  against  the  Barden 
substitute  and  support  the  committee 
bill  and  hope  that,  as  a  result  of  further 
study,  a  bill  similar  to  H.  R.  3558  will  be 
reported  by  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
listened  with  marked  interest  to  the  de¬ 
bate  which  has  taken  place  for  the  past 
week.  Many  arguments  have  been  put 
forth  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  advisability  or  inadvis¬ 
ability  of  including  universal  military 
training  in  the  present  bill,  but  I  have 
failed  to  hear  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
most  vital  reason  why  we  should  have 
universal  military  training,  and  why  we 
should  have  it  now. 

This  vital  reason  to  which  I  refer  is 
that  it  is  only  through  a  system  of  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  that  we  will  ever 
be  able  to  build  up  an  effective  Organ¬ 
ized  Reserve  and  National  Guard.  I 
happen  to  be  an  Army  Reserve  officer  and 
I  have  for  many  years  served  in  the  Flor¬ 
ida  National  Guard.  I  know  that  there 
are  a  number  of  Members  of  this  body 


who  are  also  reservists  at  the  present 
time,  or  who  have  in  the  past  been  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Guard  or  the  Reserves.  Any 
of  these  gentlemen  will  tell  you  that  the 
weakness  of  any  Reserve  component  pro¬ 
gram  has  always  been  the  fact  that  bas¬ 
ically  trained  enlisted  men  were  not 
available  for  enlistment,  plus  the  fact 
that  the  turn-over  in  enlisted  men  has 
been  so  great  that  it  has  been  impossible 
to  create  truly  effective  units. 

Testimony  recently  given  to  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  indicates  that 
the  turn-over  in  enlisted  men  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  runs  as  high  as  30  percent 
per  year.  How  can  you  expect  to  create 
an  effective  military  organization  with 
such  a  large  yearly  turn-over  in  per¬ 
sonnel? 

As  General  Marshall  said : 

Military  Readiness  Improving 

We  started  In  June  from  a  state  of  bank¬ 
ruptcy  as  to  available  trained  Reserves. 
Whatever  Reserve  organizations  we  had  were 
only  40  or  50  percent  of  strength,  and  that 
strength  only  partially  trained.  We  had  no 
resources,  no  established  system  for  the  crea¬ 
tion  of  trained  manpower. 

We  know  also  that  the  time  spent  in 
recruiting  consumes  a  tremendously 
heavy  portion  of  the  time  of  the  men 
and  officers  of  any  unit,  and  as  a  result, 
time  that  should  be  spent  on  the  train¬ 
ing  of  the  unit  as  such  is  not  available. 

Only  under  a  system  of  universal  mil¬ 
itary  training  will  there  be  sufficient 
men  in  the  National  Guard  and  Organ¬ 
ized  Reserve  units  to  maintain  an  ef¬ 
fective  second  line  of  defense.  These 
trainees  will  join  the  Reserve  compo¬ 
nents  after  completing  basic  training, 
and  thereafter  a  progressive  mobiliza¬ 
tion  training  program  can  be  carried  out 
so  as  to  maintain  the  unit  in  a  constant 
state  of  combat  readiness. 

Under  today’s  world  conditions,  where 
it  appears  necessary  to  maintain  a  high 
security  level,  it  is  vital  that  we  do  some¬ 
thing  to  assure  that  the  reserves  and 
the  guard  become  "fin  effective  combat 
force  without  delay,  and  it  is  only 
through  universal  military  training  that 
this  can  be  accomplished. 

Adoption  of  the  substitute  will  mean 
a  vote  for  the  continuance  of  an  inade¬ 
quate,  undermanned  Reserve  force  not 
capable  of  the  immediate  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  its  assigned  mission.  Not  only 
is  the  interest  of  economy,  but  to  estab¬ 
lish  an  effective  second  line  of  defense,  I 
urge  the  Members  of  this  body  to  vote 
against  the  amendment  under  consid¬ 
eration. 

(Mr.  TEAGUE  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
BrownsonL 

Mr.  BROWNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
desire  to  place  myself  on  record  as  fav¬ 
oring  universal  military  training  to  be 
put  into  practice  earlier  than  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill  provides.  Therefore,  I  favor 
the  Barden  amendment  so  that  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  universal  military  training  may 
be  considered  separately. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  yield  the  balance  of  my  time  to 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Curtis]. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Curtis]. 

(Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  on  Tuesday,  April  3,  I  endeavored 
to  advance  some  thinking  in  regard  to 
the  bill  on  draft  extension  and  UMT 
which  is  now  before  us.  It  was  not  too 
well  received  by  the  Members  who  were 
then  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and  cer¬ 
tainly  it  was  not  well  received  by  the 
members  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  who  were  in  attendance. 

The  latter  is  understandable  because  I 
suggested  that  the  subject  of  universal 
military  training  had  not  been  properly 
or  fully  considered  by  the  committee  of 
this  Congress  because  no  thought  at  all 
had  been  given  to  the  question  of  what 
military  training  was,  is,  or  will  be.  I 
suggested  that  the  UMT  part  of  this  bill 
be  referred  back  to  the  committee  for 
further  study. 

I  still  feel  that  way.  In  the  first  place, 
the  present  bill  as  written  is  merely  a 
capitulation  by  Congress  of  its  rights  and 
responsibilities  as  respect  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training.  All  we  are  doing,  gentle¬ 
men,  by  this  bill  is  establishing  a  Com¬ 
mission  which  will  study  and  propose  a 
UMT  program  to  the  Congress.  I  do  not 
care  whether  the  Congress  has  to  fail  to 
negate  the  plan  in  60  calendar  days,  or 
has  to  affirmatively  approve  it,  or  as  it 
now  has  been  amended  has  to  consider 
it  within  a  specified  number  of  days,  the 
net  result  is  that  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Forces  is  declining  to  do  its  job 
and  is  creating  a  Commission  to  do  it 
for  them.  There  is  a  serious  constitu¬ 
tional  question,  aside  from  the  propriety 
of  the  action,  involved  in  Congress  cre¬ 
ating  executive  commissions  to  do  its 
legislative  work.  The  constitutional 
question  was  raised  in  the  debates  on 
passage  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of 
1949.  Expediency  disposed  of  these  ar¬ 
guments.  We  now  do  not  even  have  the 
argument  of  expediency  to  fall  back  upon 
in  the  present  instance.  I  suggest  the 
danger  of  this  trend.  Those  who  fear 
a  possible  dictatorship  in  this  country 
must  realize  that  this  procedure  opens 
the  door  that  much  wider.  The  next 
push  could  well  be  the  executive  branch 
writing  all  legislation  referring  same  to 
Congress  and  conducting  a  strong  propa¬ 
ganda  campaign  and  using  other  pres¬ 
sures  on  the  Congress  for  its  adoption. 
This  would  then  create  a  completely  sub¬ 
servient  Congress.  History  tells  us  that 
the  fall  of  every  Republic  has  come  from 
the  attack  upon,  and  the  collapse  of,  the 
independent  legislative  branch.  It  is 
tragic  that  the  fatal  attacks  have  come 
from  the  members  of  the  legislative 
branch  itself.  I  urge  the  members  of 
the  Armed  Services  Committee  to  con¬ 
sider  what  they  are  doing  in  urging  the 
creation  of  a  commission,  failing  to  per¬ 
form  the  duty  that  I,  and  I  presume 
other  Members  of  the  House,  thought 


they  had  been  performing  these  past  3 
months.  That  duty  is  no  more  than  to 
present  to  this  House  a  complete,  well- 
thought-out  manpower  training  pro¬ 
gram  to  meet  the  emergencies  and  wars 
this  country  might  face. 

I  favor  the  Barden  substitute,  and  at 
the  same  time  I  urge  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  for  which  I  have  great  re¬ 
spect,  to  immediately  go  to  work  an4 
present  to  this  House  a  real  bill  that  we 
can  consider  and  vote  upon— and  with 
the  committee’s  experience,  I  believe  the 
committee  can  do  this  in  3  months,  not  6 
months  and  45  days. 

I  want  to  suggest  again  some  of  the 
basic  thinking  I  believe  this  Congress 
must  do  in  approaching  a  decision  on  the 
question  of  universal  military  training. 

First  of  all,  we  must  get  the  glamour 
of  military  uniform  out  of  our  eyes 
and  do  a  job  analysis  of  our  Armed 
Forces.  As  I  stated  Tuesday,  we  have 
had  four  basic  categories  of  work  activity 
when  this  country  has  been  in  emergency 
or  war : 

First.  Those  working  in  defense  indus¬ 
try,  including  farming. 

Second.  Those  working  in  civil  service 
as  employees  of  the  Armed  Forces  bu¬ 
reaus. 

Third.  Those  working  as  technicians 
under  military  law  as  part  of  the  Armed 
Forces. 

Fourth.  Those  engaged  in  combat 
work  for  the  Armed  Forces. 

Now  one  question  is,  What  group  of 
workers  should  be  in  uniform?  I  suggest' 
that  only  those  in  category  four  need  be 
in  uniform.  Certainly,  there  has  been 
no  real  job  analysis  made,  or  attempted, 
to  determine  what  jobs  are  benefited  by 
having  the  performer  in  uniform. 

A  corollary  to  that  question  is,  What 
physical  standards  are  necessary,  based 
upon  a  job  analysis?  Certainly  it  is 
stupid  to  apply  combat  standards  to  any 
but  combatants.  Solving  this  problem 
will  go  a  long  way  in  solving  our  IV-F 
problem,  which  will  help  our  manpower 
problems. 

Another  question  is.  What  group  of 
workers  need,  or  are  entitled  to,  veteran 
benefits?  Coupled  with  this  question  is. 
What  group  needs  the  incentive  of 
medals,  ribbons,  and  glamour  for  the  per¬ 
formance  of  their  assigned  tasks — this  is 
aside  from  the  question  of  what  group  is 
entitled  to  ribbons,  medals,  honors,  and 
glamour.  I  suggest  that  only  those  in 
category  four  are  so  entitled.  If  my 
thinking  is  right,  or  even  close  to  right, 
we  will  solve  the  great  problem  of  ad¬ 
ministering  to  ouiweterans  by  doing  this 
job  analysis. 

Another  question,  and  the  basic  ques¬ 
tion  for  Congress  to  decide,  as  I  argue  it, 
and  not  some  committee  appointed  by 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government 
is  what  organization  or  organizations 
should  train  the  workers  to  fill  their  jobs 
in  emergency. 

Well  there  seems  to  be  no  question 
about  categories  one  and  two.  They  are 
traditionally  trained  by  civilian  enter¬ 
prise.  However,  there  is  no  well-defined 
•line  of  what  jobs  are  performed  under 
military  law  and  what  jobs  performed 
under  civilian  law.  There  needs  to  be. 
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based  upon  a  study  of  what  would  be 
best. 

In  category  3,  and  I  remind  you  that 
approximately  90  percent  of  those  who 
were  in  uniform  during  World  War  II 
were  in  category  3 — the  noncombatants 
in  uniform — the  technicians — who 
should  do  their  training?  I  suggest  that 
civilian  enterprise  is  not  only  best  set  up 
to  train  the  personnel,  but  I  even  sug¬ 
gest  that  most  of  the  job  performance 
would  be  best  done  under  civilian  con¬ 
trol,  rather  than  military  control. 

In  category  4  are  the  combatants,  and 
they  amount  to  only  10  percent  roughly 
of  our  uniformed  men,  based  upon  the 
jobs  done  in  the  last  war.  They  should 
be  trained  by  the  military  with  little  or 
no  interference  from  the  civilians. 

I  might  state  in  regard  to  this  impor¬ 
tant  question,  that  the  present  bill  be¬ 
fore  us,  by  failing  to  do,  or  even  con¬ 
sider,  a  job  analysis,  is  placing  not  only 
the  90  percent  under  the  civilian  com¬ 
mission,  but  is  also  placing  the  10-per¬ 
cent  combatant  group  under  this  civilian 
commission.  The  result  will  be  poorer 
combatant  training  as  well  as  poorer 
civilian  training. 

The  congressional  committee,  and  not 
an  executive  committee,  should  further 
consider  the  basic  question  which 
emerges  from  these  other  questions,  of 
whether  the  assembling  of  technicians 
in  uniform,  if  they  are  to  be  kept  in 
uniform,  should  follow  the  system  the 
Armed  Forces  want  or  the  system  fol¬ 
lowed  in  setting  up  the  Seabees. 

I  quote  General  Hershey,  page  195  of 
the  House  hearings,  on  what  the  mili¬ 
tary  wants: 

I  would  say  that  in  the  Armed  Forces  and 
in  the  Navy,  as  I  have  observed  them,  no 
matter  how  much  they  talk  about  skill,  what 
they  want  is  a  young,  smart  boy  because 
they  can  teach  him  much  easier  than  they 
can  unteach  many  who  come  in  with  a  lot 
of  so-called  skills  but  they  generally  have: 
(a)  a  skill  which  is  of  doubtful  value,  un¬ 
less  modified,  and  (b)  a  desire  to  participate 
only  with  the  skill  they  have.  If  there  is 
anything  else  to  be  done,  they  want  some¬ 
body  else  to  do  it.  I  believe  that  you  just 
about  got  to  build  armies  and  build  navies 
and  build  air  forces  by  taking  people  who 
have  capacity  and  teaching  them  what  you 
want  them  to  know,  because  unfortunately, 
by  and  large  in  our  civilian  life  the  type  of 
man  we  need,  and  that  is  the  fighter,  is  only 
there  as  an  avocation  and  not  as  a  vocation. 

Now,  right  here,  gentlemen,  is  the 
philosophy  this  Congress  should  resolve 
and  not  pass  the  buck  on  to  an  executive 
commission.  Do  you  agree  with  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey’s  statement  and  philos¬ 
ophy?  I  personally  do  not  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  any  real  job  analysis  of 
the  Armed  Forces  would  knock  into  a 
cocked  hat  this  type  of  thinking.  In 
General  Hershey’s  statement  itself,  you 
see  the  type  of  deliberate  misleading 
thinking  I  am  talking  about.  He  starts 
off  talking  about  technical  skills  and 
then  at  the  end  cinches  his  argument 
by  talking  about  fighting  or  combat 
skills,  on  which  very  few  would  disagree 
with  him. 

In  fact,  I  will  state  that  the  main  trou¬ 
ble  with  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  last  war 
was  their  failure  to  do  a  job  analysis  of 
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the  skills  they  needed  and  a  concomi¬ 
tant  failure  to  scan  the  civilian  skills 
existing  to  put  the  two  together. 

The  procurement  of  Seabee  personnel 
in  World  War  II  was  based  upon  a 
philosophy  diametrically  opposed  to  that 
advanced  by  General  Hershey  and  the 
Armed  Forces.  Incidentally,  it  was  put 
into  effect  over  the  great  opposition  of 
the  Regular  Naval  Establishment  pri¬ 
marily  because  Secretary  Forrestal  and 
Admiral  Ben  Moreell,  a  graduate  of 
Washington  University  Engineering 
School  in  St.  Louis,  not  the  Academy  at 
Annapolis,  had  clear  eyes. 

I  believe  the  success  of  the  Seabees  is 
directly  the  result  of  this  procurement 
program.  It  is  a  living  demonstration 
of  the  need  for  the  philosophy  I  advo¬ 
cate  and  the  elimination  of  the  present 
philosophy  of  the  armed  services  and 
General  Hershey. 

I  want  to  quote  Dr.  Karl  Compton, 
who  was  advancing  the  argument  for 
the  utilization  of  IV-F’s  more  fully,  but 
in  doing  so  suggests  the  philosophy  I 
advocate.  His  statement  may  be  found 
on  page  7  of  Calendar  No.  116,  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  to 
accompany  S.  1: 

Within  the  group  which  is  not  eligible  for 
military  service  on  present  standards,  there 
are  many  who  are  as  well  qualified  to  per¬ 
form  certain  essential  military  duties  as  are 
those  of  higher  standards  of  .fitness.  *  *  * 

The  Seabees  did  a  remarkable  job  but  were 
generally  outside  the  selective  service  stand¬ 
ards.  *  *  *  I  feel  that  a  decided  im¬ 

provement  in  manpower  utilization  is  *  *  * 
one  of  the  directions  in  which  a  major  in¬ 
crease  in  the  strength  of  our  Armed  Forces 
might  be  achieved. 

Now,  the  Seabees  were  outside  the 
selective  service  standards  not  only  in  a 
physical  way,  but  also  in  a  procuring 
way.  The  Seabees  were  procured  on  a 
basis  of  matching  rates  and  commissions 
with  technical  skills  already  acquired  in 
civilian  endeavors.  They  were  not  pro¬ 
cured  by  taking  them  all  in  as  apprentice 
seamen  and  letting  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  train  them.  If  the  military 
system  had  been  followed,  the  Seabees 
would  have  been  members  of  the  naval 
construction  battalions,  lost  in  the 
shuffle,  and  not  a  word  on  everyone’s  lips 
in  admiration  of  the  miracles  they  per¬ 
formed. 

My  thesis  is  simple.  Congress  has  a 
job  to  do.  It  is  to  review  the  basic  sys¬ 
tem  of  mobilization  in  light  of  our  ex¬ 
perience.  The  thinking  to  date  is  that 
of  putting  new  wine  into  old  bottles.  If 
this  country  is  to  survive  and  to  remain 
a  republic,  and  I  believe  it  can  with  less 
trouble  than  might  be  imagined,  we  must 
take  off  our  coats  and  do  some  basic  work 
and  study.  It  is  our  duty  and  we  cannot 
pass  the  buck  to  a  civilian  commission 
appointed  by  the  executive  branch.  I 
regret  to  state  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
reason  we  are  not  ready  today  to  vote 
upon  a  concrete  program  of  peacetime 
preparation  for- mobilization  or  war  is 
because  our  Armed  Services  Committee 
has  not  done  its  job.  I  state  again  I 
have  confidence  in  the  committee  and 
its  chairman.  I  think  we  should  vote 
for  the  Barden  bill  and  refer  the  matter 
of  peacetime  preparation  for  mobiliza¬ 
tion  or  war  back  to  the  committee  for 


their  prompt  consideration  and  prepara¬ 
tion  of  a  bill  that  will  answer  the  prob¬ 
lems  that  face  us  which  I  have  tried  to 
suggest  in  my  present  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
FroutyI. 

(Mr.  PROUTY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  PROUTY.  Mr.  Chairman,  we 
certainly  would  like  to  demobilize  our 
Armed  Forces,  our  weapons  of  war  and 
the  arsenals  which  produce  them  and 
through  shear  power  of  moral  persua¬ 
sion  point  the  road  to  peace.  But  we 
know  very  definitely  that  such  an  ap¬ 
proach  would  be  suicidal  at  this  time. 
So  long  as  the  rulers  in  the  Kremlin 
retain  their  almost  pathological  zeal  for 
world  domination  or  until  they  have  be¬ 
come  convinced  that  the  free  nations  of 
the  world  have  power  superior  to  that 
of  Soviet  Russia  and  her  satellites,  we 
must  realize  that  we  are  confronted 
with  very  serious  and  momentous  ques¬ 
tions.  Even  if  the  Korean  War  should 
end  tomorrow,  could  we  ignore  the  fact 
that  the  most  powerful  and  revolution¬ 
ary  force  in  history  poses  a  constant 
threat  to  our  security  as  a  Nation? 

In  supporting  S.  1  as  amended  by  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  I  am  per¬ 
fectly  aware  that  I  am  not  voting  for 
universal  military  training.  I  am  merely 
giving  expression  to  the  belief  that  the 
enactment  of  a  sound  and  well  conceived 
program  should  be  given  serious  consid¬ 
eration  by  the  Congress.  ’ 

The  very  concept  of  universal  military 
training  is  repugnant  to  most  Americans. 
It  is  contrary  to  national  precedent  and 
foreign  to  our  traditions.  But  we  must 
remember  that  we  are  living  in  unprece¬ 
dented  times,  and  that  our  minds  should 
be  alerted  to  the  needs  of  the  present 
and  to  the  contingencies  of  the  future 
insofar  as  it  is  possible  for  us  to  deter¬ 
mine  these. 

All  of  us  would  prefer  to  demobilize 
our  Armed  Forces,  destroy  our  weapons 
of  war  and  the  arsenals  which  produce 
them  and  through  the  power  of  moral 
persuasion  point  out  the  road  to  peace. 
But,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  realize  that  such 
an  approach  would  be  suicidal  at  this 
time,  for  so  long  as  the  rulers  in  the 
Kremlin  retain  their  almost  pathological 
zeal  for  world  domination  or  until  they 
have  become  convinced  that  the  free  na¬ 
tions  of  the  world  possess  power  superior 
to  that  of  Russia  and  her  satellites,  we 
will  be  confronted  with  momentous  ques¬ 
tions.  Even  if  the  Korean  War  should 
end  tomorrow,  could  we  ignore  the  fact 
that  the  most  powerful  revolutionary 
force  in  history  poses  a  constant  threat 
to  our  security  as  a  Nation? 

If  we  are  going  to  be  realistic  I  think 
we  must  recognize  that  the  present  emer¬ 
gency  is  not  likely  to  be  of  short  dura¬ 
tion.  It  is  almost  certain  to  be  with  us 
for  years,  and  only  pure  folly  will  per¬ 
suade  us  to  meet  this  challenge  on  a  day- 
to-day  basis.  We  must  have  a  consistent;; 
long-range  program  which  will  not  be 
abandoned  until  it  is  certain  that  the 
dahger  no  longer  exists. 

Universal  military  training  might  well 
be  an  essential  of  such  a  program.  It 


would  constitute  one  of  the  best  possible 
means  of  averting  major  war  because 
nothing -is  more  discouraging  to  a  poten¬ 
tial  aggressor  than  large  reserves  of  man¬ 
power  and  equipment  in  the  hands  of  his 
contemplated  victim. 

So,  in  a  very  real  sense,  UMT  repre¬ 
sents  a  strategy  for  peace,  but  we  should 
never  labor  under  the  illusion  that  armed 
force  represents  the  ultimate  solution  to 
international  problems.  At  best  this  can 
serve  only  as  a  necessary  deterrent  to  war 
while  we  seek  ways  and  means  to  amelio¬ 
rate  the  basic  causes  of  such  disasters. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Seely -Brown]  . 

(Mr.  SEELY-BROWN  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 

Vvi  q  vpiyiqvItq  I 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
never  have  we  in  the  Congress  faced  a 
decision  with  more  soul  searching. 

As  a  former  member  of  the  United 
States  Naval  Reserve,  as  a  former  school 
teacher  who  recognizes  full  well  the  im¬ 
pact  on  our  youth  of  the  present  pro¬ 
gram,  I  have  tried  to  face  each  of  the 
problems  presented  today  with  one 
thought  uppermost:  What  is  best  for  my 
country? 

I  have  dedicated  myself  to — 

First.  Strengthening  the  United  States 
militarily,  morally,  and  spiritually. 

Second.  Mobilizing  all  of  the  resources 
of  this  Nation  to  meet  fully  and  swiftly 
the  requirements  of  the  emergency  and 
to  see  to  it  that  this  burden  falls  as 
equitably  as  can  be  upon  all  our  people. 

Third.  Opposing  any  secret  commit¬ 
ments  to  any  other  nation.  The  recent 
exchanges  between  Washington  and 
Tokyo  and  between  the  Foreign  Office  in 
London  and  our  State  Department  in¬ 
dicate  the  new  importance  of  my  atti¬ 
tude. 

If  this  national  emergency  is  to  con¬ 
tinue  for  a  long  time — and  the  present 
indications  are  that  it  is — we  must  decide 
on  a  sound  system  of  universal  military 
training  under  civilian  control. 

I  believe  we  must  have  a  better  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  existing  manpower  priorities  if 
we  are  to  provide  effective  help  in  solv¬ 
ing  our  problems.  The  American  people 
very  properly  are  demanding  that  the 
Pentagon  itself  set  a  proper  example  in 
this  respect. 

We  must  develop  immediately  a  much 
fairer  system  for  our  National  Guard  and 
Reserve  units. 

I  personally  consider  the  draft  bill  and 
the  universal  military  training  program 
as  part  and  parcel  of  the  same  problem. 
Each  must  be  considered  in  the  light 
of  the  other.  Unless  we  provide  for  a 
proper  system  of  universal  military 
training  now,  we  shall  be  forced  to  keep 
a  large  standing  army  of  draftees  and 
Reservists  in  active  duty  status  for  a 
long  time. 

All  of  us  must  ask  ourselves  this  ques¬ 
tion  :  “Shall  I  stand  up  and  dedicate  my 
thinking,  my  action,  and  my  prayers  to 
the  protection  of  my  country?” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  O’Hara]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

(Mr.  GROSS,  Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDER¬ 
SEN,  Mr.  STEFAN,  and  Mr.  AUGUST  H. 
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ANDRESEN  asked  and  were  given  per¬ 
mission  to  yield  the  time  allotted  to  them 
to  Mr.  O’Hara.) 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  now  we 
come  to  that  time  in  the  debate  where 
there  is  that  hush  before  the  solemn 
hour  when  we  as  Members  of  Congress 
have  to  make  our  decision  of  most  grave 
importance. 

I  realize  that  many  of  my  distinguished 
friends  are  finding  themselves  in  trouble 
because  they  fear  that  if  they  vote  for 
the  Barden  substitute  that  will  be  a  vote 
in  opposition  to  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  Personally,  I  cannot  see  their 
reasoning  as  to  the  UMT  issue.  We  do 
not  deal  with  the  question  of  something 
that  is  important  for  the  needs  of  the 
armed  services  or  to  the  winning  of  the 
Korean  War  or  something  that  is  at  all 
important  in  the  matter  of  a  reserve 
pool,  but  we  are  being  asked  to  vote  to 
direct  that  somebody  appoint  a  com¬ 
mission  to  come  back  and  make  a  re¬ 
port  to  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
and  then  the  Armed  Services  Committee 
is  supposed  to  do  something  that  they 
could  do  at  this  very  minute,  if  they 
wanted  to — a  perfectly  ridiculous  pro¬ 
cedure  by  legislative  act. 

If  we  were  going  to  vote  on  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  draft,  I  do  not  think  there 
would  be  a  half  a  dozen  votes  against 
it,  but  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the  Barden 
bill  upon  the  theory  that  I  refuse  to  com¬ 
mit  myself  to  some  unknown  principle, 
upon  some  unknown  program  about 
which  I  know  nothing,  and  which  may- 
commit  me  to  being  for  a  permanent 
peacetime  draft. 

When  the  hearings  were  begun  in  this 
body  and  the  other  body  there  was  a 
perfect  uproar  about  the  terrible  short¬ 
age  of  manpower  that  was  necessary  for 
the  armed  services;  that  we  would  have 
to  take  the  18-year-olds,  that  we  needed 
those  18-year-olds  to  fill  up  the  gap. 

I  call  your  attention  to  the  front  page 
of  the  Washington  Star  of  last  evening, 
to  an  Associated  Press  report  which  says, 
“The  draft  boards  are  told  to  delay  calls 
for  May,  to  delay  all  calls  for  May,  until 
further  orders  come  from  General 
Hershey.” 

Now,  just  what  sort  of  a  state  of  con¬ 
fusion  are  we  in?  Are  we  being  given 
untrue  facts  as  to  the  manpower  condi¬ 
tion  so  that  we  do  not  know  what  is  the 
situation?  Are  we  being  kidded  about 
the  condition  of  our  manpower  pool,  or 
are  our  armed  services  completely  unable 
to  take  care  of  these  youngsters  who  are 
being  drafted  to  such  an  extent  that 
they  cannot  equip  and  train  them  now? 
What  is  going  on?  I  would  assume  that 
the  members  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  would  know  the  answer,  and 
I  yield  to  them  if  they  can  explain  why 
this  announcement  of  the  suspension  of 
the  draft  call  by  General  Hershey,  if 
they  know.  There  being  no  reply,  I  as¬ 
sume  that  they  do  not  know. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  has  expired. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  I  am  in 
accord  with  the  gentleman’s  views  and 
will  also  vote  for  the  Barden  bill. 


[Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Committee.  His  remarks  will 
appear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  have  said  all  that 
I  wanted  to. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Yes;  I  have  waited 
a  long  time  for  the  gentleman  to  get 
around  to  answering. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  What  is  the  question? 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  asked  if  any  member 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee  knew 
why  the  suspension  of  the  draft  call 
for  May  had  been  issued? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  heard  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  question,  but  I  just  wanted  to  be 
sure  that  I  understood  it.  I  can  say 
this,  that  draft  calls  prior  to  that  had 
been  sufficient,  now  they  are  catching  up. 
They  had  deliquency  trouble  and  they 
want  to  catch  up  and  do  things  in  an 
orderly  manner. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Meader]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

(Mr.  MEADER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  pro¬ 
pose  to  support  the  Barden  amendment, 
not  because  I  am  opposed  to  universal 
military  training  but  because  I  am  op¬ 
posed  to  the  abdication  of  its  policy¬ 
making  authority  by  this  Congress.  I 
have  not  heard  one  iota  of  evidence  dur¬ 
ing  this  entire  debate  which  would  sup¬ 
port  any  belief  that  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  is  unqualified  and  incompetent  to 
write  the  details  of  this  plan. 

If  the  House  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  needs  more  staff  to  develop  this 
plan  in  detail  and  present  it  here  for 
enactment  as  a  policy-making  function 
of  this  body  they  should  have  the  addi¬ 
tional  assistance  they  need.  That  is  the 
way  this  law  should  be  passed.  We 
should  not  delegate  to  a  presidentially 
appointed  board  or  commission  the  right 
to  draft  our  laws.  On  that  basis  and  on 
that  basis  only  I  am  voting  for  the  Bar¬ 
den  amendment. 

Even  aside  from  its  constitutional  re¬ 
sponsibility,  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  is  the  peculiarly  appropriate 
agency  to  draft  military  manpower  legis¬ 
lation.  Manpower  is  only  one  phase  of 
our  peacetime  national  defense  and 
should  be  considered  in  its  proper  per¬ 
spective,  and  in  its  proper  relationship 
to  other  aspects  of  our  national  defense 
system.  The  Natibnal  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Commission  will  necessarily  be  con¬ 
fined  to  a  consderation  of  manpower  and 
would  have  no  jurisdiction  over  related 
components  of  the  defense  machine. 

We  frequently  fall  into  the  error  of 
speaking  as  if  numbers  of  soldiers  de¬ 
termined  the  strength  of  our  defense. 
Our  defense  also  rests  upon  our  posses¬ 
sion  of  strategic  materials,  the  efficiency 
and  vitality  of  our  national  production 
plant,  our  control  of  strategic  overseas 
bases,  the  accuracy  and  extent  of  our  in¬ 
telligence,  the  comparative  quality  of  our 
research  and  development  in  weapons 
and  techniques,  the  efficiency  of  military 


logistics  and  supply,  the  smoothness  and 
effectiveness  of  our  industrial  mobiliza¬ 
tion  controls,  and  the  fundamental 
health  of  our  free  economy  to  wage  all- 
out  war. 

I  wish  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  the  Fifth  Annual  Report  of 
the  Senate  War  Investigating  Committee 
filed  with  the  United  States  Senate  Sep¬ 
tember  3,  1946— Report  No.  110,  part  7, 
Seventy-ninth  Congress,  second  session. 

This  unanimous  report  sought  to  sum¬ 
marize  briefly  some  of  the  principles  of  a 
sound  national  defense  which  emerged 
from  5%  years  investigation  of  the  na¬ 
tional  defense  program  by  the  members 
and  staff  of  the  Truman-Mead  com¬ 
mittee. 

There  is  time  here  to  quote  only  a  very 
few  of  the  committee’s  conclusions  and 
a  few  passages  from  its  comments  re¬ 
lating  to  military  manpower.  However, 
even  these  brief  excerpts  should  be  con¬ 
vincing  that  the  character  and  extent 
of  our  military  manpower  and  the  char¬ 
acter  of  its  training  are  an  integral  part 
of  our  entire  defense  effort: 

1.  Our  national  defense  today  requires  a 
highly  trained  armed  force,  equipped  with 
the  most  modern  weapons,  and  capable  of 
rapid  expansion  in  time  of  emergency.  At 
the  beginning  of  World  War  II  this  Nation 
had  no  such  force.  It  cannot  be  assumed 
that  a  numerically  superior  armed  force  is 
in  itself  an  adequate  defense.  The  quality 
rather  than  the  quantity  of  our  Army  and 
Navy  will  be  the  best  guaranty  for  an  ade¬ 
quate  defense. 

2.  Since  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  dur¬ 
ing  peacetime  should  be  such  as  to  attract 
able,  intelligent  men,  an  intensive  study  of 
personnel  matters  in  the  Army  and  Navy 
should  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  setting 
up  a  promotion  system  which  will  insure 
that"  the  best  qualified  men,  regardless  of 
age  or  seniority  in  service,  will  obtain  the 
most  responsible  positions  (p.  1). 

*-«*** 

7.  The  United  States  is  abandoning  over¬ 
seas  bases  acquired  during  the  war  at  great 
cost  in  lives  and  dollars.  Many  of  these 
bases  are  commercially  useful  during  peace¬ 
time,  and  would  have  strategic  military  im¬ 
portance  in  another  emergency.  The  War, 
Navy,  and  State  Departments  should  have 
had  plans,  before  the  end  of  the  war,  to 
utilize  those  overseas  bases  necessary  to  our 
national  defense,  and  they  should  have  used 
the  full  weight  of  our  bargaining  power  in 
executing  these  plans.  The  appropriate  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies  must  now  work  out  and 
set  into  operation  a  feasible  program  for  the 
acquisition  or  use  of  strategic  overseas  bases. 

8.  Under  present  world  conditions  the  na¬ 
tional  defense  will  suffer  unless  the  United 
States  has  a  more  efficient  intelligence  agency, 
in  both  military  and  nonmilitary  fields,  than 
we  had  before  World  War  II.  Knowledge  of 
international  economic,  political,  and  social 
conditions  is  necessary  if  sound  diplomatic 
decisions  are  to  be  made.  Furthermore,  data 
obtained  by  an  intelligence  service  can  assist 
in  determining  the  size  and  character  of  the 
Armed  Force  to  be  maintained  for  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  Nation.  The  establishment  of 
a  superior  intelligence  organization  is  good 
economy  (p.  2). 

9.  More  businesslike  administrative  meth¬ 
ods  in  the  Armed  Forces  during  the  emer¬ 
gency  would  have  brought  the  war  to  a  vic¬ 
torious  conclusion  at  an  earlier  date,  with 
less  cost  in  life,  dollars,  and  natural  resources. 
Whenever  practical,  war  should  not  be  waged 
by  decisions  in  disregard  of  sound  business 
principles.  The  Armed  Forces  should  bend 
all  efforts  toward  improving  administrative 
procedures  and  eliminating  weaknesses  In 
procurement  and  supply  (p.  3) . 

***** 
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We  did  not  enter  either  World  War  I  or 
World  War  II  with  an  Army  and  a  Navy 
equipped  and  trained  to  fight  a  major  war. 
Primarily,  we  were  able  to  fight  and  win 
both  wars  because  of  our  industrial  suprem¬ 
acy,  our  huge  reservoir  of  certain  important 
raw  materials  and  the  energy,  ingenuity,  and 
valor  of  our  people.  In  an  amazingly  short 
period  of  time,  we  proved  our  ability  to  forge 
swords  out  of  plowshares  and  to  use  them  ef¬ 
fectively  against  the  enemy  (p.  3). 

***** 

It  must  not,  however,  be  assumed  that  a 
numerically  superior  military  and  naval  force 
is  of  itself  an  adequate  defense.  In  the  fu¬ 
ture  we  must  maintain  an  adequate  Army 
and  Navy.  History  has  indicated  over  and 
over  again  that  a  large  and  supposedly  excel¬ 
lent  Army  and  Navy  may  be  useless  props  to 
rely  upon  for  national  defense.  At  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  World  War  II  Prance  and  Russia 
were  thought  to  have  the  largest  armies  and 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  the  larg¬ 
est  navies  in  existence,  but  the  combined  to¬ 
tal  of  this  military  array  did  not  prevent  ag¬ 
gressor  nations  from  attacking  them.  With¬ 
out  our  industrial  supremacy  those  forces 
might  not  have  prevented  our  utter  defeat. 

An  adequate  national  defense  today  re¬ 
quires  much  more  than  merely  an  Army  and 
a  Navy.  It  requires  the  best  Army  and  the 
best  Navy,  and  it  requires  a  national  economy 
which  can  swiftly  and  smoothly  be  con¬ 
verted  to  a  machine  of  defense  superior  to 
that  of  any  probable  combination  of  enemies. 

The  pitfall  to  be  avoided  is  a  military  and 
naval  force  in  being  which  gives  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  an  adequate  protective  force,  but 
which  through  obsolescence  and  backward¬ 
ness  is  unable  to  cope  with  a  more  modern 
and  more  effective— although  a  smaller  and 
less  spectacular — opposing  force  (p.  4) . 
***** 

In  1933  the  German  army  was  composed  of 
only  1,100,000  officers  and  men.  In  that 
same  year,  the  French  Army  had  6,952,000 
men.  The  sudden  and  comparatively  easy 
defeat  of  France  by  the  German  Army  in  1940 
proved  that  size  of  a  nation’s  army  and  even 
military  expenditures,  in  which  France  led 
in  the  period  between  the  two  wars,  do  not 
guarantee  adequate  protection.  The  defeat 
of  France  in  1940  established  that  modern 
equipment  and  modern  techniques  were  far 
more  important  than  mere  size  (p.  5). 

In  this  machine  age  of  rapid  transporta¬ 
tion  and  more  and  more  destructive  weapons, 
great  numbers  of  men  in  an  army  are,  by 
themselves,  of  very  little  significance.  Fail¬ 
ure  to  realize  this  may  induce  a  false  sense  of 
security,  such  as  the  French  had  prior  to 
this  war. 

The  committee  expresses  no  opinion  as  to 
the  optimum  size  of  our  armed  forces,  but 
the  committee  emphasizes  that  quality  is 
much  more  important  than  quantity.  A 
good  little  army  is  worth  more  than  a  poor 
large  army.  Whatever  size  we  agree  on  will 
be  valuable  only  if  we  maintain  quality,  both 
in  equipment  and  in  men.  And  it  will  always 
be  better  to  sacrifice  numbers  for  quality 
(P-  5). 

Service  in  the  Armed  Forces  during  peace¬ 
time  should  be  such  as  to  attract  the  best 
and  ablest  of  our  young  men,  and  having  at¬ 
tracted  them,  we  should  be  sure  that  we 
are  exploiting  to  the  fullest  their  talents. 

With  a  high-grade  leadership  in  the 
Armed  Forces,  many  of  the  other  problems  of 
national  defense  can  be  more  easily  solved. 
Without  a  high  caliber  personnel,  the  best 
possible  plans  will  mean  little  (p.  26). 

The  Armed  Services  Committee,  and 
the  House  of  Representatives,  viewing 
military  manpower  legislation  as  an  in¬ 
tegral  part  of  our  entire  national  defense 
policy  is  in  a  better  position  to  write  a 
universal  military  training  plan  or  bill 


than  any  board  the  President  can  ap¬ 
point,  even  if  every  one  of  the  five  mem¬ 
bers  turns  out  to  be  a  genius. 

I,  for  one,  am  unwilling  to  admit  that 
the  Congress  has  become  incapable  of 
writing  the  laws  of  this  country.  I  am 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill,  even  in  its  more  palatable 
form,  constitutes  an  admission  of  legisla¬ 
tive  incompetence  and  a  repudiation  of 
our  solemn  constitutional  obligation  to 
execute  the  legislative  power  of  the 
United  States. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]  is 
recognized. 

(Mr.  JOHNSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  yield  to  Mrs.  Rogers  of 
Massachusetts  the  time  allotted  to  him.) 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  whole  country  has  been 
deeply  shocked,  wrought  up,  and  is 
deeply  unhappy  by  the  removal  of  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur.  They  are  very  angry. 
There  was  no  question  of  incompetency. 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur  is  a  superb 
fighting  general,  an  able  and  skillful 
administrator,  and  he  is  adored  by  the 
Japanese  for  his  assistance  in  rehabili¬ 
tation.  Japan  was  safe  with  General 
MacArthur;  everybody  felt  that  the  Pa¬ 
cific  was  safe  with  General  MacArthur. 
They  knew  that  General  MacArthur  was 
the  last  bulwark  against  communism. 
Now  they  wonder  what  will  happen.  His 
sacrifice,  this  horrible  thing,  must  not 
have  been  in  vain.  We  need  to  be  strong 
now  in  a  military  way  much  more  than 
we  did  when  General  MacArthur  was  in 
command  there  in  the  Pacific.  Weak¬ 
ness  would  be  disastrous  for  us,  disas¬ 
trous  for  every  country  in  the  world. 
General  MacArthur  would  want  our  mili¬ 
tary  defense  strong. 

I  am  voting  against  the  Barden 
amendment.  I  feel  that  we  need  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  now.  The  Legion 
has  wanted  universal  military  training 
ever  since  its  beginning.  The  so-called 
Vinson  committee  bill  is  better  than  any¬ 
thing  that  has  been  suggested  thus  far. 

I  have  always  voted  for  national  de¬ 
fense  and  have  never  regretted  it.  I  re¬ 
member  voting — and  it  passed  by  one 
vote — the  continuation  of  selective  serv¬ 
ice  ;  then  came  the  attack  on  Pearl  Har¬ 
bor.  What  would  have  happened  had 
our  forces  been  dissipated  and  we  not 
had  an  army?  I  remember  the  forti¬ 
fication  vote  of  Guam.  I  remember  a 
Congressman  whose  son  was  killed  on 
Guam  who  voted  against  its  fortification. 
It  might  not  have  made  a  great  deal  of 
difference,  but  I  know  that  it  haunted 
him  all  his  life.  I  voted  for  the  forti¬ 
fication  for  Guam.  I  believed  Japan 
only  respected  and  feared  strength. 

I  voted  for  the  70-group  Air  Force, 
and  the  naval  airplane  carriers.  The  re¬ 
moval  of  Admiral  Denfeld  for  saying 
what  was  necessary  for  naval  strength 
was  not  in  vain.  It  resulted  in  a  stronger 
Navy.  The  sacrifice  of  General  MacAr¬ 
thur  must  not  be  made  in  vain. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  hear  a  great  deal 
about  women  not  wanting  UMT,  not 
wanting  a  very  strong  national  defense, 
not  wanting  their  men  to  be  soldiers. 
Do  you  suppose  there  is  a  mother  or 


father  today  who  would  not  want  his  son 
to  have  basic  training  before  going  to 
war?  Do  you  suppose  there  is  a  wounded 
boy  today  in  any  hospital  who  does  not 
beg  to  have  the  boys  given  basic  military 
training  before  going  to  the  front? 
UMT  would  assure  this.  The  Daughters 
of  the  American  Revolution  have  en¬ 
dorsed  UMT.  Mrs.  Becker  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey  is  the  chairman  of  the  women’s  na¬ 
tional  defense  group.  The  following  is 
the  list  of  some  34  women’s  patriotic  or¬ 
ganizations  participating  in  the  twenty- 
fifth  Women’s  Patriotic  Conference  on 
National  Defense  in  Washington  in  Jan¬ 
uary  of  1951,  who  endorsed  UMT.  These 
women’s  patriotic  groups  represent 
1,000,000  women: 

Mrs.  Walter  H.  Boyd,  national  president, 
American  Gold  Star  Mothers,  Inc.,  1255  East 
Second  Street,  Long  Beach,  Calif. 

Mrs.  David  Brughelli,  national  president, 
American  Gold  Star  Sisters,  Inc.,  2046  Green¬ 
wich  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Mrs.  Willis  C.  Reed,  national  president, 
American  Legion  Auxiliary,  777  North 
Meridian  Street,  Indianapolis  7,  Ind. 

Mrs.  Paul  Charles  Wright,  national  presi¬ 
dent,  American  W*r  Dads  Auxiliary,  513 
Railway  Exchange  Building,  Kansas  City 
6,  Mo. 

Mrs.  Gertrude  Warner,  national  president, 
American  War  Mothers,  306  North  Washing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Scranton,  Pa. 

Mrs.  Thomas  William  Smith,  national 
president,  American  Women’s  Legion  of 
World  Wars,  the  Embassy,  Apartment  301, 
Sixteenth  and  Howard  Streets  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

Mrs.  Hazel  Rue  Scott,  national  president, 
Blue  Star  Mothers  of  America,  111  Cherokee 
Trail,  Willoughby,  Ohio. 

Mrs.  Dolly  LeBIanc,  national  president, 
Catholic  War  Veterans  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  Ladies  Auxiliary,  70  Lenox  Road, 
Brooklyn  26,  N.  Y. 

Miss  Frances  Eddy  Curtis,  national  presi¬ 
dent,  Dames  of  the  Loyal  Legion  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  350  Monterey  Ave¬ 
nue,  Detroit  3,  Mich. 

Mrs.  Claude  W.  Dudley,  national  president, 
Daughters  of  the  United  States  Army,  ill 
Highland  Drive,  Chevy  Chase,  Md. 

Mrs.  Beatrice  Parmeter,  national  president, 
Ladies  Auxiliary  to  the  Military  Order  of  the 
Purple  Heart,  4500  Harvey  Way,  Long  Beach, 
Calif. 

Mrs.  George  A.  Ilg,  national  president, 
Ladies  Auxiliary  to  the  Veterans  of  Foreign 
Wars  of  the  United  States,  406  West  Thirty- 
fourth  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

Mrs.  Bessie  Hart,  national  president,  Ladies 
of  the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  527 
North  Noble  Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Mrs.  Bessie  Mittlesteadt,  national  presi¬ 
dent,  Marine  Corps  League  Auxiliary,  257 
Division  Street,  North  Towanda,  N  Y. 

Mrs.  Evelyn  McCaslin,  national  president. 
National  Amvets  Auxiliary,  2475  Parkview 
Drive,  Cuyahoga  Falls,  Ohio. 

Mrs.  Lillian  E.  Bauman,  national  presi¬ 
dent,  National  Auxiliary,  United  Spanish 
War  Veterans,  40  G  Street  NE,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

Mrs.  Minna  D.  Levine,  national  president, 
National  Ladies  Auxiliary,  Jewish  War  Vet¬ 
erans  of  the  United  States,  1776  Broadway, 
New  York  19,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  William  B.  Shelton,  national  presi¬ 
dent,  National  Society  for  Constitutional 
Security,  450  Washington  Avenue,  Brooklyn 
5,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Marion  U.  Mansur,  national  presi¬ 
dent,  National  Society,  Daughters  of  the 
Revolution,  32  Spruce  Street,  Malden  8, 
Mass.  i 

Mrs.  Franke  Wolfe,  president  general. 
National  Society,  Daughters  of  the  Union, 
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1861-65,  Inc.,  The  Lindens,  187  South  Baby¬ 
lon  Turnpike,  Merrick,  N.  Y. 

Miss  Julia  C.  Pish,  president  general,  Na¬ 
tional  Society  of  New  England  Women,  13710 
Shaker  Boulevard,  apartment  700,  Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

Mrs.  Ida  Suber,  national  president,  Na¬ 
tional  Society,  Service  Star  Legion,  Inc., 
409  Bell  Avenue,  New  Castle,  Pa. 

Mrs.  Eula  M.  Nelson,  national  president, 
National  Woman’s  Relief  Corps,  Auxiliary  to 
the  Grand  Army  of  the  Republic,  848  South 
Spring  Street,  Springfield,  Ill. 

Mrs.  Mae  E.  Shuttleworth,  national  com¬ 
mander,  National  Yeoman  P,  658  East  Fifty- 
seventh  Street,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Jeannette  Miller,  national  command¬ 
er,  Navy  Club,  U.  S.  A.  Auxiliary,  1609  Cen¬ 
tral  Tower,  Youngstown,  Ohio. 

Mrs.  Eleanor  I.  Coner  national  president. 
Navy  Mothers  Club  of  America,  West  Lake 
Road,  Honeoye,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Edwin  DeWitt  Coddington,  presi¬ 
dent,  New  York  City  Colony,  National  So¬ 
ciety  of  New  England  Women,  321  Kenmore 
Road,  Douglas  Manor,  Long  Island,  N.  Y. 

Mis.  Julian  C.  Smith,  national  president, 
Society  of  the  Sponsors  of  the  United  States 
Navy,  5  Edgewood  Terrace,  Belle  Haven,  Alex¬ 
andria,  Va. 

Mrs.  Jassamine  Doran,  national  command¬ 
er,  United  States  Army  Mothers,  State  Pair- 
grounds,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

Mrs.  John  J.  Doyle,  national  president, 
Women  of  the  Army  and  Navy  Legion  Valor 
of  the  U.  S.  A.,  13  Evelyn  Avenue,  Malden, 
Mass. 

Mrs.  Harrison  Smith,  chairman,  Women’s 
National  Defense  Committee  of  Philadelphia, 
803  Weightman  Building,  1524  Chestnut 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Mrs.  Albert  Reinke,  national  president, 
Gold  Star  Wives  of  America,  Inc.,  room  1436- 
37  Land  Title  Building,  Philadelphia,  Fa. 

Mrs.  Augustus  Dunaway,  Reserve  Officers 
Association  Ladies  Clubs  of  the  United 
States,  5348  Broadway  Terrace,  Oakland, 
Calif. 

Mrs.  Evangeline  M.  Trenchard,  national 
president,  the  National  Gold  Star  Mothers, 
Inc.,  664  Harrison  Avenue,  Ardsley,  Pa. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  .Smith], 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  although  the  demands  of 
necessity  have  eliminated  an  immediate 
program  for  universal  military  training 
from  the  pending  manpower  bill,  there 
is  still  an  opportunity  remaining  for 
UMT. 

A  vote  for  the  pending  Barden  sub¬ 
stitute  will  be  a  vote  against  UMT.  A 
vote  against  the  substitute  is  a  vote  to¬ 
ward  the  establishment  of  a  regular  sys¬ 
tem  of  universal  military  training. 

UMT  is  the  one  hope  for  establishing 
a  permanent  system  to  preserve  the 
strength  of  the  United  States  without 
resorting  to  a  permanent  draft.  With  a 
large  backlog  of  trained  reserves,  we  can 
keep  the  strength  necessary  to  resist 
communism  all  down  the  line. 

America  cannot  long  continue  to  move 
from  crisis  to  crisis,  from  war  scare  to 
war  scare. 

The  grave  weaknesses  in  our  foreign 
policy  following  World  War  II  were 
largely  the  result  of  our  depleted  mili¬ 
tary  resources.  We  followed  the  usual 
mistake  of  reducing  ourselves  to  military 
impotence,  and  today  we  are  paying  the 
price. 

UMT  offers  the  one  hope  of  avoiding 
this  mistake  in  the  future.  We  should 
vote  today  for  American  security. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  balance  of  my  time  may  be  given  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  KildayL 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  EVINS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.  ) 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  de¬ 
bate  on  this  very  important  issue  and 
vital  legislation  has  been  carried  on  on 
a  very  high  plane.  The  pros  and  cons 
of  almost  all  points  of  interest  have  been 
thoroughly  discussed  and  debated.  The 
able  and  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  and 
the  members  of  the  committee  have 
made  a  most  thorough,  lucid,  and  im¬ 
pressive  exposition  of  the  measure  be¬ 
fore  us.  These  gentlemen,  the  chair¬ 
man  and  the  members  of  the  committee, 
have  carried  the  burden  of  debate  on 
the  issue  and  certainly  it  could  not  be 
in  better  hands. 

It  shall  not  be  my  purpose,  therefore, 
Mr.  Chairman,  to  take  the  time  of  the 
committee  to  discuss  in  any  detail  the 
measure  before  us  or  to  delay  the  vote  on 
this  bill. 

I  do,  however,  wish  to  be  heard  briefly 
to  make  a  few  observations.  For  cer¬ 
tainly  this  is  a  most  historic  occasion — 
and  this  is  a  most  historic  debate. 

The  issue  establishing  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  has  been  long  with  us. 
Universal  military  training  was  first 
proposed  and  advocated  by  Gen.  George 
Washington  during  the  early  days  of 
our  Nation’s  infancy.  It  has  long  been 
advanced  in  many  quarters  and  much 
discussed.  Such  a  proposal  has  been 
the  subject  of  study  and  consideration 
outside  this  Chamber — but  this  is  the 
first  time  that  such  proposal  has  ever 
reached  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  for  formal  debate. 

This  is  why  I  feel  that  this  is  a  most 
historic  occasion.  This  is  an  occasion 
when  I  feel  every  Member  has  an  obli¬ 
gation  to  make  known  his  views  and 
opinions  on  this  important  legislation. 

As  the  measure  now  stands,  I  shall 
support  it — the  committee  bill,  not  the 
adulterated  substitute.  We,  in  our 
.search  for  peace,  have  so  far  not 
achieved  the  success  for  which  we  work 
and  pray.  As  a  nation,  we  must  re¬ 
main  constantly  vigilant  and  watchful 
and  militarily  strong  and  prepared.  I 
regret  that  this  bill  is  necessary — but,  in 
all  honesty,  it  must  be  said  that  the 
approval  of  this  measure  is  one  of  the 
most  pressing  and  urgent  issues  before 
us  today  in  our  history. 

Two  world  wars  have  been  thrust 
upon  us  because  we  were  militarily 
weak.  Danger  of  another  hovers  near 
or  recedes  in  direct  proportion  to  our 
gaining  strength. 

It  is  because  of  the  truth  of  this  fact 
that  some  form— some  proper  form— of 
universal  military  training  fits  into  to¬ 
day’s  picture  and  is  of  such  vital  im¬ 
portance. 


Almost  everyone  agrees,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  that  the  present  grave  interna¬ 
tional  situation  may  continue  for  an 
indefinite  period.  To  meet  the  immedi¬ 
ate  challenge  of  this  unrest  and  for  our 
Nation’s  future  security,  legislation  of 
the  nature  here  proposed  seems  essen¬ 
tial  and  necessary,  and  we  must  face 
up  to  the  test  and  challenge  of  the  hour 
pressed  upon  us.  I  shall  vote  for  this 
measure  and  I  want  the  people  of  my 
State  and  district  to  know  why  I  shall 
vote  for  this  legislation  at  this  time. 

My  reasons,  stated  simply,  are  these: 

First  of  all,  this  measure  would  guar¬ 
antee  to  our  Nation  a  steady  flow  of  re¬ 
serves  into  the  Armed  Forces — reserves 
that  have  been  trained  and  would  be 
ready  to  serve  efficiently  in  time  of 
emergency.  Certainly  the  Members  of 
this  body  do  not  need  a  further  ex¬ 
pression  of  the  reasons  why  our  country 
must  be  provided  with  such  Reserve 
forces.  Information  made  available  to 
us  discloses  this  fact  and  the  daily  pa¬ 
pers  tell  us  these  reasons  in  very  bold 
and  black  type. 

Second,  this  measure  would  permit  a 
reduction  in  the  total  strength  of  our 
military  components  and  thus  permit 
the  return  to  their  homes,  their  fami¬ 
lies  and  their  businesses  of  many  men 
with  dependents  and  overage  who  haVe 
been  called  to  duty.  It  is  only  by  assur¬ 
ing  a  steady  flow  of  trained  and  equipped 
reserves,  that  it  will  ever  be  possible  to 
effect  an  over-all  reduction  in  the  num¬ 
bers  of  our  military  manpower,  and  I,  for 
one,  would  like  to  see  our  military  re¬ 
quirements  met  with  the  most  efficient 
use  of  both  manpower  and  funds. 

It  should  be  pointed  out,  also,  that  by 
providing  a  system  of  adequately  trained 
military  men,  we  can  protect  our  Nation 
against  the  tremendously  expensive  and 
wasteful  system  of  sudden  expansion  to 
meet  emergency  situations,  followed  by 
equally  wasteful  demobilization  after  the 
crisis  has  temporarily  passed.  We  can¬ 
not  indulge  in  the  luxury  of  meeting  each 
new  emergency  with  emergency  meas¬ 
ures.  We  should  take  action  to  solve 
these  problems  and  provide  for  some 
stability  of  purpose. 

Third,  the  measure  as  written  by  the 
distinguished  committee  provides  for 
civilian  control  and  supervision  of  the 
UMT  provisions  of  this  Act.  I  believe 
that  no  portion  will  be  more  generally 
approved  than  this  provision  to  keep  the 
initial  training  program  of  our  young 
reserves  in  civilian  hands.  The  measure 
further  provides  for  a  very  close  super¬ 
vision  of  the  training  program  by  the 
Congress— another  meritorious  feaure— 
when  such  may  be  enacted. 

As  I  have  said,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  feel 
that  the  debate  on  this  issue  is  in  the 
very  best  of  hands.  I  did,  however, 
want  to  present  these  few  points  and  to 
make  my  position  clear,  so  that  there  be 
no  misunderstanding  of  how  I  stand  and 
how  I  shall  vote.  The  vote  which  we 
shall  cast  may  well  be  one  of  the  most 
important  cast  in  the  history  of  the 
Congress.  Action  which  we  take  heie 
today  may  well  be  the  greatest  contribu¬ 
tion  which  our  Nation  can  make  toward 
achieving  and  maintaining  a  lasting 
peace. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  time  allotted  me  be  given 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday], 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
KildayL 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sin¬ 
cerely  hope  that  the  committee  will  vote 
down  the  Barden  amendment  and  let 
us  proceed  in  an  orderly  fashion  to  pass 
upon  the  committee  bill  which  was  re¬ 
ported  after  more  than  60  days  of  hear¬ 
ings.  We  have  continually  gone  up  in 
time  of  an  emergency  with  our  Armed 
Forces  and  have  immediately  gone  down 
when  the  danger  has  passed. 

It  is  essential  that  we  have  the  UMT 
program  set  up,  a  plan  submitted  and 
adopted,  so  that  when  the  time  comes 
that  men  are  no  longer  necessary  for 
service  we  will  have  a  place  for  them  to 
be  trained.  Presumably  when  that  time 
comes  under  present  plans  we  will  have 
3,500,000  men  with  the  system  of  UMT 
established.  Those  men  would  continue 
on  duty,  and  when  their  tours  had  end¬ 
ed,  then  your  active  force  would  go 
down.  You  will  have  time  to  get  your 
first  men  out  of  UMT  into  your  Reserve, 
and  your  Reserves  would  go  up. 

It  is  essential  that  we  have  the  plan 
so  worked  out  and  in  readiness  to  start 
when  we  quit  drafting  for  service  so  that 
those  3,500,000  or  whatever  it  may  be, 
on  a  level  plane,  will  go  down  gradually 
as  the  24-  or  26-month  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  is  terminated  for  the  individuals.  It 
would  give  us  time  to  turn  at  least  one 
or  maybe  two  of  the  increments  out  of 
the  UMT  program.  With  your  Reserves 
going  up,  we  are  in  position  to  protect 
the  country,  and  in  that  manner  we  will 
not  face  the  point  where  there  will  be  a 
hiatus  in  the  program,  where  we  will 
have  to  maintain  men  on  active  duty  at 
full  pay  and  have  all  of  the  3,500,000  or 
whatever  we  have  in  the  service. 

When  the  time  comes  that  we  no 
longer  draft  them  we  will  be  able  to  put 
them  in  the  Reserves  on  a  permanent 
basis.  It  is  highly  important  at  this 
time  that  we  see  to  it  that  both  phases  of 
the  program  are  passed,  that  we  con¬ 
tinue  the  Draft  Act  as  it  is  at  present 
in  order  to  take  care  of  the  present  ex¬ 
isting  emergency,  and  that  we  be  well 
prepared  ready  with  the  machinery,  a 
plan  approved,  so  that  we  can  convert 
immediately  from  a  large  active-duty 
force  to  the  orderly  organization  and 
build  up  of  a  reserve. 

I  know  that  many  say  here  “I  am  go¬ 
ing  to  vote  for  the  Barden  bill,  but.” 
There  is  no  “but”  about  it.  Throughout 
this  debate  there  has  been  an  attempt 
on  the  part  of  many— I  felt  it  from  the 
time  we  started — of  saying  “I  am  neither 
for  or  against  UMT,  but  this  time  I  am 
going  to  vote  in  a  certain  way  because  of 
certain  objections.”  There  have  been 
as  many  objections  as  there  are  provi¬ 
sions  in  the  bill.  This  idea  of  “I  am  go¬ 
ing  to  vote  for  the  Barden  bill,  but  I  am 
for  UMT”  is  past.  You  are  up  against 
it  now.  It  is  a  question  of  whether  you 
are  going  to  adopt  the  Barden  bill  and 


throw  out  the  provisions  of  the  House 
committee’s  bill  without  ever  coming 
to  a  vote  on  it,  or  whether  you  are  going 
to  face  the  issue  squarely. 

I  sincerely  trust  that  the  Barden 
amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute 
will  be  defeated  and  that  we  will  pro¬ 
ceed  to  the  orderly  consideration  of 
amendments  and  vote  on  the  committee 
bill  as  reported. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Jones]. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  intend  to  vote  against  the  Bar¬ 
den  amendment  because  I  am  for  uni¬ 
versal  military  training.  It  has  been  in¬ 
teresting  to  me  to  hear  Members  justify 
their  votes  on  this  bill  and  say  that  they 
do  not  believe  that  a  vote  against  the 
Barden  amendment  indicates  that  they 
oppose  universal  military  training.  I 
think  it  is  significant  that  all  of  those 
who  are  opposed  to  universal  military 
training  are  supporting  the  Barden 
amendment.  I  am  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  because  I  believe  that  in 
voting  for  that  I  am  reflecting  the  views 
of  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
my  district. 

More  than  2  years  ago  I  sent  out  a 
questionnaire  asking  for  the  views  of  my 
constituents  on  this  question.  Out  of 
more  than  11,000  questions  sent  out 
more  than  68  percent  expressed  them¬ 
selves  as  being  in  favor  of  universal 
military  training.  The  reason  they  are 
for  universal  military  training  is  because 
they  are  for  a  preparedness  program. 
Those  people  at  that  time  voted  more 
than  92  percent  for  a  continuation  of  a 
strong  preparedness  program  in  this 
country.  I  do  not  think  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill  goes  far  enough,  but  at  least 
it  makes  a  start  and  will  give  us  a  start 
on  universal  military  training  which  this 
country  needs  so  bad. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Crumpacker]. 

(Mr.  CRUMPACKER  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  CRUMPACKER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
many  subjects  have  been  discussed  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  this  bill,  but 
there  is  one  subject  to  which  the  sup¬ 
porters  of  UMT  have  failed  to  address 
themselves:  that  is,  their  major  premise 
that  such  a  program  will  provide  a  reser¬ 
voir  of  trained  men;  that  it  will  provide 
an  adequate  reserve;  that  it  will  pre¬ 
vent  the  sending  of  untrained  men  into 
combat.  I  think  that  the  gentlemen,  in¬ 
stead  of  assuming  this  fundamental 
proposition,  should  have  undertaken  to 
prove  it.  I  say  that  UMT  will  accom¬ 
plish  no  such  magic. 

There  are,  in  the  armed  services,  many 
hundreds,  if  not  thousands,  of  classifica¬ 
tions  of  specialized  jobs.  Any  man,  to 
be  qualified  for  any  of  these  specialized 
jobs,  must,  in  addition  to  receiving  the 
usual  basic  military  training,  receive 
specialized  training.  This  additional 
training  requires  anything  from  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  months  to  a  matter  of  years.  By 
the  very  fact  of  the  multiplicity  of  these 
specialized  jobs  it  would  be  impractica¬ 
ble  to  attempt  to  train  men  in  all  of 
these  various  skills  in  any  mass  military¬ 


training  program.  However,  even  were 
this  not  so,  the  very  shortness  of  the 
proposed  training  period  would  make  it 
impossible  to  adequately  train  men  in 
any  but  a  very  few  of  these  specialties. 

Since  the  present  bill  does  not  set  up 
any  program,  or  give  any  indication  of 
what  form  such  a  program  might  take, 
we  must,  for  lack  of  anything  more  spe¬ 
cific,  assume  that  it  will  take  a  form 
similar  to  some  of  the  programs  which 
have  previously  been  proposed.  All  of 
these  proposals  have  been  designed  to 
train  just  one  type  of  military  men — 
infantrymen.  Now  it  happens  that 
combat  infantrymen  constitute  at  most 
only  about  10  percent  of  the  men  in  the 
Army  ground  forces.  The  Army,  in  turn, 
at  most,  has  only  half  of  all  the  men  in 
uniform.  Hence,  at  best,  the  UMT 
might  train,  to  some  degree,  about  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  men  who  go  through  the  pro¬ 
gram  in  the  skills  which  they  will  need 
if  they  are  some  day  called  to  the  colors 
to  defend  their  country.  To  put  it  an¬ 
other  way,  UMT,  instead  of  providing  us 
with  a  pool  of  '"ained  men,  would  pro¬ 
vide  us  with  a  pool  of  men,  1  out  of  2D 
of  whom  would  be  trained — to  some 
extent. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr. 
Brown]. 

(Mr.  NICHOLSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  yield  the  time  allotted  to 
him  to  Mr.  Brown  of  Ohio.) 

(Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks. )  » 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  shall  vote  for  the  Barden  substitute  to 
the  Vinson  bill  for  the  reason  that  I  feel 
very  strongly  that  UMT  legislation  has 
no  part  or  place  in  any  measure  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  Selective  Service  Act. 

I  would  also  like  to  say  to  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  the  House  that  the  real  reason 
why  we  have  such  a  weak  provision  in 
the  pending  bill  on  UMT  is  simply  be¬ 
cause  the  committee,  or  the  leadership 
of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
came  to  the  rather  reluctant  conclusion 
the  House  would  not  approve  its  original 
bill  carrying  provisions  for  an  out  and 
out  UMT  program  to  be  established  some 
time  in  the  future  as  the  administration 
might  see  fit.  So  they  decided  to  bring 
in  amendments  to  the  original  commit¬ 
tee  bill  to  make  the  measure  more  palat¬ 
able  and  easier  to  swallow.  Remember, 
however,  that  even  the  provision  now 
contained  in  the  committee  bill  is  not 
the  one  you  will  actually  be  voting  on. 
Instead,  you  will  actually  be  voting  on 
some  unknown  UMT  provision  as  it 
comes  back  from  conference.  Whether 
you  believe  in  UMT  or  are  opposed  to  it, 
UMT  should  not  be  enacted  into  law  as 
a  part  of  the  extension  of  the  draft.  In¬ 
stead,  it  should  stand  on  its  own  feet  and 
be  voted  on  in  the  American  way.  I  do 
not  trust,  and  I  am  saying  this  advised¬ 
ly,  those  who  will  appoint  the  commis¬ 
sion  which  will  establish  some  sort  of  a 
UMT  training  program  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  if  this  bill  is  approved.  UMT 
cannot  be  put  into  effect  now.  It  can 
only  begin  some  time  in  the  future  long 
after  those  individuals  who  would  name 
the  commission  have  been  driven  out  of 
office  by  the  wrath  of  the  American  peo- 
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pie.  One  of  the  questions  we  must  de¬ 
cide  here,  is  whether  we  shall  grant 
them  these  powers.  I  think  I  know,  at 
least  I  have  a  strong  opinion,  as  to  the 
kind  of  people  who  will  be  named  to 
serve  on  this  commission  to  draw  up  the 
UMT  program,  if  it  is  authorized.  If 
we  are  to  have  UMT  I  want  the  plan 
for  it  to  be  drawn  up  by  people  in  whom 
I  have  faith  and  confidence  as  good, 
honest-to-God  Americans. 

It  is  time  we  stop  standing  here  in  the 
well  of  the  House  criticizing  many  of  the 
actions  of  those  now  in  the  control  of 
our  Government  one  day  and  then  the 
next  be  turning  around  and  casting  our 
votes  in  favor  of  delegating  the  powers 
of  this  Congress,  and  of  future  Cong¬ 
resses  to  these  very  same  officials  and 
to  those  they  may  name  to  represent 
them. 

We  appreciate  the  need  for  extending 
the  draft  for  as  long  as  we  are  at  war — • 
but  we  are  opposed  to  the  using  of  the 
present  national  emergency  as  an  excuse 
for  fastening  on  America  a  permanent 
conscription  and  UMT  program.  Let 
UMT  be  considered  on  its  own  merits  as 
a  separate  legislative  action. 

(Mr.  REES  of  Kansas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  remarks 
at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
as  I  understand  the  section  of  this  bill 
with  regard  to  universal  military  train¬ 
ing,  it  provides  that  the  President  will 
appoint  a  commission  of  his  own  choice 
subject  to  approvel  of  the  majority  of 
the  Senate,  that  will  submit  a  proposal 
for  a  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram. 

The  proposed  program  is  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  within  6  months.  It  will  be  sub¬ 
mitted  direct  to  the  House  Committee 
on  Armed  Services,  exactly  the  same 
committee  that  has  charge  of  this  legis¬ 
lation.  The  House  committee  will  be  re¬ 
quired  under  this  bill  to  either  approve 
or  reject  the  proposal  within  45  days. 
If  approved,  the  proposal,  in  the  form 
of  a  bill,  will  come  direct  to  Congress  for 
consideration.  Then,  if  enacted  into  law, 
the  same  commission  that  prepared  the 
legislation,  will  administer  the  act. 

In  other  words,  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
commission  will  write  the  bill  and  ad¬ 
minister  the  act,  if  approved.  This  is 
subject  only  to  amendments  that  may 
be  approved  by  the  House.  If  I  am  in¬ 
correct  in  this  general  statement,  I  would 
like  to  be  so  advised. 

It  seems  to  me  you  are  going  far  afield 
when  you  authorize  and  direct  a  Com¬ 
mission  appointed  by  the  Executive  to 
prepare  and  submit  legislation  which  di¬ 
rects  that  the  same  Commission  who 
writes  the  bill  shall  administer  it.  At 
least,  it  is  a  departure  from  the  ordinary 
manner  of  handling  legislation  in  Con¬ 
gress. 

If  a  plan  or  proposal  for  universal 
military  training  is  to  be  submitted  6 
months  from  now,  as  you  propose  under 
this  bill,  why  not  let  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  who  represents  the 
Congress  and  the  people,  study  the  prob¬ 
lem  and  hold  hearings  on  it.  What 
valid  reason  is  there  for  delegating  this 
important  authority  and  responsibility 
to  a  group  of  people  outside  of  Congress 
and  appointed  by  the  President.  Let 


the  Armed  Services  Committee  study  the 
legislation  and  hold  hearings  on  it. 
Then  let  the  great  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  bring  its  bill  to  the  House  with 
its  recommendations.  If  the  House,  by 
its  vote,  decides  the  legislation  should 
be  administered  by  a  Commission,  good 
and  well,  but,  in  substance,  here  you  let 
the  same  Commission  write  the  bill. 
Again,  I  say  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  should  assume  its  responsibility 
of  holding  hearings  and  writing  the  pro¬ 
posed  legislation,  as  is  done  with  all 
other  legislation.  I  remind  you  again, 
the  Commission  that  will  submit  the 
proposed  measure  is  appointed,  not  by 
the  Congress  or  a  committee  of  Con¬ 
gress,  but  by  the  President.  Then  you 
go  so  far  as  to  limit  your  own  committee 
to  45  during  which  to  consider  the  pro¬ 
posal  of  the  committee.  Six  months 
for  the  Presidential  Commission  to  study 
the  problem  and  then  45  days  for  your 
committee  during  which  to  take  action. 

(Mr.  HARRIS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

[Mr.  HARRIS  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Jenkins]. 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall 
vote  for  the  Barden  amendment  because 
I  am  opposed  to  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  at  this  time.  Legislation  providing 
for  an  extension  of  the  draft  is  sufficient 
at  this  time. 

I  am  especially  against  that  provision 
of  the  Vinson  bill  that  sets  up  a  commis¬ 
sion  with  power  to  bring  in  a  report 
which  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
will  be  required  to  consider  and  which 
when  the  committee  does  consider  will 
be  given  a  privileged  status  so  that  it 
can  be  brought  up  for  consideration  in 
the  House.  This  is  contrary  to  the  reg¬ 
ular  procedure. 

If  the  Vinson  bill  is  passed  and  a  com¬ 
mission  is  set  up,  this  commission  will 
take  the  place  of  Congress  for  what  the 
commission  recommends  will  have  to  be 
considered  by  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  of  the  House.  I  know  that  Mr. 
Vinson  claims  that  the  committee  will 
have  the  power  to  reject  the  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  commission  but  I  also  know 
that  when  this  commission’s  report  and 
recommendations  come  in,  they  will 
come  in  with  the  implied  understanding 
that  they  have  the  approval  of  the  Pres¬ 
ident  for  the  commission  will  have  been 
appointed  by  the  President.  I  also  know 
that  Chairman  Vinson  then  with  his 
usual  zeal  will  argue  that  the  work  of 
this  commission  has  the  approval  of  the 
military  authorities  and  that  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  should  give  considera¬ 
tion  to  the  wishes  of  the  President  and 
the  military'.  In  other  words,  the  reason 
for  setting  up  this  commission  plan  is 
that  Mr.  Vinson  appreciated  that  he 
could  not  pass  his  original  bill  which 
provided  for  straight-out  universal  mil¬ 
itary  training  but  that  he  could  bring 
about  universal  military  training  by  the 
setting  up  of  this  commission  and  then 
putting  the  burden  on  the  Congress  to 
reject  the  commission’s  report  and  if 


the  Congress  did  not  reject  the  com¬ 
mission’s  report,  it  would  in  due  course 
become  law. 

Prom  this  you  can  see  that  if  this 
commission  is  appointed  and  if  it  func¬ 
tions  as  Mr.  Vinson  would  like  for  it  to 
function,  the  recommendations  of  the 
commission  would  ,  become  law  unless 
Congress  expressly  rejected  it.  In  other 
words,  if  this  Vinson  bill  is  passed  the 
action  of  the  commission  appointed  un¬ 
der  the  Vinson  bill  may,  if  not  rejected, 
become  the  law  of  the  land. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a  complete  ab¬ 
dication  by  the  Congress  of  the  rights 
and  duties  imposed  upon  it  by  the  Con¬ 
stitution.  This  abdication  will  be  in 
favor  of  a  commission  of  five  men  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President  and  not  elected 
by  the  people. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Barden  amend¬ 
ment  will  provide  for  a  draft  law  and 
will  not  provide  for  universal  military 
training,  and  will  not  in  any  way  call 
for  the  surrender  by  Congress  of  any  of 
its  constitutional  powers  or  duties. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks], 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is 
the  critical  vote.  This  vote  is  the  one 
tat  is  going  to  decide  whether  or  not 
you  will  have  universal  military  train¬ 
ing.  If  the  Barden  amendment  carries, 
certainly  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  author 
of  it  to  dispense  with  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  provisions  of  the  bill,  so 
this  vote  is  critical. 

I  am  supporting  the  original  commit¬ 
tee  bill  because  I  believe  in  defense 
through  strength.  We  cannot  fool  our¬ 
selves  and  we  cannot  fol  the  American 
people.  If  we  do  not  have  national  de¬ 
fense,  we  do  not  have  national  security, 
that  is  all  there  is  to  it. 

I  have  seen  two  World  Wars  come  on 
us  when  we  did  not  have  an  adequate 
national  defense,  and  I  saw  those  wars 
engulf  us.  I  believe  that  if  we  had  had 
universal  military  training  we  would  not 
be  over  in  Korea  today,  fighting  an  ugly 
struggle  over  there  and  sometimes  hav- 
in  to  apologize  for  it. 

I  am  supporting  this  bill  because  it 
also  gives  us  a  strong  reserve  program 
and  an  orderly,  well-balanced  reserve 
program.  I  think  this  is  the  way  to  do 
it.  I  do  not  apologize  to  anyone  for 
coming  into  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  on  behalf  of  national  defense.  I 
do  not  think  any  of  us  ought  to  apologize 
for  bringing  universal  military  training 
in  with  another  bill,  or  in  a  separate  bill, 
or  any  way  it  does  come  in.  When  we 
are  here  to  protect  the  American  people 
and  give  them  the  security  to  which  they 
are  entitled,  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
worry  about  how  the  measure  comes  to 
the  Congress  or  what  procedure  is  used. 
So  I  am  supporting  the  original  com¬ 
mittee  bill  and  hope  it  carries  by  an 
overwhelming  vote. 

[Mr.  FISHER  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  FISHER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  stated 
at  the  beginning  of  this  debate  that  the 
Nation  was  at  the  crossroads.  We  will 
reach  a  decision  shortly  as  to  whether 
or  not  we  will  continue  to  force  on  this 
country  the  maintenance  of  a  large 
standing  army  for  an  indefinite  period 
of  time  or  whether  we  can  reduce  that 
large  standing  army  by  establishing  a 
program  which  will  create  a  Reserve 
force  to  take  the  place  of  a  large  stand¬ 
ing  army.  I  certainly  hope,  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  security  and  in  the  interest 
of  economy,  that  it  will  be  possible  to 
create  a  Reserve  and  dispense  with  a 
large  standing  army  which  will  be  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  country  to  maintain  if 
the  Barden  amendment  is  agreed  to.  A 
vote  for  the  Barden  amendment  means 
that  this  Nation  will  have  to  have  a  large 
standing  army  for  an  indefinite  period 
of  time.  A  vote  against  the  Barden 
amendment  means  that  we  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  build  up  a  Reserve  and 
reduce  the  size  of  the  standing  army. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Barden]. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  a 
few  minutes  we  are  going  to  vote  on  the 
substitute  amendment  which  I  have  of¬ 
fered,  and  the  bill  as  it  was  changed  and 
brought  in  by  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  and  then  of  course  changed 
greatly  since  it  reached  the  floor.  I  say 
to  you  in  all  sincerity  it  has  not  been 
pleasant  for  me  to  carry  on  this  fight. 
I  am  not  a  trouble  maker  in  this  House 
who  goes  around  looking  for  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  pick  on  legislation  or  on  some 
committee’s  legislation.  But  after  I  read 
the  original  bill  which  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  was  considering,  I  had 
such  a  profound  conviction  that  it  was 
bad  for  my  people,  bad  on  our  schools, 
colleges,  and  the  American  way  of  life, 
that  I  could  not  withstand  the  pressure. 
That  original  bill  was  changed  and  the 
next  bill  they  approved  was  brought  in 
and  it  was  much  better  but  I  did  not 
think  good  enough.  Then  they  changed 
that  bill,  by  the  Vinson  amendment 
which  permitted  this  House  to  amend 
and  consider  whatever  legislation  the 
commission  brought  in.  That  was  a 
great  victory  too,  and  while  I  could  well 
have  afforded  to  stop  then  for  the  major 
victory  had  been  won,  I  disagreed  with 
the  1814-year  provision  and  the  incom¬ 
pleteness  of  the  bill,  and  what  I  regarded 
as  an  improper  joinder  of  bills.  Now  it  is 
a  choice  between  a  straight  outright 
draft  bill  as  it  has  been  carefully  amend¬ 
ed  by  this  House,  after  the  House  has 
worked  its  will  on  the  substitute,  and  on 
the  other  hand  the  bill  that  the  commit¬ 
tee  has  brought  in  and  amended  under 
great  pressure.  If  my  substitute  is  de¬ 
feated,  then  you  will  have  to  start  all 
over  again  fighting  on  the  committee 
bill.  I  think  in  my  heart  that  win,  lose, 
or  draw,  I  have  at  least  made  some  con¬ 
tribution  toward  provoking  one  of  the 
finest  debates  it  has  been  my  pleasure  to 
observe  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  in  forcing  a  change  in  the  bill  so 


that  the  House  and  not  a  commission  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President  will  write  and 
pass  on  the  legislation.  The  finest  rela¬ 
tions  have  obtained  between  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  for  whom  I  have  great  respect,  and 
myself,  because  I  am  sure  the  gentleman 
respects  me  likewise.  We  both  entered 
into  the  perfection  of  this  substitute  bill 
with  the  sincere  desire  to  give  to  the 
House  the  best  possible  outright  straight 
draft  bill.  If  we  turn  this  down  in  this 
hour  of  great  confusion  which  exists  in 
the  United  States,  and  which  all  of  us 
regret,  then  the  news  will  go  out  to  the 
country  that  we  are  not  even  together 
on  a  draft  bill.  If  the  news  would  go 
out  tonight  that  the  substitute  draft  bill 
is  passed  unanimously,  that  would  be  the 
finest  news  which  could  possibly  go  out 
to  the  American  people.  We  are  ac¬ 
cused  of  being  in  such  confusion — al¬ 
though  they  do  not  know  whom  to  ac¬ 
cuse — yet,  we  are  accused  of  being  in 
great  confusion.  If  this  substitute  bill 
was  adopted  tonight,  the  news  would  go 
out  to  the  American  people  that  the 
United  States  House  of  Representatives 
is  together.  When  the  vote  is  taken  on 
this  bill  when  we  return  to  the  House, 
if  it  is  adopted  here,  I  do  not  believe 
there  will  be  five  nays.  There  was  only 
one  last  time,  and  that  Member  is  not 
here. 

When  the  universal  military  training 
bill  is  considered,  which  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  could  have  brought 
into  this  House,  I  would  like  from  the 
bottom  of  my  heart  to  see  it  given  very 
delicate  treatment.  I  would  like  to  see 
the  Committee  on  Education  and  Labor 
given  an  opportunity  to  make  some  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  bill  that  is  going  to 
affect,  more  than  any  other  piece  of 
legislation  on  which  you  will  ever  cast  a 
vote,  the  youth  of  this  country.  It  will 
affect  the  schools  and  the  school  chil¬ 
dren,  the  young  men  who  are  coming  on. 
We  cannot  afford  to  fail  to  recognize  the 
value  of  the  educational  institutions  of 
this  country.  We  cannot  overlook  that 
fact.  Yet  in  this  proposal,  S.  1,  I  chal¬ 
lenge  any  man  to  get  up  here  and  ex¬ 
plain  it.  What  assurance  do  we  have 
that  these  things  will  be  given  consid¬ 
eration.  I  do  not  know  how  long  it  will 
take  this  House  to  dissect  it  and  amend 
it  and  try  to  approve  it,  if  this  substitute 
is  voted  down. 

I  am  not  an  obstructionist  in  this 
House.  I  have  enough  to  do  in  my  office. 
I  do  not  have  any  18-year-old  boys  or 
any  boy  younger  than  that.  I  have  one 
son  older,  and  he  is  in  uniform  in  this 
war  today.  Who  am  I  to  disarm  Uncle 
Sam  or  decrease  the  chances  of  my  only 
boy  coming  back  home?  God  knows  no 
man  has  ever  stood  in  the  well  of  this 
House  with  a  more  sincere  desire  to 
make  his  Nation  strong  and  keep  it 
strong,  to  preserve  its  every  institution 
and  its  every  tradition.  If  I  am  wrong, 
I  wish  to  assure  you  that  my  every  effort 
and  move  is  prompted  by  my  sincere 
love  of  my  country  and  our  American 
way  of  life. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden]  has  expired. 


(Mr.  CHIPERFIELD  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  extend  his  own  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  CHIPERFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  intend  to  support  the  Barden  amend¬ 
ment.  I  believe  it  will  furnish  all  the 
manpower  necessary  and  is  to  be  pre¬ 
ferred  over  the  bill  as  reported  out  by 
the  Armed  Services  Committee.  I  also 
voted  for  the  Sutton  amendment  which 
in  substance  would  have  set  up  a  civilian 
commission  to  study  universal  military 
training  and  report  back  to  Congress  for 
its  consideration.  What  I  intend  to  do 
on  final  passage  will  be  determined  by 
the  final  form  of  the  bill  after  all  amend¬ 
ments  have  been  considered  to  the 
original  bill.- 

(Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

[Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEN  addressed 
the  Committee.  His  remarks  will  ap¬ 
pear  hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

(Mr.  WHEELER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr. 
Barden]  has  just  made  one  of  the  most 
illuminating  speeches  on  the  pending 
subject  that  has  been  made  during  the 
nearly  2  weeks  debate  on  this  bill. 
When  my  thinking  on  the  pending  bill 
began  to  bend  toward  the  position  so 
well  espoused  by  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  I  was  made  to  examine 
and  reexamine  the  premises  on  which 
I  was  reaching  a  position  in  support  of 
his  contentions  since  they  are  in  direct 
contradiction  to  the  position  so  ably 
espoused  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson]  who  is  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  and 
who  is  the  highly  respected  dean  of  the 
Georgia  delegation  in  this  House.  Any¬ 
time  I  find  myself  in  opposition  to  the 
position  of  this  great  Georgian  I  am 
made  to  suspect  the  fallacy  of  my  posi¬ 
tion.  Suspect  though  it  may  be,  upon 
due  and  prayerful  consideration,  I  am 
persuaded  to  believe  that  the  position 
of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
should  prevail  in  this  controversy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  never  been  one 
to  shirk  my  responsibility  by  delegat¬ 
ing  it  to  some  other  agency.  Neither 
have  I  been  one  to  believe  in  attaining 
my  point  by  subterfuge.  In  my  opinion, 
it  is  the  constitutional  responsibility  of 
this  Congress,  composed  of  the  duly 
elected  Representatives  of  the  people,  to 
write  whatever  legislation  that  is  writ¬ 
ten  on  the  subject  of  military  service  to 
this  country.  And  I  honestly  believe 
that  the  pending  bill,  even  with  the 
concessions  that  have  been  made,  is  a 
cowardly  attempt  ton  escape  the  real 
issues  and  delegate  their  determination 
to  some  commission  within  the  executive 
department.  I  also  believe  that  any 
plan  for  universal  military  training 
should  be  allowed  to  stand  or  fall  on  its 
own  merit  or  demerit.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  form  of  UMT  should  be  tied  on 
to  a  bill  which  simply  calls  for  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  Selective  Service  Act.  This 
is  dishonesty  in  its  most  reprehensible 
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form  and  should  not  be  tolerated.  We 
should  separate  the  two  issues  and  then 
the  House  should  write  the  kind  and 
type  of  UMT  plan  it  sees  fit  to  write. 

If  the  emergency  is  as  immediate  in 
all  of  its  implications  as  has  been  sug¬ 
gested  here  on  this  floor  then  the  draft  is 
the  most  expeditious  and  effective  means 
of  securing  the  manpower  to  meet  the 
emergency.  If  it  is  not  immediate  then 
some  form  of  UMT  is  in  order  but  not  the 
kind  of  complete  military  control  of  the 
youth  of  this  Nation  that  has  been  pro¬ 
posed  by  certain  committees  and  sup¬ 
ported  by  certain  pressure  groups  in  this 
Nation.  I  certainly  support  the  avowed 
purpose  of  UMT  insofar  as  universal  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  service  is  concerned  but 
I  take  definite  exception  to  the  theory 
that  would  hold  millions  of  American 
boys  to  the  task  of  learning  the  arts  of 
war  as  they  were  conceived  to  be  in  or¬ 
der  to  fight  World  War  I  or  World  War 
II.  Victorious  war  in  this  advanced 
technological  age  will  not  countenance 
emphasis  on  training  the  physical  man 
to  the  exclusion  of  training  the  mental 
man.  The  manual  of  arms  might  have 
been  all  right  for  fighting  World  War  I 
but  training  in  the  physical  sciences  is 
much  more  important  in  preparing  for 
world  war  III. 

The  military  is  not  capable  of  giving 
to  the  youth  of  this  land  the  type  of 
training  that  is  needed  for  world  war 
III  without  the  help  of  the  educational 
institutions  of  this  country;  therefore,  I 
feel  that  any  type  of  universal  military 
training  devised  for  the  youth  of  this 
land  should  be  integrated  with  the  aca¬ 
demic  training  that  is  given  by  our  civil¬ 
ian  educational  institutions. 

The  emphasis  that  is  given  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  bill,  which  the  Barden  bill  seeks 
to  amend,  to  the  work  of  a  Commission 
will  doubtless  place  the  major  emphasis 
on  the  physical  military  aspects  of  train¬ 
ing  since  two  members  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  wedded  to  the  military  con¬ 
cept  to  start  with  and  it  will  be  relative¬ 
ly  easy  for  the  Military  Establishment 
to  impress  its  will  on  one  of  the  civilian 
members  of  the  Commission. 

If  we  are  to  survive  in  this  atomic  age 
we  must  place  the  emphasis  on  attaining 
and  maintaining  command  of  the  air  all 
over  the  world  and  this  cannot  be  done 
by  training  all  the  youth  in  the  arts  of 
war  that  were  standard  operating  pro¬ 
cedure  in  World  War  I.  In  view  of  this 
reality  let  us  proceed  to  extend  the  draft 
as  is  advocated  by  the  Barden  bill  and 
then  proceed  to  write  legislation  that 
will  place  universal  responsibility  on  all 
citizens  and  make  sensible  plans  to  train 
them  for  discharging  this  responsibility, 

(Mr.  JUDD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

[Mr.  JUDD  addressed  the  Committee. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

(Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

[Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska  addressed 
the  Committee.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 


Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Boggs  of  Louisiana  moves  that  the 
Committee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill 
back  to  the  House  with  the  recommendation 
that  the  enacting  clause  be  stricken. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  is  recognized  for  5  min- 
utes  in  support  of  his  motion. 

Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  know  of  no  debate  that  has  oc¬ 
curred  in  this  great  body  since  I  have 
had  the  honor  and  privilege  of  being  a 
Member,  which  has  shown  more  incon¬ 
sistency  and  has  created  more  enigmas 
in  the  thinking  of  the  Members. 

I  have  the  greatest  respect  and  ad¬ 
miration  for  all  of  the  Members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Possibly 
there  is  something  in  what  the  great 
essayist,  Ralph  Waldo  Emerson,  said 
some  years  ago,  that  “inconsistency  is 
the  hobglobin  of  a  small  mind.”  Pos¬ 
sibly  he  was  pointing  his  finger  at  the 
debate  which  has  transpired  in  this  body 
in  the  last  several  days. 

Let  us,  if  we  can,  coolly  examine  some 
of  the  inconsistent  positions  which  have 
been  taken  by  the  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  aisle. 

Today  the  country  is  being  subjected  to 
a  heated  debate  involving  a  great  gen¬ 
eral.  I  have  no  way  of  knowing  who  is 
right  or  wrong  on  the  foreign-policy 
question  involved.  Although  I  firmly 
believe,  of  course,  in  the  civilian  control 
of  the  military. 

But  let  us  examine  those  policy  recom¬ 
mendations  in  the  light  of  the  Barden 
substitute  now  before  this  body;  let  us 
pose  the  question:  How  can  you  support 
the  policy  recommendations  of  General 
MacArthur  and  at  the  same  time  support 
the  substitute  bill  of  my  friend  from 
North  Carolina? 

What  has  General  MacArthur  been 
saying?  As  I  understand,  his  thesis  has 
been  that  we  must  employ  the  forces  of 
Chiang  Kai-shek  and  that  we  must  use 
the  American  Air  Force  to  bomb  the 
China  coast.  But  the  forces  of  Chiang 
Kai-shek  cannot  be  moved  from  For¬ 
mosa  to  the  mainland  of  China  without 
employing  the  American  Navy. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Who  says  that?  Will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana.  No;  I  re¬ 
fuse  to  yield  at  this  time. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  just  wanted  to  know 
where  the  gentleman  got  that  informa¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana.  I  may  say 
to  the  gentleman  that  I  do  not  see  how 
they  can  move  troops  to  the  mainland 
without  the  use  of  the  American  Navy 
or  merchant  marine;  they  have  no  ship¬ 
ping  available. 

The  point  that  I  am  making  is  that 
whether  MacArthur  be  right  or  wrong 
his  program  envisages  an  expansion  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  not  a  contraction 
thereof.  He  might  very  well  be  wrong; 
he  might  be  right  in  his  central  thesis, 
but  in  any  event  it  does  not  mean  adopt¬ 
ing  the  Barden  substitute  which  has 
come  here  in  contravention  of  the  work 
of  one  of  the  most  distinguished  groups 
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of  this  body,  the  House  Committee  on 
Armed  Services.  So  I  say  to  you,  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  it  is  the  height  of  in¬ 
consistency  to  support  the  policy  of  Mac¬ 
Arthur  on  the  one  hand  and  at  the  same 
time  in  the  same  breath  stand  on  this 
floor  and  support  the  bill  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]. 

That  is  not  all  the  inconsistency  about 
this  thing.  The  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]  made  his  argu¬ 
ment  the  other  day. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana.  I  refuse  to 
yield.  My  friend  from  Missouri  has 
already  made  several  speeches  on  this 
bill. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
based  his  plea  on  the  fact  that  the  mili¬ 
tary  should  not  have  control  over  the 
civilian  functions  of  Government.  I 
agree  with  the  gentleman.  But  this  bill, 
as  I  understand  it,  does  not  propose  such 
control.  I  hope  that  the  substitute  of 
my  friend  from  North  Carolina  will  be 
defeated. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman - 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  desire  recognition  in 
opposition  to  the  motion? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  a  point  of  order. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  BOGGS  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  with¬ 
draw  my  motion. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  motion. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee  is  entitled  to  recognition 
in  opposition  to  a  motion  to  strike  out 
the  enacting  clause  of  his  bill,  if  he 
wishes  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts. 
Where  does  the  minority  fit  into  that 
picture? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  On  a  motion  to 
strike  out  the  enacting  clause  of  a  bill 
certainly  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
is  entitled  to  recognition  in  opposition  to 
the  motion  if  he  claims  that  right. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Chairman,  may  I  ask  the  Chair  if  he 
will  hear  me? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  What  is  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  point? 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I 
make  the  point  that  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  moved  to  strike  out  the  enact¬ 
ing  clause  which  was  a  subterfuge  to 
get  5  minutes  to  speak  against  the  sub¬ 
stitute  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
could  have  made  a  point  of  order  at  that 
time  if  he  had  wanted  to.  He  did  not 
do  so. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  I  was 
fair.  I  wanted  the  gentleman  to  get  the 
5  minutes,  if  he  so  desired.  Now  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  is  claiming  5 
minutes  to  oppose  it  and  he  is  getting 
5  minutes  for  the  same  purpose. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  a  vote  on  the  motion. 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  feels  it 
is  eminently  fair  that  when  a  motion  is 
made  to  strike  out  the  enacting  clause 
of  a  bill  the  chairman  in  charge  of  that 
bill  on  the  floor  should  be  allowed  time 
to  speak  in  opposition  to  that  motion 
if  he  claims  it. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  From 
time  immemorial  it  has  been  the  rule 
to  give  the  opposing  party  5  minutes  in 
opposition. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  does  not 
know  of  any  such  provision  where  the 
pending  motion  is  to  strike  the  enacting 
clause. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  motion  to  suggest  that 
the  committee  vote  down  the  motion  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  to 
strike  out  the  enacting  clause,  and  then 
let  us  vote  on  the  Barden  substitute. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Boggs]. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Durham]  is 
recognized  to  close  debate  on  the  Barden 
amendment. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  find 
myself  in  a  rather  peculiar  position  here 
this  afternoon,  in  opposing  my  good 
friend  who  has  offered  a  substitute  for 
the  committee  bill.  But  I  believe  I  am 
on  sound  ground. 

May  I  call  the  attention  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  at  the  present  time  that  it  is  not 
only  the  issue  of  UMT  that  has  been  dis¬ 
cussed  so  much  here  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  that  is  involved  in  this  substitute 
measure.  The  committee,  in  my  opinion, 
went  into  this  matter  of  the  number  of 
men  from  19  to  26  and  from  18  y2  to  26 
as  carefully  and  had  as  accurate  figures 
as  it  could  possibly  get  and  they  are 
accurate. 

I  have  charts  here  and  anyone  can  look 
over  and  study  the  charts  we  have.  The 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  said 
there  is  a  state  of  confusion  existing. 
This  is  exactly  what  would  happen  un¬ 
der  his  amendment  changing  the  26  to 
24  months.  We  would  immediately  have 
to  call  sooner  than  we  would  have  under 
the  26  months’  provision  75,000  more 
men.  If  we  adopt  the  other  amendment 
to  the  Selective  Service  Act  he  will  knock 
out  254,000  more  men,  a  total  of  over 
300,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  all  realize  the  de¬ 
fense  effort  that  we  have  got  to  put  forth 
this  spring  and  this  summer  because  I 
believe  that  every  Member  of  the  House 
knows  that  defending  this  country  is  a 
matter  of  importance  immediately  and 
that  the  next  6  months  mean  so  much 
to  us. 

You  are  going  to  necessarily  have  to 
defer  more  men  for  industry  and  farm¬ 
ing  if  you  expect  to  get  production  and 
food  than  we  have  deferred  presently 
which  is  around  200,000.  At  the  present 
time  150,000  are  deferred  for  farming 
and  more  than  60,000  deferred  for  in¬ 
dustry.  We  expect  that  number  to  be 
doubled.  They  are  coming  out  of  our 
barrel  of  1,200,000  men.  How  did  we  get 
these  1,200,000  men?  We  got  600,000  of 
them  by  going  back  to  the  physical 
standards  of  1945  when  we  were  at  the 


lowest  point  in  the  barrel  of  the  man¬ 
power  of  this  country,  and  we  know  we 
are  going  to  lose  a  large  percentage  of 
those;  we  just  cannot  help  it  because,  to 
begin  with,  many  of  them  are  physically 
handicapped.  So,  we  are  going  to  wind 
up,  if  you  do  not  watch  yourselves,  with 
having  to  call  all  married  men  and  vet¬ 
erans  in  the  age  groups  from  19  to  26, 
and  find  yourself  in  the  position  where 
you  are  going  to  be  called  back  here, 
because  you  will  not  have  the  neces¬ 
sary  manpower  to  support  your  Armed 
Forces.  Suppose  we  move  this  up  to 
4,000,000  men.  We  are  preparing  now 
on  at  least  a  3,500,000  basis  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time.  So,  it  is  not  just  UMT  in 
this  bill  that  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Barden]  affects,  but  it  is  the  present 
status  of  your  manpower  and  the  Draft 
Act,  which  he  himself  says  is  necessary. 
I  have  always  been  for  a  UMT  plan 
I  think  a  long  range  military  policy  is 
important  to  this  country.  I  guess  most 
the  Members  the  other  day  received  a 
letter  from  a  great  statesman  who  served 
on  that  side  of  the  aisle  in  former  days, 
Mr.  Wa  isworth.  I  hope  that  if  you  did 
not  read  that  letter,  you  will  read  it,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  the  opinion  of  one  of  the 
greatest  statesmen  that  ever  served  in 
this  House,  who  at  all  times  during  the 
last  war  expressed  a  sound  view.  Some 
Members  who  have  spoken  on  this  meas¬ 
ure  have  been  shedding  crocodile  tears 
about  the  mothers  of  this  country.  The 
mothers  of  this  country  are  far  more 
brave  than  the  timid  men.  If  they  were 
not,  the  human  race  would  have  become 
extinct  long  ago.  If  we  were  to  adopt 
this  substitute  measure,  in  my  opinion,  it 
would  be  good  news  to  the  Kremlin.  So  I 
ask  you  to  vote  this  substitute  down  and 
pass  the  committee  bill. 

(Mr.  DURHAM  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  BENDER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Bender  moves  that  the  Committee  do 
now  rise  and  report  the  bill  back  to  the 
House  with  the  recommendation  that  the 
enacting  clause  be  stricken. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  against  the  motion 
that  the  bill  has  not  been  changed  since 
the  last  motion  of  that  character  was 
submitted,  and  therefore  the  motion  is 
not  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  sustains 
the  point  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Car¬ 
olina  [Mr.  Barden]. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  on 
that  I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered;  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Kilday 
and  Mr.  Barden. 

The  Committee  divided;  and  the  tell¬ 
ers  reported  that  there  were — ayes  140, 
coes  232. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair. 


Mr.  Cooper,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
hkving  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  de¬ 
fense  and  security  of  the  United  States 
and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States  by  authorizing  universal  military 
training  and  service,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 


EXCLUSION  OF  INCOME  FROM  '  DIS/ 
CHARGE  OF  INDEBTEDNESS  FROljl 
GROSS  INCOME 

Mr.  CAMP.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  una 
lous  consent  for  the  immediate  cpn- 
leration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  2416)  relat¬ 
ing  to  exclusion  from  gross  incomjs  of 
?me  from  discharge  of  indebtedness, 
le  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the 

SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from'  Geor¬ 
gia? 

Mr.\MARTIN  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  reserving  the  right  to  object, 
will  the,  gentleman  explain  the  bill? 

Mr.  (SAMP.  Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill 
comes  from  the  Committee  on, Ways  and 
Means  by  unanimous  vote,  it  is  a  bill 
which  we\have  heretofore  passed  for  a 
1-year  period  only. 

This  bill  proposes  to  mak^  permanent 
one  section  pf  the  bill  and  to  extend  the 
other  section  for  a  period  of  3  years. 
The  bill  is  an  amendment  ,1)0  section  113 
(b)  (1)  (B)\of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  and  provides  for  amending  sec¬ 
tions  9  and  10  pf  that  a<jt.  It  relates  to 
the  purchase  by  corporations  of  their 
own  bonds,  and  where  the  bonds  are  sold 
for  an  additional  amount,  that  shall  be 
taken  into  consideration  for  taxation 
purposes. 

Mr.  MARTIN  of  .Massachusetts.  I 
withdraw  my  reservation  of  objection, 
Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Clerk 
read  the  bill,  as  follows ; 

Be  it  enacted,  etP-,  Thaisection  22  (b)  (9) 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (relating  to 
income  from  discharge  of  indebtedness)  is 
hereby  amended  by  changing  the  comma 
following  the  words  “the  Revenue  Act  of 
1939”  in  the  lait  sentence  of  said  section  to 
a  period  and  striking  the  remainder  of  the 
sentence. 

Sec.  2.  Section  22  (b)  (10)  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  .Code  (relating  to  income  from 
discharge  of  indebtedness  of  a  railroad  cor¬ 
poration)  is  hereby  amended  by  changing 
the  date  “December  31,  1951”  atVthe  end  of 
said  section  to  “December  31,  1954.” 

With  the  following  committee  amend¬ 
ment:  /  \ 

Page  li  line  5,  after  the  word  “amended”, 
insert  “effective  with  respect  to  taxable  years 
ending  Li  ter  December  31,  1950,  (1)  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  ‘if  the  taxpayer  makes  and  files  at 
the  time  of  filing  the  return,  in  such  manner 
as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary,  by  regulations  prescribes,  its 
consent’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘if  the 
taxpayer,  at  such  time  and  in  such  manner 
as  the  Secretary  by  regulations  prescribes, 
makes  and  files  its  consent’,  and  (2).” 

(Mr.  CAMP  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  th.s 
point  in  the  Record.) 
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reported  Labor-Federal  Security  appropriation  hill. 
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1.  MILITARY  TRAHTlNG.  Passed,  372-44,  with  amendments  S.  1,  the  military  training 
and  service  hill, 'after  rejecting,  121-296,  a  motion  to  recommit  it.  House  con¬ 
ferees  were  appointed.  As  passed,  the  hill  provides  for  extending  the  draft 
until  July  1,  195*+*  lowers  the  induction  age  to  1&|-  years,  lengthens  the  train¬ 
ing  period  from  21  to  26  months,  and  provides  Congress  a  chance  to  vote  later  on 
a  national  security  training  program  (pp,  3980-4017). 

2>*M0R-FUDSRAL  SECURITY  APP20PRIAT I  Oil  RILL*  1952.  The  Appropriations  Committee^ 
reported  this  hill,  H.  R.  3709  (H.  Rept.  322)(p.  4020).  The  hill  includes-- funds 
)  f  or  employees  *  compensation  fund,  Bureau  of  Employment  Security  (including 

farm-p lacfe^ent  migratory  labor  program  and  negotiating  and  carrying'  out .  agree¬ 
ments  for  employment  of  foreign  agricultural  workers),  revision  of  the  consumer^ 
price  index,"  Wagfr-suid  Hour  Division,  Pood  and  Drug  Administration,  Office  of 

Service  (including  water-pollution  control),  Social 

and  di sp 0 sal  of 
,  (For  excerpts  from 


Education,  Public  He 


Security  Administration/'hBi^reau  of  Federal  Credil 
surplus  property  for  edruc at i"b"&*„.and  public- 
committce  report  see  end  of 
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purposes, 


3.  RESEARCH  LAUDS.  The  Agriculture  forfmit tc^sj^ported  with  amendment  H.  R.  Il49,  to 
authorize,  transfer  to  the  Ycptitfnt  Agriculturhl,^Co liege,  for  agricultural  purp_ 
poses,  certain  lands  whish^'were  formerly  in 

(p.  4020). 
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thc'Tkigiount  Scryice  (H.  Rept.  324) 


4.  PERSOIRTSL*  Thc^'^orcign  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  fwNj^ment  E.  R.  3*+01» 
to'  inci^er^certain  retirement  annuities  in  the  Foreign  Scrv.ice^^  Rept.  323) 

(p.Jj#2o). 

'IdJOURITED  until  Mon.,  Apr.  l6  (p.  4o20).  Majority  Leader  McCormack  announce? 


Nlha t  -"there,  is  no  legi slat ivo/.-bvis ine*s s  for  .Monday ?:  that  on  Tuesday  the  Conseny' 
and  •PriVhbe  Calendars  vill  "he'  road  and  -various  •  other  hills,  including  the  one/on 
;  exygrt  . cont  rol T  .  wi  11  he-  considered;-  and  . that .  the  Labor-Pederni  Security  app^d- 
priivtion  hill  will  he  debated  Wednesday  (p*  4oiS).  .  ..7  . 
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R.F.C.  AT^crovcd  R.eo rgani zat i o  n  Plan  ITo..  1  of  .1951  ♦  to  provide  for  a.hingle  ad¬ 
ministrator  of  RPC,'  by  rejecting,  Ul—33 *  S.  Res.  jS,  'to  ‘disapprovo^he  ulan 
’(adoption  o\  the  resolution  would  have  required  an  affirmative  VjfCe  of  »  n 
' ‘constitutional  majority)  -(pp.  .‘3521— o,  3933~^»  39^1~S»  3952—52) 

"f.  PRIOR  SUPPORTS.  \on.  Young,  1*.  Pale.’,'  discussed  the  need  for  'guaranties  on  farn 
prices  to  assure  needed  increases  in  form  production,  and"  inserted  a  Washington 
Post  ‘editorial’,  "Trouble  in  Wheat',  "'  which  suggests  "another  'grain-conservation 
nrogYam"  to  assure  gWun  reserve's  (up.  3918-9/  •  - 


‘  'S. 


RESEARCH  LARDS.'  Sen.  Ailten  moved  to  consider  the  motion'  by  Sen.  'Horse  to  recon¬ 
sider  the  vote  hy  which  rhe  Senate  passed  S.  271,  t- c/provide  for  the  transfer 
of  a  tract  in  land  in  Vt  •  ,\used  hy  the  .Department  ,fhr  research  in  horse  .breed*/ 
ing,  to  the  Vermont  Agricultural  College.  After  Jnscussion.  with  Ma'jority  Lead¬ 
er  McFarland,'  the  motion  wa,s \athdrawn  with  the  ^understanding  that  ’it  would  he 
brought  u-q  this  week,  (td 39o\») 


9.  WOOL; LIVESTOCII.  Sen.  Butler,  ITebrl^  discussed  the  trends  in  wool  supply  and 
lamb  -copulation  in  recent  years;  claimed  trfrt  the  declines  are  "a  result  of 
.unwise  regulations  .by  the  'CCA  in  Wor\cl  War  IP^  expressed  the  hope  that  "Price 
Stabilization  Officials. avoid  such  ct£g&s  during  the. .Current  situation";  and 
inserted  a  19^3  address” to'  thc'Livcst/k'vand  Peed  Conference  by  John  R.  Jirdon, 
president  of  the  Coloradb-llcbra.slra  Lawb' Seede'rs  Assh.  (pp.  3977~9).-* 


10.  SHALL  BUSHUSS.  Sen.  Mayhank  inse; 
with  regard  to  -ourchases  from  { 


ions  3oard  statement  on  policies 
.1  business  \n  the  defense  effort  (pp.  3950~l)> 


11..  ST.  LAWE2ITCE  SEAWAY. 7,  Sen.  Ail:/.  inserted' 
t ion  favoring...  this 'pro  jeet. 


12.  ROADS.  Sen.  Wiley  insert; 

Hiss  is  s  ion  i,  River  Parkwrjr  (o .  39l5) 


Vermont  Electric  C p'on 0 re t iv  0  resolu- 
»-  .... 

9 

Wis.  Legislature  resolution  favoring  the  proposed  - 


1 3 .  AD JOURRSD  unt  il  Tuo  s .  /Apr .  lj.  (p«  3979 ) 


1 R.  PEHSOHEEL.  H.  P/3713,  by  Rep.  HcG-uirc,  Conn.,  to.  amend  the  CI>ril  Service  Re¬ 
tirement'  Act  /mil  respect;  to  eligibility  for  retirement  in  base^of  involuntary 
separation  f/m  .the  service;  to.  Post  Office'  and  Civil  Service  (p  A/lO 20 ) . 

H.'R.  /l4,  by  Rep.  Pe.ssma.n,  La.,  to  reduce  the  a.nrrual  leave  and  sick  leave 
of  G-o^ornmynt  employees;  to  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service  Committee  \p'.  4020). 

1.5.,  LRlTDS.  JL  R.  371$,  by  Rep.  Chbnoweth,  Colo.,  to  authorize  an  exchange  <$£  lands 
In  Pi/olo  County,  Colo. ;  '  to  AgricnilfP.ro  Committee  (p.  4020) . 

lc.  POREIG-H  TRADE.  H»  R.  37Hi  by  •  Rep.  Ebcrhartpr,  Pa..,  relating  to  the  temporal 
/ec  importation  of  samul'es  under  bond  fob  exportation*  to  Ways  r.nd' Means  Coe 
mittee  (u.  14020) . 
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lstmta^feeding  Industry  Is  Just  as  highly 
speciaTtaedas  any  other  industry  in  the 
country.  Ttr-^tequires  especially  designed 
facilities  and  eqtrifMjient.  It  requires  men 
of  experience  to  carr^^uthese  operations. 
We  do  not  believe  that  there^js  a  bureau¬ 
crat  in  Washington  who  knows  nSlf-qs  much 
about  our  industry  as  the  average  mahssjjro 
spends  his  time  in  the  feed  yards  and  oh- 
the  farms  in  this  country. 

I  want  to  make  it  plain  right  here  that 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  cost  of  produc¬ 
tion.  An  explanation  of  that  statement  is  in 
order.  If  it  were  possible  to  secure  all  of  the 
data  from  every  feed  yard  in  the  country 
It  might  be  possible  to  arrive  at  a  figure 
which  would  represent  the  average  cost  of 
production  for  a  given  season,  but  those 
same  figures  would  not  apply  for  the  follow¬ 
ing  season  because  of  the  change  in  weather'" 
and  labor  and  feed  costs  and  death  loss'  and 
other  hazards.  It  is  impossible^to'r  the  feed 
lot  operators  of  the  country -to  produce  lamb 
as  cheap  as  it  is  prodrfced  when  lambs  are 
grazed  in  the  vyheatfields  of  Kansas  and  the 
South  wesj^-yffien  nature  is  kind  enough  to 
provjde"the  wheatfields  with  ample  growth. 
Tt-fnight  be  possible,  under  ideal  conditions. 
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to  produce  gains  on  lambs  on  the  Kansas 
wheatfields  as  low  as  8  or  10  cents  per 
pound  of  gain,  depending,  of  course,  upon 
the  value  placed  on  the  growing  wheat  and 
the  fortunes  of  weather  and  other  unpre¬ 
dictable  conditions,  while  in  certain  feed 
lots  of  the  country  the  cost  of  gain  per  pound 
on  lamb  may  run  as  high  as  25  cents  per 
nound  in  extreme  cases.  Now,  if  ceilings 
ahs-placed  on  the  finished  products  with  the.^' 
intentesi^of  reflecting  the  average  cgsfr  of 
production,’*"it^is  easy  to  see  thaj(,  J>rfgh-cost 
producers  are  fofbed  out  of  the  market.  Our 
arithemtic  will  provethaiTf  the  average  cost 
is  used,  approximately  E>0'  pgrcent  of  the 
producers  will --have  a  cost  wmfciwis  higher 
than  that '"’'average.  Consequently^syjese 
higher^ost  producers  must  cease  to  operate*-.  _ 
•Understand  this,  that  we  are  very  happy  to 
cooperate  in  any  sound  methods  to  curb 
uncontrolled  Inflation.  Our  Industry  has 
gone  along  a  good  many  years  risking  our 
capital,  taking  both  gains  and  losses  as  con¬ 
ditions  developed,  at  the  same  time  we  have 
supplied  the  consumers  of  this  Nation  with 
lamb  and  mutton  at  prices  they  could  afford 
and  were  willing  to  pay.  You  can  rest  as¬ 
sured  that  there  will  be  no  inflation,  either 
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in  the  pockets  of  the  sheep  producers  or  the''*' 
lamb  feeders  of  America  under  the  present 
program  and  at  the  same  timeyott  can  rest 
assured  there  will  be  contiatied  liquidation 
of  western  breeding  herds'  and  materially  re¬ 
duced  Iamb-feeding  operations  this  coming 
season,  and- With  it  a  continuing  reduction 
in  the  meat  supply.  I  want  to  close  by  quot¬ 
ing  from  Thomas  Jefferson  who  once  said, 
‘‘Were  we  directed  from  Washington  when  to 
sow  and  when  to  reap,  we  should  soon  want 
bread,”  and  the  same  thing  applies  to  meat. 

ADJOURNMENT  TO  TUESDAY 

Mr.  SPARKMAN.  Mr.  President,  in 
accordance  with  the  unanimous-consent 
^agreement  perviously  entered  into,  I 
’how  move  that  the  Senate  adjourn  un¬ 
til  12'  o’clock  noon  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  motiorlvw&s  agreed  to;  and  (at  7 
o’clock  and  10  minutes  p.  m.)  the  Senate 
adjourned,  the  adjournment  being  un¬ 
der  the  order  previously  entered,,  until 
Tuesday,  April  17,  1951,  at  12  o’clock 
meridian. 


House  of  Representatives 

Friday,  April  13, 1951 


The  House  met  at  11  o’clock  a.  m. 

The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Bernard  Bras- 
kamp,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following  prayer: 

O  Thou  who  art  our  refuge  and 
strength  in  times  of  trouble,  grant  that 
in  these  trying  and  tragic  days  we  may 
be  inspired  with  a  greater  faith  in  the 
moral  order  of  the  universe,  a  greater 
faith  in  the  power  of  righteousness,  and 
above  all  a  greater  faith  in  Thee. 

We  are  confident  that  our  beloved 
country  will  never  go  down  in  defeat  or 
lose  its  national  identity,  if,  as  citizens 
of  this  great  Republic  and  leaders  in  the 
affairs  of  church  and  state,  We  continue 
to  turn  our  minds  and  hearts  toward 
Thee  and  toward  that  which  is  true  and 
just  and  right. 

We  pray  that  as  a  Nation  we  may  be 
delivered  from  all  enemies  which  assail 
us  from  within  as  well  as  without.  De¬ 
liver  us  from  those  immoralities  and 
those  evils  of  crime  and  graft  and  cor¬ 
ruption  which  are  a  blight  upon  our  na¬ 
tional  character  and  a  disgrace  to  our 
body  politic. 

May  our  domestic  and  foreign  policies 
be  Christian  policies.  Guard  us  against 
all  hasty,  intemperate,  and  ill-considered 
words  and  actions.  May  the  spirit  of 
unity  prevail  in  all  the  various  fields  of 
national  and  international  endeavor  as 
we  strive  for  peace  on  earth. 

In  Christ’s  name  we  pray.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

The  Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  yes¬ 
terday  was  read  and  approved. 

LABOR -FEDERAL  SECURITY  APPROPRIA¬ 
TION  BILL,  1952 

Mr.  FOGARTY,  from  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  reported  the  bill 
(H.  R.  3709)  making  appropriations  for 
the  Department  of  Labor,  the  Federal 
Security  Agency,  and  related  independ¬ 
ent  agencies  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1952,  and  for  other  purposes 
(Rept.  No.  322),  which  was  read  a  first 
and  second  time  and,  with  the  accom¬ 
panying  papers,  referred  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  SCHWABE  reserved  all  points  of 
order  on  the  bill. 

SERVICEMEN’S  INDEMNITY  AND  INSUR¬ 
ANCE  ACTS  OF  1921 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  going 
to  recognize  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  to  call  up  a  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  the  theory  that  it  is  not 
going  to  take  much  time,  not  more  than 
10  minutes.  If  there  is  any  roll  call  we 
will  abandon  the  consideration  of  the 
conference  report. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  With  that  considera¬ 
tion,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  the  bill  (H.  R.  1)  to  au¬ 
thorize  the  payment  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor  of  Veterans’  Affairs  of  a  gratuitous 


indemnity  to  survivors  of  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  who  die  in  active  serv¬ 
ice,  and  for  other  purposes,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  April 
12,  1951.) 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,,  the  rea¬ 
sons  back  of  the  conference  agreement 
on  H.  R.  1,  the  gratuitous  indemnity  bill, 
are  set  forth  very  clearly  in  the  state¬ 
ment  of  the  managers  on  the  part  of  the 
House  which  has  already  been  read. 

I  simply  want  to  stress  that  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  the  most  reasonable  one  which 
could  be  obtained  under  the  circum¬ 
stances.  The  House  Members  were 
faced  with  a  diametrically  opposed 
proposition  in  the  Senate  bill  as  passed 
by  that  body.  As  agreed  upon  in  the 
conference,  we  have  been  able  to  ob¬ 
tain  all  of  the  provisions  of  4l.  R.  1  as 
passed  by  the  House  and  get  the  auto¬ 
matic  coverage  after  discharge  ex¬ 
tended  from  90  to  120  'days.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  provision  is  made  that  a  veteran 
within  a  120-day  period  after  his  sepa¬ 
ration  from  service,  may  take  out  a  5- 
year  level  premium  term,  nonparticipat¬ 
ing  insurance  plan,  at  a  greatly  reduced 
premium  rate.  This  will  give  him  the 
maximum  amount  of  protection  at  a 
minimum  cost,  and  at  the  same  time 
greatly  reduce  the  administrative  bur¬ 
den  placed  upon  the  Government. 

Tremendous  savings  will  result  from 
the  passage  of  this  legislation,  and  at 
the  same  time  uniform  protection  will 
at  last  be  achieved  for  all  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces. 

(Mr.  RANKIN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on  the 
conference  report. 

The  conference  report  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  j 
table. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  delighted  that  the  House 
has  accepted  the  conferees’  report  upon 
H.  R.  1. 

It  is  good  legislation,  and  a  much  bet-  j 
ter  bill  than  that  we  passed  here  on  Jan¬ 
uary  24.  You  may  recall  that  I  spoke  at 
that  time  and  expressed  a  hope  that; 
when  the  measure  was  considered  in  the 
Senate  some  way  could  be  found  to  per- 1 
mit  the  veterans  to  purchase  Govern¬ 
ment  insurance  after  leaving  the  service. 
The  bill  we  have  just  acted  upon  does 
that.  Within  120  days  after  discharge — J 


during  which  time  the  veteran  is  covered 
by  the  gratuitous  indemnity — he  may 
apply  for,  without  medical  examination, 
a  term  policy  up  to  $10,000.  I  know  that 
this  added  feature  of  H.  R.  1  will  please 
many  who  have  objected  to  the  measure 
as  it  passed  the  House. 

Another  feature  of  the  bill  that  pleases 
me,  and  in  future  days  will  lessen  some 
of  the  burdens  we  face  as  Representa¬ 
tives,  is  the  gratuitous-indemnity  fea¬ 
ture.  Since  World  War  I  and  World 
War  II  all  of  us  have  been  confronted, 
time  and  again,  with  the  problem  caused 
by  the  soldiey  not  applying  for  insurance, 
and  later  dying,  leaving  his  dependents 
without  /insurance  protection.  Under 
this  bill'everybody  is  protected,  and  the 
widow  and  orphans  of  men  dying  in  the 
service  will  receive  $92.90  a  month  over 
a  10-year  period. 

Another  change  in  the  bill  as  it  first 
passed  the  House  of  Representatives  is 
the  provision  that  the  term  policies  is¬ 
sued  to  those  who  desire  them,  after 
service,  will  be  paid  by  a  premium  based 
upon  the  1941  Commissioners’  Standard 
Ordinary  Table  of  Mortality,  with  inter¬ 
est  at  214  percent  per  annum.  That 
means  greatly  reduced  premiums,  but  no 
dividends  will  be  payable.  The  savings 
in  administrative  expense  because  of  this 
provision  should  be  considerable. 

I  believe  that  the  meeting  of  the  House 
and  Senate  conferees  was  one  of  the  fin¬ 
est  and  most  cooperative  that  I  have  ever 
attended.  The  results  show  the  una¬ 
nimity  of  thought  that  prevailed. 

1951  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  UNIVERSAL 
MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
State  of  the  Union  for  the  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide 
for  the  common  defense  and  security  of 
the  United  States  and  to  permit  the  more 
effective  utilization  of  manpower  re¬ 
sources  of  the  United  States  by  authoriz¬ 
ing  universal  military  training  and  serv¬ 
ices,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  S.  1,  with  Mr. 
Cooper  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  One  hundred 
and  four  Members  are  present,  a  quorum. 

Permit  the  Chair  to  state  that  section 
1  of  the  committee  substitute  is  now  open 
for  further  amendment.  Are  there  any 
further  amendments  to  this  section  at 
the  present  time?  ’ 
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Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Vinson:  On  page 
28,  after  subsection  (d)  of  section  1,  insert 
a  new  subsection,  as  follows : 

“No  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be 
restricted  or  prevented  from  communicating 
directly  or  indirectly  with  any  Member  or 
Members  of  Congress  concerning  any  subject 
unless  such  communication  is  in  violation 
of  law,  or  in  violation  of  regulations  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  security  and  safety  of  the  United 
States.” 


Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
gentleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Byrnes], 
I  think  it  was,  offered  an  amendment 
yesterday  to  the  Barden  substitute  deal¬ 
ing  with  this  subject  matter.  We  have 
sought  to  put  it  in  proper  language  so 
that  this  not  only  applies  to  men  who 
are  inducted  but  to  anyone  in  the  serv¬ 
ice;  in  other  words,  it  carries  out  what 
the  gentleman  and  what  the  committee 
expressed  its  opinion  on  to  let  every  man 
in  the  armed  services'  have  the  privilege 
of  writing  his  Congressman  or  Senator 
on  any  subject  if  it  does  not  violate  the 
law  or  if  it  does  not  deal  with  some 
secret  matter. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to'  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Probably  we  should 
have  had  a  quorum  call  before  we  went 
into  Committee.  I  take  it  that  the 
gentleman  recognizes  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin  should  have  been 
permitted  to  offer  this  amendment  to  the 
bill  as  it  is  presently  before  us.  Now,  I 
shall  have  word  sent  to  him.  But,  if  the 
gentleman  insists  on  his  amendment 
there  is  nothing  I  can  do  about  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  withdraw  the  amend¬ 
ment  for  the  time  being.  I  want  to  state 
this,  the  reason  I  am  offering  it  is  be¬ 
cause  I  was  afraid  they  would  read  sec¬ 
tion  2,  and  therefore  he  would  be  pre¬ 
cluded  from  offering  it,  because  the 
amendment  is  to  section  1. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  responsibility  is  as  great  as 
mine  to  have  a  quorum  present,  and  I 
think  probably  that  was  expected  gen¬ 
erally  by  the  membership.  However,  we 
were  in  the  Committee  before  at  least  I 
recognized  that  we  should  have  had  a 
quorum  call. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  a  quorum  is  not 
present. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  It  requires  only  100 
in  Committee. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  understand  that,  but 
I  think  some  Members  left  the  floor 
after  the  last  count. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  Sixty-one 
Members  are  present,  not  a  quorum. 

The  Clerk  will  call  the  roll. 


The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 

[Roll  No.  29] 


Allen,  La. 

Armstrong 

Barden 

Bentsen 

Boykin 

Brebm 

Buchanan 


Celler 

Crosser 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Dingell 

Fallon 

Frazier 

Gamble 


Gillette 

Kennedy 

Morrison 

Murdock 

Murray,  Wis. 

O’Konski 

Shelley 


Sieminskl  Whitten  Wood,  Idaho 

Sittler  Widnall  Woodruff 

Smith,  Wis.  Wilson,  Ind. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
*  Mr.  Cooper,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the  bill 
S.  1,  and  finding  itself  without  a  quorum, 
he  had  directed  the  roll  to  be  called,  when 
401  Members  responded  to  their  names,  a 
quorum,  and  he  submitted  herewith  the 
names  of  the  absentees  to  be  spread  upon 
the  Journal. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Committee  will 
resume  its  sitting. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  by  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  I  offer  a  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Committee  amendment :  On  page  39,  strike 
out  lines  2  through  7,  inclusive. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
amendment  is  technical  in  nature. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  make  this 
statement:  I  am  hoping  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  can  finish  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  and  all  amendments  thereto  at  least 
by  5  o’clock  this  afternoon.  That  would 
probably  provide  time  for  ample  debate 
on  every  amendment  to  be  offered.  If  we 
can  finish  it  by  then  we  will  be  able  to 
dispense  with  a  meeting  tomorrow,  but 
if  we  do  not  finish  the  bill  today  the 
House  leadership  has  asked  me  to  state  to 
the  Committee  that  it  will  be  necessary 
to  have  a  session  tomorrow. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  Committee  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Vin¬ 
son], 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Johnson:  On 
page  52,  following  the  word  "duty”,  insert 
the  following: 

“(y)  That,  commencing  on  July  1,  1951, 
the  procurement  of  military  personnel  for 
the  Army,  Navy,  (including  the  Marine  Corps) 
and  the  Air  Force,  shall  be  under  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  Director  of  Selective  Service, 
whether  the  same  be  by  induction  or  by  en¬ 
listment. 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall,  by  reg¬ 
ulations,  promulgate  the  rules  governing  the 
manner  in  which  enlistees  shall  be  taken  into 
the  respective  services  and  how  inductees 
shall  be  distributed  among  the  various  serv¬ 
ices.  Said  regulations  shall,  as  far  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  provide  for  a  unification  of  effort  in. 
enlisting  personnel  for  the  various  services.” 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  parliamentary 
inquiry? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  his  parliamentary  inquiry. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
what  part  of  the  bill  are  we  now  consid¬ 
ering? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Section  1  of  the 
pending  bill,  which  consists  of  52  pages. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Amendments  to 
that  section  will  still  be  in  order  after 
the  pending  amendment  is  disposed  of? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
correct. 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  my 
opinion  this  amendment  should  be  free 
from  any  heat.  It  should  really  be  non- 
controversial. 

As  all  of  you  know,  we  have  a  very 
large  system  of  voluntary  enlistment,  in 
each  of  the  services.  The  point  I  want 
to  try  to  get  you  to  understand  is  that  if 
you  will  adopt  this  amendment,  you  will 
still  get  the  recruits  for  the  various 
branches  of  the  service  but  you  will  get 
them  at  about'  10  percent  of  the  cost 
you  are  now  paying  under  the  enlistment 
system. 

Up  to  January  31,  1951,  that  is,  in  7 
months  of  the  present  fiscal  year,  the 
Army  and  the  Air  Force,  which  have 
joint  offices  to  enlist  men,  had  spent  $30,- 
231,000.  For  only  7  months  they  spent 
over  $30,000,000.  The  Navy  had  spent 
$1,860,000,  the  Marine  Corps  $1,135,000. 
All  the  services  had  spent  an  aggregate 
of  a  little  over  $33,000,000  for  seven- 
twelfths  of  a  fiscal  year.  The  costs  for 
tin  whole  year  at  that  rate  would  exceed 
$56,000,000  this  fiscal  year. 

The  cost  of  inducting  men  into  the 
armed  services  during  World  War  II  by 
the  Selective  Service  System  was  $25  a 
person  inducted.  The  cost  of  enlisting 
them  during  that  same  time  was  about 
$250  per  individual  who  was  taken  in  as 
a  recruit  under  the  voluntary-enlistment 
system.  If  this  amendment  is  adopted, 
and  it  is  nothing  but  plain,  common 
sense,  every  single  office  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  in  every  local  district  will 
be  a  place  where  a  man  may  be  enlisted 
for  whatever  branch  of  the  service  he 
wishes  to  enter,  under  rules  that  will  be 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  O’HARA.  I  appreciate  that  the 
gentleman’s  amendment  does  not  affect 
the  situation,  but  there  have  been  a 
great  deal  of  inquiries  as  to  why,  since 
the  start  of  the  Korean  emergency  or 
the  Korean  War,  there  has  been  an  in¬ 
sistence  on  the  part  of  the  different 
branches  of  the  service  on  4-year  enlist¬ 
ments,  except  for  the  Army,  which  in¬ 
sists  that  these  enlistees  go  in  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  3  years.  That  would  seem  to  be 
far  in  excess  of  what  the  ordinary  emer¬ 
gency  enlistment  should  be,  even  under 
war  conditions  and  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  war.  Would  the  gentleman  care 
to  comment  on  that,  as  to  why  there  has 
been  this  insistence  on  such  a  long  en¬ 
listment  period? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  reason  for  that 
insistence  is  that  we  get  more  for  the 
dollar,  which  is  expended  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  if  a  man  goes  in  for  a  longer  period 
of  time.  When  you  take  into  considera¬ 
tion  the  cost  per  individual  for  travel¬ 
ing,  leave,  and  so  forth,  the  Government 
gets  more  for  each  dollar  that  is  ex¬ 
pended,  where  the  enlistment  is  for  3 
or  more  years,  as  we  have  the  soldier  for 
a  longer  time,  after  he  has  had  his  basic 
training.  But  the  point  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  that  the  Defense  Department  will 
prescribe  the  rules  for  enlistment.  As 
long  as  we  have  a  way  to  procure  men, 
and  an  efficient  service  set  up,  where 
available  men  must  be  registered,  why 
not  get  those  who  wish  to  enlist  at  this 
place.  It  is  fair  to  every  service,  and 
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provides  a  simple,  efficient,  and  econom¬ 
ical  method  for  enlisting  these  men.  It 
is  obvious  to  anyone  when  it  costs  $30,- 
231,000  for  7  months  just  for  the  Army 
and  the  Air  Force  that  it  is  entirely  too 
costly.  * 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  Would  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  make  it  possible  to 
have  recruitments,  in  one  office,  in  the 
Selective  Service  office,  and  all  the 
services  would  join  in  and  be  unified  in 
that  one  office? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  And  that  would  elimi¬ 
nate  the  competition  between  the  dif¬ 
ferent  branches  of  the  service? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Yes,  and  it  would 
cut  out  all  the  abuses  that  we  have  today 
because  every  single  available  man 
would  go  through  that  central  agency. 

Mr.  STEFAN.  How  much  would  it 
cost? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  To  induct  men  in 
World  War  I  cost  $25  per  individual,  and 
to  enlist  a  man  during  World  War  II 
cost  $250-plus. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  how  many  men  were  recruited  by 
the  Army  and  the  Air  Force  during  that 
7  months’  period  when  $30,000,000  was 
spent? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  was  unable  to  get 
that  information  specifically,  but  an  ar¬ 
ticle  from  the  Daily  News  of  today  states 
the  number  as  13,398. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  would  be  very  inter¬ 
esting  to  have  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  But  the  cost  is  very 
high.  We  had  testimony  on  that  in  the 
hearings.  This  is  not  a  plan  which  I 
have  thought  up.  This  plan  was  tried 
in  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  and  that  is  how 
I  learned  of  it  and  became  interested 
in  it.  The  people  testified  that  it  was 
very  successful  there. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for  three 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
California? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this, 
as  I  said,  was  tried  in  Grand  Rapids. 
It  proved  to  be  a  tremendous  success.  I 
can  see  no  reason  why  any  group, 
whether  it  be  the  Marine  Corps  or  the 
Navy  or  any  other  group,  should  object 
to  this  sort  of  a  scheme  when  they  may 
have  enlistment  officers,  if  they  wish, 
in  the  Selective  Service  offices.  The 
duplication  we  now  have  considering  the 
fact  that  we  have  a  shortage  of  man¬ 
power  is  almost  criminal,  to  say  nothing 
of  the  cost.  Almost  14,000  men  are  en¬ 
gaged  in  enlistment  work.  That 
amounts  to  nearly  enough  men  for  a 
division.  They  are  men  who  could  be 
engaged  in  direct  military  work. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 


Mr.  ELSTON.  If  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  should  be  adopted,  it  would 
dispense  with  all  voluntary  enlistments, 
would  it  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  No,  it  would  not. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Well,  it  would  mean 
they  have  to  go  through  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  It  would  mean  that 
the  Selective  Service  offices  would  be 
the  place  where  they  could  be  enlisted, 
and  there  would  not  have  to  be  offices 
duplicating  the  same  work. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  But  suppose  that  a  boy 
wants  to  enlist  in  the  Marine  Corps,  the 
Selective  Service  would  be  under  no 
obligation  to  see  that  he  was  enlisted  in 
the  Marine  Corps. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Oh,  yes;  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  office  would  be  under  an 
obligation  and  orders  to  take  the  enlist¬ 
ment  for  the  Marine  Corps  or  the  Navy 
or  any  other  particular  branch  of  the 
Service.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 
Under  the  provisions  of  my  amendment, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  would  be  obli¬ 
gated  to  issue  such  orders. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Will  the  gentleman 
point  out  just  exactly  what  he  is  trying 
to  accomplish  by  his  amendment,  and 
how  it  differs  from  the  language  of  the 
present  bill?  I  wish  the  gentleman 
would  make  that  plain,  because  I  do  not 
think  it  is  clear  exactly  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  would  accomplish. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  language  of  the 
bill  provides  for  the  induction  of  the 
men,  and  where  they  register  and  are 
classified.  Under  my  amendment  the 
enlistment  of  the  men  which  is  now  going 
on  in  Chicago  and  Milwaukee  and  all 
over  the  country,  and  which  is  being  op¬ 
erated  by  the  respective  services,  shall  be 
combined  with  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem  and  enlistments  shall  be  according 
to  rules  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  for  the  respective  services. 

Mr.  JONAS.  The  gentleman  is  trying 
to  consolidate  the  work  of  enlistment,  is 
that  what  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
is  aimed  at? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Yes;  I  would  con¬ 
solidate  the  whole  procurement  of  men 
by  inducting  and  enlisting  in  one  place 
and  cut  expenses  down  90  percent. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  that  the  Committee  is 
not  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Committee 
will  be  in  order. 

Mr.  VOR.YS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  further  point  of  order  that  the  House 
Chamber  is  equipped  with  microphones 
and  Members  are  out  of  order  who  ad¬ 
dress  the  chair,  so  that  other  Members 
cannot  hear. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  There  is  no  rule  of 
the  House  requiring  Members  to  use  the 
microphones. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  ask 
this  question.  Suppose  a  boy’s  home  is 
in  Minneapolis  and  he  happened  to  be 
working  in  Kansas  City,  and  he  decides 
to  join  the  Marine  Corps:  Would  he  have 
to  go  back  to  Minneapolis  to  his  local 
selective-service  board,  or  could  he  enlist 
in  Kansas  City? 


Mr.  JOHNSON.  No.  He  could  walk 
right  into  the  selective-service  office  in 
Kansas  City  and  enlist  there. 

Mr.  JUDD.  He  could  enlist  in  any 
selective-service  office? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Yes.  Of  course, 
under  the  full-scale  induction  system  en¬ 
listments  were  restricted,  but  a  man 
could  enlist.  For  instance,  my  own  son 
enlisted  in  the  Air  Force  after  he  regis¬ 
tered  for  the  draft. 

Pursuant  to  leave  granted  me,  I  en¬ 
close  the  following  article:  , 

Our  Wasted  Military  Manpower — Fifteen 

Thousand  Uniformed  Fersonnel  Hold 

Recruiting  and  Information  Jobs 
(By  Jim  G.  Lucas) 

The  armed  services  have  more  than  15,000 
officers  and  enlisted  men  on  recruiting  and 
public-information  jobs. 

That’s  close  to  an  infantry  division.  It’s 
enough  to  man  five  big  aircraft  carriers  or 
five  E-3S  groups.  It’s  enough  for  10  jet- 
fighter  groups. 

It  would  be  erroneous  to  say  there  is  no 
need  for  the  services  these  men  perform,  but 
the  numbers  could  be  questioned. 

Approximately  600  public-relations  officers 
and  men  are  serving  overseas.  Some  have 
been  killed  in  Korea.  The  Pentagon’s  daily 
briefing  on  the  Korean  War  has  been  a  real 
help.  Without  it  you'd  know  much  less 
about  what’s  going  on. 

It  would  be  physically  impossible  to  report 
or  interpret  anything  as  big  as  the  Defense 
Establishment — 37  percent  of  the  national 
budget  last  year — without  competent  rela¬ 
tions  men  as  contact  points.  They  are  able 
to  tell  reporters  where  to  go  to  get  the  de¬ 
sired  information.  Frequently  they  get  it 
themselves  and  give  it  to  the  press. 

ONE  THOUSAND  SEVEN  HUNDRED  AND  EIGHTY- 
NINE  OFFICERS  AND  MEN 

Last  year  the  Armed  Forces  spent  $8,400,- 
000  on  public  information.  They  used  706 
civilians  and  1,789  officers  and  men.  The 
Army  had  600  public-information  officers 
and  enlisted  men,  and  362  civilians.  The 
Navy,  including  the  Marines,  had  418  mili¬ 
tary  and  58  civilians.  The  Air  Force  had 
718  officers  and  men  and  217  civilians.  The 
Defense  Department  itself  used  53  military 
public-information  people  and  71  civilians. 

Of  that  number,  364  Army  public  informa¬ 
tion  personnel  were  stationed  outside  the 
United  States.  The  Navy  had  63  abroad, 
the  Air  Force  157,  and  the  Marine  Corps  1. 

CUT  ROLLS  SLIGHTLY 

The  military  has  been  able  to  cut  its  public 
information  rolls  slightly.  In  the  last  12 
months  it  dismissed  142  civilians  and  trans¬ 
ferred  69  officers  and  men. 

Public  relations  is  essential,  but  it  can 
be  argued  that  competent  officers  and  men 
are  holding  jobs  for  which  they  were  not 
intended,  and  which  could  be  filled  just  as 
well  by  civilians.  Take,  for  instance,  the 
case  of  H.  D.  Schooley,  head  of  the  Defense 
Department’s  press  section.  Mr.  Schooley 
took  oil  a  lieutenant  commander’s  uniform 
to  take  the  civilian  job  at  approximately 
$8,400  a  year.  But  serving  under  him  are 
three  full  colonels.  Their  take-home  pay  is 
considerably  more  than  their  civilian  boss 
gets. 

THANKLESS  JOB 

There  is  no  doubt  that  most  uniformed 
public-relations  men  would  prefer  to  be 
somewhere  else.  The  job  is  a  thankless  one. 
If  an  officer  is  unfortunate  enough  to  be 
assigned  as  a  personal  public-relations  assist¬ 
ant  to  a  temperamental  civilian  superior 
his  career  can  be  jeopardized  by  one  unfor¬ 
tunate  publicity  break. 

Much  of  the  time  they’re  torn  between 
loyalty  to  their  bosses  and  the  people  they 
serve — the  press  and  the  public.  Many  gen- 
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erals,  admirals,  and  civilian  officials  expect 
their  public-relations  men  to  prevent  pub¬ 
lication  of  unfavorable  items.  When  they 
can’t  they’re  in  trouble.  And  often  report¬ 
ers  are  not  satisfied  with  the  answers  they- 
get,  no  matter  how  much  work  it  has  in¬ 
volved. 

Most  airmen  on  Pentagon  public  relations 
duty — Navy,  Air  Force,  and  marine — spend 
their  free  time  pulling  strings  for  a  genuine 
flying  assignment.  That’s  their  real  love. 

PARKS  IS  EXAMPLE 

Nevertheless,  all  services  have  some  of 
their  best  men  at  public-relations  desks. 
Maj.  Gen.  Floyd  Parks,  the  Army’s  Public 
Relations  Chief,  is  generally  credited  with 
being  one  of  the  best  in  the  business.  He’s 
so  good  he’s  probably  stuck  indefinitely  in 
a  job  he  doesn’t  particularly  like. 

General  Parks  is  a  former  Berlin  comman¬ 
dant,  a  fine  administrator,  and  a  top-flight 
soldier.  He  could  command  a  division  or  a 
corps,  and  he  would  like  nothing  better. 

Working  opposite  these  men  are  former 
newspaper  reporters  and  editors  to  whom  it’s 
just  another  job  in  their  profession.  Some 
people  feel  many  more  military  public-rela¬ 
tions  posts  could  be  filled  by  civilians,  free¬ 
ing  competent  line  officers  and  enlisted  men 
for  other  work. 

RECRUITING  PERSONNEL 

Recruiting  is  another  matter.  During 
World  War  II  it  was  suspended  and  all  serv¬ 
ices  got  their  manpower  through  the  draft. 
The  Navy,  Marines,  and  Air  Force  don’t  like 
that  system.  The  Army,  on  the  other  hand, 
contends  that  under  recruiting  the  other 
services  get  all  the  best  men  first. 

There  can  be  no  doubt,  however,  that  the 
Defense  Department  could  release  thousands 
of  good  officers  and  enlisted  men — now  as¬ 
signed  to  recruiting — for  more  essential  Jobs 
if  it  turned  the  task  over  to  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice.  Currently  Selective  Service  is  operating 
with  229  officers  and  enlisted  men  borrowed 
from  all  services. 

The  three  services  have  13,398  on  recruit¬ 
ing  duty.  Approximately  10  percent  are  offi¬ 
cers.  Of  the  Army-Air  Force  Recruiting 
Division’s  9,446,  approximately  250  are  Wacs 
and  Wafs.  The  Navy  has  168  officers  and 
2,175  enlisted  men,  and  the  Marines  93  offi¬ 
cers  and  1,516  enlisted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  John¬ 
son]  has  again  expired. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment,  and  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  revise  and 
extend  my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  for 
a  question? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Please  permit  me  to 
make  my  statement  first. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  trans¬ 
fers  from  the  military  service  to  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  System  all  power  of  re¬ 
cruitment.  In  addition  to  that,  it  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  Director  of  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  may  fix  the  manner,  the  plan,  and 
the  system  by  which  they  shall  be  en¬ 
listed  or  inducted.  But,  more  important, 
it  provides  that  the  Director  of  Selective 
Service  shall  provide  for  the  distribution 
of  those  taken  into  the  service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  it  does  not  provide  that  at  all.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  the  one  who  pro¬ 
vides  the  rules  and  the  distribution  of 
the  men.  That  is  right  in  the  amend¬ 
ment. 


Mr.  KILDAY.  The  amendment  will 
speak  for  itself.  As  a  practical  proposi¬ 
tion,  when  you  transfer  to  the  Director 
of  Selective  Service  you  know  that  his 
influence  will  be  brought  to  bear  with 
reference  to  that.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  committee  at  this  stage  of  the  game 
would  want  to  abolish  or  in  any  wise  cir¬ 
cumscribe  the  traditional  right  of  Amer¬ 
icans  to  volunteer  for  the  service.  Sure¬ 
ly  the  great  volunteer  State  of  Tennessee 
would  not  agree  to  such  an  amendment. 
We  happen  to  know  the  thinking  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey  along  this  line.  He  has  ad¬ 
vocated  on  many  occasions  since  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  the  Armed  Forces  began  that 
voluntary  enlistments  be  suspended; 
that  all  persons  be  procured  for  all  of 
the  Armed  Forces  through  the  Selective 
Service  System.  Of  course,  the  Marine 
Corps  is  proud  of  its  traditional  volun¬ 
teer  system.  During  the  war,  for  a  pe¬ 
riod,  it  is  true,  they  had  inductees,  but 
on  the  other  hand  the  Marine  Corps  is 
very  proud  of  its  position  as  an  elite 
fighting  corps  of  volunteers.  This 
amendment  could  result  in  either  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  who  is  an  Army 
man,  or  the  Director  of  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice,  deciding  who  shall  go  into  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  or  into  the  Air  Force.  At  this 
stage  of  the  game  I  do  not  believe  we 
want  to  deprive  young  Americans  of  the 
traditional  right  to  enlist  and  to  select 
the  service  in  which  they  desire  to  serve. 
I  am  sure  the  Marine  Corps  would  not 
relish  a  provision  of  this  kind,  and  I 
know  that  the  Air  Force  would  not. 
Quite  frankly,  we  are  faced  with  the  ne¬ 
cessity  of  providing  men  for  the  Army. 
Up  until  this  time  volunteer  enlistments 
in  the  other  services  have  been  adequate, 
but  Ut  this  time  we  find  it  necessary  to 
procure  men  for  the  Army. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that 
just  the  other  day  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  inaugurated  a  new  program  of 
qualitative  distribution  of  military  man¬ 
power  that  will  eventually  lead  to  unifi¬ 
cation  of  all  recruiting  activities,  and 
thereby  reduce  the  cost? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That  is  correct.  It  is 
just  going  into  effect.  It  has  not  been 
tried  yet.  It  is  something  that  was  dis¬ 
cussed  with  the  committee  at  great 
length,  to  insure  the  Army  securing  its 
proper  proportion  of  the  high  I.  Q.  in¬ 
ductees. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  This  does  not  stop 
anybody  from  enlisting.  It  does  not  take 
any  rights  away  from  enlistment. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  know  it  does  not  say 
so. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  came  out  with  this  proposition 
because  he  knew  that  we  were  thinking 
about  the  scheme. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Oh,  no;  the  gentleman 
cannot  sustain  that  because  the  ques¬ 
tion  that  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
brought  to  us  was  discussed  with  us  in 
the  first  day  or  two  of  the  hearings  al¬ 
most  3  months  ago,  the  question  of  the 
qualitative  distribution  of  personnel. 

I  agree  that  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  does  not  state  that  he  shall  abolish 
voluntary  enlistment,  but  it  does  advo¬ 


cate  a  channeling  of  recruitment 
through  the  Selective  Service  System. 
We  know  what  will  happen  under  the 
powers  granted  by  the  gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  As  I  read  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  California,  it  adds  nothing  what¬ 
ever  to  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  with  respect  to  enlistments 
which  the  Secretary  of  Defense  does  not 
already  have.  He  already  has  the  au¬ 
thority  to  do  the  very  things  referred  to 
in  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Of  course,  the  qualita¬ 
tive  distribution  comes  under  the  powers 
possessed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
It  is  in  an  impartial  exercise  of  that 
power  that  he  has  issued  the  directive 
regarding  qualitative  assignment. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  What  about  his 
claim  of  some  economy  in  changing  the 
service? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  is  true  that  recruit¬ 
ment  costs  money.  On  the  other  hand, 
it  is  also  true  that  we  must  maintain  the 
pride  of  these  services.  It  is  true  that 
we  must  have  a  channel  for  the  dis¬ 
semination  of  information  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  services.  One  of  the  great 
things  in  morale  is  the  tradition  and 
achievements  of  the  particular  service. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  may  proceed  for  three  addi¬ 
tional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  distribution  of  in¬ 
formation  with  reference  to  the  pride  of 
the  various  corps  and  the  various 
branches  of  the  service  is  well  worth 
while  in  promoting  •  the  welfare  of  the 
services,  the  spirit  and  morale  of  the 
troops.  We  must  sustain  it. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  think  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  has  made  a  very  significant 
point  that  all  Members  should  bear  in 
mind:  Competition,  I  think,  is  just  as 
healthy  and  necessary  among  our  armed 
services  in  order  to  have  efficiency  as  it 
is  in  business  in  order  to  have  efficiency. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  man  who  enters 
the  service  and  picks  out  one  branch  of 
the  service  because  he  thinks  it  is  the 
best  in  the  world  makes  a  good  soldier. 
He  wants  to  think  that  his  outfit  is  the 
best  in  the  world,  that  his  airplane  is  the 
best  up  in  the  skies,  that  his  ship  is  the 
most  efficient  ship  afloat. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ELSTON.  One  other  thought,  if 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  will  permit, 
is  it  not  a  fact  that  it  would  impose  on 
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Selective  Service  the  necessity  of  spend¬ 
ing  additional  money  in  order  to  carry 
out  this  program? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Oh,  yes;  it  would  cost 
money  to  set  up  any  system  to  super¬ 
sede  that  now  in  effect.  But  it  has  been 
my  experience  that  the  principal  re¬ 
sult  of  these  reorganizations  has  been 
merely  to  change  the  name  on  the  door 
of  an  office.  That  is  what  generally  hap¬ 
pens  in  these  reorganizations  and  con¬ 
solidations. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  think  the  position 
which  the  gentleman  from  Texas  takes 
is  very  sound.  I  think  the  amendment 
ought  to  be  rejected. 

Mr.  EVINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  EVINS.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  Selective  Service  System  is  not  in¬ 
tended  to  be  continued  as  a  permanent 
agency  of  the  Government,  if  we  should 
adopt  the  proposed  amendment  would 
it  not  be  necessary  that  we  later  change 
or  be  required  to  revert  to  the  present 
Army  system  of  recruiting? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Yes;  that  is  right;  you 
would  have  to  establish  the  organization 
which  otherwise  would  be  dealing  with 
this  now. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  Under  the  new 
rules  which  have  been  referred  to  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van 
Zandt]  can  a  man  now  go  and  volun¬ 
tarily  enlist  under  the  new  ruling  and 
designate  the  service  where  he  would 
like  to  serve  and  have  any  degree  of  cer¬ 
tainty  of  serving  in  the  service  with  this 
equalizing  rule  in  effect? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  will  depend  upon 
what  the  quota  happens  to  be  at  the 
moment  that  he  seeks  to  enlist. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  So,  he  can  at  least 
express  his  preference. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Oh,  yes.  There  is 
separate  recruitment  for  the  Navy  and 
Marine  Corps.  The  Army  and  Air  Force 
recruit  together,  I  am  sure  the  gentleman 
understands. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  If  the  ratio  will 
permit,  then  he  lands  where  he  prefers. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  He  goes  to  the  re¬ 
cruiting  office  of  the  service  he  desires 
to  join,  and  if  there  is  room  he  is  ac¬ 
cepted.  If  the  quota  is  exhausted  he 
gets  his  name  on  the  list  and  enters  when 
the  new  quota  comes  out  if  the  draft 
board  does  not  get  him  in  the  meantime. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Certainly  the  great 
State  of  Tennessee  does  not  want  to 
see  anything  done  that  will  take  away 
from  her  the  reputation  she  has  so 
proudly  won.  I  think  this  amendment 
might  do  it. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  At  least  it  impinges 
on  it.  I  hope  the  amendment  will  be 
defeated. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  close  in  5  minutes. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ford]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
support  of  the  amendment. 

The  plan  was  first  proposed  to  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  by  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  one  of  tho  draft  boards  in  my 
own  town.  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  who 
came  down  here  at  his  own  expense  and 
testified  before  the  committee.  As  a  re¬ 
sult  of  the  activity  of  the  draft  board 
members,  I  investigated  the  possibilities 
of  this  program  a  year  and  a  half  ago 
and  at  that  time  wrote  the  then  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  Mr.  Johnson,  for  some 
facts  and  figures  as  to  the  cost  of  the 
present  recruiting  program. 

Here  is  a  letter  from  Secretary  John¬ 
son,  dated  January  18,  1950,  as  to  cost 
and  I  think  you  ought  to  listen  to  this 
very  carefully: 

For  fiscal  year  1948  the  Army  and  Air 
Force  spent  over  $40,000,000  on  recruiting 
activities  in  obtaining  281,171  enlistments  or 
reenlistments.  In  the  same  fiscal  year  the 
Navy  spent  over  $10,000,000,  a  total  of  over 
$50,000,000  for  recruiting  activities  for  the 
three  branches  of  the  service. 

I  know  and  you  know  that  Selective 
Service  could  do  the  same  job  infinitely 
cheaper. 

Again  referring  to  the  letter,  for  the 
fiscal  year  1949  the  Army  and  Air  Force 
spent  over  $40,000,000,  the  Navy  spent 
over  $8,000,000,  or  almost  $50,000,000  in 
the  fiscal  year  1949. 

The  gentleman  from  California  has 
told  you  that  for  the  first  7  months  of 
this  past  year  the  various  branches  of 
the  service  have  spent  over  $32,000,000. 

Now,  let  us  get  this  clear.  The  pend¬ 
ing  amendment  in  no  way  whatsoever 
deprives  anybody  of  any  right  to  enlist. 
It  simply  says  that  in  your  home  town 
and  in  my  home  town  instead  of  having 
four  recruiting  offices — one  for  the  Army, 
one  for  the  Navy,  one  for  the  Air  Force, 
and  one  for  the  Marines,  with  men  run¬ 
ning  all  over  your  community  trying  to 
sell  these  boys  at  a  terrifically  high  per 
capita  cost,  they  can  go  down  to  one 
office  and  enlist. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Arkansas. 

Mr.  GATHINGS.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  would  be  a  great  saving  of  badly  need¬ 
ed  manpower  if  this  amendment  is 
adopted? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  wholeheartedly  agree 
with  the  statement  of  the  gentleman. 

A  recent  article  appearing  in  one  of 
the  Washington  papers,  the  Washington 
News,  pointed  out  that  over  13,000  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Armed  Forces  are  on  recruit¬ 
ing  duty  throughout  the  United  States. 
That  is  almost  an  Army  division.  These 
men  could  well  be  used  overseas,  in  Ko¬ 
rea  and  elsewhere.  This  is  the  most 
outrageous  situation  I  think  exists  in  the 
Armed  Forces  today. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  ’f 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 


Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  just 
stated  some  13,000  of  the  armed  services 
are  detailed  to  recruiting.  Does  he  not 
think  that  we  would  at  least  have  to  have 
a  large  increase  for  the  selective  service 
to  do  the  work  that  those  13,000  are 
doing? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  respectfully  suggest  to 
the  gentleman  I  am  sure  at  least  a  75- 
percent  reduction  in  personnel  could  be 
achieved.  I  think  the  figures  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  California  indicate 
that  we  could  achieve  the  same  success 
in  recruiting  personnel  at  90  percent  less 
cost. 

Mr.  MORTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  MORTON.  The  figures  quoted  by 
the  author  of  the  amendment  show  that 
in  7  months  the  Army  and  Air  Force 
spent  $30,000,000  and  the  Navy  and  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps  spent  $3,000,000.  Does  the 
gentleman  have  any  explanation  as  to 
this  great  discrepancy? 

Mr.  FORD.  The  figures  I  have  for 
1948  and  1949  show  about  the  same  ratio. 
I  did  not  go  beyond  those  figures. 

Mr.  MORTON.  I  think  the  gentleman 
was  in  the  Navy;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  FORD.  Absolutely  correct. 

Mr.  MORTON.  The  gentleman  knows 
that  to  get  certain  ratings  were  very  dif¬ 
ficult  during  wartime? 

Mr.  FORD.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  MORTON.  Yet  when  we  hap¬ 
pened  to  get  a  little  shore  duty  we  found 
a  recruiting  office  with  a  man  with  a 
good  many  hash  marks  in  charge  of  that 
recruiting  office.  I  assume  that  is  going 
on  today? 

Mr.  FORD.  I  think  if  anyone  would 
go  to  their  own  local  recruiting  office 
they  would  find  a  rather  sizable  number 
of  men  assigned  to  such  duty  who  have 
had  vast  experience  in  combat  and  sea 
duty.  I  think  those  men  could  do  a  little 
better  job  out  in  the  field. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  expired. 

(Mr.  FORD  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Johnson]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Johnson) 
there  were — ayes  91,  noes  123. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Richards:  Page 
29,  after  line  16,  add  the  following  new  sub¬ 
section: 

“(1)  Under  the  provisions  of  applicable 
laws  and  regulations  any  person  between 
the  ages  of  18  years  and  6  months  and  26 
years  shall  be  offered  an  opportunity  to  en¬ 
list  in  the  Regular  Army  for  a  period  of  serv¬ 
ice  equal  to  that  prescribed  in  subsection  (b) 
of  this  section:  Provided,  'That,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  provisions  of  this  or  any  other 
act,  any  person  so  enlisting  shall  not  have 
his  enlistment  extended  without  his  consent 
until  after  a  declaartion  of  war  or  national 
emergency  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  1951  amendment  to  the 
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Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act’.’* 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman, 
competition  among  the  services  is  a  fine 
thing,  but  the  fact  remains  that  the 
Army  is  not  getting  the  men.  The 
glamor  of  the  Air  Force,  the  glamor  of 
the  Navy,  and  the  glamor  of  the  Marine 
Corps  does  not  tend  to  increase  Army 
enlistments.  The  average  American 
boy  does  not  fall  head  over  heels  in  love 
with  the  idea  of  being  flung  into  the  mud 
of  Korea.  I  want  to  make  it  a  little 
easier  for  the  Army  to  get  the  men  they 
need  without  drafting  them. 

There  is  another  consideration.  A 
good  many  American  boys  still  take 
pride  in  volunteering  for  service.  Many 
of  them  are  just  finishing  high  school. 
They  want  to  go  ahead  and  do  their 
bit.  They  want  to  serve  their  time  now 
and  not  later,  but  maybe  they  do  not 
want  to  make  a  career  of  Army  service; 
nor  do  they  wish  to  be  hooked  for  a  long¬ 
time  enlistment.  What  this  amendment 
does  is  allow  them  to  come  up  before 
they  get  their  first  notice  of  induction 
and  say,  “I  join  up  of  my  own  free  will 
and  accord  to  serve  my  country  for  the 
same  period  of  time  as  I  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  if  I  were  called  through 
selective  service.  I  want  to  volunteer; 
I  want  to  enlist  for  that  period.”  It  is 
just  as  simple  as  that. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Ml'.  RICHARDS.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  To  get  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  gentleman’s  amendment  clear¬ 
ly  before  the  Committee,  it  simply  means 
that  a  boy  who  is  within  the  draft  age, 
instead  of  waiting  to  be  called,  can  vol¬ 
unteer  and  will  serve  whatever  time  the 
inductee  would  have  to  serve. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  The  gentleman  is 
correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  state  that,  as  far 
as  the  table  is  concerned  on  this  side, 
we  have  no  objection  to  the  gentleman’s 
amendment. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  thank  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  want  to  raise  this 
question  with  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  The  other  day  I  had  an  inquiry 
from  a  college  student  out  in  my  district 
who  is  married.  He  has  no  children.  He 
is  liable  for  induction.  He  sought  to  en¬ 
list  and  was  told  that  he  could  not  en¬ 
list,  that  they  would  not  take  him  for 
enlistment.  They  said  he  had  to  be 
inducted. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  what  this 
covers. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  think  it  was  the  Air 
Force.  Certainly,  if  there  is  to  be  a  con¬ 
sistent  policy,  if  a  boy  is  liable  for  in¬ 
duction  the  mere  fact  that  he  is  married 
should  not  preclude  him  from  having  the 
right  to  enlist. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  Army  adopted  a 
policy  not  to  take  any  married  men.  For 
that  reason,  they  would  not  accept  the 
case  to  which  the  gentleman  refers. 


What  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  does  is 
this.  If  the  boy  is  18  V2  years  of  age  and 
liable  for  induction,  instead  of  sitting 
around  and  waiting  to  be  drafted  he  vol¬ 
unteers  and  is  taken  into  the  service. 
By  doing  so  he  serves  26  or  21  months,  or 
whatever  is  agreed  to  as  the  length  of 
service.  That  is  all  the  amendment  ac¬ 
complishes. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  want  to  be  very 
sure  that  the  will  of  Congress  is  under¬ 
stood  in  this  thing,  because  this  pro¬ 
vision  is  the  law  now  and  is  generally 
disregarded.  The  Army  is  not  paying 
any  attention  to  it.  I  want  the  Army  to 
know  what  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  expects  of  it  if  this  provision  is 
included  in  the  law. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  that  some  4,700  people  were  en¬ 
listed  under  the  present  statute  along 
this  line,  but  when  it  is  written  in  now 
I  feel  confident  that  the  armed  services 
will  follow  it. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  From  January  1949 
to  August  1950  not  one  single  person  was 
accepted  for  enlistment  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  this  amendment. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect  that  they  were  not  taking  those  en¬ 
listments.  The  reason  given  to  us,  and 
whether  it  is  the  whole  reason  or  not  I 
do  not  know,  was  that  there  was  a  fear 
that  the  boy  enlisting  would  enlist  under 
a  misapprehension.  In  other  words,  we 
have  heretofore  extended  existing  en¬ 
listments,  and  this  bill  continues  the 
power  to  extend  existing  enlistments. 
However,  the  provision  the  gentleman 
has  included  in  his  amendment  is  that 
enlistments  of  this  category  shall  not  be 
extended  except  in  the  event  of  emer¬ 
gency  or  war  declared  by  Congress.  The 
reason  stated  to  us  is  eliminated,  so 
there  should  be  no  reason  why  the  boy 
should  not  enlist.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  is  in  order. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  My  amendment 
corrects  that  situation,  and  the  boy* 
who  enlists  under  this  provision  may 
serve  only  as  long  as  a  draftee  will  serve. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman’s 
time  may  be  extended  for  2  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Why  does  not  the 
gentleman  make  his  amendment  apply 
to  cover  other  branches  of  the  service? 
In  other  words,  if  it  is  to  be  applicable 
to  the  Army,  why  should  it  not  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  other  branches? 

Mi’.  RICHARDS.  The  other  branches 
are  getting  the  men  anyway.  They  do 
not  have  a  bit  of  trouble  getting  them. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  What  the  gentleman 
essentially  is  trying  to  do  is  to  make  it 


possible  for  the  boy  to  enlist  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  on  the  same  terms  as  he  would 
come  in  if  he  were  inducted.  If  that 
is  a  good  principle,  then  why  should  it 
not  be  applicable  to  all  of  the  branches 
of  the  service?  Personally  I  think  it  is 
a  good  principle,  and  I  am  impressed 
with  the  gentleman’s  amendment.  Par¬ 
ticularly  am  I  impressed  with  that  fea¬ 
ture  of  it  which  will  say  to  these  boys 
as  they  go  into  the  service,  “Unless  we 
are  in  a  war  or  in  an  emergency  de¬ 
clared  by  the  Congress,  we  have  a  con¬ 
tract  with  you  as  to  the  time  you  are  to 
serve  and  we  propose  to  live  up  to  that 
contract.” 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Theoretically  speak¬ 
ing  the  gentleman  is  probably  correct, 
but  I  want  to  make  it  so  that  men  will 
volunteer  to  join  in  the  Army.  That  is 
what  I  am  trying  to  do. 

Mr.  REDDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REDDEN.  I  was  just  going  to 
raise  the  same  point  which  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  raised  and  to  say  that 
in  my  judgment  it  should  apply  to  all 
the  branches  of  the  service.  And  this 
is  my  reason  for  making  that  state¬ 
ment.  I  called  the  Navy  the  other  day 
about  a  boy  who  wanted  to  enlist.  This 
boy  who  is  21  years  old  did  not  want 
to  serve  in  the  Army,  but  he  wanted  to 
go  in  the  Navy.  Their  answer  was  that 
they  would  not  take  him  unless  he  signed 
up  for  4  years,  and  they  did  not  want 
him  unless  he  wanted  to  make  a  career 
of  it.  I  say  that  that  attitude  is  wrong, 
and  the  suggestion  made  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  ought  to  be  followed. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Notwithstanding 
what  the  gentleman  says,  the  fact  re¬ 
mains  that  there  are  plenty  of  boys  who 
are  willing  to  join  up  for  a  longer  term 
in  the  other  branches  of  the  service. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have 
no  objection  to  the  amendment  on  this 
side. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of¬ 
fer  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Halleck  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Richards:  Strike 
out  the  word  “Army”  and  insert  “armed 
services.” 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  will 
not  take  me  very  long  to  express  what 
I  have  in  mind  because  I  gave  you  my 
views  on  this  just  a  moment  ago.  I 
think  as  a  matter  of  principle  if  a  man 
wants  to  enlist  in  the  armed  services 
he  ought  to  have  the  same  right  to  enlist 
in  any  of  the  services  and  under  the 
same  conditions  which  would  prevail  if 
he  were  to  be  inducted  into  the  service. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  May  I  point  out  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Indiana 
that  the  weakness  of  his  amendment  is 
that  instead  of  helping  the  army,  it  will 
channel  all  of  this  group  right  into  the 
Navy  and  into  the  Air  Force,  because  a 
boy  will  say,  “I  am  18  V2  years  of  age. 
I  can  enlist — I  can  go  to  my  draft  board 
and  go  in  for  21  or  26  months.  I  will  go 
into  the  Navy  or  go  into  the  Air  Force.” 
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The  original  amendment  is  to  help  the 
Army  and  the  substitute  will  build  up 
where  you  do  not  want  to  build  up  and 
will  destroy  the  benefit  that  we  are  try¬ 
ing  to  give  to  encourage  men  to  go  into 
the  Army. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
answer  to  that,  if  I  understand  the  sit¬ 
uation  correctly  the  Air  Force  and  the 
Navy  and  the  Marine  Corps  are  filling 
their  quotas  presently  by  enlistment. 
So  far  as  I  know  they  have  not  resorted 
to  induction,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  VINSON.  They  are  getting  their 
quotas  with  4-year  enlistments. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  that  is  true,  then 
certainly  no  man  could  be  prejudiced 
any  more  than  he  is  being  prejudiced 
now  because  the  processes  of  induction 
are  not  being  used  to  put  men  into  the 
services  other  than  into  the  Army. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  The  reason  I  am  not 
willing  to  accept  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  is  because  I  would  be  marching  up 
the  hill  and  marching  right  down  again. 
The  situation  would  be  then  just  as  it  is 
now.  The  Air  Force,  the  Navy,  and  the 
Marine  Corps  will  get  all  the  men,  and 
the  situation  will  really  be  worse  than 
it  is  now. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Let  me  say  that  they 
are  going  to  get  all  the  men  they  want, 
as  far  as  I  can  see,  under  the  provisions 
of  enlistment  that  are  now  prevailing. 
They  have  been  getting  them,  so  I  can¬ 
not  see  where  it  would  make  any"differ- 
ence. 

Let  ire  say  further,  I  have  regard  to 
the  man  in  my  district  who  wanted  to 
enlist  in  the  Air  Corps.  They  said,  “We 
do  not  want  you.”  It  has  already  been 
suggested  by  members  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  that,  in  spite  of  the 
law  on  the  books,  the  procedures  have 
not  been  carried  out  as  they  expected 
they  would  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  thought  the  Air  Force 
and  the  Navy  needed  men  of  longer  en¬ 
listments  because  there  were  so  many 
specialties,  where  a  short  period  would 
not  permit  time  for  training.  Therefore, 
that  is  another  reason  why  there  should 
very  properly  be  a  shorter  period  for 
voluntary  enlistments  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is  ab¬ 
solutely  correct. 

Mr.  REDDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  REDDEN.  I  think  the  interests 
of  the  young  man  as  well  as  the  interests 
of  the  country  ought  to  be  considered 
when  passing  on  the  branch  of  the  serv¬ 
ice  he  will  enter.  In  the  first  place,  when 
we  require  him  to  serve  a  minimum  of  26 
months,  as  this  law  authorizes,  we  are 
then  imposing  upon  him  the  longest 
period  of  military  service  in  the  history 
of  the  world.  There  is  no  country  in  the 
world  that  has  required  anything  like 
this  period  of  service.  If  he  is  to  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  4  years  to  get  in  any 


branch  aside  from  the  Army,  then  you 
are  extending  him  for  double  that  serv¬ 
ice  as  a  minimum  in  the  Army,  which 
already  has  a  minimum  of  twice  the 
service  of  any  other  country  on  earth. 
I  say  under  the  circumstances  he  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  make  his  choice. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  have  an  idea  there 
are  many  weapons  used  in  the  Army  that 
will  require  just  as  much  technical 
training  as  any  of  the  weapons  used  by 
the  Navy. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  At  the  same  time  this 
amendment  will  have  the  result  of  going 
back  to  the  quota  system  where,  for 
instance,  the  Air  Force  gets  more  re¬ 
cruits  than  they  can  handle  at  one  time. 
They  will  have  to  go  back  to  where  they 
were  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  The  Air  Force  does 
not  have  to  take  any  more  recruits  than 
they  can  handle.  They  may  have  taken 
more  than  they  need.  The  Air  Force 
can  certainly  be  in  control  of  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Arkansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  to  me? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  Did  I  understand  the 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  to  say  a  moment  ago  that  it  was 
the  policy  of  the  sexwices  to  not  take 
married  men  into  the  service? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Just  the  Army,  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  That  is  true  of  the 
Air  Force. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  not  the  policy 
cf  the  Air  Force  or  the  Navy. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  understood  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  to 
say  that  they  turned  his  man  down  be¬ 
cause  he  was  a  married  man;  they  would 
not  let  him  enlist  in  the  Air  Corps. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  was  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  HARRIS.  I  understood  he  said 
it  was  the  Air  Corps. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  will  have  to  verify 
that.  I  am  not  sure  it  was  the  Air 
Corps.  My  recollection  may  be  in  error. 
The  chairman  may  be  correct. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Is  it  not  true  that  if  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  Richards]  is  adopted  it  would  not 
do  the  Army  any  good,  and  would  be  a 
great  disservice  to  the  Air  Force,  the 
Navy,  and  the  Marine  Corps?  They  are 
now  getting  volunteers  for  4  years,  and 
under  the  amendment  they  would  get 
them  for  only  26  months?  The  whole 
business  of  induction  is  unfair  to  the 
boys;  there  is  nothing  fair  in  war.  But 
this  amendment  would  hurt  all  the  serv¬ 
ices  and  would  not  help  any. 


Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view 
of  that  statement  I  ask  for  a  vote. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
seek  recognition  in  support  of  the 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  is  recognized  for  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  What  is  provided 
by  the  amendment  to  the  substitute  is 
the  very  thing  that  you  have  been  try¬ 
ing  to  do  all  the  way  through,  give  to  the 
boys  drafted  into  the  service  the  right  to 
choose  whether  they  want  to  serve  in  the 
Air  Force,  Navy,  Marine  Corps,  or  Army, 
insofar  as  it  is  practicable. 

One  of  the  things  that  has  brought 
about  more  confusion  than  anything 
else  is  the  fact  that  we  have  complicated 
the  problem  involved  in  the  last  6 
months  by  the  breaking  down  of  segre¬ 
gation  and  trying  to  do  something  in  the 
Army  and  force  it  on  the  Army  by 
strangling  the  Navy  and  Air  Force.  That 
process  may  be  right,  but  I  do  not  think 
so.  Because  I  want  to  do  something  to 
straighten  out  the  situation;  I  say  ac¬ 
cept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  I  agree  with 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi.  As  I 
said,  I  think  in  these  days  it  may  be  that 
if  we  adopt  this  substitute  amendment 
we  will  g&  more  volunteers  in  the  Army 
and  we  may  be  helping  the  Army,  but  I 
do  not  see  how  we  can  say  to  the  young 
men  of  America  that  if  you  volunteer  in 
the  Air  Force  or  the  Navy  you  have  got  to 
serve  longer  than  if  you  volunteer  in  the 
Army.  I  think  the  young  men  of 
America  should  have  the  right  to  say 
what  kind  of  service  they  prefer. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  They  should  have  a 
voice. 

Mr.  deGRAFFENRIED.  If  he  is 
mentally  and  physically  capable  of  serv¬ 
ing  he  ought  to  have  something  to  say 
about  the  branch  of  the  service  he  en- 
ters 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  And  may  I  say 
further  that  if  you  leave  the  provisions 
of  my  amendment  in  this  bill  you  will 
solve  a  lot  of  the  problems  that  plague 
us  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  realize  that  what  this  really  is  is 
a  refuge  from  the  Army?  Just  as  soon 
as  we  dropped  selective  service,  enlist¬ 
ments  in  the  Navy  and  Air  Force  went 
right  down;  but  when  we  put  selective 
service  back  in  they  jumped  up  again. 
They  do  not  want  to  serve  in  the  Army; 
they  want  to  serve  in  the  Navy  and  Air 
Corps. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Yes;  that  is  the 
point  I  have  been  making.  Keep  the 
provisions  of  my  amendment  in  the  bill 
and  the  problem  will  be  solved  in  the 
Army.  , 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  We  have  a  serious  duty 
not  only  to  these  boys  who  are  coming 
into  the  service  but  we  also  have  a  very 
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serious  duty  to  the  United  States  of 
America.  We  cannot  let  the  standards 
of  the  Army  fall  down  below  what  they 
should  be.  We  are  involved  here  in  Con¬ 
gress  with  that  question,  and  I  think  we 
have  got  to  be  practical.  We  have  got  to 
insure  to  the  Army  men  who  are  bright, 
alert,  and  capable  of  leadership  if  we 
are  to  maintain  the  Army  that  we  ought 
to  have. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  agree  with  what 
the  gentleman  says  about  maintaining 
the  quality  of  the  Army,  but  there  is  no 
common  sense  in  penalizing  the  boys  who 
enter  the  Air  Force  or  the  Navy  because 
we  have  bungled  in  the  case  of  the  Army. 
We  cannot  curb  every  individual  in 
America  to  satisfy  that  situation. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  a  vote. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Indiana  to  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment 
was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Shaper:  On 
page  29,  line  4,  substitute  a  colon  for  the 
period  and  insert  the  following:  “ Provided , 
That  no  person  inducted  under  the  author¬ 
ity  of  this  act  shall  be  assigned  to  any  theater 
of  operation  or  to  any  area  of  combat  of 
which  the  commander  shall  not  have  full 
authority  to  bomb  all  transportation  supply 
and  air-force  locations  and  facilities  and  all 
troop  concentrations  and  movements  which 
in  the  opinion  of  the  commander  of  such 
theater  or  area  serve  or  support  the  enemy.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  re¬ 
serve  a  point  of  order  on  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  briefly, 
this  amendment  provides  that  in  the  fu¬ 
ture  our  military  commanders  must  use 
every  military  means  necessary  in  an 
effort  to  achieve  victories  in  war.  It 
means  that  they  will  no  longer  be  ham¬ 
strung  by  the  asinine  policy  that  has 
been  in  force  in  Korea  for  many  months. 

In  Korea,  which  has  become  known  to 
our  troops  there  as  “Massacre  Valley,” 
many  of  the  10,000  boys  who  have  been 
killed  and  the  50,000  boys  who  have  been 
wounded  have  been  victims  of  that  pol¬ 
icy  which  prevented  our  commanders 
from  destroying  enemy  concentrations 
and  other  facilities. 

Our  failure  to  protect  our  troops  in 
Korea  has  been  disgraceful  and  this  Con¬ 
gress  should  do  something  about  it.  This 
amendment  will  make  it  clear  that  we 
Members  of  Congress  do  not  want  to  be 
parties  to  future  needless  casualties. 

Mr-  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Nebraska. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Under  the 
Atlantic  Pact  our  soldiers  may  fight  over 
in  another  theater  of  war  under  some 


commander  other  than  an  American  and 
perhaps  not  under  an  American  flag. 
Maybe  we  ought  to  offer  an  amendment 
to  straighten  that  out,  too. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  would  think  that 
would  be  a  good  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  in  this  Congress 
must  assume  the  responsibility  if  we  per¬ 
mit  such  a  policy  of  warfare  to  con¬ 
tinue.  I  do  not  want  to  be  blamed  for 
bloodshed  that  can  be  prevented  through 
the  adoption  of  this  amendment.  I  want 
our  soldiers  to  have  every  possible  chance 
for  their  lives. 

I  urge  the  adoption  of  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  insist 
on  the  point  of  order  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  germane. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Cooper)  .  The 
gentleman  from  Michigan  has  offered 
an  amendment  which  has  been  reported 
by  the  Clerk.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  has  made  a  point  of  order 
against  the  amendment  on  the  ground 
it  is  not  germane. 

The  Chair  has  examined  the  amend¬ 
ment  with  some  degree  of  care  and  while 
it  does  present  a  very  close  question  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Chair,  yet  it  does  ap¬ 
pear  to  impose  a  limitation  on  the  use 
of  troops  sought  to  be  provided  by  the 
pending  bill.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
it  does  appear  to  be  such  a  limitation, 
the  Chair  is  constrained  to  overrule  the 
point  of  order. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  do  now  close. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Shafer], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Shafer)  there 
were — ayes  62,  noes  112. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  remaining 
sections  of  the  bill  be  considered  as  read, 
be  printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point, 
and  be  open  to  amendment  at  any  point 
thereof. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  means  the 
entire  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  why  should  we  not 
finish  with  section  1  in  an  orderly  fash¬ 
ion  before  we  move  to  another  section? 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  in¬ 
sists,  that  may  be  done.  I  am  just  sub¬ 
mitting  a  request. 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  seems  to  me  it  would 
be  better  to  take  it  up  section  by  section. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  object,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 
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The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Byrnes  of  Wis¬ 
consin:  Page  28,  after  subsection  (d)  of  sec¬ 
tion  1,  Insert  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“No  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall 
be  restricted  or  prevented  from  communi¬ 
cating  directly  or  indirectly  with  any  Mem¬ 
ber  or  Members  of  Congress  concerning  any 
subject  unless  such  communication  is  in 
violation  of  law,  or  in  violation  of  regula¬ 
tions  necessary  to  the  security  and  safety 
of  the  United  States.” 

Mr.  BYRNES  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  is  the  same  amendment 
in  effect  as  the  one  offered  yesterday  to 
the  Barden  substitute.  That  amend¬ 
ment  was  adopted.  There  is  a  difference 
in  language,  and  that  difference  is  at¬ 
tributable  to  the  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  who  kindly  rewrote  it.  I  think,  in 
its  present  form  it  is  a  better  amend¬ 
ment,  a  more  effective  amendment,  and 
I  sincerely  appreciate  the  assistance 
and  cooperation  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  far 
as  the  Members  at  the  table  on  this 
side  of  the  aisle  are  concerned,  we  have 
no  objection  to  the  amendment.  We 
think  it  is  a  very  important  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Byrnes], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of¬ 
fer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Walter:  On 
page  26,  strike  out  lines  14  to  25  inclusive 
and  on  page  27,  lines  1  through  16  in¬ 
clusive;  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following : 

“(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
title,  every  male  citizen  or  national  of  the 
United  States  and  every  male  alien  admitted 
for  permanent  residence,  who  is  between  the 
ages  of  18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years, 
at  the  time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who 
attains  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months 
after  having  been  required  to  register  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is 
otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6 
(h)  of  this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps :  Provided,  That  any 
such  person  who  has  not  attained  the  age 
of  18  years  and  6  months  shall,  as  soon  as 
practicable  following  his  registration,  be 
classified  and  examined  physically  and  men¬ 
tally  in  order  to  determine  his  availability 
for  induction  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  upon  his  attaining 
the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months:  Provided 
further.  That  the  provisions  of  this  subsec¬ 
tion  shall  be  held  to  be  applicable  to  any 
alien  admitted  for  a  temporary  period  (other 
than  an  alien  exempt  from  registration  un¬ 
der  this  title  and  regulations  prescribed 
thereunder)  who  has  remained  in  the 
United  States  for  a  period  in  excess  of  1  year; 
any  alien  admitted  for  a  temporary  period 
who  is  not  deferrable  or  exempt  from  train¬ 
ing  and  service  under  the  provisions  of  this 
title  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  under  this  title  if,  prior  to 
his  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces,  he  has 
made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such 
liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in 
accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President.  But  any  alien  who 
makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be 
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debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the 

United  States.” 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to  impose 
upon  aliens  permanently  residing  in  this 
country  the  same  responsibility  for  the 
defense  of  this  Republic  as  we  are  now 
placing  on  American  citizens.  It  is  nec¬ 
essary;-  because  if  you  look  at  the  bill  you 
will  find  on  page  27,  line,  6  this  lan¬ 
guage; 

Any  citizen  of  a  foreign  country,  who  has 
not  declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citi¬ 
zen  of  the  United  States — 

And  so  forth.  Well,  that  means  just 
this,  that  in  order  to  avoid  military  serv¬ 
ice  an  alien  permanent  resident  need  but 
fail  to  declare  his  intention  to  become  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States.  It  is  my 
considered  opinion  that  aliens  admitted 
for  permanent  residence  in  the  United 
States  should  be  made  liable  for  training 
and  service  since  they  are  being  granted 
all  the  rights  and  privileges — except 
francise — which  are  enjoyed  by  United 
States  citizens.  Under  the  law,  they  are 
permitted  to  remain  in  this  country  as 
long  as  they  please,  they  are  permitted 
to  work,  to  acquire  real  property,  and  to 
produce  children  who,  under  the  law,  are 
native-born  American  citizens. 

The  alien  permanent  resident  enjoys 
full  constitutional  protection. 

It  requires  no  stretch  of  the  imagina¬ 
tion  to  visualize  a  picture  where  the  alien 
permanent  resident,  if  exempt  from  mil¬ 
itary  service,  is  permitted  to  enjoy  secu¬ 
rity,  livelihood,  and  civil  rights  in  this 
country  due  to  the  fact  that  the  United 
States  citizen,  drafted  into  the  Armed 
Forces,  protects  his  “guest”  by  fighting 
those  who  might  place  this  alien  perma¬ 
nent  resident  in  jeopardy. 

Extending  the  liability  of  military 
service  only  to  those  alien  permanent 
residents  who  have  filed  their  declara¬ 
tion  of  intention  to  become  American 
citizens  appears  to  be  a  halfway  measure. 

By  doing  so,  the  alien  is  permitted  to 
choose  the  nature  of  his  obligations  to¬ 
ward  his  country  of  permanent  resi¬ 
dence.  The  filing  of  declaration  of  in¬ 
tention  to  become  an  American  citizen 
is  a  subjective  act,  conditioned  by  the 
individual’s  particular  state  of  mind. 
Since  the  law  imposes  such  liability  upon 
every  American  citizen,  any  exemption 
of  permanent  residents  from  such  lia¬ 
bility  appears  to  be  unjust  and  unfair. 

During  the  last  2  years  alone  we  have 
opened  our  doors  to  over  230,000  refu¬ 
gees.  In  that  number  there  are  a  large 
number — around  12,000 — of  young  men 
within  the  draft  age  who  most  definitely 
should  repay  to  this  country  the  debt 
they  have  incurred  in  accepting  its  hos¬ 
pitality,  its  protection,  and  its  oppor¬ 
tunities. 

Many  of  them  are  in  uniform  already. 
Names  of  young  displaced  persons  al¬ 
ready  appear  on  our  casualty  lists. 

But,  unfortunately,  we  occasionally 
hear  of  cases  where  some  of  these  young 
immigrants  refrain  from  taking  out 
their  first  citizenship  papers  and  apply 
for  exemption  from  military  service. 
Legislation  has  been  introduced  in  Con¬ 
gress  to  deport  such  draft  dodgers  who 
apparently  believe  in  the  possibility  of 
having  their  cake  and  eating  it,  too. 


The  very  question  of  the  purport  of 
the  term  “residing”  was  passed  on  by 
the  Supreme  Court  very  recently  in  the 
case  of  McGrath  against  Kristensen. 
Kristensen  was  a  Dane  who  was  a  vis¬ 
itor  in  the  United  States  but  was  un¬ 
able  to  return  to  Denmark  because  of 
the  war.  He  registered  for  the  draft 
and  then  claimed  exemption  from  the 
provisions  of  the  draft  law  on  the 
ground  that  he  was  a  citizen  of  a  neu¬ 
tral  country.  He  then  married  an  Amer¬ 
ican  girl,  and  had  children,  I  believe. 
He  attempted  to  have  his  status  ad¬ 
justed  from  that  of  a  deportable  alien 
to  that  of  a  permanent  resident,  which 
the  Attorney  General  refused  to  do.  The 
case  then  went  to  the  Supreme  Court 
and  the  Supreme  Court  held  that  he  was 
not  ineligible  to  citizenship  because 
under  this  very  language  he  was  not  “re¬ 
siding”  in  this  country  and  there  was 
no  obigation  on  his  part  to  register,  and 
if  he  claimed  exemption,  it  was  a  mean¬ 
ingless  thing. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  that  the  amendment  he  has  of¬ 
fered  is  what  the  committee  had  in  mind. 
We  have  had  the  benefit  of  the  Judi¬ 
ciary  Committee  staff  and  our  staff  in 
examining  the  amendment,  and  we  ac¬ 
cept  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  How  does 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  affect  the 
qualification  of  aliens  for  commissions  in 
the  armed  services? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  do  not  think  they 
would  become  eligible  until  they  became 
citizens.  The  point  of  this  is  that  they 
would  be  required  to  register  and  serve 
just  as  native-born  or  naturalized  Amer¬ 
ican  citizens  are  now  required  to  register 
and  to  serve. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  That  is 
is  the  information  I  wanted. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  should  like  to  compli¬ 
ment  the  gentleman  on  his  amendment. 
It  is  high  time  that  we  did  something 
about  this  situation. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word, 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  if  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  given  his  consideration,  and 
I  assume  he  has,  to  the  effect  his  amend¬ 
ment  will  have  upon  the  possibility  of 
American  nationals  who  are  residing  in 
some  foreign  country  which  may  have  a 
program  of  universal  conscription  being 
liable  for  the  same  sort  of  treatment  in 
that  foreign  country  as  we  impose  upon 
foreign  nationals  in  this  country. 

Mr.  WALTER.  No,  because  this  ap¬ 
plies  only  to  immigrants,  to  aliens  ad¬ 
mitted  for  permanent  residence,  who 
have  come  to  the  United  States  for  the 
purpose  of  ultimately  becoming  citizens. 


It  would  not  apply  to  a  student,  or  a  vis¬ 
itor,  or  a  member  of  a  diplomatic  staff. 

The  amendment  would  preserve  the 
authority  vested  in  the  President,  by  reg¬ 
ulations  to  defer  from  military  service 
certain  classes  of  aliens  temporarily  re¬ 
siding  in  the  United  States,  although  cer¬ 
tain  such  aliens  would  be  required  to 
register  under  section  3  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948. 

However,  where  a  temporary  resident, 
not  entitled  to  deferment  or  exemption, 
resides  in  the  United  States  for  a  period 
exceeding  1  year,  he  might  be  reasonably 
presumed  to  intend  to  establish  such 
permanent  residence  at  some  future  time 
and,  therefore,  under  the  amendment,  he 
is  made  liable  to  service  although  he  is 
permitted  to  apply  for  exemption,  thus 
making  himself  ineligible  for  naturali¬ 
zation. 

There  is  absolutely  no  intention  of 
drafting  into  the  Armed  Forces,  aliens 
residing  temporarily,  in  good  faith,  in 
this  country  since  nobody  desires  to  have 
American  citizens  visiting  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  to  be  drafted  into  foreign  armies. 
This  consideration  does  not  apply,  how¬ 
ever,  to  aliens  who  have  accepted  the 
privilege  of  permanent  residence  in  this 
country. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  have  great 
respect  for  the  gentleman’s  judgment. 
I  simply  ask  whether  he  has  given  con¬ 
sideration  to  this  question  of  reciprocity 
in  connection  with  the  treatment  shown 
nationals  of  different  countries.  If  he 
has  considered  it,  which  I  assume  he  has, 
and  if  he  is  satisfied,  I  have  no  question 
about  it. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  May  I  ask  the  author  of 
the  amendment  whether  he  has  omitted 
the  language  now  in  the  bill  on  page 
27,  which  provides  that  this  alien  who 
wants  to  live  here  can  get  out  of  service 
merely  by  saying  he  does  not  want  to 
be  a  citizen,  or  is  that  language  in  his 
amendment?  The  whole  thing  was  not 
read. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Under  the  language  of 
the  bill  under  consideration  and  under 
existing  law  an  alien  need  but  refuse  or 
fail  to  take  out  his  first  papers  in  order 
to  avoid  service.  It  is  entirely  possible 
in  the  omnibus  immigration  bill  which 
will  soon  be  reported  that  first  papers 
may  be  eliminated  entirely. 

Mr.  VORYS.  But  does  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment  provide  that  an  alien 
permanent  resident  here  who  is  of  draft 
age  has  to  register  and  serve? 

Mr.  WALTER.  Exactly. 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  commend  the  gentle¬ 
man.  I  have  discussed  this  matter  with 
him  and  I  want  him  to  understand  it  is 
a  fine  amendment. 

Mr.  JONAS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  WALTER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinios. 

Mr.  JONAS.  I  understand  this 
amendment  which  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  is  now  offering  is  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  bill  H.  R.  2000  which  I 
offered  and  had  before  the  Committee 
on  Armed  Services  and  which  was  dis- 
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cussed  there,  and  which  they  presented 
and  modified  in  form  by  deleting  lan¬ 
guage  which  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  is  now  inserting  in  his  amend¬ 
ment.  The  committee  substituted  the 
following  language:  “any  citizens  of  a 
foreign  country.”  This  does  not  meet 
the  objective  outlined  in  my  bill.  There¬ 
fore,  I  am  heartily  in  accord  with  the 
amendment  as  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  and  I  am  glad  that 
it  will  be  adopted,  although  I  could  not 
prevail  upon  the  committee  to  adopt  my 
bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Walter]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
another  amendment  which  becomes  nec¬ 
essary  as  a  result  of  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  just  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Walter:  On 
page  41,  strike  out  lines  17  through  23,  in¬ 
clusive,  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof,  the 
following : 

"(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers, 
pay  clerks,  enlisted  men,  and  aviation  ca¬ 
dets  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air 
Force,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard, 
the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey,  and  the 
Public  Health  Service;  cadets.  United  States 
Military  Academy;  midshipmen,  United 
States  Navy;  cadets,  United  States  Coast 
Guard  Academy;  midshipmen.  Merchant 
Marine  Reserve,  United  States  Naval  Re¬ 
serves;  students  enrolled  in  an  officer  pro¬ 
curement  program  at  military  colleges  the 
curriculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense;  members  of  the  Reserve 
components  of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  Coast 
Guard,  and  the  Public  Health  Service,  while 
on  active  duty;  and  foreign  diplomatic  rep¬ 
resentatives,  technical  attaches  of  foreign 
embassies  and  legations,  consuls  general, 
consuls,  vice  consuls,  and  other  consular 
agents  of  foreign  countries  who  are  not  citi¬ 
zens  of  the  United  States,  and  members  of 
their  families,  and  persons  in  other  cate¬ 
gories  to  be  specified  by  the  President,  resid¬ 
ing  in  the  United  States,  shall  not  be  re¬ 
quired  to  be  registered  under  section  3  and 
shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training 
and  service  under  section  4,  except  that 
aliens  admitted  for  permanent  residence  in 
the  United  States  shall  not  be  so  exempted.’  ” 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  becomes  necessary  because 
of  the  adoption  of  the  last  amendment. 
It  merely  adds  that  aliens  admitted  for 
permanent  residence  in  the  United 
States  shall  not  be  so  exempted.  It  is 
under  the  section  which  exempts  cer¬ 
tain  officers. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have 
no  objection  to  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle* 
man  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr-  Walter], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HAVENNER..  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Havenner  « 
Page  60,  after  line  19,  insert  the  following 
new  paragraph: 

*‘(w)  Section  12  of  said  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

“  '(c)  The  protection  granted  to  officers 
and  enlisted  men  of  the  Coast  Guard  by  sec* 


tions  1114  and  111  of  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  is_  hereby  granted  to  all  persons  in¬ 
ducted  or  enlisted  in  the  Armed  Forces  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title,  and  to  all  mem¬ 
bers  of  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  ordered  into  the  active  military  or 
naval  service  under  the  provisions  of  this 
title.’  ” 

And  renumber  succeeding  paragraphs  ac¬ 
cordingly. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
many  Members  of  this  House  are  prob¬ 
ably  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  existing 
Federal  law  affords  protection  to  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Coast  Guard  against  felonious 
assault  while  they  are  engaged  in  the 
performance  of  their  official  duties,  but 
that  no  such  protection  is  afforded  to 
the  members  of  any  of  the  other 
branches  of  the  armed  services.  If  a 
member  of  the  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air 
Corps  or  the  Marine  Corps  should  be 
feloniously  beaten  or  killed  while  per¬ 
forming  his  official  duties  by  civilians  or 
by  local  peace  officers,  and  if  the  local 
authorities  should  not  prosecute  the 
assailant,  no  action  could  be  taken  to 
punish  the  guilty  party  or  parties  under 
any  present  provision  of  Federal  law. 
The  purpose  of  my  amendment  is  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  same  protection  in  Federal  law 
to  members  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air 
Corps,  and  Marine  Corps,  which  is  now 
afforded  to  members  of  the  Coast  Guard. 

The  problem  is  one  of  long  standing. 
Military  authorities  and  the  Department 
of  Justice  have  been  officially  on  record 
for  nearly  a  decade  in  support  of  legisla¬ 
tion  to  provide  Federal  protection  for  all 
members  of  the  armed  services  'against 
felonious  assault.  Under  existing  law  it 
has  long  been  a  Federal  offense  for  any 
person  to  kill  or  assault  a  Federal  civil 
officer,  such  as  a  United  States  marshal, 
a  member  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  In¬ 
vestigation,  secret  service  agents,  post 
office  inspectors  and  other  similar  offi¬ 
cers  as  well  as  members  of  the  Coast 
Guard. 

I  have  placed  in  the  Record  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  Ju¬ 
diciary  Committee  of  the  Senate  in  1943, 
by  the  then  Attorney  General,  Francis 
Biddle,  stating  that  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  had  no  jurisdiction  over  of¬ 
fenses  committed  by  a  civilian  against  a 
member  of  the  military  personnel,  and 
expressing  the  opinion  that  legislation 
similar  to  the  amendment  which  I  am 
now  supporting  was  desirable  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  protecting  military  personnel. 
In  the  same  year  a  similar  letter  was 
addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Senate  by 
the  then  Secretary  of  War,  Henry  L. 
Stimson.  He  enclosed  a  draft  of  a  bill 
to  provide  punishment  for  killing  or  as¬ 
saulting  officers  and  enlisted  personnel 
of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps, 
and  members  of  the  auxiliary  military 
police  while  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  official  duties. 

I  can  assure  the  Members  of  the  House 
that  the  Department  of  National  Defense 
is  now  in  favor  of  the  principle  of  this 
proposed  legislation.  Following  the  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  letters  which  I  have  referred 
|o,  the  Senate  committee  reported  the 
legislation  favorably  and  it  was  passed 
by  the  Senate  at  that  time.  However,  it 
did  not  pass  the  House. 
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The  list  of  Federal  employees  who  have 
Federal  protection  against  felonious  as¬ 
saults  under  various  provisions  of  the 
United  States  law  includes  the  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry,  the  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank, 
and  the  Fish  and  Game  Inspectors. 

However,  thus  far  the  Congress  has 
apparently  not  considered  it  to  be  equally 
important  to  protect  the  members  of  the 
armed  services. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  many  in¬ 
stances  on  record  in  the  Department  of 
National  Defense  of  assaults  by  civilians 
on  members  of  the  armed  services  which 
have  never  been  brought  to  trial  in  the 
local  courts.  In  at  least  one  instance, 
during  World  War  II,  a  member  of  a 
military  police  detail  was  killed  by  a 
local  peace  officer.  This  soldier  was  on 
duty  at  the  time  he  was  killed,  and  had 
a  right  to  resist  arrest  by  civilian  author¬ 
ities.  The  United  States  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  investigated  this  case  but  found  that 
the  matter  could  not  be  brought  into  a 
Federal  court.  In  this  case  the  local 
authorities  refused  to  take  the  man  who 
did  the  killing  into  custody. 

In  one  instance,  at  least  during  World 
War  II,  a  member  of  the  military-police 
detail  was  killed  by  a  local  police  officer. 
The  local  authorities  never  arrested  this 
man  and  never  brought  him  to  trial. 
Pie  got  off  scot  free,  without  having  his 
guilt  determined.  The  soldier,  as  I  am 
informed,  was  on  duty  at  the  time  of  this 
offense. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  There  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  complaint,  as  the  gentleman 
knows,  about  similar  assaults  taking 
place  off  the  base  when  men  are  on  leave. 
I  gather  that  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment  does  not  cover  that,  and  I  under¬ 
stand  why.  I  would  like  to  emphasize  it. 
I  would  like  to  emphasize  that  to  the 
House,  that  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
is  confined  only  to  the  military  service, 
and  is  an  extension  of  existing  law  into 
what  ought  to  be  covered,  to  wit,  all 
people  who  are  in  the  service  of  the 
United  States,  as  the  gentleman  pro¬ 
poses.  It  does  not  represent  any  drastic 
or  new  inclusion  of  matters  about  which 
many  people  have  complained. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  It  does  not. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  gentleman 
may  proceed  for  two  additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  simply  wish  to  say 
that  I  am  in  thorough  accord  with  the 
gentleman’s  amendment. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Does  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  seek  to  give  pro¬ 
tection  to  the  personnel  of  the  Armed 
Forces  while  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  their  official  work? 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  That  is  correct. 
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Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  With  that 
understanding,  I  want  to  indicate  my 
accord  with  the  gentleman’s  amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California  [Mr.  Havenner] 
close  in  5  minutes,  and  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  be  recognized  to  close  the  debate. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope 
that  the  committee  is  not  going  to  buy 
a  pig  in  a  poke.  Everything  involved 
here  does  not  appear  on  the  face  of  it. 

For  many  years  the  law  has  provided 
that  it  is  a  Federal  offense  to  assault 
a  Federal  peace  officer  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties.  The  Coast  Guard  comes 
under  that  provision  of  the  code,  be¬ 
cause  in  peacetime  the  Coast  Guard  ex¬ 
ercises  duties  comparable  to  those  of 
peace  officers.  In  other  words,  they  are 
these  who  enforce  the  customs  laws. 
They  patrol  the  ports  and  posts,  and 
things  like  that.  In  that  respect  they 
are  on  about  the  same  status  as  narcotic 
agents,  United  States  marshals,  and 
others  who  enforce  the  Federal  laws.  So 
this  title  of  the  Code  covers  all  of  those 
people  who  are  in  the  same  circum¬ 
stances.  But  when  you  begin  to  extend 
it  to  the  armed  services,  that  is  where 
you  come  to  the  bug  under  the  chip. 
When  would  a  man  in  the  armed  services 
be  engaged  in  duty?  Ordinarily  a  mili¬ 
tary  man  is  on  duty  24  hours  a  day. 
There  are  a  number  of  different  defini¬ 
tions  in  Federal  law  as  to  what  consti¬ 
tutes  duty.  In  passing  upon  whether  a 
person  disabled  or  killed  is  disabled  or 
dies  in  line  of  duty,  it  turns  upon  whether 
or  not  the  disability  or  death  was  the 
result  of  his  own  misconduct.  If  not  the 
result  of  his  own  misconduct  then  it  is 
in  line  of  duty.  So  that  the  provision 
that  is  applied  here  is  subject  to  inter¬ 
pretation  as  to  when  the  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces  is  on  duty  or  in  the  dis¬ 
charge  of  his  duty. 

Mr.  JAVITS:  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Will  the  gentleman  tell 
us  whether  according  to  military  law 
a  man  who  is  on  leave  or  furlough  is  on 
duty  so  that  if  he  is  injured  he  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  have  been  injured  on  duty. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  As  far  as  compensation 
Is  concerned,  if  it  were  not  the  result 
of  his  own  misconduct  it  would  be  in 
line  of  duty  for  death  benefits,  and  un¬ 
der  certain  circumstances,  for  retire¬ 
ment  purposes.  There  has  been  prac¬ 
tically  no  difficulty  about  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  laws  of  the  State  In  which 
men  are  stationed  when  they  are  off  of 
the  posts.  The  Federal  Government 
cannot  compel  law  enforcement,  it  may 
be  true,  but  why  should  we  assume  that 


the  local  officers  and  prosecuting  agen¬ 
cies  in  all  of  the  States  are  not  going  to 
discharge  their  duty?  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  in  times  like  these,  when  such 
large  numbers  of  troops  are  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  coming  from  homes  all  over  the 
United  States,  there  are  the  most  im¬ 
pelling  reasons  why  the  assailant  of  a 
man  who  might  be  assaulted  off  the  post 
would  be  prosecuted  with  great  vigor. 
This  provision,  of  course,  is  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  placing  persons  of  the  various 
States  subject  to  prosecution  under  the 
Federal  law. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAVENNER.  May  I  say  to  the 
gentleman  that  I  do  not  desire  to  stig¬ 
matize  any  particular  community  or 
any  particular  section  of  this  Union. 
Such  offenses  could  occur  anywhere,  but 
the  record  shows  that  they  have  occurred 
repeatedly,  over  and  over  again,  and  in 
the  one  instance  that  I  cited  a  man 
was  killed  without  his  assailant  ever 
having  been  brought  to  trial. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  That,  of  course,  is  rep¬ 
rehensible. 

There  is  a  long  legal  history  to  the 
question  of  assaults  on  Federal  officers, 
the  most  famous  case,  of  course,  com¬ 
ing  up  in  California  many  years  ago 
where  a  deputy  United  States  marshal 
shot  or  killed  a  man  who  attempted 
to  commit  an  assault  on  Mr.  Justice 
Fields,  of  the  Supreme  Court.  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Court  there  issued  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  cum  causa.  It  was  tried  in  the 
Federal  court  with  the .  Federal  attor¬ 
ney  defending  and  the  State  district  at¬ 
torney  prosecuting. 

The  amendment  offered  to  this  bill 
has  ramifications  that  do  not  appear 
on  the  face  of  it.  It  will  make  for  dis¬ 
ruption  of  the  service  and  is  a  provision 
that  will  give  us  great  difficulty. 

Mr.  COX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COX.  The  amendment  takes 
jurisdiction  for  prosecuting  the  crime 
now  in  the  hands  of  local  -authorities 
and  puts  it  in  the  hands  of  the  Federal 
Government. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  takes  such  little 
things  as  simple  assault,  affray,  and  so 
forth,  out  of  the  State  courts,  justice- 
of-the-peace  courts,  and  puts  them  in 
the  United  States  district  courts. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  May  I  point  out  that  what 
we  are  now  talking  about  is  in  line  of 
duty  or  resulting  from  an  offense  which 
may  occur  in  the  performance  of  duty 
and  that  those  terms  have  been  well  de¬ 
fined  and  construed  by  statutes  which 
have  been  in  existence  since  Civil  War 
days? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  It  relates  to  civilian 
officers  and  members  of  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard  who  have  specific 
duties  in  peacetime  about  identical  with 
the  duties  of  peace  officers.  But  when 
you  extend  it  to  all  of  the  members  of 
the  Armed  Forces  then  you  are  ex¬ 
tending  it  too  far. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 


All  time  on  the  pending  amendment 
has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Califor¬ 
nia. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Javits) 
there  were — ayes  46,  noes  63. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Shaper:  Page 
29,  line  9,  strike  out  “26”  and  insert  “24.” 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  I  consider  important  and  it 
should  be  considered  very  seriously  by 
the  committee.  The  amendment  would 
cut  the  term  of  service  of  the  men  in¬ 
ducted  under  this  act  from  26  to  24 
months,  2  months.  The  Senate  bill  pro¬ 
vides  24  months,  and  I  have  not  heard 
any  sound  arguments  advanced  so  far 
as  to  why  we  should  require  3  months 
more  than  the  Senate  bill  requires.  I 
am  not  certain  but  I  believe  that  thi 
President  now  has  the  authority  that  if 
conditions  warrant  men  may  be  con¬ 
tinued  in  the  service  for  an  additional 
year.  This  House  recently  passed  a  res¬ 
olution  to  continue  terms  of  service  for 
an  extra  year. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  26  months  takes 
every  boy  into  his  third  year  in  the  serv¬ 
ice  and  it  is  certain  to  disrupt  the  plans 
and  programs  of  many  of  the  boys  be¬ 
cause  of  the  3  months  additional  and 
going  into  the  third  year. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment 
should  be  seriously  considered  and 
should  be  adopted  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Shafer]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  yesterday  by  an  over¬ 
whelming  teller  vote  the  committee  re¬ 
jected  this  amendment.  Now,  what  is 
the  reason  for  increasing  the  length  of 
service  from  21  months  to  26  months? 
It  is  due  to  the  fact  that  under  21 
months’  service  you  only  get  about  12 
months  of  actual  military  service.  Un¬ 
der  26  months,  considering  leave,  travel, 
and  training  periods,  you  will  only  get 
about  17  months  of  service.  Listen.  Out 
of  an  induction  of  26  months  you  will 
only  get  17  months  of  actual  military 
service. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  There  is  not  another 
nation  in  the  world  that  requires  a  man 
to  serve  26  months. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  no  argument  at 
all.  This  Government  should  run  its 
affairs  for  its  own  interest,  irrespective 
of  how  other  nations  run  theirs. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  The  Government  is 
doing  that.  It  would  not  amount  to  a 
tinker’s  damn  what  we  do  here  anyway; 
they  will  keep  him  just  as  long  as  they 
want. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Do  not  talk  that  way. 
Let  us  be  calm. 

Mr.  SHAFER.  I  am  serious. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Well,  it  is  serious.  It 
is  certainly  in  the  interest  of  economy. 
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I  am  glad  the  distinguished  gentleman 
is  here,  because  he  is  a  little  bit  concerned 
this  morning  about  economy.  I  have 
been  trying  to  get  him  economy-minded 
all  the  time  to  show  him  why  he  should 
be  for  some  form  of  universal  military 
training  to  get  away  from  the  $35,000,- 
000,000  annual  expenditure  now  required 
for  our  armed  services.  It  is  in  the  in¬ 
terest  of  economy  because  for  every 
month — and  listen  to  this — that  you  de¬ 
crease  the  length  of  service  you  increase 
the  cost  5  percent.  That  is  what  hap¬ 
pens.  Now,  it  is  cheaper  for  the  Govern-' 
ment  to  have  26  months’  training  and 
service  than  it  is  to  have  21  months,  and 
the  shorter  the  number  of  months  each 
inductee  serves  the  greater  the  number 
of  inductees  required. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  This  amendment 
would  mean  that  you  have  got  to  neces¬ 
sarily  put  about  75,000  more  men  in  the 
pipeline. 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  would  mean  that  at 
least  75,000  more  men  would  have  to  be 
immediately  called  than  would  be  the 
case  if  it  stood  at  26  months.  It  would 
require  150,000  more  if  we  did  not  go 
from  21  to  26  months.  Those  are  the 
reasons  that  prompted  the  committee  to 
go  to  26  months  instead  of  21  months  or 
24  months.  Now  you  have  a  pool  of  so 
many  men,  and  the  longer  a  man  serves 
the  fewer  the  number  that  must  be  drawn 
from  the  pool. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEATING.  I  am  open-minded  on 
this  matter,  but  it  strikes  me  that  there 
would  be  some  advantage  in  drawing 
more  men  and  thus  equalizing  the  serv- 
ices 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  might  be,  but  it  is 
very  costly,  very  expensive,  because  if 
you  only  had  12  months  or  6  months  you 
would  get  more  people  trained,  but  you 
would  get  less  service  and  it  would  cost 
more  money. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  What  was  the  argu¬ 
ment  advanced  when  it  was  fixed  at  21 
months  as  it  is  now? 

Mr.  VINSON.  Well,  the  argument  ad¬ 
vanced  for  21  months  was  that  that  was 
about  the  best  we  could  get  at  that  time. 
The  bill  had  24  months  and  in  confer¬ 
ence  it  was  reduced  to  21  months.  I  am 
saying  to  you  right  now  it  is  not  going 
to  disturb  us,  but  it  is  going  to  cost  us 
more  money  than  any  other  one  item  in 
this  bill,  because  your  turn-over  is  so 
great.  You  are  constantly  drawing  them 
from  the  pool  and  putting  them  in  the 
service. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  When  it  was  made  21 
months  we  did  not  have  a  national  emer¬ 
gency. 


Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  And  since  that  time 
the  Government  has  been  confronted 
with  an  emergency. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  has  expired. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairmad, 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gentle¬ 
man  may  be  permitted  to  proceed  for  an 
additional  3  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  I  am  rather 
impressed  with  the  gentleman’s  great  in¬ 
terest  in  economy,  and  I  appreciate  it, 
but  I  am  hard-pressed  to  understand  how 
it  comes  that  a  plea  for  a  26  months’ 
term  of  service  can  be  made  by  the  same 
individual,  on  the  basis  of  economy,  who 
bi’ought  to  the  House  originally,  at  least, 
a  plan  to  train  all  young  Americans  for 
only  6  months.  That  would  be  a  more 
costly  program  than  this  one. 

Mr.  VINSON.  This  is  for  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces;  the  other  is  a  train¬ 
ing  program.  I  will  say  to  you  in  all 
sincerity,  if  this  Congress  will  adopt  the 
6  months’  training  program  it  will  en¬ 
able  the  armed  services  to  reduce  its 
standing  Army.  Instead  of  having  an 
annual  budget  of  $35,000,000,  it  will  be 
considerably  less. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Is  the  gentle¬ 
man  stating  to  the  House  that  our  Army 
will  be  reduced  before  the  present  na¬ 
tional  emergency  is  over? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course  not,  but  it 
will  enable  them  to  be  in  a  position  where 
even  if  an  emergency  does  exist  they  can 
reduce  it  because  they  have  some  re- 
servists 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Has  it  not  been 
the  gentleman’s  contention  and  argu¬ 
ment  that  if  universal  military  training 
is  adopted  and  becomes  effective  the  men 
who  are  now  being  drafted  under  his 
bill,  which,  if  the  provisions  stand  up, 
will  require  26  months  of  service,  will  be 
discharged  before  those  26  months  are 
up? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  would  say  the  Presi¬ 
dent  would  have  the  authority  under  the 
language  of  the  bill  to  do  that. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  The  President 
has  many  authorities  which  he  has  ex¬ 
ercised  only  in  part  or  not  exercised  at 
all,  or  properly,  in  the  opinion  of  many 
Americans. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  hope  you  will  not  re¬ 
duce  this  to  24  months.  If  you  do,  it 
means  it  will  cost  that  much  more,  and 
the  armed  services  will  lose  that  much 
more  service.  It  means  that  you  will 
just  have  to  draft  that  many  more  men 
from  home. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  The  chairman  of 
course,  and  all  of  us,  at  the  time  we  were 
drafting  this  legislation,  were  working 


on  the  basis  of  a  pool  of  1,200,000  men, 
having  in  mind  the  rotation  system.  No 
one  can  determine  whether  this  thing 
is  going  to  last  26  months  or  more.  An¬ 
other  thing,  when  we  asked  them  to  put 
600,000  back  into  the  pool  whom  they 
had  already  deferred  because  of  physical 
and  mental  disqualifications,  it  placed  us 
in  a  position  where  we  have  to  try  to 
get  these  Reserves  out  with  a  pool  of 
1,200,000  men.  If  you  cut  it  any  lower, 
you  could  not  do  it. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Would  the  gentleman 
be  kind  enough  to  tell  us  whether  in  his 
position  in  the  conference  committee, 
sticking  to  the  18y2-year-olds  as  against 
the  Senate’s  18-year-olds  will  be  joined 
with  a  26-month  provision  as  against  the 
Senate’s  24  months?  That  is  a  very 
important  point. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  am  going  to  fight  for 
18  V2  if  the  House  adopts  it  and  I  am 
going  to  fight  for  26  months  if  the  House 
adopts  it,  and  stay  there  until — what 
would  the  gentleman  from  Michigan 
say? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Until 
the  House  directs  otherwise. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment,  and  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  revise  and  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  10 
years  ago  the  executive  branch  at  the 
other  end  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
maneuvered  us  into  World  War  II.  The 
consequences  was  that  400,000  American 
boys  died  in  that  war  and  400,000  more 
American  boys  came  back  home  as  neu¬ 
ropsychiatric  cases,  a  form  of  living 
death.  The  national  debt  of  this  coun¬ 
try  went  up  $200,000,000,000. 

But  that  is  not  all.  The  announced 
purposes  of  that  war,  the  four  freedoms, 
went  down  the  sewer. 

The  Atlantic  Charter  went  into  the 
wastebasket. 

But  that  was  not  all.  The  great  dikes 
which  have  protected  Europe  and  Asia 
against  communism  were  destroyed  in 
that  war.  Germany  stood  for  a  thousand 
years  between  western  Christian  civili¬ 
zation  and  the  barbarians  of  the  East. 
By  unconditional  surrender,  American 
military  power  was  used  to  destroy  that 
dike.  The  blood  and  treasure  of  Ameri¬ 
ca  was  used  to  destroy  that  dike. 

In  Asia  Japan  stood  between  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Asia,  and  Japan  was  militarily 
and  industrially  and  geographically  able 
to  hold  the  dike  in  Asia  against  commu¬ 
nism. 

Who  destroyed  that  dike? 

Not  communism,  not  the  Russians,  but 
the  blood  and  treasure  of  American  boys 
was  used  to  destroy  that  dike.  The  mili- 
tary  might  of  America  was  used  to  de¬ 
stroy  that  dike.  But,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
is  not  all. 

After  the  war  ended  and  the  brave  pur¬ 
poses  had  gone  down  the  seweis,  moie 
billions  in  American  wealth  were  poured 
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Into  the  hands  of  Russia  and  Russian 
satellite  countries.  More  billions  of 
American  wealth  were  poured  into  so¬ 
cialistic  England,  which  now  seems  to 
control  our  foreign  policy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  what  tyrant-in  history 
has  sent  the  boys  of  his  country  further 
from  their  homes  to  die  in  vain  and  futile 
conflict  than  the  President  of  the  United 
States? 

This  bill  proposes  to  give  more  power 
to  the  other  end  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
to  the  people  who  are  responsible  for 
blunder  after  blunder  and  who  are  re¬ 
sponsible  for  western  Christian  civili¬ 
zation  being  in  more  peril  today  than  it 
ever  was  before.  The  dikes  against  com¬ 
munism  were  destroyed — not  by  the  Rus¬ 
sians,  not  by  the  Communists,  but  by  the 
policies  formulated  in  the  executive 
branch  cf  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try  expect  this  Congress  not  to  sur¬ 
render  more  power  into  these  blundering 
hands.  They  expect  this  Congress  to 
represent  the  people.  They  expect  the 
Congress  to  save  the  people  from  the 
blundering  hands  that  have  brought  the 
world  to  the  brink  of  chaos. 

Hence,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  support  this 
amendment  which  will  in  a  small  way  re¬ 
strict  in  a  small  way  the  power  in  the 
hands  of  those  at  the  other  end  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  I  am  in¬ 
terested,  after  hearing  the  gentleman’s 
speech,  to  learn  what  his  belief  is:  Do 
you  think  Germany  and  Japan  should 
have  won  World  War  II? 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  We  could  have  de¬ 
feated  Germany  and  Japan  in  World 
War  II,  if  we  had  to  insist  on  getting  into 
it,  without  destroying  those  dikes  com¬ 
pletely  by  unconditional  surrender. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  I  still  do 
not  have  an  answer  to  my  question.  Do 
you  think  the  United  States  or  Germany 
or  Japan  should  have  won  World  War 
II? 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  I  will  read  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  a  little  from  the  report  of  Gen. 
George  Marshall,  Chief  of  Staff,  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  on  September  1,  1945, 
about  that  war. 

Here  are  pertinent  excerpts  from  Gen¬ 
eral  Marshall’s  report: 

The  available  evidence  shows  that  Hitler's 
original  intent  was  to  create,  by  absorption 
of  Germanic  peoples  in  the  areas  contiguous 
to  Germany  and  by  the  strengthening  of  her 
new  frontiers,  a  greater  Reich  which  would 
dominate  Europe.  *  *  * 

*  *  *  No  evidence  has  yet  been  found 

that  the  German  High  Command  had  any 
over-all  strategic  plan.  *  *  * 

*  *  *  Nor  is  there  evidence  of  close  stra¬ 
tegic  coordination  between  Germany  and 
Japan. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  I  would 
still  like  to  have  an  answer  from  the 
gentleman  as  to  whether  or  not  he  fa¬ 
vored  Germany  and  Japan  winning  the 
war? 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  I  did  not  favor  get¬ 
ting  into  the  war. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 


this  amendment  close  in  10  minutes,  the 
committee  to  have  5  minutes  to  close  de¬ 
bate. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  does  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  he  needs  5  minutes  to  answer 
that  argument? 

’Mr.  VINSON.  No,  but  I  saw  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Nichol¬ 
son]  standing  and  I  thought  probably 
he  wanted  some  time. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Then 
why  not  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Nicholson]? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  modify 
my  request  to  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  all  debate  on  the  amendment  pend¬ 
ing  do  now  close. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  HAND.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Then  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  all  debate  close  in  10  min¬ 
utes,  the  last  5  minutes  to  be  reserved 
for  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Nicholson]  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
am  in  favor  of  this  amendment. 

If  we  are  in  a  national  emergency  we 
should  even  cut  it  more  than  that,  so 
that  anybody  who  is  sent  to  war  will 
have  at  least  some  experience.  I  have 
listened  to  a  great  many  queer  things ,'  it 
seems  to  me.  We  have  had  a  draft  bill 
since .  1947. 

It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  drafted  these 
boys  for  only  a  year  and  a  half  it  would 
be  sufficient. 

In  1917  a  great  many  of  us  saw  service. 
I  doubt  if  there  was  a  man  in  the  Army 
who  was  not  an  excellent  soldier  within 
a  year.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  we  won  the 
war  with  recruits,  with  men  who  were 
drafted,  and  in  a  little  less  than  a  year 
and  a  half  they  were  back  home.  If 
this  is  a  question  of  money,  that  is  one 
thing,  but  it  is  not  a  question  of  money. 
It  is  a  question  of  taking  a  boy  from  his 
family  for  21/4  years.  I  almost  laughed 
when  I  heard  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson],  for  whom  I 
have  the  greatest  admiration,  state  that 
their  actual  service  was  only  so  much. 
Their  service  is  2  years  and  6  months 
under  this  proposition.  All  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  trying  to  do  is  to  cut  it  down  2 
months.  These  boys  are  entitled  to  get 
an  education.  The  longer  you  keep  them 
away  from  it  the  less  opportunity  they 
will  have  to  get  it. 

As  for  myself  personally,  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  in  drafting  men  to  go  to  Korea  to 
fight  for  something  that  they  do  not 
know  anything  about,  or  anybody  else. 
I  object  to  sending  them  to  Europe  or 
anywhere  else,  unless  it  is  in  time  of  war. 
If  we  are  in  such  dire  straits  and  we  need 
all  these  things,  let  us  protect  our  own 
shores. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

(Mr.  SEELY-BROWN  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
it  will  take  me  90  seconds  to  say  what  I 
want  to  say.  It  is  time  for  the  Mac- 
Arthur  incident  to  be  treated  by  every¬ 
one  concerned  solely  from  the  standpoint 
of  our  national  interest.  Nobody  is 
more  sick  at  heart  than  I  over  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  recall  of  General  MacArthur.  I 
personally  believe  it  has  done  untold 
damage  to  our  country.  Also,  nobody  is 
more  disturbed  than  I  am  over  the  de¬ 
velopments  since  the  President’s  action 
was  announced,  because  too  many  are 
taking  political  sides  in  this  situation. 
The  one  person  who  can  present  General 
MacArthur’s  point  of  view  is  General 
MacArthur  himself,  and  the  attempts  of 
others  to  speak  for  him  can  only  be  dan¬ 
gerous  to  the  interests  of  our  country. 
Let  us  wait  until  we  can  hear  from  Mac¬ 
Arthur  himself  in  person. 

I  yield  back  the  remainder  of  my  time, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday]  is  recognized 
for  5  minutes. 

(Mr.  KILDAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  be¬ 
lieve  we  all  agree  that  one  reason  that 
we  have  to  raise  this  largp  military  force 
is  to  preserve  the  right  oi  the  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  and  others  of  like  mind 
to  make  a  speech  of  the  kind  that  he 
made  just  a  few  moments  ago.  I  was 
amazed  to  find  that  a  Member  of  the 
House  would  not  give  an  unequivocal 
answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  [Mr.  Smith]  as  to  whether  he  felt 
that  Germany  and  Japan  should  have 
won  the  war.  I  accept  that  as  an  indi¬ 
cation  of  the  type  of  hysteria  which  has 
seized  the  country.  Nevertheless,  it 
stands  as  amazing  when  a  Member  of 
this  House  is  not  willing  td  state  un¬ 
equivocally  who  he  feels  should  have 
won  the  war. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  For  an  answer,  yes; 
for  an  argument,  no. 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  For  an  explanation 
of  my  statement.  I  was  answering  the 
question  whether  or  not  we  should  have 
got  in  the  war.  So  far  as  winning  the 
war - 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  will  ask  the  question 
now  that  the  gentleman  from  Missis¬ 
sippi  asked:  Does  the  gentleman  now 
feel  that  Germany  and  Japan  should 
have  won  the  war? 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  The  answer  is  em¬ 
phatically  “No.” 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Why  did  you  not  say 
so?  _ 

Mr.  BUFFETT.  And  the  question 
was  an  insult.  If  the  question  was 
phrased  in  the  way  the  gentleman  put  it 
now,  I  misunderstood  it. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  gentleman  con¬ 
tends  that  he  misunderstood  him? 

Mr.  BUFF.TIT.  I  will  have  to  look  at 
the  Record.  Maybe  the  gentleman  never 
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misunderstands  another  person;  I  admit 
very  frankly  that  sometimes  I  do;  most 
people  do. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Perhaps  I  did  the  gen¬ 
tleman  an  injustice.  It  now  appears 
that  he  will  answer  no  question  unequiv¬ 
ocally. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  decline  to  yield  fur¬ 
ther. 

As  to  the  amendment  pending - 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  California.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  also  spoke  of  World  War  I.  I 
should  like  to  know  his  position  on  World 
War  I. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Now,  as  to  the  amend¬ 
ment;  the  amendment  would  reduce  the 
term  of  service  from  26  to  24  months. 
This  was  rather  thoroughly  discussed  in 
the  opening  portion  of  the  debate,  and  it 
was  pointed  out  then,  and  it  is  abund¬ 
antly  clear  now,  that  these  men  by  the 
very  provisions  of  the  bill  we  are  con¬ 
sidering  shall  have  4  months’  basic 
training  in  the  United  States,  its  Terri¬ 
tories,  and  possessions;  that  they  shall 
not  be  assigned  to  a  combat  zone  until 
they  have  had  6  months  of  training.  It 
is  also  clear  that  they  will  be  entitled 
to  approximately  1  month  of  leave, 
and  experience  shows  that  in  travel  and 
moving  from  stajtion  to  station  and  get¬ 
ting  to  their  outfits  and  things  of  that 
kind  it  consumes  on  the  average  two  ad¬ 
ditional  months;  so  by  retaining  it  at  26 
months  you'  can  only  anticipate  actual 
service  of  17  months  from  those  inducted 
under  the  provisions  of  the  act.  If  you 
reduce  it  two  aditional  months,  then  you 
are  down  to  15  months  of  actual  service 
under  the  provisions  of  the  act. 

I  personally  oppose  any  reduction  in 
the  period  of  training  of  6  months,  and 
I  am  sure  we  all  oppose  denying  these 
boys  a  leave  prior  to  departure  from  the 
country.  That  is  all  taken  into  consid¬ 
eration  in  the  26  months  of  service  which 
we  have  provided  in  this  bill. 

The  Senate  bill,  of  course,  does  provide 
for  24  months  of  service  and  goes  down 
to  18  years  of  age.  Those  are  matters, 
of  course,  which  must  go  to  conference 
and  should  go  to  conference  so  that  full 
discussion  may  be  had  as  to  the  reasons 
for  the  Senate  provision  of  24  months 
and  our  provision  of  26,  and  that  we 
can  bring  it  back  to  the  respective  Houses 
for  final  action. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  trust  the  provision 
wil  be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

All  time  on  the  amendment  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Michigan. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Shafer) 
there  were — ayes  60,  noes  126. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Poage:  Page 
30,  strike  out  all  of  line  10  through  17,  in¬ 
clusive,  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing  : 

“(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  over-all 
military  manpower  needs  of  the  United 


States  and  not  withstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law  any  person  whether  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  or  of  any  friendly  na¬ 
tion  and  any  national  of  Western  Germany 
or  Japan  who  meets  all  the  other  qualifica¬ 
tions  for  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  and  who  is  determined  by  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  to  be 
attached  to  the  principles  of  freedom  and 
democracy  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  volunteer  for  induction  for  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States. 

“The  terms  of  service  and  grade,  commis¬ 
sioned  or  enlisted,  for  persons  not  citizens  of 
the  United  States  and  accepted  for  enlist¬ 
ment  under  this  section  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  such  regulations  as  may  be  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President :  Provided,  however. 
That  no  such  person  not  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  given  a  grade  higher 
than  that  of  captain  or  its  equivalent. 

" Provided  further.  That  no  veterans’  bene¬ 
fits  as  now  or  as  may  be  hereafter  provided 
by  the  laws  of  the  United  States  shall  accrue 
to  any  enlistee  or  officer  not  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  and  accepted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section;  nor  shall  any  such 
enlistee  or  officer  acquire  any  special  rights 
or  preference  in  connection  with  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  United  States  citizenship  by  reason 
of  the  service  authorized  herein.” 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  make  a  point  of  order  against  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  upon  the  ground  that  it  in¬ 
directly  affects  the  naturalization  laws 
of  the  country  which  are  not  a  part  of 
the  pending  measure. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  desire  to  be  heard  on 
the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  will  reserve  the  point  of  order 
in  order  for  the  gentleman  to  state  his 
position. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  the 
same  amendment  as  was  offered  here 
yesterday.  I  do  not  care  for  the  gentle¬ 
man  to  reserve  his  point  of  order,  but 
I  would  like  to  make  a  statement  to  the 
chairman. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  of 
course,  we  did  not  make  a  point  of  order 
yesterday,  but  the  committee  rejected  it. 
Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  is  the  same  amend¬ 
ment  the  gentleman  offered  yesterday? 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right.  I  want 
to  be  heard  on  the  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will 
hear  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  simply  changes  the  provis¬ 
ions  under  which  persons  may  be  taken 
into  the  armed  services  of  the  United 
States.  The  bill  now  provides  that  with¬ 
in  certain  limits  persons  of  prescribed 
ages  shall  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
come  into  the  service  of  the  United 
States.  We  change  those  conditions  and 
one  of  the  limitations  we  impose  is  to 
say  that  no  one  shall  become  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States  simply  by  virtue 
of  this  act.  That  in  no  wise  changes  or 
any  manner  affects  the  present  immi¬ 
gration  laws  of  the  United  States  because 
there  is  no  immigration  law  of  the  United 
States  that  says  that  anyone  who  serves 
under  the  terms  of  this  bill  shall  or  shall 
not  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
I  submit,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  it  cannot 
possibly  affect  the  immigration  laws  of 
the  United  States  because  there  is  no 
law  of  the  United  States  that  relates  to 
the  matter. 


Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  am  not 
pressing  my  point  of  order  in  order  that 
the  gentleman  may  discuss  his  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  appreciate  the  gentle¬ 
men’s  forebearance  but  I  want  the  point 
of  order  decided  right  now.  If  you  gen¬ 
tlemen  do  not  want  to  face  this  issue,  I 
want  the  record  to  so  show. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  We  faced  the 
issue  on  yesterday. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Would  it  not  be  nec¬ 
essary  for  him  to  take  the  oath  of  al¬ 
legiance? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Yes;  he  would  have  to 
take  the  oath.- 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  What  kind  of  oath 
would  he  take,  not  being  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States? 

Mr.  POAGE.  He  would  take  the  same 
oath  that  any  citizen  takes  who  goes  into 
the  United  States  Army.  The  oath  that 
one  takes  when  he  goes  into  the  United 
States  Army  is  i  ot  a  citizenship  oath. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Would  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  be  kind  enough  to 
point  out  the  provision  in  the  pending 
amendment  which  he  thinks  definitely 
amends  other  existing  law? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Of  course,  I 
do  not  have  the  amendment  before  me. 
All  I  know  of  it  is  hearing  it  read  at  the 
Clerk’s  desk.  My  attention  was  arrested 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  amendent  which 
related  definitely  to  existing  citizenship 
and  other  laws. 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  submit,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  it  does  not  relate  to  existing  cit¬ 
izenship  laws. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  amendment 
presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
states : 

(2)  Within  the  limits  of  the  over-all  mil¬ 
itary  manpower  needs  of  the  United  States, 
and  notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of 
law,  any  person,  whether  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  or  any  friendly  nation,  and 
any  national  of  Western  Germany  or  Japan 
who  meets  all  other  qualifications  for  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
and  who  is  determined  by  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  to  be  attached  to  the 
principles  of  freedom  and  democracy,  shall 
be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for 
induction  for  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States. 

The  Chair  would  inquire  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  if  he  thinks  there  is 
anything  up  to  that  point  that  would 
not  be  germane  to  the  pending  bill. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Certainly, 
if  the  Chairman,  having  the  amendment 
in  his  hands,  cannot  find  anything  that 
is  subject  to  a  point  of  order,  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  do  so. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  in¬ 
clined  to  think  that  on  the  face  of  the 
amendment,  as  it  appears,  it  would  be 
germane  to  the  pending  bill,  and  over¬ 
rules  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is 
the  same  amendment  that  a  few  of  you 
voted  down  on  yesterday  after  the  com¬ 
mittee  limited  debate  to  two  5-minute 
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speeches.  I  think  that  any  proposal  to 
save  American  boys  and  American  dollars 
is  worthy  of  more  discussion.  This  is  the 
same  amendment  that  I  have  discussed 
before  this  House  on  several  occasions. 

The  whole  issue  is.  Are  you  willing  to 
use  all  of  the  resources  to  secure  all  of 
the  men  we  need  in  our  Armed  Forces  to 
carry  on  our  global  defense,  or  are  you 
convinced  that  you  must  place  the  entire 
burden  of  the  world  on  the  shoulders  of 
American  boys?  Are  you  willing  to  pay 
the  salaries  of  those  who  would  volun¬ 
teer  from  other  lands  to  serve  in  this 
world-wide  defense  effort  or  do  you  pre¬ 
fer  to  go  out  and  grab  some  American 
boy  by  the  nape  of  the  neck  and  force 
him  to  serve  against  his  will  and  possibly 
to  the  injury  of  our  domestic  economy? 

I  want  the  members  of  this  committee 
to  understand  the  question  this  amend¬ 
ment  puts  before  us.  I  do  not  want  any¬ 
body  to  hide  out  behind  the  proposition, 
“How  will  you  make  citizens  out  of  these 
people?”  The  bill  does  not  make  citi¬ 
zens  out  of  anyone.  It  does  not  use 
American  citizenship  as  a  bribe.  It  sim¬ 
ply  says  that  if  a  man  in  Germany  for 
example  wants  to  serve  in  the  United 
States  Army,  to  stand  with  the  forces  of 
freedom  between  his  own  German  home 
and  the  forces  of  dictatorship,  that  we 
will  give  him  the  opportunity  to  do  so. 
It  says  that  if  we  can  recruit  a  man  from 
Tokyo  and  put  a  gun  over  his  shoulder 
and  get  him  to  go  over  and  do  some  of 
the  fighting  in  Korea  instead  of  sending 
a  boy  from  St.  Louis,  then  by  this  amend¬ 
ment,  we  offer  him  the  opportunity  to 
do  so. 

It  means  that  we  give  you  a  practical 
means  of  using  the  manpower  now  in  the 
Nationalist  Army  of  China.  It  gives  the 
Army  an  opportunity  to  work  out  a 
method  of  using  these  men  under  the 
American  flag,  where  they  would  take 
orders  from  our  own  military  command¬ 
ers;  where  we  would  avoid  the  dangers 
that  so  many  see  in  depending  on  foreign 
leadership.  It  simply  says  that  the 
United  States  of  America  is  going  to  com¬ 
mand  those  who  fight  at  our  expense 
over  the  far-flung  battlefields  of  this 
world. 

It  leaves  all  the  details  to  this  Govern¬ 
ment.  In  fact,  it  lets  the  Armed  Forces 
themselves  decide  on  the  qualifications 
of  those  who  would  enlist  and  on  the 
conditions  of  their  service.  It  simply 
proclaims  the  policy  of  using  everybody 
we  can.  It  even  leaves  it  in  the  power  of 
the  conference  committee  to  make 
changes  and  improvements  in  the  details. 
Is  the  Armed  Services  Committee  afraid 
of  itself? 

I  call  the  chairman’s  attention  to  the 
great  speech  he  made  on  economy  a  while 
ago.  I  know  the  chairman  will  be  fair 
enough  to  realize  that  you  can  maintain 
a  division  of  German  nationals  in  Ger¬ 
many  as  a  part  of  the  American  Army 
more  cheaply  than  you  can  maintain  a 
division  of  American  boys  in  Germany 
under  the  American  flag.  You  can 
strengthen  the  economy  of  every  one  of 
the  countries  from  which  we  enlist  men 
by  carrying  this  program  into  effect.  If 
you  would  but  employ  some  of  these  Ger¬ 
mans  in  the  American  Army,  you  would 


not  have  to  be  sending  so  much  money 
and  economic  aid  to  Germany.  For 
every  dollar  that  you  spend  in  paying  the 
salary  of  a  German  national  who  you 
keep  in  Germany  it  will  put  a  dollar  into 
the  economy  of  Germany,  just  as  truly  as 
if  you  sent  it  as  a  gift.  Every  time  you 
spend  a  dollar  under  this  amendment 
you  can  withdraw  a  dollar  from  the  eco¬ 
nomic  support  you  give  to  the  countries 
in  which  you  pay  the  soldier.  If  you 
Want  to  save  for  the  American  taxpayers 
millions  of  dollars,  if  you  want  to  save 
the  lives  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
American  boys,  I  cannot  see  how  you  can 
conscientiously  say  that  you  are  not  go¬ 
ing  to  give  consideration  to  passing  this 
amendment  this  afternoon. 

.  I  know  the  chairman  is  going  to  tell 
you  that  they  had  General  Eisenhower 
before  the  committee  and  he  said  he  was 
no*  in  favor  of  a  Hessian  Army.  I  hope 
the  chairman  will  tell  you  why  General 
Eisenhower  said  he  was  not  in  favor  of 
it.  I  hope  those  who  object  to  this  will 
tell  you  why,  rather  than  simply  hiding 
behind  some  high-sounding  words  to  the 
effect  that  “we  do  not  want  a  Hessian 
Army,”  that  we  do  not  want  any  mer¬ 
cenary  troops  in  the  United  States  Army. 
Why  do  you  not  want  them  in  the  Army? 
Do  you  not  want  to  do  everything  you 
can  to  avoid  bringing  back  any  more 
caskets  with  American  flags  over  them 
than  we  have  to?  Are  your  feelings  so 
strong  against  what  you  may  con¬ 
sider  an  undignified  position  for  the  mil¬ 
itary  commanders  of  our  country  that 
you  would  rather  return  caskets  than  to 
provide  for  the  us^of  foreign  troops?  If 
any  of  you  feel  so  strongly  or  have  such 
a  pride  in  our  100-percent  American 
forces  you  might  consider  an  amendment 
to  this  bill  which  would  allow  Congress¬ 
men  to  volunteer  regardless  of  age  or 
physical  fitness. 

How  can  you  object  to  allowing  any¬ 
one  who  will  to  join  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  peace  of  the  world,  a  job  of  pro¬ 
tecting  their  own  homes  as  well  as  our 
homes? 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  FOAGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Florida. 

Mr.  SIKES.  As  I  recall  the  newspaper 
comment  on  General  Eisenhower’s  state¬ 
ment,  it  was  that  he  does  not  want  a  rag¬ 
tag  of  mercenaries.  He  did  not  say  he 
did  not  want  foreign  nationals  enlisted 
to  serve  under  our  flag.  May  I  point  out 
that  this  matter  already  has  been  favor¬ 
ably  acted  on  in  the  other  body.  It  is 
a  part  of  their  bill. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Under  this  amendment 
we  do  not  ask  that  you  force  any  man 
into  the  service  of  the  United  States. 
We  say,  “Give  any  man  a  chance  to  serve 
if  he  wants  to.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  close  in  25  minutes,  the 
last  5  minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  com¬ 
mittee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 

Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  SadlakI. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Chairman,  inas¬ 
much  as  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
would  not  yield  to  me,  I  desire  to  ask 
him  a  question  in  regard  to  the  proposal 
he  has  made.  I  do  that  because,  while 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Walter]  had  proposed  an  amendment 
here  this  morning,  I  was  in  my  office 
checking  the  code  and  statutes  working 
on  an  amendment  along  the  same  lines. 
They  do  differ  somewhat,  but  I  will  not 
take  the  time  to  discuss  that  at  this  par¬ 
ticular  time. 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Poage]  what  does  he  say 
about  the  aliens  or  noncitizens  who  have 
already  been  inducted  into  the  armed 
services  or  have  volunteered  their  serv¬ 
ices  and  are  now  fighting  in  the  uniform 
of  the  United  States  in  Korea.  Would 
he  deny  citizenship  to  them? 

Mr.  POAGE.  My  amendment  does  not 
say  anything  about  them.  This  would 
not  change  their  status  one  way  or  the 
other.  They  retain  any  rights  that  they 
may  have  acquired.  I  simply  say  that 
if  a  man  comes  in  under  provision,  it 
does  not  give  him  any  special  rights. 
That  is  all  the  amendment  says. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  May  I  ask  the  gentle¬ 
man,  would  he  have  any  objection  to  a 
proposal  that  those  now  serving  in  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  in  our  uni¬ 
form,  and  who  had  come  legally  to  the 
United  States  and  who  had  been  in¬ 
ducted  or  volunteered,  should  be  granted 
immediately  the  privilege  of  United 
States  citizenship? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  would  not  deny  them 
any  privileges  that  they  have  under  the 
present  law.  This  would  give  them 
every  privilege  that  they  now  have.  It 
neither  adds  nor  detracts  from  their 
present  rights. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  There  is  no  privilege 
given  under  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
because  the  law  granting  expeditious 
citizenship  to  those  serving  in  the 
Armed  Forces  expired  on  December  31, 
1946,  and  therefore  there  is  no  way  in 
which  he  can  obtain  citizenship  now 
earlier  than  waiting  the  period  of  5 
years. 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right,  but  the 
situation  is  in  nowise  altered  by  this 
proposal. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Arkansas 
[Mr.  Tackett]. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
merely  have  a  couple  of  observations  to 
contribute.  The  very  argument  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Texas  in  seeking 
to  have  his  proposal  adopted,  would  be 
answered  by  merely  hiring  these  vari¬ 
ous  foreigners  to  fight  for  the  United 
States  Government.  I  cannot  see  any 
reason  for  bringing  them  into  the  United 
States  armed  service  to  be  classified  as 
American  boys  if  we  merely  want  their 
assistance  to  prevent  young  men  in  this 
country  from  having  to  serve  in  the  Army 
during  the  time  of  emergency.  We  can 
hire  those  foreign  soldiers  as  cheap  as  we 
would  need  to  pay  them  to  become  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  States  Army,  I  think 
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it  would  be  more  logical  to  hire  foreign¬ 
ers  to  fight  for  us  than  to  hire  them  to 
become  members  of  our  Army  to  there¬ 
after  be  treated  as  United  States  veter¬ 
ans  of  the  United  States  armed  services. 

Mr.  CLEMENTE.  And  if  they  were 
brought  into  the  Armed  Forces,  they 
would  be  entitled  to  compensation  for 
injuries  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Yes;  we  will  save 
money  by  hiring  foreigners  to  fight  for 
us  rather  than  hiring  them  to  become  a 
part  of  us.  Even  though  this  proposal 
would  not  classify  these  foreigners  for 
veteran  benefits,  a  later  Congress  will 
be  duty  bound  to  treat  such  foreign  vet¬ 
erans  the  same  as  veteran  citizens  of 
this  country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Rogers]. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  want  to  answer  the  statement  of 
the  gentleman  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
Tackett],  which  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Poage]  did  not  answer,  and 
that  is  to  say  that  the  Poage  amendment 
expressly  provides  against  the  payment 
of  veterans’  benefits  to  foreign  nationals 
who  are  taken  into  the  United  States 
Army  under  this  amendment.  This 
amendment,  Mr.  Chairman,  provides  the 
means  to  answer  that  question  which  is 
being  asked  all  over  the  United  States  of 
America  today.  The  people  are  wonder¬ 
ing  why  the  nationals  of  other  countries 
are  not  being  used,  and  you  know  as  well 
as  I  do  that  we  are  now  feeling  earth- 
shaking  tremors  because  that  question 
has  not  been  answered. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TACKETT.  I  would  also  favor 
legislation  which  would  allow  us  to  hire 
soldiers  to  fight  for  the  United  States, 
but  do  you  not  know  that  the  next  Con¬ 
gress  that  comes  here  after  some  of 
these  fellows  are  injured  or  wounded  in 
action  will  pass  legislation  giving  them 
the  same  benefits  as  soldiers  of  the 
United  States  Government? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Texas.  I  cannot  say 
what  some  other  Congress  may  do  and  I 
cannot  be  responsible  for  that.  I  do 
want  to  say  this  about  the  mercenary 
question.  I  have  asked  the  military  men 
about  that  and  everytime  I  have  asked 
the  question  they  have  told  me  that  the 
United  States  Army  does  not  want  mer¬ 
cenaries.  They  say  that  mercenary  sol¬ 
diers  are  no  good.  I  will  grant  that  and 
go  a  step  further.  Mercenary  citizens 
are  no  good.  That  has  nothing  to  do 
with  this  amendment  because  foreign 
nationals  who  will  be  taken  into  the 
Army  under  this  amendment  will  be 
joining  a  force  that  is  dedicated  to  the 
destruction  of  communism,  the  common 
enemy  of  all  free  peoples.  Therefore,  I 
submit  that  such  foreign  nationals 
would  not  stand  in  the  status  of  merce¬ 
naries.  These  foreign  nationals  who  pro¬ 
fess  to  want  freedom  and  to  fight  com¬ 
munism  will  .be  given  the  opportunity 
under  this  amendment  to  do  something 
besides  talk,  and  they  will  have  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  be  paid  for  it.  It  is  their 
countries  which  are  primarily  being 


overrun  and  if  they  want  to  fight  to  stop 
the  tide,  now  is  the  time  to  put  them 
to  the  test.  People  have  asked  over  and 
over  why  the  Chinese  Nationalists  have 
not  been  used.  This  amendment  will 
permit  the  induction  of  as  many  of  the 
Chinese  Nationalists  who  want  to  come 
into  the  United  States  Army  and  I  want 
to  see  the  opportunity  afforded  them  to 
show  how  sincere  they  are  in  their  pro¬ 
fessed  desire  to  fight  communism.  This 
country  has  furnished  the  materials  and 
the  guns  to  the  other  free  nations  of 
this  world,  and  it  is  high  time  that  we 
let  those  countries  furnish  some  of  the 
men  to  pull  the  triggers  on  those  guns. 
We  cannot  continue  to  pay  the  bill  and 
in  addition  to  furnish  the  manpower. 
This  amendment  will  permit  these  for¬ 
eign  nationals  to  be  under  the  control 
of  American  officers,  where  they  should 
be.  You  Members  who  have  stood  on 
this  floor  and  spoken  so  eloquently  and 
so  exhaustively  espousing  the  use  of  Chi¬ 
nese  Nationalists  have  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  the  opportunity  to  realize  what 
you  have  said  you  want.  I  want  the  Chi¬ 
nese  Nationalists  used  and  that  is  why 
I  am  going  to  vote  for  this  amendment, 
and  I  think  that  if  you  are  sincere  in 
what  you  have  been  saying,  you  ought 
to  vote  for  the  amendment,  too.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  urge  the  adoption  of  this 
amendment. 

[Mr.  WERDEL  addressed  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  His  remarks  will  appear  here¬ 
after  in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  California  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Jenkins]  is  recognized. 

(Mr.  JENKINS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  JENKINS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ex¬ 
pect  to  support  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment.  Plowever,  I  rose  primarily  to 
stress  the  fact  that  the  legislation  that 
we  are  presently  considering  is  of  the 
greatest  possible  interest  to  all  classes  of 
our  people.  There  is  no  doubt  that  every 
Member  of  Congress  agrees  with  me  that 
this  legislation  is  of  tremendous  interest 
to  home  folks  of  all  classes.  This  fact 
was  most  forcefully  brought  out  by  one 
of  my  colleagues,  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Ayres]  .  Having  served  in  the 
last  war  with  an  outfit  in  which  there 
were  many  boys  of  about  18  years  of  age, 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Ayres! 
would  naturally  know  the  interest  of  these 
young  men  who  are  now  in  a  very  uncer¬ 
tain  attitude.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Ayres]  held  a  number  of  meetings 
which  were  attended  by  many  high- 
school  boys  and  also  by  high-school 
girls  and  their  parents.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Ayres!  comes 
from  the  large  city  of  Akron,  Ohio,  and 
his  audiences  were  very  representative. 
He  threw  the  meetings  open  so  that  the 
boys  could  express  their  views.  These 
meetings  claimed  the  attention  of  many 
people.  Life  magazine  took  an  interest 
in  the  meetings  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Ayres!  and  took  many  pic¬ 
tures  which  graphically  depict  the  great 
interest  shown  in  these  meetings.  The 


current  issue  of  this  magazine  will  be 
interesting  to  you.  I  recommend  that 
you  read  this  magazine  and  look  at  the 
pictures.  I  compliment  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Ayres]  on  his  great  idea 
and  of  the  success  of  his  meetings. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Bray!  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BRAY.  As  for  the  theory  that  it 
is  against  our  Government’s  policies  for 
aliens  to  serve  in  American  armies,  that 
is  entirely  in  error.  To  my  personal 
knowledge,  I  remember  both  Chinese  and 
Korean  aliens  serving  in  the  American 
Army.  I  know  nothing  as  to  their  num¬ 
bers,  but  any  such  objection  to  letting 
them  go  into  the  armed  services  is 
entirely  erroneous. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Miller]  is  recognized. 

(Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  use  these  individuals  from 
other  countries  to  fight  on  our  side  if 
they  are  willing  to  fight. 

Recently  I  was  disappointed  when  we 
learned  that  some  150,000  South  Kore¬ 
ans  were  sent  home  and  not  allowed  to 
fight.  I  never  could  understand  why  the 
South  Koreans  should  not  be  permitted 
to  fight.  There  is  another  300,000  Kore¬ 
ans  who  are  anxious  to  fight.  Instead  of 
sending  our  18-year-old  boys  to  fight 
their  battles  for  them,  we  should  let 
them,  we  should  let  them  do  the  fight¬ 
ing. 

This  amendment  has  a  great  deal  of 
merit.  I  hope  you  will  give  it  earnest 
consideration.  This  country  can  use  the 
services  of  our  friends  from  other  coun¬ 
tries.  The  committee  should  adopt  this 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAJNL  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Miller] 
has  expired. 

The  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  with 
reference  to  the  idea  of  using  troops 
other  than  from  our  own  country,  I  have 
not  been  hostile  to  that  idea.  As  a  mat¬ 
ter  of  fact,  I  have  made  speeches  in  be¬ 
half  of  it;  but  I  have  examined  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage]  and  I  think  it 
is  in  very  poor  form.  It  will  give  us  a 
great  deal  of  trouble.  In  the  first  place, 
the  amendment  strikes  out  a  part  of  the 
bill  which  permits  voluntary  inductions 
of  men  into  our  own  service.  I  do  not 
think  that  part  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  amendment  spe¬ 
cifically  allows  any  American  citizen  to 
enlist;  it  includes  those  boys  stricken 
out. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  But  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  on  page  30  strikes  out  lines 
10  to  17. 
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Mr.  POAGE.  And  inserts  the  provi¬ 
sion  whereby  all  those  boys  can  come  in. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  gentleman  can 
explain  that  in  his  own  time.  I  am  not 
convinced  that  it  does. 

Another  thing  that  I  find  objection¬ 
able:  I  like  the  thought  of  the  Philip¬ 
pine  Constabulary.  If  his  amendment 
contained  a  provision  something  along 
the  line  of  the  Philippine  Constabulary 
which  could  be  handled  as  a  separate  or¬ 
ganization,  not  a  part  of  the  Army,  I 
think  maybe  it  would  have  serious 
merit.  But  when  you  come  to  take  in  a 
large  body  of  troops  made  up  of  diverse 
nationalities  I  doubt  the  wisdom  of  do¬ 
ing  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  think  the  proponents  of  this  pro¬ 
posal  have  not  thought  through  this 
problem  to  its  full  conclusion.  This  is 
not  a  new  matter  for  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee:  we  gave  consideration 
to  that  problem  a  year  or  so  ago  and 
eventually  authorized  a  bill  which  even¬ 
tually  became  legislation  approving  an 
over-all  total  of  2,500  foreigners  to  be 
in  our  Armed  Forces. 

One  of  the  main  difficulties  of  accept¬ 
ing  this  kind  of  proposal  is  that  the  first 
thing  we  would  have  to  do  would  be  to 
spend  about  2  years  teaching  these  aliens 
the  English  language  so  they  would 
know  that  when  they  got  the  order  to 
charge  they  would  charge  instead  of  re¬ 
treating.  That  is  just  one  of  the  many 
problems  entailed  in  bringing  large 
numbers  of  foreigners  into  the  Army  to 
wear  the  uniform  of  the  United  States. 

My  other  criticism  of  the  amendment 
is  that  while  we  ostensibly  welcome  these 
people  with  open  arms  to  fight  with  us 
we  deny  to  them  the  financial  benefits 
that  other  veterans  enjoy.  To  me  that 
is  not  right:  to  me  that  is  rather  shabby, 
cheap  treatment  accorded  to  a  person 
who  is  willing  to  accept  the  risks  of  serv¬ 
ice  in  our  Army. 

Another  objectionable  feature  is  the 
limitation  that  no  matter  how  brilliant 
the  foreigner  may  be  he  may  not  rise 
above  the  rank  of  captain.  What  sort 
of  treatment  is  that?  In  effect  we  say 
to  them  you  can  come  in  and  do  the  dirty 
work  but  none  of  you  can  hope  to  pro¬ 
gress  and  get  ahead.  These  are  just 
some  of  the  problems  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  poses.  Its  objective  is  quite  all 
right.  The  committee  has  recognized 
the  value  of  the  proposal  in  times  past 
and  has  reported  appropriate  legisla¬ 
tion  with  that  end  in  view,  but  this 
amendment  has  been  poorly  drafted  and 
will  defeat  its  own  gqod  purpose. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Durham]  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  DURHAM.  Mr.  Chairman,  to  me 
this  proposition  proposed  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  like  having  a  man  serve  two 
masters.  A  man  will  necessarily  have  to 
take  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  United 
States. 

This  has  also  been  tried,  if  you  will 
read  history;  it  was  tried  by  the  English. 
The  Hessians  ran  off  and  left  them  at  a 
very  critical  time. 

I  think  that  a  plan  can  be  devised,  and 
I  am  in  favor  of  it,  of  trying  to  use  all  of 


the  personnel  we  can  possibly  secure; 
there  is  certainly  a  proper  place  and  a 
proper  time  to  use  it,  but  not  in  this 
proposal.  In  my  opinion  it  would  be 
disastrous  to  morale  and  it  would  be  a 
positive  hindrance  and  in  my  opinion 
to  operations  of  a  successful  campaign 
in  any  theater  of  war.  Then  the  com¬ 
plications  after  a  war  such  as  citizen¬ 
ship  and  benefits  of  many  kinds. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Sikes]  is  recognized. 

(Mr.  SIKES  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  SIKES.  Mr.  Chairman,  no  major 
or  insurmountable  difficulties  have  been 
raised  in  connection  with  this  question, 
no  difficulty  that  cannot  be  surmounted 
by  military  discipline  and  by  the  terms 
under  which  these  men  are  enlisted. 

My  friend  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Durham]  referred  to  the 
Hessians. 

The  Hessians  did  not  enlist  in  the 
British  Army;  they  were  sold  into  serv¬ 
ice.  On  the  crther  hand,  the  French  For¬ 
eign  Legion  is  an  example  of  a  workable 
system  of  enlisting  foreign  nationals. 
They  apparently  do  not  have  serious  lan¬ 
guage  or  other  difficulties.  For  a  few 
cents  a  day  the  French  get  all  the  for¬ 
eign  nationals  they  want  for  their  Army ; 
and  they  are  depending  on  those  foreign 
nationals,  mostly  German  citizens,  to 
save  Indochina  for  them  today. 

Adoption  of  this  provision  means  less 
disruption  of  American  homes,  less  in¬ 
terference  with  careers  and  schooling, 
because  it  will  lessen  materially  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  service  by  our  own  peo¬ 
ple.  It  certainly  provides  additional 
opportunity  to  spread  the  teachings  of 
Americanism. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  not  offered  as 
a  joke.  It  provides  an  opportunity  to 
save  American  manpower.  That  is  not  a 
joke.  It  provides  an  opportunity  to  save 
American  lives.  That  is  not  a  joke.  It 
provides  an  opportunity  to  save  money. 
That  is  not  a  joke,  either. 

There  should  be  no  question  about 
this.  It  is  already  in  the  Senate  bill 
and  any  difficulties  in  language  may  be 
worked  out  in  conference  between  the 
two  bodies.  We  do  not  offer  these  peo¬ 
ple  much  in  return  for  their  help  in 
world  defense,  no  veterans’  benefits,  no 
citizenship.  But  it  is  a  known  fact  that 
many  foreign  nationals  want  to  enlist 
in  our  forces.  We  will  be  able  to  get  all 
of  them  that  we  want  to  use. 

We  seek  to  tap  an  almost  unlimited 
source  of  trained  manpower.  They  in¬ 
clude  some  of  the  best  soldiers  in  the 
world.  This  proposal  would  avoid  send¬ 
ing  some  American  boys  to  far  corners 
of  the  world  at  considerable  cost,  if  you 
please,  and  at  a  considerable  loss  of 
time. 

It  is  well  known  that  we  must  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  defend  much  of  the  world.  I 
think  we  should  get  all  the  help  we  can. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  agreed 
to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
committee  overwhelmingly  rejected  this 
amendment  after  debate  yesterday.  I 


certainly  hope  the  time  has  not  come 
when  America’s  battles  will  have  to  be 
fought  by  going  out  and  trying  to  hire 
foreign  nationals  in  our  ranks.  There 
would  be  one,  two,  or  three  companies 
or  regiments  of  this  race,  and  one,  two, 
or  three  regiments  of  that  race.  There 
would  be  just  as  much  confusion  as  there 
is  going  on  up  in  the  United  Nations 
right  now.  You  can  see  what  that  is 
getting  us  into. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Vinson) 
there  were — ayes  56,  noes  121. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  balance  of 
the  bill  be  considered  as  read,  that  it  be 
printed  in  the  Record  at  this  point,  and 
that  the  entire  bill  be  open  to  amend¬ 
ment  at  any  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  request  will  not  foreclose  the  of¬ 
fering  of  any  further  amendments  to 
the  first  section  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  it  will  not.  It 
opens  the  whole  bill  for  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  balance  of  the  bill  follows: 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  act  of  July  27, 
1950  (ch.  501  of  the  laws  of  the  81st  Cong., 
2d  sess.),  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out 
the  words  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  “July  1,  1952”  and  by  add¬ 
ing  at  the  end  of  said  section  a  new  sentence 
as  follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has 
been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for  12 
months  pursuant  to  this  act  shall  have  his 
enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  pe¬ 
riod  of  time  under  this  act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  act  of  September  9, 
1950  (64  Stat.  828),  is  amended  by  striking 
out  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  “July  1,  1953.” 

Sec.  3.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  act 
the  period  of  active  service  for  any  category 
of  persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period 
of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons 
in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in 
the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  amendatory  act,  except  members 
of  the  reserve  components. 

Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  title,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  male 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other 
male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or 
any  subsequent  registration,  is  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  26,  to  present  himself  for  and 
submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or  times 
and  place  or  places,  and  in  such  manner,  as 
shall  be  determined  by  proclamation  of  the 
President  and  by  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  hereunder:  Provided,  That  persons 
required  to  register  pursuant  to  this  section 
shall,  at  the  time  of  such  registration,  be 
accorded  the  right  to  express  a  written  pref¬ 
erence  to  discharge  their  obligation  for  train¬ 
ing  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
or  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
in  units  which  are  segregated  as  to  race. 
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which  preference  shall  govern  any  future  as¬ 
signment  of  such  persons,  for  training  or 
training  and  service,  insofar  as  military 
necessity  may  permit.” 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  the 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circum¬ 
stances  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the 
remainder  of  the  act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951 
Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act.” 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Price:  Page  53, 
line  19,  after  the  word  “hereunder”,  strike 
out  the  colon,  Insert  a  period,  and  strike  out 
the  remainder  of  the  language  in  the  section. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  Price  amendment  ad  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  JAVTTS.  Mr.  Chairman,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  a$,I  recall,  yesterday 
we  discussed  this  thing  for  about  an 
hour.  It  -was  hotly  contested  and  closely 
divided.  May  I  suggest  the  gentleman 
give  us  20  minutes,  because  I  think  there 
are  Members  who  want  to  speak  on  it 
who  do  not  happen  to  be  here  at  this 
time. 

Mr.  VTNSON.  I  suggest  that  the  de¬ 
bate  be  limited  to  10  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  HOLEFIELD.  I  object,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this,  of 
course,  is  the  identical  amendment 
which  was  adopted  yesterday  to  strike 
from  the  Barden  substitute  the  segrega¬ 
tion  language  contained  therein.  With 
the  rejection  of  the  Barden  substitute 
it  becomes  necessary  to  amend  the  bill 
now  under  consideration  to  accomplish 
what  the  membership  of  this  House  in¬ 
dicated  it  desired  to  do  when  by  a  vote 
of  178  to  126  it  eliminated  the  segrega¬ 
tion  provision. 

There  is  no  need  for  extended  debate 
on  this  amendment  today  as  I  believe 
it  was  fully  explained  in  the  2  hours 
it  was  under  discussion  on  yesterday. 
I  propose  at  this  time  to  very  briefly 
reiterate  the  arguments  which  I  pre¬ 
sented  then  in  support  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  in  order  to  refresh  the  minds  of 
the  Members  as  to  the  importance  of 
striking  from  the  bill  the  present 
language. 

For  the  purpose  of  clarification — my 
amendment  will  strike  from  the  bill  the 
proviso  on  page  53  beginning  on  line 
19,  which  in  effect  calls  for  segregation 
under  the  law.  In  my  opinion  and  in 
the  opinion  of  the  armed  services  the 
provision  is  administratively  unwork¬ 
able.  The  Department  of  Defense  has 
indicated  its  opposition  when  similar 
provisions  were  offered  to  previous  bills. 

As  I  said  yesterday  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  have  in  the  past  5 


years  made  progress  away  from  racial 
segregation.  The  Air  Force  and  the 
Navy  today  have  a  policy  of  nonsegre¬ 
gation  throughout  the  services.  The 
morale  and  efficiency  of  the  troops  have 
been  improved  as  a  result.  No  incidents 
have  occurred  to  warrant  a  reversal  of 
this  trend. 

Negro  and  white  soldiers  are  fighting 
in  the  far  corners* of  the  world  and  they 
appreciate  each  other  as  United  States 
citizens  with  equal  responsibilities  as 
well  as  equal  rights.  There  is  no  room 
for  second-degree  American  citizen¬ 
ship  among  our  fighting  forces  in 
Korea — and  there  is  no  room  for  sec¬ 
ondary  citizenship  anywhere  in  this 
great  Nation — the  Armed  Forces  in¬ 
cluded. 

Both  great  political  parties  recognize 
this.  In  their  party  platforms  in  1948 
both  pledged  their  efforts  in  opposition 
to  the  idea  of  racial  segregation  in  the 
armed  services  of  the  United  States. 

Those  entusted  with  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  directing  our  Military  Establish¬ 
ment  believe  that  the  adoption  of  a  pro¬ 
vision — such  as  now  contained  in  the 
bill — giving  men  the  right  to  choose 
whether  they  wish  to  serve  in  segregated 
units  and  making  it  mandatory  on  the 
Armed  Forces  to  carry  out  that  choice, 
except  where  military  necessity  forbids, 
would  interfere  substantially  with  the 
efficient  fulfillment  by  the  services  of 
their  military  missions. 

Since  there  are  no  segregated  units  in 
the  Navy  or  Air  Force  it  would  necessi¬ 
tate  a  major  reorganization  of  both  of 
these  services  to  provide  opportunities 
for  segregation  in  training  or  in  subse¬ 
quent  service  assignment.  Both  services 
would  be  severely  limited  in  their  free¬ 
dom  to  assign  personnel  where  they 
could  be  used  most  effectively  if  such 
a  requirement  were  written  into  law. 

In  the  Army  there  are  no  segregated 
training  divisions  to  which  men  could  be 
sent.  Outside  the  training  divisions, 
where  segregated  Army  units  do  exist, 
the  proposed  amendment  would  take 
control  over  assignment  away  from  the 
Army  and  give  it  to  the  individual.  Com¬ 
manding  officers  would  not  be  able  to 
assign  men  where  they  were  needed  most 
but  would  be  compelled  to  send  them  to 
segregated  units  unless  they  could  find 
some  imperative  military  reason  for  do¬ 
ing  otherwise.  Every  assignment  made 
contrary  to  a  man’s  expressed  wish  would 
open  up  the  prospect  of  disaffection, 
increased  racial  tension,  appeals  to 
higher  authority  and  lawsuits. 

Special  difficulties  would  attend  the 
assignment  of  men  possessing  critically 
needed  skills.  These  assignments  must 
be  made  on  the  basis  of  qualifications, 
rather  than  color.  Failure  to  follow  this 
practice  would  complicate  the  operating 
problems  of  military  units. 

Difficulties  could  also  arise  from'  the 
necessity  for  respecting  the  desire  of  men 
from  relatively  small  racial  groups  to  be 
in  segregated  units  of  their  own.  It 
would  be  hard  to  concentrate  Malayans 
or  Mongolians,  for  example,  in  special 
groups  if  they  expressed  a  wish  for  such 
treatment. 

The  net  effect  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  would  be  to  impair  the  flexibility 
of  military  assignment,  with  consequent 


great  loss  in  the  operating  efficiency  of 
the  armed  services. 

Mr.  YATES.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois. 

Mr.  YATES.  Does  the  gentleman  be¬ 
lieve  that  one  of  the  best  arguments  that 
has  been  made  on  behalf  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  the  remark  made  by  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  in  connection  with 
the  Poage  amendment  when  he  said, 
“We  do  not  want  any  segregation  in  the 
Army  on  the  basis  of  race? 

(Mr.  PRICE  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois  close  in  10  minutes, 
the  last  5  minutes  to  be  controlled  by  the 
committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
JavitsL 

(Mr.  JAVITS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
been  trying  to  get  recognition  for  the 
4  days  we  have  been  considering  this  bill 
for  amendment  in  order  to  propose  an 
amendment,  one  which  I  have  sponsored 
every  time  the  draft  bill  has  been  up. 
The  text  of  the  amendment  is  as  follows : 

My  amendment  was  intended  to  de¬ 
clare  it  as  the  policy  of  Congress  that 
there  should  be  no  discrimination  in 
selection,  or  service,  on  account  of  race, 
creed,  color,  or  national  origin. 

I  should  like  to  inform  the  House  that 
I  will  not  now  offer  that  amendment. 
I  do  that  in  deference  to  the  antisegrega¬ 
tion  vote  which  the  House  cast  yesterday, 
and  because  I  have  faith  that  the  House 
will  be  consistent.  I  think  a  magnificent 
illustration  was  given  yesterday  of  the 
fact  that  we  believe  in  the  principles  of 
the  Constitution,  both  in  the  general  tone 
of  the  debate  and  in  the  vote  that  was 
cast.  I  think  a  great  speech  was  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Dawson]  and  I  think  a  great  speech  was 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Powell].  I  think  it  is  only  fair, 
therefore,  that  the  question  not  be  la¬ 
bored  further  in  this  debate  by  anybody 
for  any  purposes,  in  the  sincere  faith 
that  the  House  shall  express  its  will  on 
this  amendment  as  it  expressed  its  will 
on  the  situation  yesterday. 

I  should  like  to  add  this  one  point: 
Let  it  be  clear  that  if  there  had  not  been 
the  votes  against  segregation  in  the 
armed  services  on  the  Republican  side 
of  the  aisle  yesterday  this  Winstead  pro¬ 
posal  could  never  have  been  stricken  out 
of  the  bill,  and  it  will  not  be  today  unless 
the  Republican  votes  for  the  same  pur¬ 
pose  are  available.  So  many  of  us  have 
always  maintained  that  this  fight  against 
segregation  and  discrimination  is  a  bi¬ 
partisan  issue.  The  votes  have  to  come 
from  the  Republican  side  of  the  aisle  to 
be  added  to  those  on  the  Democratic 
side  if  a  fight  like  this  is  to  be  won.  That 
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is  a  happy  idea,  that  we  should  combine 
in  doing  decent  things.  I  am  hopeful 
that  the  same  votes  we  had  yesterday 
will  be  forthcoming  today  to  defeat  this 
provision  contained  in  the  bill  which 
would  turn  the  clock  back  and  force  seg¬ 
regation  even  where  it  has  already  been 
eliminated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
[Mr.  Rodino!. 

(Mr.  RODINO  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  RODINO.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  vot¬ 
ing  on  this  amendment  to  the  bill  to  in¬ 
crease  the  strength  of  the  armed  services, 
it  seems  to  me  that  we  are  really  voting 
whether  or  not  to  plant  land  mines  and 
booby  traps  of  prejudice  all  through  our 
armed  services — deadly  deposits  of  fear, 
discrimination  that  would  weaken  the 
armed  services  from  within  and  would 
hand  to  Communist  propagandists 
throughout  the  world  new  ammunition 
with  which  to  attack  us. 

We  have  heard  plain  talk  from  our 
esteemed  colleague,  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dawson], 
who  is  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Expenditures  in  Executive  Depart¬ 
ments.  He  speaks  rarely  on  this  floor, 
but  always  to  the  point.  He  has  laid 
the  issue  on  the  line.  Are  we,  by  our 
vote  to  say  that  in  the  armed  services 
we  are  going  to  legislate  segregation  and 
discrimination,  to  set  up  first-  and  sec¬ 
ond-class  citizenship — and  just  at  a  time 
when  the  armed  services  themselves  are 
making  progress  in  breaking  down  such 
practices  and  are  finding  that  unsegre¬ 
gated  units  are  successful,  that  Ameri¬ 
can  fighting  men  can  work  and  fight  to¬ 
gether  better  than  in  Jim  Crow  units 
that  deny  the  very  ideals  for  which  we 
are  fighting? 

The  gentleman  from  Illinois  has  chal¬ 
lenged  every  Member  of  this  House.  He 
once  laid  his  life  on  the  altar  of  his 
country’s  need.  He  is  a  combat  vet¬ 
eran,  painfully  disabled  by  the  loss  of  a 
leg.  I  happen  to  know  that  the  same 
heroism  of  stubborn  fortitude  he  dis¬ 
played  on  the  battlefield  is  displayed  in 
his  work  in  this  House.  I  know  that  he 
has  walked  from  his  office  to  this  floor 
and  back  again  when  every  step  was 
pain  and  agony,  that  he  has  stayed  on 
the  floor  for  hours  and  days  when  a 
lesser  man  would  have  been  in  a  hospi¬ 
tal.  Today  he  is  the  symbol  of  the  prin¬ 
ciple  that  shall  be  upheld  or  denied  by 
our  vote  on  the  amendment  that  pro- 
i-  oses  to  require  young  inductees  to  elect, 
at  the  time  of  their  induction,  whether 
to  serve  in  segregated  or  unsegregated 
units.  If  we  vote  for  this  amendment, 
we  will  not  succeed  in  degrading  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  members  of  minority  groups  for 
whom  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  has 
spoken  with  such  force  and  feeling,  we 
will  have  succeeded  only  in  degrading 
ourselves  and  the  standing  of  our  coun¬ 
try  at  a  time  when  our  democratic 
preachments  are  under  Communist  at¬ 
tack  everywhere  in  the  world. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  was  my  privilege 
to  have  served  in  the  last  war.  I  know 
that  men  under  fire  do  not  practice  Jim 
Crow.  I  know  that  the  reforms  that 


the  armed  services  have  started  will 
strengthen  the  morale  and  the  fighting 
power  of  our  men.  To  cancel  out, 
weaken,  or  in  any  way  impede  those  re¬ 
forms  will  sap  morale  and  weaken  fight¬ 
ing  power  as  effectively  as  could  any 
deliberate  sabotage. 

I  endorse  the  thorough,  closely  rea¬ 
soned,  and,  to  my  mind,  unanswerable 
arguments  for  the  amendment  that  has 
been  presented  by  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Price],  to  strike  out  the 
segregation  requirement. 

The  eyes,  ears,  hearts,  and  minds  of 
more  than  1,000,000,000  people  of  the 
colored  races  are  focused  upon  us  as  we 
debate  and  vote  up  this  amendment.  All 
of  them  are  the  continual  target  of  Com¬ 
munist  attempts  at  infiltration  and  sub¬ 
version.  If  we  vote  to  defeat  this  seg¬ 
regation  amendment,  we  will  have  dis¬ 
appointed  the  Communists  and  we  will 
have  given  renewed  support,  by  action 
to  the  words  that  we  and  other  members 
of  the  United  Nations  are  saying  to  the 
peoples  of  the  world.  This,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  is  a  show-down  in  the  battle  for 
men’s  minds  and  loyalties  that  is  as  im¬ 
portant  as  any  major  military  campaign. 

I  urge  the  Members  of  the  House  to 
vote  for  the  Price  amendment  to  strike 
from  this  bill  the  provision  for  segre¬ 
gated  units  in  the  armed  services. 

(Mr.  RODINO  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  yield  the  balance  of  the 
time  allotted  to  him  to  Mr.  Holifield.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California 
[Mr.  Holifield  ] . 

(Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD.  Mr.  Chairman,  fu'' 
have  no  desire  in  the  limited  time  to 
make  an  impassioned  appeal  on  this 
subject.  It  is  a  matter  of  conscience 
with  all  of  us,  and  we  are  all  entitled  to 
our  own  opinion  on  it.  In  World  War  II 
we  had  the  Four  Hundred  and  Forty- 
second  Regiment  of  Japanese,  which  was 
a  segregated  unit.  Most  of  these  Japa¬ 
nese -Americans  came  from  California. 
That  particular  unit  received  more  cas¬ 
ualties  than  any  other  regiment,  I  un¬ 
derstand,  in  World  War  II,  and  also  more 
decorations.  I  recently  talked  with  Mike 
Masaoka,  one  of  the  heroes  of  the  Four 
Hundred  and  Forty-second  and  the  na¬ 
tional  legislative  representative  of  that 
organization,  and  here  is  part  of  the 
statement  of  his  organization,  the  Japa- 
nese-American  Citizens  League: 

We  found  that  simply  because  we  were 
Japanese-Americans,  or  that  we  were  mem¬ 
bers  of  a  segregated  outfit,  the  German 
enemy  did  not  alter  his  fire  or  his  tactics. 

We  discovered  that  a  bullet  killed  a  man 
regardless  of  whether  he  was  a  Japanese- 
American  from  a  relocation  center,  or  a 
Mexican-American  from  Colorado,  an  Irish¬ 
man  from  Boston,  a  Negro  from  Atlanta,  or  a 
Jew  from  Brooklyn.  We  saw  that  the  blood  of 
all  men  flowed  red  from  the  wounds  of 
battle;  we  heard  the  same  screams  of  pain 
from  the  lips  of  all  the  distressed. 

We  learned  that  all  men  can  fight,  and 
all  can  die. 

The  wartime  experiences  of  the  Japanese- 
American  soldiers,  both  as  members  of  a 
special  segregated  unit  and,  later,  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  a  nonsegregated  organization,  sug¬ 
gests  that  in  terms  of  human  dignity  as 


well  as  in  terms  of  maximum  efficiency  to 
fight  and  win  a  war  a  policy  of  nonsegre¬ 
gation,  of  equal  treatment  and  opportunity, 
is  best  and  most  in  keeping  with  American 
ideals  and  aspirations. 

We  believe  that  segregation  wastes  man¬ 
power  because  it  reduces  the  number  of 
experts  available  for  the  more  skilled  oper¬ 
ations  of  modern  war. 

We  believe  that  segregation  creates  and 
foments  distinctions  and  antagonisms  be¬ 
tween  groups,  destroying  that  harmonious 
relationship  between  troops  that  is  necessary 
to  achieve  victory.- 

We  believe  that  segregation  plays  into  the 
hands  of  our  enemies  and  thereby  enables 
them  to  rally  forces  to  their  banners  which 
ought  to  rush  to  ours. 

We  believe  that  in  the  armed  services, 
where  one  serves  his  country,  there  should 
be  no  discrimination  in  treatment  or  op¬ 
portunity  because  of  race,  color,  creed,  or 
national  origin.  For  such  sanctioned  se¬ 
gregation  by  the  Military  Establishment 
serves  to  create  and  strengthen  prejudice 
and  discrimination  in  nonmilitary  and  ci¬ 
vilian  life.  In  this  way,  what  the  armed 
services  do  influences  all  other  aspects  of 
American  life,  to  either  the  detriment  or  the 
betterment  of  our  society  as  a  whole. 

Thus,  we  urge  this  committee  to  take 
positive  action  to  end  all  segregation  in 
the  armed  services.  We  urge  this,  not  only 
that  the  services  as  a  whole  will  benefit,  but 
that  individuals  serving  with  the  Armed 
Forces  will  take  an  increasingly  cooperative 
part  in  them.  And,'  in  the  final  analysis, 
we  urge  this  action  so  that  all  America  will 
have  another  example  of  democracy  at  work. 

On  the  subject  of  waste  of  human  life 
and  skills  because  of  the  inability  to 
fill  vacancies  with  segregated  replace¬ 
ments  it  states: 

Another  problem  faced  by  the  Four  Hun¬ 
dred  and  Forty-second  because  of  its  segre¬ 
gated  nature  was  that  of  replacements. 
Since  only  Japanese-Americans  could  be  used 
as  replacements  for  the  unit,  there  were 
times  when  the  Four  Hundred  and  Forty- 
second  was  hard  put  to  field  enough  troops 
to  carry  out  their  assignments. 

Most  of  the  enlisted  personnel  of  the  Four 
Hundred  and  Forty-second  qualified  for  offi¬ 
cer-candidate  schools,  yet  very  few — less 
than  five  of  the  original  group  of  almost 
5,000  in  the  combat  team — were  selected. 

Once  the  Four  Hundred  and  Forty-second 
was  committed  to  action,  however,  many 
Japanese-Americans  were  given  combat  or 
battlefield  commissions  as  second  lieuten¬ 
ants.  By  the  time  the  infantry  regiment 
was  inactivated  in  1946,  some  367  officers  had 
been  assigned  to  it.  Of  this  number,  only 
90,  including  the  warrant  officers,  were  Jap¬ 
anese-Americans.  About  75  were  combat 
appointments.  The  highest  rank  attained 
was  that  of  major.  Of  the  11  Japanese- 
Americans  who  were  commissioned  captains, 
three  were  chaplains  and  five  were  doctors 
or  dentists. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  that  the  Com¬ 
mittee  support  the  Price  amendment  in 
the  name  of  democracy. 

(Mr.  DAWSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point.) 

Mr,  DAWSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was 
born  in  the  South.  I  lived  there  all 
during  the  days  of  my  young  manhood. 
When  World  War  I  broke  out  I  was  above 
the  draft  age.  I  did  not  have  to  go,  but 
I  believed  then  as  I  believe  now  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  every  citizen,  when  the 
welfare  of  the  nation  in  which  he  claims 
citizenship  is  at  stake,  to  rally  to  the  call 
and  to  give  his  life,  if  need  be,  for  the 
preservation  of  that  nation. 
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I  went  to  war.  I  was  commissioned 
William  L.  Dawson,  first  lieutenant  of 
infantry.  I  led  Americans  in  battle — 
black  Americans.  This  mark  you  see 
here  on  my  forehead  is  the  result  of  Ger¬ 
man  mustard  gas.  This  left  shoulder  of 
mine  is  today  a  slip  joint.  I  cannot 
raise  this  left  arm  any  higher  than  the 
shoulder  unless  I  lift  it  with  the  other 
hand.  That  would  have  been  a  good 
joint,  hospitalization  would  have  been 
available,  if  I  had  not  been  a  Negro 
American.  I  served  in  a  segregated  out¬ 
fit  as  a  citizen  trying  to  save  this  coun¬ 
try.  How  long,  how  long,  my  confreres 
and  gentlemen  from  the  South,  will  you 
divide  us  Americans  on  account  of  color? 
Give  me  the  test  that  you  would  apply 
to  make  anyone  a  full-fledged  American, 
and  by  the  living  God,  if  it  means  death 
itself,  I  will  pay  it.  But,  give  it  to  me. 
Why  should  this  body  go  on  record  at  a 
time  when  we  are  fighting  a  world  war  to 
brand  a  section  of  its  citizenry  as  second 
class.  I  have  sat  in  the  well  of  this 
House  and  I  have  seen  you  gentlemen 
from  the  South,  and  rightly  so,  stand  up 
and  applaud  members  of  other  races, 
nonwhite  races,  who  were  darker  than 
I  am.  I  have  seen  you  applaud  them, 
yet  you  will  take  me,  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  of  your  own  flesh  and 
blood,  and  brand  me  with  second-class 
citizenship.  If  there  is  one  place  in 
America  where  they  should  not  be  seg¬ 
regation,  that  place  is  in  the  armed 
services,  among  those  who  fight  for  this 
country.  Oh,  I  know  how  some  of  you 
feel,  but  there  is  but  one  God  and  there 
is  but  one  race  of  men  all  made  in  the 
image  of  God.  I  did  not  make  myself 
black  any  more  than  you  made  your¬ 
selves  white,  and  God  did  not  curse  me 
when  he  made  me  black  any  more  than 
he  cursed  you  when  he  made  you  white. 
I  would  give  up  this  life  of  mine  to  pre¬ 
serve  this  country  and  every  American 
in  it,  white  or  black.  Deny  to  me  today, 
if  you  will,  all  that  American  citizenship 
stands  for,  I  will  still  fight  to  preserve 
our  Nation  knowing  that  someday  under 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  all 
of  these  restrictions  will  be  removed,  and 
that  we  will  move  forward  before  the 
world  as  one  people,  American  people, 
joined  in  a  democracy  which  shall  set 
the  pattern  for  all  the  world. 

I  say  to  you  who  claim  to  love  Amer¬ 
ica,  in  this  hour  of  its  stress  that  the 
greatest  argument  the  Soviet  Union  is 
using  among  the  black  peoples  of  this 
world  to  turn  them  against  you  is  your 
treatment  of  me  and  Americans  like  me. 

No,  I  do  not  believe  this  body  means  to 
go  off  on  this  tangent,  and  I  believe  you 
who  come  from  the  South,  if  you  would 
look  back  a  little  bit,  would  never,  never 
again  take  a  step  to  handicap  any  one  of 
God’s  children  for  what  they  are.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  South  is  big  enough  for 
all  of  us  to  live  in  together  in  peace  and 
in  happiness  if  we  can  but  have  under¬ 
standing;  but  we  cannot  have  under¬ 
standing  if  you  array  one  against  an¬ 
other  because  of  color. 

I  hope  you  will  vote  for  the  Price 
amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Winstead!  to  close  debate  on  the 
pending  amendment. 


(Mr.  WINSTEAD  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I, 
too,  talked  on  this  subject  yesterday.  I 
will  not  burden  you  by  repeating  what 
I  consider  the  unanswerable  argument 
in  favor  of  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
which  I  had  inserted  therein.  Yester¬ 
day  I  presented  statements  from  Gen. 
Omar  Bradley  and  many  other  military 
leaders  with  reference  to  their  views  on 
the  question  of  some  segregation  in  the 
armed  services.  I  would  like  to  present 
to  you  excerpts  from  a  pamphlet  issued 
by  the  War  Department  in  1944 — Com¬ 
mand  of  Negro  Troops.  It  says ; 

Washington  25,  D.  C.,  February  29,  1944: 
War  Department  Pamphlet  No.  20-6,  Com¬ 
mand  of  Negro  Troops,  Is  published  for  in¬ 
formation  and  guidance  of  all  concerned. 

Signed  by  the  Secretary  of  War: 

G.  C.  Marshall, 

Chief  of  Staff. 

Official: 

J.  A.  Ulio, 
Adjutant  General. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  shows  a  poll  was 
taken  and  that  a  majority  of  the  Negroes 
expressed  themselves.  Here  is  the 
question  asked: 

Do  you  think  that  white  and  Negro 
soldiers  should  be  in  separate  outfits,  or 
should  they  be  together  in  the  same  outfit? 

Here  is  the  Negro  poll: 

Separate  outfit,  38  percent;  no  preference 
or  undecided,  26  percent;  same  outfit  or  in¬ 
tegrated  unit,  36  percent. 

Mr.  Chairman,  that  shows  that  more 
of  the  Negroes  themselves  expressed  a 
preference  for  the  segregated  outfit  than 
those  who  preferred  integrated  units, 
and  the  whites  expressed  themselves  88 
percent  in  favor  of  the  segregated  unit. 

Another  question  asked  and  I  quote: 

Question:  “Do  you  think  it  is  a  good  idea 
or  a  poor  idea  to  have  separate  service  clubs 


in  Army  camps?” 

Negro: 

Percent  saying  good  idea _ _  48 

Percent  saying  poor  idea _ 39 

Undecided  _ -  13 

White: 

Percent  saying  good  idea _ 85 

All  other  answers -  15 


This  chart  may  be  surprising,  in  view  of 
the  statement  made  earlier  that  almost  all 
Negroes  dislike  segregation.  The  number  of 
Negroes  who  said  they  thought  white  and 
Negro  soldiers  should  be  in  the  same  outfit 
was  about  as  large  as  the  group  saying  they 
should  be  in  separate  outfits,  while  a  quarter 
of  the  men  were  undecided.  The  explana¬ 
tion  is  that  the  men  were  not  asked  whether 
they  liked  or  disliked  the  idea  of  separate 
outfits.  They  were  given  a  practical  question 
about  an  immediate  problem,  not  a  question 
about  an  ideal  situation  in  an  ideal  world. 
Men’s  written  statements  on  why  they 
favored  separate  outfits  showed  that  they 
opposed  segregation  in  principle,  but  also 
desired  to  avoid  friction.  On  the  other  hand, 
many  of  the  men  who  opposed  separation  in 
the  Army  thought  such  a -policy  inconsistent 
with  the  aims  for  which  the  Nation  is  fight¬ 
ing. 

White  soldiers,  by  a  great  majority,  favored 
racial  separation  in  the  Army.  This  held 
true  for  both  Northerners  and  Southerners. 
However  sound  their  reasons  may  or  may  not 
be,  this  mass  sentiment  cannot  be  ignored. 

These  findings  must  not  be  taken  to  mean 
that  white  and  colored  soldiers  dislike  each 
6ther  so  much  that  they  should  never  be 
allowed  to  come  in  contact  with  each  other, 
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or  that  there  is  certain  to  be  trouble  at  a 
mixed  post.  There  is  a  great  body  of  evi¬ 
dence  to  the  contrary.  What  the  findings  do 
indicate  is  no  more  and  no  less  than  that  the 
odds  are  very  much  in  favor  of  less  inter¬ 
racial  friction  if  colored  and  white  enlisted 
men  continue  to  be  organized  in  separate 
military  units. 

War  Department  instructions  provide  that 
post  exchanges  and  theaters,  or  sections  of 
theaters,  and  other  recreational  facilities 
may  be  designated  for  the  use  of  particular 
military  units,  but  not  for  the  use  of  a  cer¬ 
tain  race  or  color  group.  Existing  instruc¬ 
tions  make  it  clear,  moreover,  that  it  is  not 
the  policy  of  the  War  Department  to  require 
racial  separation  in  off-duty  activities.  The 
burden  of  deciding  whether  or  not  there  shall 
be  some  separation  in  the  use  of  camp  facili¬ 
ties  is  placed  on  the  local  command,  with  the 
assumption  that  local  conditions  will  be 
taken  into  account.  There  is  added  the 
specific  ban  on  use  of  resented  reference  to 
race  or  color. 

Was  not  that  sound?  That  is  what 
the  provision  I  proposed  would  provide. 
That  is  what  the  Price  amendment  would 
strike  out. 

May  I  ask  you  how  you  expect  the 
military  leaders  who  have  said  so  often 
that  they  believed  it  was  necessary  to 
have  at  least  some  segregated  units  to 
be  able  to  handle  this  proposition?  Yet, 
they  ask  why  the  military  leaders  do  not 
come  out  against  the  President’s  direc¬ 
tive.  We  have  had  an  example  recently 
in  the  Pacifio  with  General  MacArthur, 
a  real  military  leader.  They  say  he  did 
not  go  along.  What  happened  to  him? 

How  can  it  be  said  that  I  seek  to  make 
a  second-class  citizen  out  of  any  man? 
I  have  nothing  but  the  highest  praise  to 
offer  for  our  Negroes  who  have  fought. 
I  am  only  offering  a  peaceful  solution  of 
this  complicated  and  rather  involved 
problem,  to  let  the  military  work  this 
thing  out  with  common  sense. 

May  I  say  again,  if  we  get  these  politi¬ 
cal  committees,  who  are  so  active  during 
political  campaigns,  to  get  their  feet  off 
the  necks  of  the  military,  they  will  be 
able  to  solve  this  situation.  That  is  all 
this  amendment  does.  It  gives  to  the 
Negro  the  same  right  as  to  the  white. 
Why  should  he  not  express  himself  in  a 
common  sense  way?  Common  sense 
would  permit  him  some  choice  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Is  not  the  Defense 
Department  opposed  to  the  inclusion  of 
this  provision  and  prefers  to  have  it 
stricken? 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  am  glad  you 
asked  me  that.  If  they  have  made  a 
single  public  statement  in  opposition  to 
my  provision,  I  know  nothing  about  it. 
In  fact,  many  of  them  have  assured  me 
they  have  not.  You  are  talking  about 
a  bill  which  I  introduced  2  years  ago  and 
you  are  talking  about  an  amendment 
that  Senator  Russell  presented  on  the 
Senate  floor  2  years  ago  when  even  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower  and  all  of  them  were 
contending  that  they  should  have  some 
segregated  units  in  the  UMT.  If  any 
man  can  bring  forth  a  single  statement 
for  or  against  this  amendment  from  any 
branch  of  the  armed  services,  I  would 
like  to  see  it. 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 
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Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PRICE.  I  can  give  assurance  to 
the  House  that  the  position  I  outlined  in 
my  argument  on  this  bill  is  the  feeling 
of  the  Defense  Establishment. 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  I  have  been  ad¬ 
vised  otherwise  and  in  view  of  General 
MacArthur  you  can  understand  they 
cannot  publicly  support  my  provisions 
which  are  counter  to  the  President’s 
directive.  There  is  nothing  compulsory 
about  my  amendment  where  it  interferes 
with  military  efficiency.  In  the  bill  I 
introduced  2  years  ago  it  demanded  the 
•military  to  give  a  man  his  choice,  which 
would  .have  involved  an  administrative 
problem.  But  there  will  be  no  admin¬ 
istrative  problem  in  connection  with  this 
amendment  because  the  military  deter¬ 
mines  when  to  have  segregation  and 
when  not  to. 

I  hope  you  will  defeat  the  Price  amend- 

m  no. 

Ihe  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Price], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Powell), 
there  were — ayes  107,  noes  101. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Price  and 
Mr.  Kilday. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
138,  noes  123. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  close  debate  on 
all  sections  of  the  bill  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  at  4  o’clock. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

Mr.  SHAPER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Gross:  Page  52, 
line  14,  after  the  word  "duty”,  strike  out 
the  period  and  add  the  following:  “and  shall 
not  thereafter  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
periods  in  excess  of  30  days  without  his  con¬ 
sent  except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency  hereafter  to  be  declared  by  the  Con¬ 
gress.” 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  appre¬ 
ciate  the  acceptance  of  this  amendment. 
Because  of  the  lateness  of  the  hour  and 
the  number  of  amendments  still  to  be 
acted  upon,  I  have  no  desire  to  take  a 
great  deal  of  time. 

I  would  like  to  assert,  as  emphatically 
as  I  know  how,  that  this  amendment 
does  not  even  begin  to  provide  fair  and 
decent  treatment  for  those  in  the  Re¬ 
serves,  particularly  those  with  service 
in  World  War  II.  Nor  does  it  rectify 
the  shameful  injustices  that  have  been 
perpetrated  on  great  numbers  of  the 
Reserves  since  the  outbreak  in  Korea. 

As  the  committee  bill  stood,  and  as 
this  amendment  now  stands,  Army, 
Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  active  and  Or¬ 
ganized  Reserves  are  not  eligible  for  re¬ 


lease  as  are  inactive  and  volunteer 
Reserves,  even  though,  like  the  others, 
they  serve  12  months  of  active  duty 
since  Korea  and  had  previously  served 
90  days  or  more  prior  to  June  1948. 
That  is  why,  in  my  original  amendment, 
I  specifically  covered  men  in  all  Reserve 
components  in  the  Armed  Forces.  That 
would  have  provided  at  least  a  measure 
of  decent,  nondiscriminatory  treatment, 
and  would,  for  example,  have  included 
under  the  release  provision  eligible  veter¬ 
ans  of  the  Waterloo,  Iowa,  Organized 
Marine  Corps  Reserve  unit.  When  the 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  made  it  plain  he  would  not  accept 
that  amendment,  and  it  was  clear  it 
would  be  defeated  if  brought  to  a  vote,  I 
had  no  alternative  but  to  introduce  a 
substitute  which  at  least  prevents  the 
President  from  jerking  back  into  service 
again  for  light  and  transient  reasons 
those  reservists  now  qualified  for  release. 

I  regret  the  Committee  has  failed  once 
again  to  give  all  reservists  the  consider¬ 
ation  to  which  they  are  entitled,  choos¬ 
ing  instead  to  make  fish  of  some  and 
fowl  of  others. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Is  this  not 
the  same  amendment  that  the  gentleman 
offered  to  the  Barden  bill  yesterday? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Exactly  so. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  And  it  was 
accepted  by  the  committee? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Exactly  so. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  would  like 
to  have  the  attention  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee.  Since  he  is  anxious 
to  finish  the  bill  tonight,  why  not  accept 
the  gentleman’s  amendment? 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  accept  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  amendment,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa  [Mr.  Gross]  . 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bailey:  Page 
33,  after  the  period  in  line  8,  insert  the 
following:  "Said  paragraph  (1)  is  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new 
sentence  as  follows:  ‘No  physician  or  den¬ 
tist  who  is  engaged  in  full-time  employ¬ 
ment  as  such  at  any  hospital  operated  by 
the  Veterans’  Administration  shall  be  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  subsec¬ 
tion  while  so  engaged  after  he  has  attained 
the  thirtieth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his 
birth’.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  I  will  state  to  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia  that  the 
same  amendment  he  offered  yesterday 
was  adopted.  We  accept  the  amend¬ 
ment  the  gentleman  now  offers. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Towe  :  Page  29, 
line  5,  strike  out  the  period  and  insert  In 
lieu  thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following: 
"and  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 


under  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  not 
be  assigned  for  duty  in  Europe  in  implemen¬ 
tation  of  article  3  of  the  North  Atlantic 
Treaty  unless  the  Congress,  by  concurrent 
resolution,  shall  have  expressed  its  approval 
of  the  assignment  for  such  duty  of  such 
persons  so  inducted.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  Towe  amendment  and  all  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  close  in  20  minutes,  with 
5  minutes  to  be  reserved  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  the 
same  amendment  that  was  offered  sev¬ 
eral  days  ago.  I  do  not  intend  to  take 
the  time  of  the  committee  to  make  the 
same  argument  I  made  at  that  time.  I 
think  the  House  membership  fully  un¬ 
derstands  what  is  involved. 

I  would  like  to  call  to  the  attention 
of  the  House,  however,  some  remarks 
that  I  believe  need  correction  which  were 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Vinson].  In  closing  the  debate  in 
opposition  the  amendment  the  gentle¬ 
man  suggested  that  my  amendment 
would  permit  the  President  to  send  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  divisions,  it  would  permit 
him  to  send  reservists  and  it  would  per¬ 
mit  him  to  send  a  lot  of  volunteers  to 
Europe. 

The  fact  of  the  matter  is  that  most  of 
those,  including  the  person  speaking, 
who  favor  this  amendment  do  not  con¬ 
cede  that  the  President  has  the  right  to 
send  large  numbers  of  troops  out  of  the 
country.  Certainly  it  was  a  little  unfair 
to  place  an  interpretation  upon  my 
amendment  which  suggests  that  by  offer¬ 
ing  it  and  having  it  adopted,  if  it  should 
be  adopted,  I  am  responsible  or  those 
who  vote  for  it  are  responsible  for  the 
use  of  that  power,  which  by  voting  for 
this  amendment  we  contest. 

I  asked  the  chairman  to  be  on  hand 
when  this  matter  was  before  us  so  that 
he  might  make  some  observation,  which 
he  told  me  at  the  time  he  would  make.  I 
do  not  see  him  in  the  chamber  at  the 
moment. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  is  coming  into  the  chamber  right 
now. 

I  was  just  going  to  ask  if  the  gentleman 
did  not  agree  that  his  amendment  would 
not  prevent  the  sending  of  volunteers? 

Mr.  TOWE.  That  is  correct.  How¬ 
ever,  there  is  a  lot  of  difference  between 
saying  what  it  would  prevent  and  what 
it  would  permit.  The  President  assumes 
the  power  now,  as  I  understand,  to  send 
troops.  He  is  not  getting  any  additional 
strength  for  his  position  from  the 
amendment  which  I  offer. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  May  I  ask  my  good 
friend,  and  he  is  my  good  friend  and  I 
have  great  respect  for  his  judgment,  if 
General  MacArthur  comes  back  and 
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states  that  we  ought  to  have  an  all-out 
war  in  China  and  we  need  12  or  15  more 
divisions  in  Korea,  would  the  gentleman 
have  any  objection  to  sending  the  troops 
to  Korea? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  would-  say  this  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  that  I 
understand  that  we  have  a  position  to 
maintain  in  the  world,  but  I  believe  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  ought  to 
decide  when  the  proposition  is  put  be¬ 
fore  us  how  many  troops  are  to  go  and 
where  they  are  to  go.  A  great  deal  of 
the  judgment  which  would  be  put  to  use 
at  that  time  would  depend,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  upon  what  the  countries 
whom  we  are  being  asked  to  help  were 
doing  to  help  themselves. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Since  the  gentleman 
has  spoken  about  the  sending  of  troops 
to  Korea,  I  said  in  the  debate  2  days  ago 
and  I  say  it  again  that  if  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  had  been  permitted 
to  participate  in  the  making  of  that 
momentous  decision,  as  it  should  have 
been,  we  might  well  have  avoided  a  lot' 
of  trouble,  and  we  would  not  have  so 
much  disunity  in  the  country  as  we  have 
today.  That  is  the  primary  considera¬ 
tion  in  this  very  amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOWE.  I  yield  to  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Under  the  parliamen¬ 
tary  situation,  to  make  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  germane  he  must  have  it 
applicable  to  those  that  are  inducted 
under  the  bill. 

Mr.  TOWE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  had 
the  opportunity,  he  would  offer  his 
amendment  to  prohibit  the  sending  of 
those  who  are  in  the  armed  services? 

Mr.  TOWE.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect;  without  the  approval  of  the  Con¬ 
gress. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right,  exactly. 
I  think  the  gentleman  is  hemmed  in  on 
account  of  the  parliamentary  situation. 
It  applies  only  to  the  inductees  jn  this 
bill. 

Mr.  TOWE.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  a  parliamen¬ 
tary  situation,  but  the  gentleman’s  ob¬ 
jective  would  be  that  no  troops  could 
go  to  Europe  unless  the  President  had 
the  consent  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  TOWE.  That  is  correct.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  his  statement. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield  further,  I  am  glad  the  chair¬ 
man,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  has 
made  that  clarifying  statement,  because 
in  his  concluding  argument  on  this  mat¬ 
ter  the  other  day  he  objected  to  the 
amendment  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
leave  the  President  free  to  dispatch  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  units  or  other  troops  as  he 
might  see  fit.  There  was  no  opportunity 
to  reply  to  that  at  the  time. 

But  now  the  gentleman  says  that  un¬ 
der  the  rules  of  the  House  the  amend¬ 
ment  must  be  limited  to  the  people  who 
would  be  inducted  under  the  act. 


Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
JavitsI. 

(Mr.  JAVITS  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  this 
point  the  debate  becomes  a  little  difficult 
to  follow.  Whether  or  not  we  are  to 
make  a  real  effort  to  defend  against 
communism  in  Europe  as  well  as  in  Asia 
affects  the  destiny  and  security  of  150,- 
000,000  Americans  whom  we  represent 
in  this  House,  and  yet  there  is  incipient 
in  what  has  both  been  said  and  seems  to 
be  implied  that  some  may  possibly — and 
I  happen  to  feel  personally  that  it  can¬ 
not  be  so — vote  on  this  proposition  on 
the  basis  of  a  quid  pro  quo.  I  have  been 
here  some  time  now.  I  have  been  here 
5  years,  and  what  I  have  found — which 
includes  also  the  gentleman  who  made 
the  statement — in  which  I  have  faith  is 
that  everybody  in  this  House — every¬ 
body — on  an  issue  as  serious  and  pro¬ 
found  as  this  is  going  to  vote  his  con¬ 
viction  for  the  best  interests  of  the 
country  and  is  going  to  let  whatever 
•bygones  there  may  be,  be  bygones.  I 
hope  everybody  in  the  little  time  that 
has  elapsed  and  with  the  heat  of  the 
last  moment  past  and  gone,  will  just 
forget  the  whole  thing.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  statement  would  have  come 
from  anybody  who  voted  the  other  way 
on  the  previous  amendment  if  we  had 
lost — I  do  not  think  so.  And  I  do  not 
think  on  reflection  that  that  reaction 
will  come  from  anybody  in  this  House  on 
the  merits  of  the  vital  amendment  now 
before  us. 

We  have  done  a  lot  of  talking  about 
defending  anywhere  we  want  without 
our  hands  tied  behind  our  backs,  and  yet 
regardless  of  the  rationalisation  which 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  now  im¬ 
plies  on  this  particular  aspect  of  the  bill 
it  is  a  fact,  parliamentary  situation  or 
not,  that  if  you  pass  this  amendment 
you  are  only  going  to  keep  the  particular 
troops  raised  under  this  bill  out  as  re¬ 
placements  or  in  organized  units  or  in 
any  other  fashion  from  service  in 
Europe.  All  other  troops  which  are  not 
affected  by  this  bill,  and  there  are  3,500,- 
000  of  them  now,  all  other  troops  are 
perfectly  subject  to  assignment  to 
Europe,  subject  also  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Senate  resolution  on  troops. 

This  is  a  very  big  and  a  very  major 
question.  It  is  a  major  question  which 
took  some  weeks  to  debate  in  the  coun¬ 
try  and  the  other  body.  It  was  the  great 
debate.  Here  an  effort  is  going  to  be 
made  in  the  House  to  decide  the  same 
question  in  anr  oblique  way,  applicable 
only  to  the  number  of  troops  who  will  be 
concerned  under  this  bill  instead  of 
bringing  the  question  out  on  the  floor 
here  to  debate  the  foreign  policy  aspects 
of  it  and  then  pass  a  resolution  as  did 
the  other  body  in  a  considered  and  pre¬ 
cise  way. 

How  will  it  look  to  the  people  of  our 
country  and  to  the  people  of  the  world 
to  put  in  this  oblique  way,  with  reference 
to  a  draft  measure,  a  decision  on  a  ques¬ 
tion  of  vital  national  policy?  What  in¬ 
calculable  effect  will  it  have  on  our  allies 


under  the  Atlantic  Pact?  Will  It  not 
seriously  undermine  the  whole  support 
for  General  Eisenhower’s  mission?  How 
will  it  look  if  we  suddenly  decide  this 
very  great  question  of  national  policy  on 
20  minutes  of  debate  after  having  only 
yesterday  decided  the  very  same  ques¬ 
tion  the  other  way? 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Will  not  the  gentleman 
agree  that  if  the  House  should  adopt  this 
amendment,  it  would  be  an  expression 
of  opinion  which  I  assume  the  President 
would  recognize  that  the  House,  so  far 
as  it  is  concerned,  does  not  want  a  land 
army  sent  to  Europe  without  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Congress? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  agree  to  no  such  thing 
considering  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  would  have  been  effected.  * 

Mr.  TOW7E.  Would  not  that  be  the 
meaning  of  it? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  do  not  believe  so,  and 
this  is  the  reason.  The  question  is  raised 
collaterally  and  not  directly,  we  have  not 
had  hearings  on  it  and  there  is  no  com¬ 
mittee  report,  we  are  net  having  any  re¬ 
motely  adequate  debate  for  such  a  great 
question,  and  even  if  the  amendment 
passed  it  could  have  only  limited  appli¬ 
cability. 

Mr.  TOWE.  Does  the  gentleman  feel 
that  the  President  has  the  right  to  send 
troops  all  over  the  world  without  refer¬ 
ring  the  matter  to  the  Congress? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  do  not  consider  such 
power  to  be  untrammeled.  But  I  say  if 
we  adopt  this  amendment  it  would  have 
no  such  meaning  as  the  gentleman  in¬ 
tends  it  should. 

Mr.  TOWE.  •  That  is  the  gentleman’s 
opinion,  but  of  course  the  gentleman’s 
opinion  is  not  necessarily  correct. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  That  is  perfectly  true, 
but  when  one  assumes  to  debate  a  ques¬ 
tion  here,  one  is  under  a  duty  to  give 
one’s  opinion  in  the  hope  that  it  may 
convince  others. 

Mr.  PLEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Is  not  the  practical 
difficulty  with  the  gentleman’s  position 
that  we  should  do  it  by  a  joint  resolution 
the  fact  that  we  do  not  have  such  a  res¬ 
olution  before  us,  and  there  is  no  prob¬ 
ability  that  we  will  have?  I  agree  that 
that  is  the  preferable  way  to  handle  this, 
but  we  are  here  faced  with  the  issue  of 
whether  we  approve  of  sending  these 
troops  without  the  consent  of  Congress. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  has  been  said  time  and 
again  that  the  House,  or  at  least  a  major¬ 
ity  of  the  House,  can  work  its  will  on  any 
subject,  including  the  bringing  up  of  a 
resolution.  What  the  gentleman  has  said 
is  no  reason  for  the  consideration  of  a 
grave  question  in  a  “quickie”  amend¬ 
ment,  a  question  which  is  a  major  issue 
of  national  and  world  policy  just  because 
the  majoi’ity  of  the  House  is  afraid,  if  it 
really  wants  this  resolution,  that  it  can¬ 
not  get  it  up. 

Mr.  KEATING.  That  requires  the  co¬ 
operation  of  the  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  sincerely  believe  that 
if  the  Republican  members  of  the  Com- 
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mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs  insist  that  this 
matter  shall  come  up  before  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee,  I  am  confident  it  will 
come  up. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Nebraska  [Mr.  Miller]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
time  allotted  to  me  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Nebraska? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  VURSELL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  VURSELL.  I  rise  in  support  of 
the  amendment.  I  am  opposed,  and  the 
people  that  make  up  this  Government 
whom  we  represent  as  their  voice  in  this 
Congress  are  opposed,  I  dare  say  by  a 
majority  of  at  least  2  to  1,  to  allow¬ 
ing  the  President  to  send  unlimited 
troops  to  Western  Europe;  or  to  fight  all 
over  the  world;  and  to  engage  in  war 
without  the  consent  of  the  Congress. 

No  President  should  want  this  great 
responsibility  and  no  President  should 
be  permitted  to  usurp  the  constitutional 
power  of  the  Congress  and  be  granted 
this  authority  whether  he  be  a  Democrat 
or  a  Republican. 

When  the  Constitution  was  founded 
in  1787  the  purpose  of  the  founders  was 
to  establish  a  Republic  based  on  giving 
the  people  the  power  through  their 
representatives  to  control  the  destiny  of 
this  Government.  One  of  their  main 
purposes  was  to  vest  this  power  in  the 
legislative  department  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  They  tried  to  see  to  it  that  the 
President  was  granted  very  little  power. 

The  power  to  levy  all  taxes;  the  power 
to  raise  an  army  and  military  forces  and 
finance  them  for  the  defense  of  our 
country  was  clearly  vested  in  the  legis¬ 
lative  department  of  the  Government. 
True,  the  Constitution  designated  the 
President  as  the  Commander  in  Chief  of 
our  military  forces.  Someone  had  to  be 
named  as  an  Administrator,  and  natur¬ 
ally  the  administrative  power  over  the 
Army  was  vested  in  the  President. 

The  Constitution  in  addition  gave  the 
Congress  the  power  to  declare  war.  There 
could  have  been  no  thought  of  the 
founders  of  the  Constitution  that  any 
Congress  would  seek  to  interpret  their 
action  as  giving  the  Chief  Executive  the 
power  to  send  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
troops  to  Western  Europe,  or  any¬ 
where  else  in  the  world  to  be  amalgam¬ 
ated  and  joined  with  other  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  foreign  troops,  for  the 
purpose  of  engaging  in  a  full-fledged  war 
for  the  defense  of  Western  Europe  and 
the  Atlantic  Pact  nations. 

Mr.  Chairman,  anyone  who  has  read 
the  debates  incident  to  the  writing  of 
the  Constitution  knows  that  one  of  the 
main  purposes  of  that  body,  many  of 
whose  ancestors  had  left  Europe  to  es¬ 
cape  the  tyranny  and  totalitarian  con¬ 
trol  of  the  heads  of  Government  in  Eu¬ 
rope,  was  to  see  to  it  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  should  be  restricted  to 
the  very  minimum  of  power  in  our  Gov¬ 
ernment. 


Mr.  Chairman,  they  had  before  them 
the  history  of  a  century  of  continuous 
European  wars  lasting  at  times  from  20 
to  30  years,  the  sacrifices  of  which  were 
forced  on  the  people  by  the  war  lords 
of  Europe.  They  wanted  to  prevent  the 
war  making  power  of  anyone  who 
should  become  President  of  the  United 
States  and  for  that  reason  they  limited 
the  power  of  the  President  and  vested 
the  control  of  this  country  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Washington’s  Farewell 
Address  when  he  warned  the  people  of 
this  Nation  to  keep  out  of  the  wars  of 
Europe  which  he  said  would  continue 
unabated  in  the  future  as  they  had  in 
the  past  confirms  the  purpose  of  the 
writers  of  the  Constitution  in  their  at¬ 
tempt  to  avoid  the  very  world  wars  that 
face  us  today,  by  vesting  the  power  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  of  our 
country,  to  raise  armies  for  defense,  and 
to  declare  war,  in  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Our  military  leaders  and  the  President 
are  not  the  Government.  The  Constitu¬ 
tion  designated  the  people  who  pay  the 
taxes  and  furnish  their  sons  and  daugh¬ 
ters  to  fight  the  wars  of  this  country  as 
the  Government.  It  provided  that  the 
will  of  the  people  should  be  carried  out 
by  the  elected  Representatives. 

They  are  demanding  today  by  over¬ 
whelming  majority  as  expressed  by  every 
poll  taken  in  the  Nation  and  by  thou¬ 
sands  of  letters  and  telegrams  to  the 
Congress  that  we,  their  Representatives, 
write  into  this  legislation  a  prohibition 
against  the  President  sending  troops  to 
Europe  to  engage  in  war  in  the  defense 
of  western  Europe  without  the  consent 
of  their  Representatives,  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  important  that  the 
Congress  take  over  greater  control  in 
our  foreign  policy  because  of  the  terrible 
mistakes  that  the  administration  has 
constantly  made.  The  people  are  de¬ 
manding  that  Congress  take  over  greater 
control  and  we  are  the  Representatives 
of  the  people. 

We  should  exert  that  control  by  com¬ 
pelling  the  President,  under  this  amend¬ 
ment,  to  abide  by  the  Constitution. 

The  recent  spectacle  and  the  great 
tragedy  to  our  country  and  the  world 
in  the  President’s  dismissal  of  General 
MacArthur  emphasizes  and  urges  that 
we  take  such  action.  The  fact  that  the 
dismissal  of  General  MacArthur  has  been 
largely  dictated  by  the  British  Govern¬ 
ment  and  the  Socialistic  Labor  Party  in 
power  from  10  Downing  Street,  London, 
makes  it  incumbent  upon  the  Congress 
to  use  all  of  its  powers  under  the  Consti¬ 
tution.  Today  the  British  Government, 
in  much  of  our  foreign  policy,  is  exert¬ 
ing  a  greater  influence  in  dictating  our 
foreign  policy  under  this  administration 
than  are  the  elected  representatives  of 
the  people,  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

The  British  Labor  Government,  the 
left-wingers,  throughout  the  world  and 
in  this  Nation,  through  apeasement  will 
lose,  if  they  have  not  already  lost,  the 
objectives  of  the  war  in  Korea  which  will 
engulf  all  Asia  in  communism  and  will 
doubtless  spread  to  take  over  the  govern¬ 


ment  of  Japan  which  has  cost  billions  of 
dollars  to  our  Nation  with  the  loss  of 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  lives. 

We  have  seen  sacrificed  on  the  altar  of 
appeasement  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  Government  in  the  Far  East  by 
removing  General  MacArthur  who  ex¬ 
hibited  such  brilliant  American  leader¬ 
ship  in  World  War  II,  the  war  in  Korea, 
and  who  by  his  great  administrative  abil¬ 
ity  and  the  confidence  of  the  Japanese 
people,  has  established  a  stable  govern¬ 
ment  there.  Yes,  we  have  seen  sacrifice 
in  this  tragic  hour,  the  one  man  in  the 
Far  East  who  understands  our  problems 
there  better  than  any  other  living  per¬ 
son  and  who  has  stood  as  a  symbol 
against  the  encroachment  of  communism 
in  the  Orient. 

The  leaders  in  Britain  are  elated. 
The  Kremlin  is  jubilant,  and  their  pub¬ 
licity  stooge,  the  Communist  Daily 
Worker,  of  New  York,  has  published  in 
glaring  headlines  the  commendation  of 
the  removal  of  this  foe  of  communism. 
General  MacArthur. 

This  Congress  should  step  into  the 
breach  today,  follow  the  will  of  the 
American  people  and  approve  this 
amendment  which  would  give  some  com¬ 
fort  and  hope  to  our  people  whose  sons 
are  fighting  and  dying  in  Korea  today. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  was  debated  the  other  day. 
I  made  quite  an  extensive  speech  on  it 
then.  It  is  in  the  Record,  and  a  number 
of  Members  have  spoken  to  me  about  it. 
I  am  glad  some  of  them  listened  to  it, 
and  I  hope  some  have  read  it  since. 

In  my  opinion  there  is  no  question  but 
what  this  amendment  should  be  adopted. 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  nothing  more  than 
our  expression,  as  the  other  body  exer¬ 
cised  its  right  to  bring  about  an  expres¬ 
sion,  of  this  fundamental  proposition, 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States 
must  participate  in  making  the  great 
decisions  that  must  be  made  for  the 
safety  and  security  of  this  country. 

In  the  state  of  confusion  and  turmoil 
that  exists  in  the  country  today,  may  I 
ask  the  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
aisle:  Are  you  willing  to  abdicate  your 
authority  and  your  responsibility  to  the 
other  end  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and 
say  that  we  are  willing  to  give  up  the 
power  and  responsibility  that  should 
be  ours? 

This  amendment  is  nothing  new.  A 
parallel  provision  was  contained  in  the 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1940,  a  limitation 
that  was  written  into  the  act  to  provide 
against  sending  American  boys,  drafted 
under  that  act,  all  over  the  world.  Did 
anyone  seriously  complain  about  such  a 
provision  at  that  time?  I  do  not  recall 
that  they  did.  That  being  true,  why 
should  we  be  so  disturbed  about  this  mat¬ 
ter?  If  we  are  to  permit  the  President 
to  send  great  numbers  of  American  troops 
to  Europe  without  congressional  author¬ 
ity,  we  may  well  be  rendering  academic 
the  power  of  Congress  to  declare  war. 
Day  by  day  the  representatives  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  are  being 
euchred  into  impotence,  because  wars 
today  culminate  in  shooting  after  step- 
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by-step  processes,  in  which  the  Congress 
takes  no  part. 

It  was  precisely  because  the  matter  of 
troop  deployment  is  so  closely  alined 
with  the  power  to  declare  war  that  the 
Congress  was  given  ironclad  assurance  by 
the  administration  during  the  Senate 
debate  on  this  proposed  Atlantic  Pact 
arrangement,  and  during  the  hearings, 
that  acceptance  of  the  treaty  would  in  no 
way  commit  this  country  to  the  sending 
of  troops  abroad.  Now  the  administra¬ 
tion  is  asking  us  to  do  the  very  thing  that 
they  said  they  would  not  ask  us  to  do. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
who  made  a  splendid  point  in  this  con¬ 
nection  the  other  day. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Is  it  not  true  that  un¬ 
der  article  3  of  the  Atlantic  union,  to 
which  this  amendment  is  limited,  that 
the  boys  who  are  sent  overseas  will  be 
placed  under  the  command  of  an  indi¬ 
vidual  who  today  happens  to  be  General 
Eisenhower,  but  who  tomorrow  may  be 
some  other  commander  of  some  other 
nation,  and  will  no  longer  remain  under 
the  Commander  in  Chief  of  the  United 
States? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  that  is 
correct.  Those  who  assert  the  right  to 
send  these  troops  to  Europe  to  imple¬ 
ment  the  Atlantic  Pact  under  the  power 
of  the  President  as  Commander  in  Chief, 
ought  to  recognize  that  when  they  ar¬ 
rive  in  Europe,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  points  out,  they  are  not 
under  the  command  of  the  Commander 
in  Chief  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
They  are  under  the  command  of  the  Su¬ 
preme  Commander  of  the  Atlantic  Pact 
nations. 

Mr.  HERTER.  Will  the  gentleman 
yield  further? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HERTER.  And  further  is  it  not 
true  that  in  order  to  implement  article  3 
of  the  joint  Atlantic  Treaty  it  was  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  Congress  to  take  action 
and  design  legislation  in  order  to  get 
munitions  of  war  and  equipment  over¬ 
seas?  Why  should  it  not  be  equally  ap¬ 
plicable  in  sending  the  boys  over  there? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Of  course,  that  is  ex¬ 
actly  right;  and  may  I  point  out  and  ask 
whether  in  taking  a  move  which  might 
plunge  our  Nation  into  the  darkness  of 
death  and  destruction  the  power  should 
be  vested  in  one  single  man?  Is  it  con¬ 
ceivable  that  they  expected  the  Congress 
to  exercise  no  authority  in  that  twilight 
zone  between  peace  and  war? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Gavin]  is  recog¬ 
nized. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  just  wanted  to  tell  my 
good  and  able  friend  from  Indiana  that 
I  agree  with  him;  I  think  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  has  the  right  and 
should  have  the  opportunity  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  determination  of  our  foreign 
policy.  Certainly  you  are  right  but  you 
have  a  situation  now  where  you  are  not 
being  given  that  opportunity,  and  now 
you  want  to  pass  legislation  which  has 
no  bearing  on  that  matter  merely  in  my 
opinion  confuses  the  issue,  because  we — I 


think  the  gentleman  will  agree  with 
me — are  in  the  Atlantic  Pact  whether 
we  like  it  or  not,  and,  therefore,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  we  are  in  and  pledged  to 
go  to  the  assistance  of  any  country  that 
may  be  attacked  by  Russia — it  is  already 
an  agreement  and  there  is  not  much  we 
can  do  about  it  now. 

We  have  had  a  situation  develop  in 
Korea  where  General  MacArthur  is  con¬ 
cerned,  and  we  are  gravely  concerned 
because  he  had  been  “United  Nation- 
ized,”  he  had  been  hog-tied,  he  had  been 
shackled  and  not  permitted  to  operate 
with  any  degree  of  military  freedom. 

So  now  that  we  have  accepted  the 
Atlantic  Pact  and  the  Members  of  Con¬ 
gress  have  voted  not  with  my  vote  for 
the  MDAP  appropriations  to  implement 
the  Atlantic  Pact  we  are  in.  We  send 
General  Eisenhower  to  Europe.  We  be¬ 
lieve  in  him;  we  think  he  is  a  practical, 
sound,  clear-thinking  American.  He 
told  us  that  he  was  going  over  there  to 
look  the  situation  over  and  make  an 
effort  to  build  up  the  military  strength 
of  European  countries  in  the  Atlantic 
Pact.  However,  before  the  general  com¬ 
mences  to  develop  the  program  we  start 
to  debate  on  troops  to  Europe  and 
whether  or  not  we  are  going  to  cooperate. 
I  am  certain  that  no  Member  of  this 
House  wants  to  hog-tie  or  shackle  Gen¬ 
eral  Eisenhower.  If  we  believe  in  him 
and  believe  he  is  the  kind  of  American 
who  should  represent  us,  we  should  stand 
back  of  him,  we  should  have  faith  in 
him,  we  should  have  confidence  in  him 
to  do  the  right  thing;  if  after  a  reasona¬ 
ble  length  of  time  he  does  not  secure 
results  and  the  Atlantic  Pact  countries 
are  not  cooperating,  we  should  ask  him 
to  come  back  home  and  tell  us  the  story. 
But  we  are  considering  legislation  that 
will  restrict  him,  which  will  cause  the 
people  of  the  Atlantic  Pact  countries  to 
feel  that  they  cannot  have  any  faith  in 
the  Atlantic  Pact  agreement  and  we  are 
not  going  to  stand  with  them  in  the 
critical  hour. 

Now,  I  want  to  say  if  we  do  not  have 
confidence  and  faith  in  General  Eisen¬ 
hower,  certainly  we  should  call  him  back 
home,  pull  our  troops  out  of  Europe,  get 
out  and  stay  out  and  let  them  go  it  alone. 

Before  I  yield  I  want  to  ask  my  good 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  for 
whom  I  have  great  admiration,  who  yes¬ 
terday  voted  against  the  Towe  amend¬ 
ment,  why  he  changed  his  mind  in  the 
last  few  minutes. 

Mr.  COX.  Does  the  gentleman  want 
me  to  take  the  floor? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  The  gentleman  is  such  a 
courageous  man  and  so  honest  in  his 
convictions.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  you 
voted  against  the  Towe  amendment 
yesterday  I  am  asking - 

Mr.  COX.  Let  me  settle  that  question 
for  myself. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  That  is  perfectly  all 
right;  the  gentleman  has  that  privilege. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  shall  be  pleased  to 
yield  to  my  good  friend  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Reference  has  been 
made  to  the  statement  made  by  the 


Chairman  of  the  Committee  in  the  clos¬ 
ing  of  the  debate  in  respect  to  the  ex¬ 
clusion  of  other  people.  I  know  a  lot  of 
Members  here  who  were  persuaded  by 
that  argument  that  he  raised,  that  such 
a  provision  could  not  really  be  applicable 
because  an  amendment  to  be  germane 
must  go  only  to  the  people  inducted. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Permit  me  to  go  on  a  bit 
further. 

The  arguments  you  propound  here  to¬ 
day  I  think  should  have  been  propounded 
in  1946  when  you  had  devastation  and 
destruction  in  Europe  when  the  conti¬ 
nent  of  Europe  was  a  wreck.  But  since 
1946  you  have  pumped  twenty-two  thou¬ 
sand  million  dollars  of  the  American 
taxpayers’  money  into  the  economy  of 
Europe  not  with  my  vote  to  rehabilitate 
the  economic  and  industrial  life  of  Eu¬ 
rope.  It  is  now  a  going  concern.  Stalin 
&  Co.  would  like  to  take  it  over.  Pick  off 
the  European  countries  one  at  a  time  and 
make  them  satellites  of  Russia. 

What  is  the  prize  today?  It  is  Europe 
not  Asia.  We  fought  our  way  in.  We 
are  dug  in  now  and  we  should  stay.  We 
should  support  General  Eisenhower  as 
long  as  we  sent  him  over  there  to  the 
fullest  extent  of  our  ability  and  within 
reason  in  order  to  build  a  military  de¬ 
fense  program  in  the  Atlantic  Pact  coun¬ 
tries.  It  is  our  last  fighting  chance. 
Weaken,  and  Stalin  &  Co.  moves  in  and 
you  will  have  plenty  of  trouble  to  iron 
out  later  on. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

(Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  am  in  favor  of  the  Towe 
amendment  because  it  preserves  to  Con¬ 
gress  its  constitutional  power  of  declar¬ 
ing  war. 

To  give  to  the  President  unlimited 
power  to  send  troops  beyond  the  borders 
of  the  United  States  in  excess  of  the  four 
divisions  authorized  for  Europe  would 
be  to  give  him  power  to  get  us  into  war 
without  the  action  of  Congress. 

The  President  already  has  us  in  a 
sizable  war  in  Korea.  We  know  now 
from  experience  that  he  may  well  in¬ 
volve  us  in  a  war  in  Europe  without 
action  by  Congress. 

This  amendment  relates  to  the  basis 
of  our  form  of  government.  To  give  to 
the  President  this  unlimited  power 
is  tantamount  to  dictatorship.  The 
amendment  would  prevent  that  dicta¬ 
torship. 

The  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
people  of  America  prefer  that  Congress 
should  pass  on  the  question  of  additional 
troops  to  Europe.  They  do  not  want 
dictatorship. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
KildayL 

(Mr.  KILDAY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
ni^rks  ) 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  closing  statement? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 
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Mr.  GAVIN.  After  we  are  dug  in,  if 
we  pull  out  of  Europe  it  will  be  like  pull¬ 
ing  out  of  Korea.  You  will  turn  it  over 
to  Joe  Stalin;  he  will  solidify  his 
strength  over  there  and  in  a  year  from 
now  you  will  wish  you  had  not  done  so. 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sin¬ 
cerely  trust  we  will  pass  on  this  amend¬ 
ment  based  upon  its  merits.  I  have  been 
unable  to  understand  how  a  vote  on  this 
amendment  should  be  controlled  by  a 
vote  on  any  other  amendment  which  is 
in  no  wise  related  to  the  pending  one. 

This  is,  of  course,  one  of  the  great  con¬ 
stitutional  questions  before  the  country 
today.  I  fully  appreciate  the  fact  that 
men  equally  well-informed  on  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Constitution  come  to  oppo¬ 
site  conclusions  with  reference  to  it. 

This  is  an  indirect  approach,  and  ad¬ 
mittedly  so.  I  agree  thoroughly  with 
what  has  been  said  as  to  the  parliamen¬ 
tary  situation  in  not  permitting  the 
amendment  to  go  further  than  those 
persons  inducted  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act;  nevertheless,  the  situation  is 
that  the  amendment  would  constitute  a 
restriction  upon  the  use  of  only  such 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  as  may 
come  into  the  service  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  act.  That  is  the  situation, 
even  though  it  is  the  result  of  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  difficulty  that  controls  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  New  Jersey. 

So  that  the  situation  is  that  all  those 
persons  already  in  the  service  and  all 
who  come  into  the  service  by  any  means 
except  through  induction  under  this  act 
would  not  be  subject  to  the  limitation. 
Any  National  Guard  organization  here¬ 
after  called  or  any  Reserves  hereafter 
activated  would  not  be  subject  to  this 
limitation. 

The  gentleman  from  Indiana  referred 
to  the  1940  act.  Many  of  us  remember 
the  provisions  of  that  act  very  well.  It 
provided  that  persons  inducted  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Selective  Training  and 
Service  Act  could  not  be  assigned  at  any 
point  outside  the  Western  Hemisphere, 
so  that  those  persons  who  came  into  the 
service  by  any  manner  except  under  the 
Selective  Training  and  Service  Act  were 
not  subject  to  the  limitation.  What 
happened?  In  a  matter  of  a  very  few 
months  we  found  it  necessary  to  remove 
that  restriction  because  those  who  came 
into  the  service  under  the  Selective 
Training  and  Service  Act  were  imple¬ 
mented  into  organizations  already  exist¬ 
ing,  National  Guard,  Regular  divisions, 
and  what-not,  and  when  it  was  sought 
to  deploy  an  organization  to  any  point 
outside  the  Western  Hemisphere  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  difficulty  became  impossible. 
You  had  to  stop  and  screen  out  of  the 
organization  everybody  who  had  come  in, 
so  that  you  destroyed  the  organization 
on  the  eve  of  its  sailing. 

You  will  do  here  exactly  what  devel¬ 
oped  under  the  1940  act  if  you  restrict 
the  persons  who  come  in  now  and  they 
are  not  going  to  be  assigned  to  any  seg¬ 
regated  unit.  They  are  going  to  be  in¬ 
tegrated  into  already  existing  units. 
Then  you  are  going  to  have  the  situation 
that  you  cannot  use  any  of  these  units 
until  you  have  screened  out  of  them  the 
men  who  come  under  the  provisions  of 
this  act. 


I  submit  that  a  great  constitutional 
question  ought  not  be  decided  in  this 
way.  The  other  body  took  weeks  of  de¬ 
bate  and  discussion  before  it  ever  came 
to  its  conclusion.  This  resolution  is 
now  pending  before  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs.  That  is  the  proper  way 
to  decide  it ;  decide  it  straight  out  on  the 
basis  of  the  resolution  and  not  come  in 
and  handicap  the  military  forces  in  the 
use  of  the  troops  which  it  has  by  placing 
into  existing  organizations  men  whom 
you  cannot  use  in  the  same  manner  as 
you  can  use  the  other  men  in  that  organ¬ 
ization.  You  are  disrupting  and  handi¬ 
capping  all  of  our  armed  services. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Will  the  gentle¬ 
man  explain  the  stigma  that  will  follow 
the  individual  taken  from  his  organiza¬ 
tion?  Then  also,  what  effect  it  is  going 
to  have  on  morale? 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Of  course,  it  disrupts 
the  morale;  it  disrupts  every  portion  of 
the  command  that  is  trained  as  a  team, 
that  has  been  trained  to  fight  together. 
Let  us  not  handicap  the  morale  or  en¬ 
deavor  to  decide  a  great  constitutional 
question  in  20  minutes  on  a  collateral 
issue. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cole  of  New 
York  to  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Tows : 
Strike  out  “persons  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  under  the  provisions  of  this  title”  and 
insert  “members  of  the  Armed  Forces.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
a  point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  desire  to  be  heard 
on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  No,  Mr. 
Chairman.  I  am  ready  to  abide  by  the 
Chair’s  decision. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  sustains 
the  point  of  order. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey  [Mr.  ToweL 

Mr.  TOWE.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  that 
I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Kilday 
and  Mr.  Towe. 

The  Committee  divided;  and  the  tellers 
reported  that  there  were — ayes  158, 
noes  163. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  bill  and  all  amendments  thereto  close 
not  later  than  5  o’clock. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  a  parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  How  many 
amendments  are  there  at  the  clerk’s 

desk? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  is  ad¬ 
vised  that  there  are  about  20  amend¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Then,  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  object. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  the  bill  and  all  amend¬ 


ments  thereto  close  not  later  than  5 
o’clock. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered;  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Kilday  and 
Mr.  Halleck. 

The  Committee  divided;  and  the  tellers 
reported  that  there  were — ayes  164, 
noes  94. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Permit  the  Chair 
to  make  a  statement.  The  following 
Members  were  listed  as  standing  at  the 
time  the  motion  was  made  to  limit  de¬ 
bate.  The  Chair  would  feel  it  would 
only  be  fair  to  require  any  Member  re¬ 
questing  time  to  state  that  he  was  stand¬ 
ing  at  that  time.  Messrs.  Case,  Vinson, 
Rogers  of  Florida,  Teague,  Hoeven, 
Sadlak,  Miller  of  Nebraska,  Ford,  Cole 
of  New  York,  Price,  Staggers,  Yorty, 
Heffernan,  Rees  of  Kansas,  Jensen, 
Javits,  Halleck,  Hugh  D.  Scott,  Jr., 
Stefan,  Busbey,  Powell,  Machrowicz, 
Bray,  Keating,  Meader,  Larcade,  Hin- 
shaw,  Mrs.  Rogres  of  Massachusetts,  and 
Mr.  Vursell. 

Can  any  other  Member  state  that  he 
was  standing  at  the  time  whose  name 
does  not  appear  on  this  list? 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  A  number  of  us  have 
amendments  at  the  desk.  Will  those 
who  have  amendments  be  given  prefer¬ 
ence  in  addressing  the  House  under  this 
limitation? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  was 
about  to  state  that  it  will  be  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  Chair  to  try  to  recognize 
Members  having  amendments  on  the 
desk.  Members  of  the  Committee,  of 
course,  are  entitled  to  prior  recognition, 
but  as  far  as  the  Chair  is  able  to  do  so, 
the  Chair  is  going  to  recognize  Members 
already  having  amendments  at  the  desk. 

The  Chair  is  advised  that  there  will 
be  about  3  minutes  for  each  of  those 
listed. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cole  of  New 
York:  Page  52,  following  line  14,  insert  a 
new  section  as  follows: 

“Sec.  2.  The  active  duty  personnel 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  exclusive  of 
personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard,  personnel  of 
the  Reserve  components  on  active  duty  for 
training  purposes  only,  and  personnel  of  the 
Armed  Forces  employed  in  the  Selective 
Service  System,  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of 
4,000,000  persons  at  any  one  time.” 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  this  amendment  places  an  over-all 
ceiling  of  4,000,000  persons  in  our  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  at  any  one  time. 
Historically  the  Congress  has  always 
controlled  the  Military  Establishment  by 
imposing  a  ceiling  upon  the  over-all¬ 
strength,  which  has  never  been  removed 
at  any  time  except  during  wartime. 

When  the  military  people  came  before 
the  committee  in  support  of  this  bill 
originally,  they  asked  for  3,200,000. 
When  the  figures  indicated  that  their 
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request  for  the  lower-draft  age  could 
not  be  justified  upon  the  basis  of  3,200,- 
000  it  was  raised  to  a  total  of  3,500,000. 

Subsequently  in  discussing  this  prob¬ 
lem  the  chairman  of  the  committee  sug¬ 
gested  that  a  limitation  of  3,500,000  per¬ 
haps  might  circumscribe  the  effective 
operation  of  the  military  and  suggested 
a  figure  of  4,000,000.  By  that  statement 
I  do  not  mean  that  he  approve  the  ceil¬ 
ing  of  4,000,000;  at  any  rate,  that  is  the 
genesis  of  arriving  at  the  figure  4,000,000. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  They  justified  the  size 
of  the  first  request  which  was  3,200,000; 
now  they  have  an  800,000  cushion.  I 
think  that  is  ample. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  That  is  true. 
The  last  ceiling  that  the  Congress  im¬ 
posed  upon  our  military  forces  was 
1,200,000.  That  was  removed  during  the 
early  part  of  the  Korean  affair,  a  year 
ago. 

It  is  now  proposed  to  reinstate  the  his¬ 
toric  practice  of  Congress  to  control  its 
Armies,  Navies,  and  Air  Force  by  im¬ 
posing  an  over-all  ceiling  on  the  total 
strength. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Is  it  not  true  that 
if  the  situation  warrants  it  Congress  is 
always  here  and  will  correct  the  situa¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  The  proof 
of  that  is  what  happened  last  June  when 
the  Korean  affair  broke  out;  the  ceiling 
was  removed  completely  and  overnight. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Cole], 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  perhaps  the  most 
important  amendment  to  be  offered  to 
the  whole  bill;  at  least  I  consider  it  to 
be  such. 

The  psychological  effect  throughout 
the  world  today  should  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  be  adopted  would  be  bad.  It 
would  say  to  all  the  nations  on  earth 
that  the  great  Republic  of  America  has 
reached  the  decision  that  it  will  only 
have  an  armed  services  of  4,000,000  men 
to  defend  its  liberties.  It  is  terrible. 

No  living  man  knows  what  tomorrow 
will  bring  forth.  The  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  say  that  for  the  time  being  three 
and  a  half  million  men  will  suffice,  but 
tomorrow  or  next  month,  with  the  world 
in  the  precarious  situation  it  is  in  today, 
they  will  probably  have  to  ask  for  more. 
Of  course,  you  can  say,  “We  will  be  here.” 
But  you  have  to  make  plans  before  you 
begin  to  bring  500,000  men  into  the  serv¬ 
ice.  You  cannot  tell  what  we  may  face, 
you  cannot  tell  what  is  in  front  of  us,  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  cannot  say  that 
three  and  a  half  million  men  in  the 
armed  services  will  be  sufficient.  Of 
course,  the  Congress  cannot  say.  Sup¬ 
pose  conditions  get  bad?  Then  you  would 
be  right  back  here  asking  that  four,  four 
and  a  half,  or  five  million  men  be  brought 
into  the  services. 

What  is  the  psychological  effect? 
What  will  Europe  say?  What  will  the 
world  say?  It  will  say  that  America 


makes  the  statement  that  she  only  needs 
4,000,000  men.  It  would  be  bad. 

The  thing  to  do  is  to  leave  it  discre¬ 
tionary  with  the  Department.  If  it  were 
peacetime  I  would  say  “Yes,”  I  would  be 
for  it,  because  we  should  establish  a  limit 
in  peacetime.  But  we  are  not  at  peace 
today.  The  world  is  on  fire.  Men  are 
dying  in  Korea.  Think  about  the  boys 
fighting  in  Korea.  Should  they  read  in 
the  papers  that  we  will  only  have  an 
Army  or  so  many  million  men,  they  would 
tell  us,  “We  need  a  little  help.” 

We  do  not  know  how  many  we  will 
need.  This  would  be  the  worst  amend¬ 
ment  that  could  be  written  in  this  bill. 
The  psychological  effect  throughout  the 
world  will  be  bad  and,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  Senate  may  have  writ¬ 
ten  that  provision  in  there,  our  com¬ 
mittee  debated  the  matter,  our  commit¬ 
tee  rejected  it,  and  I  certainly  hope  this 
Committee  now  will  reject  the  propo¬ 
sition. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole], 

The  question  was  taken ;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Cole  of  New 
York)  there  were — ayes  89,  noes  126. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Rogers,  of 
Florida:  Page  37,  strike  out  lines  5  through  9 
and  insert  the  following : 

“(i)  a  program  of  initial  military  training 
deemed  by  the  Commission  to  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act, 
which  program  shall  include  (A)  the  types 
of  basic  military  training  to  be  given  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
and  (B)  measures  for  utilizing  the  existing 
plants  and  facilities  of  schools  and  colleges 
to  the  fullest  extent  practicable  in  provid¬ 
ing  initial  military  training  (along  with 
academic  training  where  appropriate)  for 
members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  This  amendment  mere¬ 
ly  permits  the  commission  to  consider 
that  in  its  plan  when  it  submits  it  to  the 
Congress. 

Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida.  That  is 
right. 

Mr.  VINSON.  We  accept  the  amend¬ 
ment,  Mr.  Chairman. 

[Mr.  ROGERS  of  Florida  addressed 
the  Committee.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Florida  [Mr.  Rogers]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Case:  On  page 
61,  after  line  23,  add  a  new  subsection  as 
follows: 

“(e)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions 
of  this  title  no  person  shall  be  inducted  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  after 
July  1,  1967.  Any  person  inducted  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  before  July 
1,  1957  shall,  not  later  than  January  1,  1958, 
be  released  from  training  in  such  Corps  but 


shall  not  be  relieved  from  his  obligation  to 
serve  in  a  Reserve  component  as  provided 
in  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  this  title.” 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  amendment  is  clear.  Under 
it,  the  basic  law  authorizing  a  military- 
trainng  program  would  provide  that  any 
such  program  shall  end  not  later  than 
6  years  from  this  July.  I  believe  we 
must  have  compulsory  military  train¬ 
ing  as  a  part  of  our  effort  to  make  our 
Armed  Forces  strong  during  this  emer¬ 
gency.  I  am  opposed  to  compulsory 
military  training  or  compulsory  service 
in  peacetime.  I  believe  that  at  the  end 
of  6  years  those  who  favor  a  continua¬ 
tion  of  military  training  should  have  to 
come  forward  and  prove  affirmatively 
that  the  emergency  which  now  exists 
still  continues.  The  basic  law  should 
indicate  that  we  do  not  intend  to  insti¬ 
tute  compulsory  military  training  as  a 
permanent  American  institution. 

It  may  be  said  that  a  time  limit  can 
be  put  into  the  plan  when  it  is  pre¬ 
sented  to  us  by  the  Commission  or  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  after  it 
has  the  Commission’s  report.  I  agree 
that  is  so,  but  this  is  a  matter  of  basic 
principle.  It  may  be  noted  that  we  are 
now  establishing  certain  principles  by 
the  proposed  bill,  that  of  $30  a  month 
for  trainees  and  that  no  trainee  shall  be 
sent  for  training  abroad.  I  believe  that 
my  amendment  involves  a  far  more  im¬ 
portant  basic  principle  than  either  of 
those  two  matters. 

I  hope,  as  a  friend  of  military  train¬ 
ing  in  this  emergency  but  also  as  a  friend 
of  the  American  tradition  against  com¬ 
pulsory  training  in  ordinary  peacetime, 
that  this  amendment  will  be  carried. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CASE.  I  yield  to  the' gentleman 
from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Do  I  correctly  under¬ 
stand  the  time  limit  is  6  years  under  the 
gentleman’s  amendment? 

Mr.  CASE.  Six  years  from  this  July. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Six  years  from  July,  not 
6  years  from  the  time  of  the  adoption 
of  the  plan? 

Mr.  CASE.  No,  6  years  from  July;  in 
other  words,  July  1,  1957. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  all  want  to  do  what 
is  the  right  and  proper  thing.  Let  us 
try  to  do  things  in  an  orderly  way.  Here, 
as  was  said  the  other  day,  we  are  trying 
to  exterminate  the  plan  before  it  is  born. 
We  are  trying  to  say  it  can  live  only  6 
years,  or  4  years,  or  whatever  number  of 
years  it  may  be.  Let  us  get  the  plan  in 
here.  We  are  sound  in  getting  the  plan 
here,  and  we  are  going  to  write  the  plan 
here.  When  we  get  the  plan  in  here, 
then  we  will  probably  put  a  date  on  it. 
But  let  us  not  go  ahead  and  say  that 
when  the  plan  comes  in  it  can  have  a 
life  of  only  a  certain  period  of  time. 
When  the  plan  comes  in  is  the  proper 
time  to  do  that.  I  no  doubt  can  assure 
the  Committee  that  it  might  be  a  period 
shorter  than  suggested  by  the  gentleman, 
or  it  might  be  a  little  bit  longer.  But 
the  proper  time  to  determine  the  life  of 
it  is  when  you  create  it,  and  not  before  it 
is  created. 
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Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  the  amendment 
will  be  voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Case!. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Case)  there 
were — ayes  62,  noes  109. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offere  .  by  Mr.  Bryson  :  Page 
36,  line  17,  after  "Corps”,  insert  “including 
the  suppression  of  vice,  gambling,  and  the 
sale,  furnishing  or  possession  of  alcoholic 
beverages  containing  over  one-half  of  one 
per  cent  of  alcohol  by  volume  upon  or  in 
close  proximity  to  any  place  or  institution  to 
which  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  may  be  assigned  for  train¬ 
ing.” 

Mr.  BRYSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  under 
date  of  Anril  3,  1951,  I  gave  notice  of 
my  intention  to  offer  the  amendment 
v/hich  has  just  been  read;  and  my  re¬ 
marks  appear  in  the  Record  of  that  date 
on  page  3253.  As  some  evidence  of  the 
importance  of  this  amendment,  it  will 
be  observed  that  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  [Mr.  Rees]  offered  yesterday  a 
somewhat  similar  amendment  to  the 
Barden  bill,  which  bill,  of  course,  was  act¬ 
ed  on  adversely  by  the  committee.  To¬ 
day,  I  have  been  in  conference  with  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole], 
who  proposes  to  offer  an  amendment  of 
this  subject,  which,  in  my  judgment,  is 
far  more  effective  than  my  own  amend¬ 
ment.  I  hope  that  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  will  have  an  opportunity  to 
present  his  amendment;  and,  if  he  does, 
it  is  my  purpose  to  vote  for  the  same. 

Of  course  it  is  to  be  regretted  that 
due  to  the  lateness  of  the  hour  and  the 
limitation  of  time,  many  of  you,  my 
colleagues,  who  have  assured  me  of  your 
support  will  not  be  permitted  to  speak. 

Under  the  committee  bill,  which  I  have 
consistently  supported,  we  will  be  call¬ 
ing  from  our  homes  younger  men  than 
have  ever  been  called  into  military  serv¬ 
ice  before  and  under  requirements  of 
longer  service  than  have  ever  been  ex¬ 
acted  before.  With  world  conditions  as 
they  are,  it  is  entirely  possible  that 
many  of  these  young  men  will  be  sent 
to  distant  places  across  the  several  seas ; 
and,  of  course,  many  of  them  will  never 
return.  While  I  probably  entertain 
more  extreme  views  against  alcoholic 
beverages  than  many  of  you,  I  am  happy 
to  observe  that  even  those  of  you  who 
indulge  in  the  use  of  alcohol  yourselves 
have  expressed  your  interest  in  this  im¬ 
portant  matter. 

Surely  the  least  that  we  can  do  in 
calling  these  young  men  into  service 
will  be  to  try  to  protect  them  from  those 
vendors  of  vice  who  have  no  regard  for 
decency  or  humanity. 

There  are  those  who  believe  and  it  is 
possible  that  if  true  facts  were  known 
could  establish  that  excessive  use  of  al¬ 
cohol  might  have  contributed  to  our 
present  chaotic  plight.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  many,  many  important  de¬ 
cisions  are  made  here  in  Washington 
and  elsewhere  after  cocktails  have  gone 
around.  I  have  observed  in  conferences 
I  have  attended  here  and  in  foreign 


countries  following  the  late  war  that 
before  the  business  of  the  day  is  dis¬ 
cussed,  cocktails  must  be  served.  Hardly 
an  invitation  is  issued  here  in  'Washing¬ 
ton  to  any  sort  of  a  meeting  unless  it  is 
indicated  that  cocktails  will  be  served. 

It  is  a  shame  that  here  in  the  Capital 
City  where  not  only  the  policies  for  our 
own  country  but  for  other  countries  as 
well  are  being  made,  more  liquor  is  con¬ 
sumed  than  any  other  place  in  the  world. 

The  per  capita  consumption  of  alcoholic 
beverages  here  in  Washington  exceeds 
that  of  any  other  city. 

The  idea  of  throwing  some  protection 
around  our  men  in  the  service  is  not 
new.  Practically  every  bill  heretofore 
considered  by  this  body  has  had  some 
restrictions  written  into  it  on  this  im¬ 
portant  subject. 

Those  of  us  who  know  from  experi¬ 
ence  by  our  services  in  some  branch  of 
the  Armed  Forces  know  that  the  tempta¬ 
tions  are  great. 

To  be  sure,  you  cannot  do  much  by 
way  of  improving  a  man’s  morals  by 
legal  action.  You  can,  however,  at  least 
try  to  place  the  average  home  atmos¬ 
phere  around  our  younger  men  insofar 
as  is  possible. 

I  urge  upon  you  to  vote  favorably 
upon  my  amendment;  and,  as  stated 
above,  if  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
offers  his  amendment  as  a  substitute  or 
amendment  to  my  amendment,  I  shall 
be  pleased  to  support  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  vote  the  amendment  down.  The 
proper  way  to  approach  this  subject  is 
somewhat  along  the  line  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  yesterday  by  the  gentle^A 
man  from  Kansas,  and  probably  to  be 
offered  today  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Cole]. 

The  Commission  will  have  authority 
to  go  into  all  these  questions.  This 
amendment  provides  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  must  adopt  such  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  that  beverages  containing  over 
one-half  of  1  percent  of  alcohol  cannot 
be  used.  They  might  not  be  able  to  even 
get  shaving  lotions.  Probably  they  will 
get  Coca-Cola.  All  of  these  kinds  of 
amendments  should  be  voted  down.  Let 
the  Commission  submit  it,  and  then  we 
will  write  the  plan  later  on. 

I  ask  for  a  vote,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  a  substitute  for  the  pending 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


more  than  $1,000  or  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  12  months,  or  both.” 


Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  let  me  say  that  every  time  a  mea¬ 
sure  dealing  with  the  personnel  of  our 
Armed  Forces  comes  to  the  floor  we  are 
faced  with  this  problem.  Of  course  it 
is  an  important  one.  I  would  like  to  see 
a  provision  of  law  such  as  contained  in 
my  amendment  made  permanent.  We 
should  leave  it  up  to  the  President  to 
impose  regulations  with  respect  to  the 
control  of  this  problem,  which  we  all 
admit  is  severe. 

My  criticism  of  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bryson]  is  that  it  applies 
only  to  the  Training  Corps  and  not  to 
all  camps  and  posts  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  other  words,  it  would 
be  permanent  law. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  would  hope 
it  would  be  permanent  law. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  think  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Cole]  is  along  the  right  line,  and 
as  far  as  the  committee  is  concerned  we 
will  accept  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  substitute  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Cole]  for  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bryson]. 

The  substitute  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Bryson],  as 
amended. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hoeven:  Page 
35,  line  3,  after  the  comma,  insert  “of  which 
not  more  than  three  shall  be  members  of 
the  same  political  party,  and.” 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the 
debate  on  this  bill  we  have  discussed 
about  every  possible  angle  but  have 
practically  forgotten  about  the  composi¬ 
tion  of  the  commission  itself.  In  the 
interest  of  conserving  time,  I  suggest 
the  committee  accept  my  amendment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  trouble  about  the 
amendment  is  that  we  do  not  know  to 
what  political  party  the  two  military 
men  may  belong.  If  you  were  going  to 
have  a  civilian  board  of  five  men,  I  would 
not  have  any  objection  to  it,  but  with 
two  military  men  on  the  commission,  we 
do  not  know  what  their  political  affilia¬ 
tions  may  be. 


Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Cole  of  New 
York  as  a  substitute  for  the  amendment 
offered  by  Mr.  Bryson:  Page  54,  add  a  new 
section,  as  follows: 

“The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized 
to  make  such  regulations  governing  the  sale, 
consumption,  possession  of  or  traffic  in  beer, 
wine,  or  any  other  intoxicating  liquors  to  or 
by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  at  or  near 
any  camp,  station,  post,  or  other  place  pri¬ 
marily  occupied  by  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  Any  person,  corporation,  partnership, 
or  association  violating  the  regulations  au¬ 
thorized  hereunder  shall,  unless  otherwise 
punishable  under  the  Uniform  Code  of  Mili¬ 
tary  Justice,  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  mis¬ 
demeanor  and  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not 


Mr.  HOEVEN.  I  would  say  to  the 
chairman  that  military  men,  if  they  are 
good  American  citizens,  should  affiliate 
themselves  with  some  political  party. 

Mr.  VINSON.  But  they  may  have 
been  out  of  the  country  so  long  that  they 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  become 
affiliated. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  The  commission  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  set  up  in  this  bill  is  perhaps 
the  most  important  commission  Congress 
will  ever  set  up.  It  will  deal  with  the 
lives  and  destinies  of  our  young  man¬ 
hood  and  should  be  entirely  nonpartisan. 
The  commission  not  only  is  to  propose 
a  plan  for  universal  military  training, 
but  will  also  administer  it.  We  must  see 
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that  this  commission  is  made  up  of  the 
highest  caliber  men  possible.  As  long 
as  our  American  system  is  centered 
around  our  two  great  political  parties 
there  is  no  reason  why  both  major  par¬ 
ties  should  not  be  represented  on  a  com¬ 
mission  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  New  York.  I  suggest 
that  if  the  gentleman  would  revise  his 
amendment  to  provide  that  not  more 
than  two  of  the  civil  members  of  the 
commission  shall  be  members  of  any  one 
political  party,  then  he  will  avoid  the 
difficulties  raised  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  VINSON.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield,  I  would  further  suggest  to  the 
President  that  at  least  two  of  them 
would  come  from  the  minority,  because 
I  have  two  such  distinguished  men  in 
mind  that  I  hope  will  become  members 
of  this  commission.  So  I  think  it  would 
be  better  not  to  put  any  limitation  on 
this  thing. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  I  prefer  to  have  the 
amendment  considered  in  the  form  in 
which  I  have  presented  it.  * 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOEVEN,  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  If  these  military  men 
do  not  belong  to  any  political  party  then 
the  gentleman’s  amendment  is  all  right. 

Mr.  HOEVEN.  The  gentleman  is  en¬ 
tirely  correct. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  gentleman’s  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  trust  the  committee 
will  vote  this  amendment  down  because 
it  is  one  of  those  things  which  should 
be  left  entirely  to  the  discretion  of  the 
President  to  get  the  best  men  even  if  all 
of  them  come  from  one  party.  What  we 
want  is  outstanding  Americans;  and  I 
will  say  that  if  the  President  selects  the 
right  type  of  men - 

Mr.  VORYS.  If! 

Mr.  SHAFER.  If! 

Mr.  VINSON.  Yes;  and  he  is  going 
to  do  it;  he  is  going  to  do  it  in  this  case. 
If  he  selects  the  right  kind  of  men,  then 
the  country  will  get  behind  his  program, 
and  you  will  have  a  worth-while  result. 
I  think  that  the  President  should  have  a 
free  hand  in  selecting  his  men. 

I  ask  that  the  amendment  be  voted 
down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Hoeven]  . 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Hoeven)  there 
were — ayes  101,  noes  98. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  McCarthy]  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McCarthy; 
Page  52,  line  14,  strike  out  the  quotation 
marks  and  insert  after  line  14  the  follow¬ 
ing  new  paragraphs: 

“The  President  is  authorized,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  active 


duty  (1)  of  members  of  the  inactive  and 
volunteer  Reserves  whose  occupation,  em¬ 
ployment,  or  other  activity  is  found  to  be 
necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest,  and  (2)  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  inactive  and  volunteer  Reserves 
whose  deferment  is  advisable  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  other  persons  are  dependent  upon 
them  for  support.  To  the  maximum  extent 
practicable,  deferments  of  such  members 
shall  be  on  the  same  basis  as  deferments 
under  section  6  (h)  of  this  title. 

“The  President  is  authorized  to  create  and 
establish  in  each  State,  Territory,  and  pos¬ 
session  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  one  or  more  civilian  Re¬ 
serve  deferment  appeal  boards  (not  within 
the  Selective  Service  System).  Each  such 
board  shall  consist  of  five  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  are  not  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  and  who  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  President  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  Such  boards  shall 
function  in  the  same  manner  and  have  the 
same  powers,  and  the  members  of  such  boards 
shall  receive  the  same  compensation,  as  in 
the  case  of  appeal  boards  within  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  System. 

“Any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer 
Reserve  may,  if  his  claim  for  deferment  is 
denied  at  the  time  he.  is  ordered  into  the 
active  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  the  first  paragraph  of 
this  section,  appeal  to  the  civilian  Reserve 
deferment  appeal  board  for  the  area  within 
which  he  resides,  and  such  board  shall  hear 
and  determine  his  claim  for  deferment  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the 
second  paragraph  of  this  section.  The  deci¬ 
sions  of  such  boards  shall  be  final,  except 
that  any  such  decisioiradverse  to  the  appel¬ 
lant  reservist  shall  be  subject  to  modifica¬ 
tion  or  change  by  the  highest  reviewing  body 
of  the  service  concerned  having  authority  to 
hear  and  determine  questions  or  claims  with 
respect  to  the  deferment  from  active  duty 
of  members  of  the  inactive  and  volunteer 
Reserve  components  of  such  service.” 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
is  the  amendment  which  was  debated 
yesterday  for  15  or  20  minutes,  then 
adopted  by  an  overwhelming  voice  vote 
of  the  Committee. 

It  proposes  to  set  up  a  civilian  appeal 
board  to  which  members  of  the  inactive 
and  volunteer  Reserves  can  appeal,  if 
they  are  dissatisfied  with  the  treatment 
their  appeal  received  from  the  military 
authorities.  We  all  know  that  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  inactive  and  volunteer  re¬ 
servists  were  treated  in  the  last  year  was 
most  unjust  and  inequitable.  This 
amendment  simply  sets  up  for  them  the 
same  kind  of  protection  a  draftee  has 
when  he  is  called  into  service,  namely,  to 
ask  for  deferment  on  the  ground  of  hard¬ 
ship  or  to  ask  deferment  on  the  grounds 
of  necessity  in  civilian  occupation. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Let  the  Committee  un¬ 
derstand  this,  and  it  is  very  important. 
The  amendment  means  that  a  reservist 
who  is  called  to  active  duty  and  makes 
application  for  discharge  on  account  of 
hardship  may  go  before  an  appeal  board. 
The  gentleman’s  amendment  proposes  to 
set  up  49  appeal  boards,  to  which  these 
people  may  go  after  the  armed  services 
has  denied  their  application.  He  then 
has  the  right  of  appeal  to  a  civilian  board 
to  be  discharged. 


Mr.  MCCARTHY.  That  is  right,  in  the 
same  way  that  a  draftee  can  appeal,  and 
on  the  same  ground  that  a  draftee  can 
appeal.  The  committee  may  say  this 
proposal  comes  too  late.  Yesterday  they 
said  that,  and  then  stated,  “We  are  con¬ 
sidering  this  problem  and  at  some  future 
time  we  are  going  to  submit  something 
to  the  Congress.”  I  submit  that  this  is 
the  time  to  act  on  this  particular  propo¬ 
sition  so  that  at  least  we  can  prevent  fur¬ 
ther  injustice  to  the  volunteers  and  inac¬ 
tive  reservists  of  this  country. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  ought 
to  be  given  further  study.  It  sets  up 
civilian  boards  in  a  military  organiza¬ 
tion;  it  provides  for  a  multiplicity  of 
boards  and  it  means  that  in  time  of 
emergency  when  you  need  your  reserves 
quickly  they  will  all  have  the  right  to  go 
to  civilian  boards  and  have  their  cases 
handled.  A  hundred  boards  will  be  dis¬ 
tributed  throughout  the  United  States. 
They  will  have  the  right  of  appeal  to  any 
of  these  boards.  This  arrangement  will 
delay  your  mobilization  in  time  of  criti¬ 
cal  emergency.  Then  a  lot  of  other 
things  are  wrong  which  should  be 
studied.  For  instance,  it  refers  to  or¬ 
ganized  and  inactive  reservists. 

In  the  new  law  we  are  working  on, 
those  terms  may  be  abolished  and  you 
may  have  a  different  set-up  entirely,  so 
the  law  itself  may  not  be  applicable. 

I  appeal  to  the  Members  of  the  House 
to  let  us  write  a  fair,  workable  bill  that 
will  give  these  reservists  a  reasonable 
opportunity  to  have  their  grievances  re¬ 
dressed  in  a  proper  manner.  It  has 
not  as  yet  been  brought  out,  but  we  are 
working  on  a  new  program  to  be  recom¬ 
mended  to  the  Congress  and  on  which 
we  will  begin  work  Monday  morning  at 
10  o’clock.  I  make  a  special  appeal  to 
the  members  of  the  committee  to  give 
us  an  opportunity  to  go  into  these  things 
and  dispose  of  them  as  should  be  done. 
I  assure  you  these  things  are  receiving 
my  most  careful  attention. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  we  discussed  this  mat¬ 
ter  yesterday.  In  all  probability  some 
changes  should  be  made  in  this  amend¬ 
ment,  but  we  also  know  that  the  bill  is 
going  to  conference  and  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  bring  the  bill  back  without 
this  amendment  in  it,  in  any  event.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  very  good 
opportunity  for  the  membership  of  the 
House  to  express  to  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  and  through  them  to  the 
military  establishment,  our  dissatisfac¬ 
tion  with  the  method  of  handling  the 
deferment  of  our  reservists  and  others 
who  are  being  called  into  active  duty. 
I  recognize  the  situation  parliamentariiy 
as  you  do,  and  that  the  bill  will  come 
back  from  conference  without  this 
amendment  in  it.  But,  I  think  we  ought 
to  express  ourselves  at  this  time  that 
certainly  the  question  of  deferment  of 
involuntary  Reserves  should  lie  at  home. 
We  are  proposing  to  set  up  an  involun¬ 
tary  Reserve  under  this  bill,  of  those  who 
will  be  required  to  have  6  months  of 
training  and  then  go  into  the  Reserve 
for  6  years  involuntarily.  There  must  be 
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some  local  appeal  board  to  which  they 
can  appeal,  in  the  event  they  are  suffer¬ 
ing  severe  hardshinp  by  being  called  to 
active  duty,  in  the  interest  of  their 
families.  The  bill,  I  believe,  will  not 
permit  that. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  do  not  think  the 
gentleman  could  express  himself  more 
strongly  than  I  have  already  expressed 
myself  with  reference  to  dissatisfaction, 
I  have  already  made  an  effort  to  get 
this  thing  straightened  out,  and  I  want 
to  see  it  straightened  cut,  and  what  I 
am  appealing  to  the  gentleman  for  is  an 
opportunity  to  work  it  out  properly. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  am  sure  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  have  an  opportunity  to  work  it 
out  and  I  trust  he  and  his  committee 
will  do  so,  particularly  if  this  amendment 
is  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota  [Mr.  McCarthy], 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Jensen:  On 
page  54  after  line  9,  add  a  new  section: 

“Provided,  further,  That  not  more  than  one 
person  may  be  inducted  into  the  armed 
services  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  so 
long  as  the  President  of  the  United  States 
retains  Dean  Acheson  as  Secretary  of  State.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make  a 
point  of  order  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Will  the  gentleman  re¬ 
serve  that? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  I  will  not. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  I  would  like  to  argue 
the  point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  be 
pleased  to  hear  the  gentleman  on  the 
point  of  order  only. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  The  Chair  will  note 
that  this  is  a  limitation.  The  language 
of  the  amendment  reads  that  not  more 
than  one  person  may  be  inducted  into 
the  armed  services  of  the  United  States, 
and  hence  I  contend  that  it  is  germane 
due  to  the  fact  that  it  is  a  limitation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Iowa  has  offered  an  amendment 
which  has  been  reported  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia  has  made  the  point 
of  order  against  it  on  the  ground  that  it 
is  not  germane.  The  Chair  invites  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  the  subject 
matter  covered  in  the  amendment  is 
not  embraced  within  the  subject  matter 
covered  by  the  pending  bill  and  would 
impose  certain  limitations  and  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States  not  contained  or  referred  to  or 
mentioned  in  the  bill. 

The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  has 
my  tinie  been  exhausted? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  If  the  gentleman 
insists,  he  will  be  recognized,  but  it  will 
be  to  the  prejudice  of  other  Members 
having  amendments  who  probably  will 
not  get  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Of  course,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  time 
of  other  Members.  I  would  like  to  say, 


however,  that  this  is  an  amendment 
which  I  am  sure  a  majority  of  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  would  like  to  have 
adopted,  and  I  am  also  absolutely  con¬ 
vinced  that  a  great  majority  of  the 
thinking  people  of  America  would  like 
to  see  it  adopted  for  good  and  sufficient 
reasons  well  known  to  everyone. 

I  am  sorry  the  Chair  has  seen  fit  to 
rule  my  amendment  not  germane. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Teague]. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Teague:  On 
page  41,  line  3,  after  ‘‘President.”  strike  out 
the  period  and  insert  a  colon  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing:  “and  provided  further  that  until 
such  time  as  the  period  of  service  required 
under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  at¬ 
tained  the  ninteenth  anniversary  of  the  day 
of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4  (k)  of 
this  title— 

“(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induc¬ 
tion  any  person  who  has  not  attained  the 
age  of  19  unless  there  is  not  within  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  such  local  board  a  sufficient  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction  and 
who  have  attained  the  age  of  19  to  enable 
such  local  board  to  meet  a  call  for  men 
which  it  has  been  ordered  to  furnish  for 
induction;  and 

‘‘(B)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  in¬ 
duction  any  person  who  has  not  attained 
the  age  of  19,  if  there  is  any  person  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  who 
(i)  is  as  much  as  90  days  older,  (ii)  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  19,  and  (iii)  is  deemed 
by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for 
induction.” 

[Mr.  TEAGUE  addressed  the  Commit¬ 
tee.  His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter 
in  the  Appendix.] 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr, 
KildayL 

Mr.  KILDAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  de¬ 
bated  this  rather  fully  during  general 
debate.  The  idea  of  restricting  the  local 
boards  on  taking  18-year-olds  until  all 
19-year-olds  are  exhausted  looks  good  at 
the  first  glance,  but,  as  was  stated  in 
general  debate,  it  will  not  work,  because 
when  you  go  down  to  the  local  board  you 
hit  the  situation  where  one  board  has 
exhausted  its  18  Vk -year-olds  and  a  board 
adjacent  to  it  or  maybe  just  across  the 
street  has  not,  and  you  have  the  situa¬ 
tion  of  18  % -year-olds  going  on  one  side 
of  the  street  and  only  19 -year-olds  on 
the  other  side  of  the  street. 

It  creates  tremendous  confuson.  We 
had  this  situation  during  the  war  with 
reference  to  married  men.  The  local 
board  in  one  city  would  be  taking  fath¬ 
ers  while  another  board  would  still  have 
a  considerable  supply  of  unmarried  men. 
It  creates  inequality  between  neighbors. 
It  creates  a  great  deal  of  confusion  and 
hard  feelings.  If  it  were  to  be  done  at 
all,  it  should  be  on  a  State-wide  basis. 
Objections  have  been  made  to  that  on 
the  ground  that  the  inventories  are  not 
complete,  and  it  is  impossible  to  state 
which  local  boards  would  be  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  furnish  those  over  18*4,  and  then 
they  would  have  to  go  down  to  that. 

A  similar  provision  is  in  the  Senate 
bill.  I  discussed  it  at  length  in  general 


debate,  and  the  reasons  that  they  will 
not  work.  I  assure  you  our  previous  ex¬ 
perience  has  shown  that  this  is  a  sort  of 
gimmick  which,  while  it  looks  good  and 
seems  really  workable  to  some,  is  nothing 
in  the  world  but  a  troublemaker.  It 
creates  confusion.  It  creates  hard  feel¬ 
ings  and  is  entirely  unworkable.  I  trust 
the  amendment  will  be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Nebraska 
[Mr.  Miller], 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Teague].  I  was  going  to 
offer  the  same  amendment  had  the  op¬ 
portunity  been  presented  for  me  to  do 
so.  This  amendment  was  adopted  in 
the  other  body.  Of  course,  there  will  be 
some  problems  in  administration.  There 
are  many  difficulties  now  because  in 
some  counties  students  and  farm  boys 
are  inducted  and  in  some  counties  they 
are  deferred.  The  amendment  is  neces¬ 
sary  because  against  my  wish  and  by  a 
narrow  vote  the  House  gives  the  Presi¬ 
dent  the  right  to  send  troops  all  over  the 
world  without  approval  by  Congress. 
The  18-year-olds  are  too  young  for 
foreign  service.  Adopt  this  amendment 
and  those  in  the  19-  to  26-year  class  will 
be  called  first. 

I  would  also  like  to  point  out  that 
there  are  now  a  large  group  of  men  that 
have  not  yet  been  examined,  according 
to  the  testimony.  That  group  numbers 
1,632,249  individuals  who  are  over  19 
years  of  age.  They  have  not  yet  been 
examined  and  they  are  between  the  ages 
of  19  and  26.  An  additional  number  of 
men,  799,155,  because  of  some  physi¬ 
cal  difficulty,  have  not  been  inducted 
into  the  service. 

Now  the  standards  are  going  to  be 
lowered  so  that  some  of  those  can  be 
taken  in.  Also,  I  would  like  to  point 
out  that  all  of  the  Atlantic  Pact  coun¬ 
tries  that  we  are  helping  now  have  an 
age  limit  of  20  years,  with  one  excep¬ 
tion.  The  other  body  proposes  18  years, 
and  we  propose  18  V2  years  here.  Let  us 
be  honest  about  this  thing.  Of  course, 
there  are  going  to  be  some  difficulties  in 
the  administration  of  the  act,  just  as 
we  are  presently  having  trouble  admin¬ 
istering  the  present  law,  but  it  can  be 
done.  We  ought  to  be  reasonable  about 
it,  as  long  as  we  have  1,632,000  young 
men  who  have  not  been  examined  and 
who  are  eligible  for  service.  This  thing 
comes  close  to  the  heart  of  every  Ameri¬ 
can  home  and  every  American  mother 
and  father.  Let  us  be  reasonable  about 
taking  these  18-year-olds  for  combat 
service.  The  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  should  be 
adopted.  It  is  the  same  amendment  I 
have  on  the  desk.  It  should  be  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Rees], 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 

I  rise  in  support  of  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Texas.  It  ought  to 
be  approved. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  yield  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Texas,  a 
combat  veteran  wounded  in  World  War 
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II,  who  is  certainly  informed  on  this  par¬ 
ticular  subject,  and  author  of  this 
amendment. 

Mr.  TEAGUE.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
are  members  of  the  committee  who  will 
spend  their  time-  telling  you  that  it  is  a 
gimmick  and  that  it  will  not  work,  but 
they  will  not  take  the  time  to  tell  you 
why  they  cannot  get  men  to  replace 
the  Reserves  out  of  the  20  guard  divi¬ 
sions  in  this  country.  They  will  not  tell 
you  these  figures  they  give  you  run  up  to 
June  30.  They  will  not  tell  you  that  by 
July  1  another  200,000  men  who  have 
been  to  college  and  who  have  been  de¬ 
ferred  will  be  available.  Not  one  of 
them  will  try  to  justify  those  figures, 
except  the  chairman  did  on  the  first  day. 

They  do  not  need  the  18-year-olds 
and  they  should  not  be  drafted. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  The  gentleman 
has  made  a  clear  and  effective  state¬ 
ment.  I  trust  his  amendment  will  be 
adopted  and  hope  it  will  be  adopted  by  a 
good  majority. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  I  am  glad  to 
yield  to  the  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Mississippi,  also  a  wounded  combat 
veteran  in  World  War  II,  who  by  ex¬ 
perience  certainly  has  knowledge  on  this 
subject  matter. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  This 
amendment  would  provide  Tor  going 
back  and  getting  those  men  who  could 
not  go  to  college  because  of  the  unrea¬ 
sonably  high  mental  standards  they  put 
in  before  the  limit  was  dropped  to  18 
years. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  That  is  right, 
that  is  exactly  the  situation.  I  thank 
the  gentleman  for  his  contribution.  We 
ought  to  support  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  by  an  overwhelm¬ 
ing  majority. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  now  want  to  call  at¬ 
tention  to  a  parliamentary  situation  or 
a  maneuver  that  I  think  is  entirely  un¬ 
fair  to  the  membership  of  the  House. 

I  am  advised  that  when  final  vote 
comes  in  the  House  on  this  bill,  there  will 
be  no  opportunity  to  vote  for  recommit¬ 
tal  with  an  amendment  of  any  kind.  I 
am  informed  this  is  by  reason  of  the  pe-* 
culiar  wording  of  a  rule  under  which 
this  legislation  is  submitted.  This  rule 
takes  that  right  away  from  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  aisle. 

Since  I  have  been  a  Member  of  the 
House,  it  has  been  my  understanding 
and,  I  believe,  the  understanding  of  al¬ 
most  everyone,  a  motion  for  recommittal 
with  an  amendment  is  in  order.  This 
gives  opportunity  for  a  Member,  if  he 
desires  to  do  so,  to  submit  for  vote  at 
least  one  amendment  considered  in  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole.  Several 
amendments  were  considered  in  the 
Committee  but  rejected  by  narrow  mar¬ 
gins.  The  usual  rule  should  apply  in 
considering  this  bill.  Irrespective  of  the 
manner  in  which  Members  may  choose 
to  vote,  the  procedure  of  the  Committee 
in  this  respect  is,  in  my  opinion,  not  only 
unusual  but  unfair,  especially  when  such 
important  legislation  is  under  considera¬ 
tion. 

Mr.  EALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  cut  the  last  word,  and  I  would 
like  to  use  the  time  allotted  to  me  now. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  is 
recognized. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  First,  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  want  to  say  that  I  support  this  amend¬ 
ment.  As  I  understand,  it  is  in  the 
measure  as  it  came  from  the  other  body, 
and  I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  it 
should  interfere  with  the  action  here 
contemplated. 

I  just  want  to  pay  my  respects  to  those 
who  have  arisen  here  time  after  time  and 
bemoaned  the  psychological  effect  of 
some  amendment  that  might  have  been 
offered.  Speaking  of  psychological  effect, 
the  most  terrible  psychological  effect 
credited  in  this  country  in  a  long  time 
resulted  from  the  dismissal  of  General 
MacArthur.  For  proof  of  that  get  the 
Daily  Worker  of  yesterday.  Who  ap¬ 
plauded  it?  Not  the  American  people, 
but  the  Communists  and  all  of  their  fel¬ 
low  travelers.  If  you  want  to  look  for 
psychological  effect,  look  for  the  psycho¬ 
logical  effect  where  it  really  belongs. 

Now,  I  wish  to  make  an  announcement 
that  is  not  apropos  of  that,  particularly: 
Our  minority  leader,  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Martin!  will  speak 
on  NBC,  Columbia  and  Liberty  networks 
at  10:30  o’clock  tonight.  I  hope  every¬ 
body  will  listen,  even  my  good  friends 
on  the  right.  They  might  be  enlightened. 

Now,  there  is  another  matter  that  I 
wish  to  comment  on,  because  this  is  the 
only  opportunity  I  will  have.  For  a  long 
time  rules  have  come  out  of  the  Rules 
Committee  of  one  sort  or  another,  de¬ 
signed  to  expedite  the  business  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  Frequently, 
in  order  to  so  expedite  business,  it  is 
made  in  order  to  consider  a  committee 
substitute  as  an  original  bill.  That  does 
expedite  consideration.  Generally  the 
rule  provides  that  when  you  have  a  cir¬ 
cumstance  like  that - 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  KEATING.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  time  al¬ 
lotted  to  me  be  given  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Ordinarily,  as  I  re¬ 
call  those  rules,  special  in  nature,  they 
have  provided  all  the  way  through  that 
the  matter  be  considered  as  an  original 
bill.  This  particular  rule  under  which 
we  are  operating  provides  that  this  bill 
shall  be  considered  as  an  original  bill 
only  for  purposes  of  amendment.  It  is 
limited  to  that.  Now,  what  is  the  effect 
of  that  sort  of  rule?  It  is  to  shut  off  the 
minority  from  making  a  motion  to  re¬ 
commit,  with  instructions. 

I  want  to  say,  certainly  with  no  inten¬ 
tion  of  criticizing  anyone  unduly  or  im¬ 
properly,  if  that  rule,  not  understood  by 
many  members  of  the  Rules  Committee 
may  I  say  advisedly,  because  I  have 
talked  with  them — if  it  was  done  inad¬ 
vertently,  then  it  should  be  corrected. 
This  should  be  done  so  that  a  motion  to 
recommit,  with  instructions — which, 
since  time  away  beyond  me,  has  been 
considered  inviolate  for  the  minority — ■ 
should  be  protected.  If  it  was,  as  I  say, 
inadvertently  done,  it  ought  to  be  cor¬ 
rected  and  no  Member  should  make  a 


point  of  order  against  a  motion  with  in¬ 
structions.  If  it  was  done  with  malice 
aforethought,  then  it  is — well,  I  will  not 
say  it  is  sharp  practice,  but  it  is  pretty 
clever  practice. 

As- far  as  the  rights  of  the  minority 
are  concerned,  it  borders  on  the  repre¬ 
hensible.  May  I  say  at  this  point  that 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mi'.  Vin¬ 
son!  tells  me  he  did  not  know  of  the 
restrictive  character  of  the  rule.  I 
would  hope  that  when  we  get  back  into 
the  House  a  point  of  order  would  not  be 
made  against  a  motion  to  recommit, 
with  instructions.  I  would  not  like  to 
believe  that  any  Member  of  this  body 
or  any  Member  having  this  very  impor¬ 
tant  measure  in  charge  actually  under¬ 
took — 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  again  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  yield  the  time  to 
which  I  am  entitled  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  would  like  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  in  the  effort  of  the  Rules  Com¬ 
mittee  to  coperate  to  expedite  considera¬ 
tion  of  this  measure,  in  the  action  of  the 
membership  generally  in  going  along 
with  the  rule,  since  it  was  not  known — 
certainly  it  was  not  known  to  me  that 
that  particular  gimmick  was  in  there — 
I  would  like  to  believe  that  no  one  in  the 
membership  would  make  a  point  of 
order  on  a  motion  to  recommit,  with 
instructions,  if  one  is  made  by  someone 
qualified  to  make  it. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  As  a  member 
of  the  Rules  Committee,  when  this  mat¬ 
ter  was  before  the  Rules  Committee  it 
was  my  understanding,  and  I  believe  the 
understanding  of  all  members  of  the 
Rules  Committee,  that  it  was  to  be  a 
regular  rule,  waiving  points  of  order, 
considering  the  Vinson  bill  as  an  origi¬ 
nal  bill,  and  being  an  open  rule,  as  we 
usually  treat  it,  so  that  the  rights  of  the 
minority  would  be  protected  on  a  motion 
to  recommit. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  wish  to 
concur  in  the  statement  of  the -gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio,  that  there  was  certainly 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Rules 
Committee  to  deprive  the  minority  of 
their  right  to  a  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  And  this  rule  does  not 
do  it;  this  rule  provides  that  there  shall 
be  one  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Yes;  but  I  have 
checked  it  with  the  Parliamentarian.  I 
believe  we  should  have  completed  the 
wording  of  the  rule  by  adding  after  the 
word  “recommit”  the  words:  “with  or 
without  instructions.” 

Mr.  RANKIN.  No;  that  is  not  neces¬ 
sary.  You  can  get  that  under  this  rule. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  When  I  read  the  rule 
I  hoped  that  it  would  not  be  interpreted 
that  way,  but  it  has  been  so  interpreted 
by  the  Parliamentarian. 
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Mr.  RANKIN.  That  Is  wrong. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a. divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Teague)  there 
were — ayes  105,  noes  81. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
for  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair 
appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Vinson  and  Mr. 
Teague. 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
158,  noes  82. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Busbey:  On 
page  28,  line  14,  substitute  a  colon  for  the 
period  and  add  the  following  proviso:  "Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  physical  standards 
prescribed  in  the  preceding  proviso  shall 
be  construed  so  as  to  permit  the  voluntary 
induction  of  physically  disabled  persons  for 
limited  service  in  such  numbers  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  may  prescribe,  when  such 
disability  could  not  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  aggravated  by  such  service.” 

Mr.  BUSBEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is 
a  very  simple  amendment  and  I  think 
the  distinguished  member  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Kilday],  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Teague], 
made  the  best  argument  for  it  that  I 
know.  This  is  to  relieve  the  manpower 
situation  of  this  country.  It  permits  the 
Defense  Establishment  to  take  into 
clerical  and  guard  jobs  veterans  who 
may  have  lost  an  arm  or  a  leg,  but  who 
are  able  to  do  clerical,  guard,  or  desk 
work.  That  will  relieve  these  other  men 
for  active  service.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
says  it  will  interfere  with  the  rotation 
problem.  He  knows  as  well  as  I  do  that 
the  men  in  the  combat  units  do  not 
rotate  in  the  desk  jobs  in  the  Pentagon 
Building.  Now,  we  are  talking  about 
troops  to  Europe  and  more  men  in  the 
armed  services  and  drafting  of  18-year- 
olds.  This  is  one  way  of  relieving  that 
situation.  There  are  thousands  of  these 
boys  who  have  been  maimed  by  losing 
an  arm  or  a  leg  who  want  to  serve  their 
country.  They  are  anxious  to  take  the 
jobs  and  let  these  other  men  go  into  com¬ 
bat.  If  this  amendment  is  adopted,  I  feel 
confident  there  would  be  sufficient  man¬ 
power  so  that  the  Congress  would  not 
have  to  consider  drafting  18-year-old 
boys  at  this  time. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  state  to  the  Committee  that  all  of 
these  amendments  are  very  important, 
and  when  we  go  to  conference,  of  course, 
we  have  to  represent  the  viewpoint  of 
the  House,  and  we  will  have  to  fight  for 
everything  put  in  this  bill  to  stay  in  the 
bill.  The  trouble  about  the  gentleman’s 
amendment  is  this:  It  means  that  if  the 
Army  or  the  Defense  Department  can 
take  in  one-legged  or  one-armed  men 
or  cripples,  that  it  simply  means  a  lim¬ 
ited  service  is  being  created.  We  are 
going  as  far  as  we  possibly  can  when  we 


reach  down  to  the  standards  set  in  Jan¬ 
uary  1945.  Now,  the  gentleman  wants 
to  go  still  further,  so  I  trust  that  the 
Committee  will  reject  this  amendment 
because  these  amendments  have  to  be 
defended  in  conference  and  have  to  carry 
the  voice  of  the  House  if  it  supports  these 
amendments. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Busbey]. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Staggers:  Page 
36,  line  2,  after  tbe  word  “Commission”, 
strike  out  the  last  two  words  on  line  2  and 
all  of  lines  3,  4,  5,  6,  and  7,  and  in  lieu 
thereof  insert  the  following:  “shall  receive 
$15,000  per  annum.” 

Mr.  STAGGERS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
feel,  as  a  lot  of  you  do,  that  this  is  the 
most  important  issue  that  will  come  be¬ 
fore  the  Eighty-second  Congress,  and 
when  universal  military  training  goes 
into  effect  it  will  alter  the  course  of  this 
Nation.  Only  history  will  tell  whether 
it  be  for  better  or  for  worse.  This  com¬ 
mission,  I  feel,  is  the  most  important 
commission  that  possibly  the  Congress 
will  ever  appoint  because  it  will  affect 
the  homes  and  the  lives  of  every  man 
who  reaches  the  age  of  18  or  19.  I  feel 
it  should  be  a  full-time  commission  and 
not  a  part-time  commission  that  comes 
here  and  draws  up  some  plan  and  then 
goes  back  home  and  lets  the  military  run 
the  program.  The  question  was  raised 
in  committee  that  we  could  not  get  any 
good  men  for  $15,000.  We  must  re¬ 
member  that  a  Congressman  gets  only 
$15,000. 

This  commission  is  called  upon  to  re¬ 
port  every  6  months  to  Congress.  It  is 
important  that  it  be  on  the  job  because 
the  bill  states  that  this  commission  shall 
direct  and  control  all  the  training  of  the 
boys  enrolled  in  UMT.  Therefore,  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  commission  should  be  a  full¬ 
time  commission.  If  you  want  to  get 
college  and  university  presidents,  the 
commission  can  get  assistance  from  the 
college  and  university  presidents  to  help 
them  draw  up  the  plan  and  give  any 
advice  they  might  need. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  you  follow  out  the 
suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  you  just  create  a  $15,000  job 
for  some  politician  who  did  not  receive 
sufficient  votes  to  get  back  to  the  House 
or  the  Senate.  Let  us  not  create  those 
jobs  for  anybody,  but  let  us  do  a  worth¬ 
while  job  here  by  having  an  outstanding 
Commission  that  is  not  dependent  upon 
this  salary.  That  is  the  reason  we  put 
it  as  we  did,  at  $50  a  day  for  the  days 
they  work. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  West  Virginia. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
Ford]. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Ford: 

Page  52,  strike  out  lines  15  through  23 
and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Sec.  2.  (a)  The  first  section  of  the  act 
entitled  ‘An  act  to  authorize  the  President 
to  extend  enlistments  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States,’  approved  July  27,  1950, 
is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows:  ‘That 
until  July  1,  1952,  the  President  shall  be 
authorized  to  extend  all  enlistments  in  any 
branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  for  12  months, 
except  enlistments  of  persons  who  served  on 
active  duty  for  a  period  of  12  months  or 
more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces 
between  the  period  September  16,  1940,  and 
June  24,  1948,  inclusive.  Provided:  That  all 
persons  whose  terms  of  enlistment  are  ex¬ 
tended  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  Act  shall  continue  during  such  exten¬ 
sions  to  be  subject  in  all  respects  to  the 
laws  and  regulations  for  the  Government  of 
their  respective  services.  No  person  whose 
enlistment  has  been  extended  heretofore  or 
hereafter  for  12  months  pursuant  to  this  Act 
shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any 
additional  period  of  time  under  this  Act. 
Any  member  of  the  Inactive  or  Volunteer 
Reserve  now  or  hereafter  ordered  to  active 
duty  who  served  for  a  period  of  12  months 
or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces 
between  September  16,  1940  and  June  24, 
1948,  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended 
pursuant  to  this  Act  prior  to  the  date  of  the 
enactment  of  this  amendatory  section  shall 
within  3  months  following  the  date  of  enact¬ 
ment  of  such  amendatory  section  be  dis¬ 
charged  upon  application  therefor  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  branch  of  the  service  in 
which  he  is  serving’.” 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  does  two  things.  First,  it 
states  that  there  shall  be  no  authority  to 
extend  involuntarily  enlistments  of  those 
men  who  served  for  1  year  or  more  in 
any  branch  of  the  armed  services  during 
World  War  II.  Second,  it  provides  that 
those  inactive  and  volunteer  reservists 
who  have  already  had  their  enlistments 
extended  involuntarily  and  who  are  on 
active  duty  at  the  present  time  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  recall  to  active  duty  can  be  dis¬ 
charged  within  3  months  after  they 
make  application  to  the  Secretary  of 
their  respective  branch  of  the  Armed 
Forces. 

All  of  us  know  that  the  men  who  are 
in  the  Reserves  have  a  contract  for  a 
definite  period  of  years.  Under  legis¬ 
lation  the  Congress  enacted  last  year  in 
the  emergency  we  said  the  President  for 
I',  year  could  involuntarily  extend  any 
enlistment. 

My  amendment  says  only  this.  The 
man  who  served  for  12  months  in  World 
War  II  cannot  have  his  enlistment  ex¬ 
tended  involuntarily.  It  further  provides 
that  those  who  have  had  their  enlist¬ 
ments  extended  and  who  are  now  on  ac¬ 
tive  duty  can  be  discharged  at  their  own 
request  within  3  months  after  the  pas¬ 
sage  of  this  legislation. 

I  want  my  Government  to  live  up  to  its 
contracts  except  where  there  is  a  decla¬ 
ration  of  war  by  Congress.  The  United 
States,  your  Government  and  mine, 
should  abide  by  its  agreements.  Where 
there  is  the  unlimited  authority  to  in¬ 
voluntarily  extend  enlistments  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  does  not  keep  its  word.  My 
amendment  to  a  large  degree  corrects 
this  situation.  I  hope  for  the  benefit  of 
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our  veterans  and  their  families,  that  my 
amendment  is  approved. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr. 
Vinson]. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
committee  had  a  chance  to  understand 
this  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan,  I  am  satisfied  it 
would  not  receive  the  support  which  he 
has  asked  the  committee  to  give  to  the 
amendment.  The  effect  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  which  he  was  kind  enough  to  give 
to  us  so  that  we  might  examine  it,  is 
that  a  man  who  has  served  12  months 
in  World  War  II  could  not  have  his  en¬ 
listment  extended  beyond  the  time  when 
it  expires,  for  12  months.  It  would  ap¬ 
ply  to  Reserves  and  Regulars. 

Yo  see  what  you  are  getting  into  here. 
It  would  have  the  effect  of  immediately 
authorizing  the  discharging  of  some  60,- 
000  people,  most  of  them  well-trained 
personnel  and  many  of  them  noncom¬ 
missioned  officers.  This  is  too  critical 
a  proposition  to  be  dealt  with  by  amend¬ 
ments  in  this  manner.  We  worked  for 
months  and  months  and  months  with 
experts  on  this  bill  and  I  think  the  com¬ 
mittee  knows  what  it  has  done.  I  do  not 
think  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
gentleman  will  help  the  bill.  All  of  these 
amendments  are  very  destructive  to  the 
bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Ford]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Ford)  there 
were — ayes  41,  noes  108. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mi'.  Lantaff:  On 
page  34,  before  the  period  in  line  25,  insert 
a  colon  and  the  following :  “Provided  further. 
That  the  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  established  by  paragraph  3  of  this 
subsection  may  provide  that  the  initial  mili¬ 
tary  training  of  any  individual  or  group  of 
individuals  inducted  into  such  corps  shall  be 
accomplished  during  two  periods  of  3  months 
each  in  successive  years,  rather  than  during 
one  period  of  6  months.” 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
is  a  friendly  amendment.  It  is  a  per¬ 
missive  amendment.  It  merely  provides 
that  when  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Commission  presents  to  Congress  a 
plan  that  it  may  provide  for  the  divi¬ 
sion  of  the  6  months’  basic  training  pe¬ 
riod  into  two  periods  of  3  months  each 
in  successive  years.  This  would  enable 
a  boy,  upon  his  graduation  from  high 
school,  to  take  his  12  weeks  of  basic 
training  in  the  summer  following  his 
graduation  from  high  school;  then  go 
to  college  and  finish  his  training  the 
summer  after  he  completes  his  freshman 
year  in  college.  Therefore,  he  would  be 
able  to  get  a  6  months’  basic  training 
without  the  interruption  of  his  schooling 
in  any  manner  whatsoever. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Of  course  the  Commis¬ 
sion  would  have  the  authority  to  deal 


with  that  question  when  it  submitted 
the  report.  But  if  you  place  it  in  the 
bill  the  Commission  might  interpret  it  as 
a  mandate  to  follow  what  is  written  in 
the  bill. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  I  disagree  with  the 
gentleman. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment,  and  I 
yield  to  the  gentleman  from  Florida. 

Mr.  LANTAFF.  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
answer  to  the  question  which  the  gen¬ 
tleman  asked  me,  that  is  not  true,  be¬ 
cause  this  is  a  permissive  amendment. 
The  amendment  says  “may”.  Under  the 
bill  as  drafted  it  “requires”  that  the 
training  period  be  six  successive  months. 
My  amendment  is  merely  permissive. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  Commission  will 
consider  all  of  these  things  written  on 
page  37  as  congressional  intent.  That  is 
the  trouble.  It  proposes  3  months’  train¬ 
ing  in  1  year,  3  months  the  next  year, 
and  so  on.  I  ask  that  the  amendment 
be  defeated. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Lantaff]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Lantaff), 
there  were — ayes  59,  noes  106. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Meader:  Page 
35,  strike  out  line  1  and  all  that  follows 
down  through  line  2  on  page  37,  and  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

‘‘(3)  There  is  hereby  established  a  Joint 
Committee  on  National  Security  Training 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  ‘committee’), 
to  be  composed  of  five  Members  of  the  Senate, 
not  more  than  three  of  whom  shall  be  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  majority  party,  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Vice  President,  and  five  Members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  not  more  than 
three  of  whom  shall  be  members  of  the 
majority  party,  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 
Vacancies  in  the  membership  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  shall  not  affect  the  power  of  the 
remaining  members  to  perform  the  functions 
of  the  committee,  and  any  vacancy  shall 
be  filled  in  the  same  nftmner  as  the  original 
appointment.  The  committee  shall  select 
a  chairman  and  a  vice  chairman  from  among 
its  members. 

"(4)  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (7)  of  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  the  committee,  or  any  subcommittee 
thereof,  is  authorized  to  hold  such  hearings, 
to  sit  and  act  at  such  times  and  places,  to 
require  by  subpena  or  otherwise  the  attend¬ 
ance  of  such  witnesses  and  the  production 
of  such  books,  papers,  and  documents,  and 
to  take  such  testimony  as  it  deems  advis¬ 
able.  Subpenas  shall  be  issued  over  the 
signature  of  the  chairman  or  vice  chairman 
of  the  committee  and  may  be  served  by 
any  person  designated  by  such  chairman  or 
vice  chairman. 

"(5)  The  members  of  the  committee  shall 
be  reimbursed  for  travel,  subsistence,  and 
other  necessary  expenses  incurred  by  them 
in  the  performance  of  the  functions  vested 
in  the  committee,  other  than  expenses  in 
connection  with  meetings  of  the  committee 
held  in  the  District  of  Columbia  during 
such  times  as  the  Congress  is  in  session. 

“(6)  The  committee  shall  have  power  to 
appoint,  without  regard  to  civil-service  laws. 
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and  to  fix  the  compensation,  without  regard 
to  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended, 
of  such  experts,  consultants,  and  clerical, 
stenographic,  and  other  assistants  as  it  deems 
advisable.  The  expenses  of  the  committee 
shall  be  paid  one-half  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  Senate  and  one-half  from  the 
contingent  fund  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  upon  vouchers  signed  by  the 
chairman  or  vice  chairman  of  the  com¬ 
mittee.  Disbursements  to  pay  such  ex¬ 
penses  shall  be  made  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  from  the  contingent 
fund  of  the  House,  such  contingent  fund  to 
be  reimbursed  from  the  contingent  fund  of 
the  Senate  in  the  amount  of  one-half  of  the 
disbursements  so  made." 

Mr.  MEADER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  simply  provides  that  the 
plan  or  statutory  basis  for  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  will  be  written  by  a  joint 
committee  of  the  Congress,  rather  than 
by  a  commission  appointed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.  The  joint  committee  thereby  cre¬ 
ated  would  have  full  leeway  in  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  experts  and  staff  personnel, 
without  regard  to  civil-service  laws,  and 
without  regard  to  limitations  upon  sal¬ 
ary. 

The  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  has  expressed  the  hope  that 
the  five  members  of  the  Commission  pro¬ 
vided  by  S.  1  will  be  top-flight  men  and 
has  said  that  he  has  some  names  in 
mind.  If  my  amendment  carries,  he 
would  not  need  to  beg  the  President  to 
appoint  such  men.  He  could  have  a  great 
deal  to  do  with  it  himself  since  he  would 
undoubtedly  be  a  member  of  that  joint 
committee. 

Formulating  a  universal  military 
training  plan  by  a  congressional  com¬ 
mittee  would  preserve  the  constitutional 
principle  that  laws  should  be  written 
•Jhere  in  the  Congress,  where  our  con¬ 
stituents  expect  them  to  be  written,  and 
would  avoid  turning  over  to  a  Presiden- 
tially  appointed  commission  the  author¬ 
ity  to  write  laws  in  violation  of  the  Con¬ 
stitution  of  the  United  States. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  adopted. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Meader)  there 
were — ayes  114,  noes  153. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

(Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.,  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  will  vote  for  this  bill.  Why? 
Because  we  are  at  war.  We  are  at  war, 
where  American  blood  flows  more  freely 
than  in  the  first  bloody  year  of  World 
War  II,  engaged  in  war  because  of  the 
stupidity  of  the  President  and  the  chi¬ 
canery  of  his  Secretary  of  State. 

The  stupidity  of  which  I  speak  was 
compounded  in  the  President’s  recent  ra¬ 
dio  address  when  he  asserted  that  real 
peace  can  be  achieved :  First,  if  the  fight¬ 
ing  stops;  second,  if  it  does  not  break  out 
again;  third,  if  aggression  ends.  In 
other  words,  we  shall  have  peace  if  we 
do  not  have  war.  Such  a  conclusion  is 
worthy  of  the  powers  of  ratiocination  of 
our  lamentable  Commander  in  Chief. 
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“The  Communist  side  must  now  choose 
its  course  of  action,”  said  the  President  in 
his  radio  apology  to  the  American  people. 
This  is  a  clear  admission  that  the  Presi¬ 
dent  has  no  ideas  of  his  own  about  how 
to  get  peace,  that  he  has  surrendered  the 
initiative.  Since  the  President’s  admis¬ 
sion  means  that  what  happens  next  is 
Stalin’s  choice,  we  had  better  get  pre¬ 
pared,  we  had  better  have  this  legisla¬ 
tion. 

The  picture  of  a  President  without  a 
plan  as  opposed  to  the  clear  cut  objec¬ 
tives  of  the  aggressive,  militant  Com¬ 
munist  enemy,  is  a  hard  dose  for  the 
American  people  to  swallow.  Is  it  any 
wonder  that  the  Communist  Party  in 
America,  through  Eugene  Dennis,  and 
the  Daily  Worker,  praise  President  Tru¬ 
man  for  his  service  to  their  cause.  Is  it 
any  wonder? 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  amendment,  but  the  Chair  will 
state  that  all  time  for  debate  has  been 
exhausted. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Sadlak: 

Pa^e  25,  following  the  amendment  offered 
by  Mr.  Walter,  insert  the  following:  "Any 
citizen  of  a  foreign  country  who,  notwith¬ 
standing  the  relief  from  liability  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  under  this  title  afforded  him 
by  the  preceding  sentence,  shall  have  en¬ 
listed  in  or  shall  have  been  inducted  into 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  title,  shall  be 
eligible  for  full  and  immediate  United 
States  citizenship  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  section  22  of  this  title.” 

On  page  52,  after  line  14,  insert  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  paragraph: 

“(y)  The  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948 
(62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  by  adding  at  the  end  of  title  I 
thereof  a  new  section,  as  follows: 

“  ‘naturalization  op  persons  inducted  or 

ENLISTED  IN  THE  ARMED  FORCES 

“  ‘Sec.  22.  (a)  Any  person  not  a  citizen,  re¬ 
gardless  of  age,  who  on  or  after  June  25,  1950, 
and  not  later  than  June  3,  1952,  has  actively 
served  or  actively  serves,  honorably,  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  and  who, 
having  been  lawfully  admitted,  temporarily 
or  otherwise,  to  the  United  States,  including 
its  outlying  possessions  and  including  the 
Canal  Zone,  shall  have  been  at  the  time  of  his 
enlistment  or  induction  within  any  such 
areas,  may  (notwithstanding  the  provisions 
of  sections  303  and  326  of  the  Nationality  Act 
of  1940,  as  amended)  be  naturalized  upon 
compliance  with  all  of  the  requirements  of 
the  naturalization  laws,  except  that  (1)  no 
declaration  of  intention  and  no  period  of 
residence  within  the  United  States  or  any 
State  shall  be  required;  (2)  the  petition  for 
naturalization  may  be  filed  in  any  court  hav¬ 
ing  naturalization  jurisdiction  regardless  of 
the  residence  of  the  petitioner;  (3)  the 
petitioner  shall  not  be  required  to  speak  the 
English  language,  sign  the  petition  in  his  own 
handwriting,  or  meet  any  additional  test; 
and  (4)  no  fee  shall  be  charged  or  collected 
for  making,  filing,  or  docketing  the  petition 
for  naturalization,  or  for  the  final  hearing 
thereon,  or  for  the  certificate  of  naturaliza¬ 
tion,  if  issued:  Provided,  however,  That  (1) 
there  shall  be  included  in  the  petition  the 
affidavits  of  at  least  two  creditable  witnesses, 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  stating  that 
each  such  witness  personally  knows  the  peti¬ 
tioner  to  be  a  person  of  good  moral  character, 
attached  to  the  principles  of  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  and  well  disposed  to  the 
good  order  and  happiness  of  the  United 
States;  (2)  the  service  of  the  petitioner  in  the 


Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  shall  be 
proved  by  affidavits,  forming  part  of  the  peti¬ 
tion,  of  at  least  two  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  of  the  noncommissioned  or 
warrant  officer  grade  or  higher  (who  may  also 
be  the  witnesses  described  in  clause  1  of  this 
proviso),  or  by  a  duly  authenticated  copy  of 
the  record  of  the  executive  department  hav¬ 
ing  custody,  of  the  record  of  petitioner's  serv¬ 
ice,  showing  that  the  petitioner  is  or  was 
during  the  period  hereinbefore  described  a 
member  serving  honorably  in  the  Armed 
Forces;  and  (3)  the  petition  shall  be  filed  not 
later  than  December  31,  1952.  The  petitioner 
may  be  naturalized  immediately  if  prior  to 
the  filing  of  his  petition  the  petitioner  and 
the  witnesses  required  by  the  foregoing  pro¬ 
viso  shall  have  appeared  before  and  been 
examined  by  a  representative  of  the  Immi¬ 
gration  and  Naturalization  Service. 

“  ‘(b)  Any  person  entitled  to  naturalization 
under  subsection  (a),  who  while  serving  is 
not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  natural¬ 
ization  court,  may  be  naturalized  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  applicable  provisions  of  subsection 
(a)  without  appearing  before  such  court. 
The  petition  for  naturalization  of  any  such 
petitioner  shall  be  made  and  sworn  to  be¬ 
fore,  and  filed  with,  a  representative  of  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  Commissioner  of  Immigration 
and  Naturalization,  which  representative  is 
hereby  authorized  to  receive  such  petition,  to 
conduct  hearings  thereon,  to  take  testimony 
concerning  any  matter  touching  or  in  any 
way  affecting  the  admissibility  of  such  pe¬ 
titioner  for  naturalization,  to  call  witnesses, 
to  administer  oaths,  including  the  oath  of 
the  petitioner  and  his  witnesses  to  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  naturalization  and  the  oath  pre¬ 
scribed  by  section  335  of  the  Nationality 
Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  and  to  grant 
naturalization,  and  to  issue  certificates  of 
naturalization:  Provided,  That  the  record  of 
any  preceedings  hereunder  together  with  a 
copy  of  the  certificate  of  naturalization  shall 
be  forwarded  to  and  filed  by  the  clerk  of  a 
naturalization  court  in  the  district  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  petitioner  and  made  a  part  of 
the  record  of  such  court. 

“‘(c)  Any  person  otherwise  qualified  for 
naturalization  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  or 
(c),  (1)  who  is  discharged  under  other  than 
honorable  conditions  from  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States,  or  is  discharged  there¬ 
from  on  account  of  his  alienage,  or  (2)  any 
conscientious  objector  who  performs  or  per¬ 
formed  no  military  duty  whatever  or  refused 
to  wear  the  uniform,  shall  not  be  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  such  subsections  (a)  or  (b)  : 
Provided,  That  naturalization  granted  pur¬ 
suant  to  subsection#  (a)  or  (b)  may  be  re¬ 
voked  in  accordance  with  such  section  338  of 
the  Nationality  Act  of  1940,  as  amended,  if  at 
any  time  subsequent  to  naturalization  the 
person  is  separated  from  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  under  other  than  honor¬ 
able  conditions,  and  such  grounds  for  rev¬ 
ocation  shall  be  in  addition  to  any  other 
provided  by  law.  The  fact  that  the  natural¬ 
ized  person  was  separated  from  the  service 
under  other  than  honorable  conditions  may 
be  proved  by  a  duly  authenticated  certificate 
from  the  executive  department  under  which 
the  person  was  serving  at  the  time  of  separa¬ 
tion  and  such  department  shall  supply  such 
certification.’  ” 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  against  the  amend¬ 
ment  that  it  is  not  germane  to  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Connecticut  desire  to  be  heard 
on  the  point  of  order? 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 


Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Chairman,  how 
much  time  will  be  allotted  to  me  for  that 
purpose? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That  is  in  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Chair.  The  gentleman’s 
argument  must  be  confined  to  the  point 
of  order. 

(Mr.  SADLAK  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  ) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  will  hear 
the  gentleman  on  the  point  of  order. 

Mr.  SADLAK.  Mr.  Chairman,  due  to 
the  fact  that  a  time  limitation  has  been 
fixed,  and  not  because  of  any  inatten¬ 
tion  on  my  part,  I  shall  not  have  time  to 
present  my  amendment  and  the  reasons 
for  adopting  it. 

May  I  say  that  the  policy  which  I  de¬ 
sire  to  have  added  to  this  bill  is  not  a 
new  one.  It  was  a  policy  which  was 
inaugurated  during  World  Wars  I  and 
II  and  provided  for  the  expeditious  nat¬ 
uralization  of  noncitizens  who  served 
in  the  armed  services  of  the  United 
States.  When  I  began  working  on  this 
amendment  this  morning,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  was  of  the  opinion  that  it  only 
concerned  a  limited  number  of  non¬ 
citizens.  Originally,  this  matter  was 
brought  to  my  attention  because  of  two 
Polish  boys  in  my  district  who  enlisted 
and  are  now  fighting  in  Korea  and  who 
must  wait  5  years  before  they  become 
United  States  citizens.  I  learned  just 
about  on  hour  ago  that  there  are  not  a 
half  dozen  noncitizens  in  the  uniform 
of  the  United  States  but  73,546  nonciti¬ 
zens  presently  in  the  United  States 
Army. 

Under  the  provisions  of  S.  1  aliens 
who  are  legally  here  in  the  United  States 
will  be  more  readily  inductible  into  the 
armed  services  than  heretofore  because 
of  the  provisions  that  have  been  added 
to  the  original  measure.  Since  we  are 
bringing  them  into  service  under  the  bill 
and  because  many  will  continue  to  come 
within  the  provisions  of  this  act  volun¬ 
tarily  by  enlistment,  I  feel  my  amend¬ 
ment  has  positive  germaneness  since  it 
is  directly  concerned  with  those  actively 
engaged  in  the  common  defense  and 
security  of  the  United  States  as  is  this 
title  of  S.  1. 

I  am  not  interested  in  making  each  of 
the  noncitizen  soldiers  and  sailors  a 
captain,  general  or  admiral  but  I  do 
want  to  make  it  possible  to  have  the 
technical  skill  of  each  utilized  to  the 
fullest  extent  in  their  respective  services 
and  such  is  prohibited  because  they  are 
not  citizens  of  the  country  in  whose  uni¬ 
form  they  are  now  serving  or  may  serve. 
During  World  War  II,  the  Second  War 
Powers  Act — March  27,  1942 — permitted 
all  aliens  who  were  serving,  or  had 
served,  honorably  in  the  United  States 
Armed  Forces  to  apply  for  full  and  im¬ 
mediate  citizenship.  After  the  war, 
this  naturalization  section  of  the  Sec¬ 
ond  War  Powers  Act  was  replaced  by 
a  new  naturalization  act  which  gave 
even  more  complete  coverage.  On  June 
1,  1943,  Public  Law  567  in  which  I  had 
a  part,  granted  full  citizenship  on  ap¬ 
plication  to  all  aliens  who  had  served 
honorably  in  the  United  States  Armed 
Forces  during  the  First  World  War — 
April  6,  1917-November  11,  1918 — and 
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during  the  Second  World  War — Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1939-December  31,  1946. 

Since  hostilities  broke  out  in  Korea,  in 
June  1950,  the  draft  laws  have  again 
come  into  operation,  we  are  further 
extending  them  today,  but  to  date  no 
short-term  naturalization  has  been 
made  available  to  noncitizens  serving 
under  them.  Aliens  have  donned  our 
uniforms  but  they  do  not  have  the  con¬ 
stitutional  protection  their  United  States 
uniform  should  afford.  If  they  are  cap¬ 
tured,  and  such  is  not  a  remote  possi¬ 
bility  since  many  are  engaged  in  Korea, 
they  are  destined  to  certain  liquidation 
or  release  behind  the  lines  to  Soviet  Com¬ 
munists  as  might  readily  be  the  case 
with  the  two  boys  of  Polish  birth  in 
Poland  on  whom  they  would  like  to  get 
their  hands  on  since  they  were  active 
in  the  Polish  underground  forces  prior 
to  their  escape.  American  citizenship 
to  them  would  give  them  a  better  chance 
of  being  saved  and  would  lessen  the  great 
concern  of  their  parents  and  loved  ones 
who  are  here  in  the  United  States. 

During  the  last  war  Immigration  and 
Naturalization  Service  personnel  trav¬ 
elled  over  the  globe  wherever  our  troops 
were  serving  and  administered  the  oath 
and  bestowed  United  States  citizenship 
to  the  noncitizen  troops  serving  and 
dying  for  this  Nation.  Many  became 
citizens  just  prior  to  being  assigned  to 
overseas  duty.  No  provisions  today 
make  the  same  process  possible  though 
my  bill  in  the  last  Congress  H.  R.  9438 
introduced  August  15, 1950,  and  H.  R.  371 
introduced  by  me  on  January  3,  1951, 
would  again  grant  this  privilege,  I  ask 
the  members  to  study  H.  R.  371  which  in 
effect  is  my  amendment  of  today  and  to 
give  me  some  assistance  with  it  on  the 
legislative  highway  in  the  event  the 
chairman  sustains  the  point  of  order 
raised  against  it  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  an  important 
amendment  and  I  insist  on  its  germane  - 
ness  to  the  present  bill  under  considera¬ 
tion. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Cooper).  The 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  has  offered 
an  amendment  and  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Vinson]  has  made  a  point 
of  order  against  it  on  the  ground  it  is  not 
germane  to  the  pending  bill. 

The  Chair  has  examined  the  amend¬ 
ment  as  carefully  as  possible  within  the 
time  available.  It  appears  clearly  that 
the  scope  of  the  amendment  is  beyond 
the  scope  covered  by  the  pending  bill 
and,  therefore,  the  Chair  sustains  the 
point  of  order. 

(Mr.  JENISON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  JENISON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  deem 
it  necessary  to  vote  against  the  pending 
universal  military  training  and  service 
bill  as  a  vigorous  protest  on  behalf  of  the 
people  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  in 
the  Congress  against  granting  more  and 
more  power  to  an  administration  bank¬ 
rupt  in  leadership,  in  policy,  and  in 
results. 

I  yield  to  none  in  my  devotion  to  sound 
and  adequate  national  defense.  The 
people  I  represent  share  that  devotion. 

But  the  present  bill  is  a  hopeless 
hodgepodge  of  confusion  embodying  a 


shotgun  merging  of  present  needs  with 
future  possibilities.  It  represents  an  ef¬ 
fort  to  write  as  yet  undetermined  policy 
regarding  eventual  universal  military 
training  into  legislation  which  ought  to 
be  concerned  immediately  and  primarily 
with  the  overwhelming  needs  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  hour.  It  refuses  to  recognize  the 
necessity  for  doing  first  things  first,  with 
resultant  weakening  of  our  capacity  to 
meet  the  grave  threats  facing  us  in  the 
months  and  years  ahead. 

Moreover,  every  attempt  of  a  militant 
minority  to  improve  the  bill  by  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  frustrated  by  administra¬ 
tion  forces 'in  solid  control  of  the  major¬ 
ity  of  this  House.  How  else,  then,  may 
we  express  the  opposition  felt  by  our 
people  at  home  except  to  vote  against 
the  bill  as  it  is  now  before  us? 

In  its  present  and  final  form,  this 
measure  which  is  so  vital  to  the  preser¬ 
vation  of  our  security  abandons  the  con¬ 
stitutional  responsibility  of  the  Congress 
to  declare  war  for  it  fails  to  provide  con¬ 
sultation  with  the  Congress  on  the  use 
of  American  troops,  in  peacetime,  in 
Europe  or  elsewhere  around  the  world. 
This  bill,  in  its  present  and  final  form, 
fails  to  accept  the  responsibility  of  the 
Congress  for  formulating  the  proposed 
program  of  universal  military  training 
contemplated  to  follow  the  draft  and 
leaves  this  controversial  task  to  a  presi¬ 
dential  commission.  The  bill,  in  its  pres¬ 
ent  and  final  form,  fails  to  set  a  terminal 
date  which  would  guarantee  congres¬ 
sional  reexamination  of  the  question  in 
the  light  of  future  conditions. 

Mr.  Chairman,  these  are  but  a  few  of 
the  obvious  and  more  important  short¬ 
comings  in  the  measure  driven  through 
the  Congress  by  an  administration  in 
which  vast  numbers  of  indignant  citizens 
no  longer  share  any  confidence.  I  know 
full  well,  at  this  late  hour,  that  this  meas¬ 
ure  will  pass  by  an  overwhelming  vote 
because  so  many  of  my  colleagues  feel 
some  portions  of  it  are  essential  to  our 
survival.  But  I  cannot  do  so.  In  good 
conscience,  and  in  full  confidence  that 
there  is  a  better  way,  I  must  vote  against 
the  pending  bill  to  keep  faith  with  our 
people  who  want  to  raise  a  voice  of  pro¬ 
test  against  an  administration  that  is 
squandering  our  military  resources  in 
human  strength  with  -the  same  abandon 
it  has  shown  in  dissipating  our  economic 
resources. 

Mr.  SHELLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  one 
of  the  most  vital  of  our  democratic  tra¬ 
ditions  has  been  that  which  stresses  the 
distinctly  civilian  character  of  our  Gov¬ 
ernment — the  concept  that  the  military 
branches  are  no  more  than  arms  of  a 
supreme  civil  administration.  In  keep¬ 
ing  with  that  tradition  I  have  always 
personally  opposed  tendencies  toward 
militarization  and  military  dominance. 
Much  of  my  career  in  Congress  has  been 
devoted  to  fighting  against  specific  in¬ 
stances  of  military  encroachment  on 
what  I  consider  to  be  distinctly  civilian 
spheres  of  operation,  and  I  am  keenly 
aware  that  the  present  emergency  and 
the  mobilization  program  have  multi¬ 
plied  the  opportunities  for  such  en¬ 
croachments — small  businesses  have 
suffered  from  too  great  a  voice  by  the 
military  in  defense  contracting  and  allo¬ 


cations  of  scarce  materials  before  the 
real  need  has  been  analyzed  by  congres¬ 
sional  or  other  civilian  bodies — the  Navy 
has  moved  too  far  into  the  field  of  ocean 
transportation  of  goods  and  supplies  as 
well  as  personnel — many  policy  controll¬ 
ing  jobs  in  the  over-all  defense  effort 
have  been  given  to  men  with  military 
backgi’ounds  and  military  minds.  I  am 
strongly  opposed  to  the  tendencies  which 
those  factors  signify,  and  I  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  seek  to  limit  the  expansion  of 
military  control  which  they  promote. 

However,  the  Korean  emergency  has 
set  a  spark  to  a  fire  which  has  been 
kindling  since  the  end  of  World  War  II. 
We  are  now  facing  a  situation  which  re¬ 
quires  that  we  reexamine  our  policies  in 
the  light  of  world  events  and  the  fore¬ 
seeable  future.  I  have  gone  through 
that  process  of  reexamination,  and  it 
has  not  been  easy.  The  thought  of  a 
system  of  universal  military  training  has 
always  been  obnoxious  to  me  as  a  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  traditions  which  I  have  just 
mentioned.  But  we  are  now  confronting 
a  future  of  crisis  after  crisis,  deliberate¬ 
ly  created  to  test  our  strength  and  will. 
Unless  we  resolutely  demonstrate  that 
we  are  prepared  to  meet  those  crises — 
to  fight  the  fire  of  communism  with  a 
stronger  fire  of  our  own — I  am  forced 
reluctantly  to  conclude  that  we  will  be 
consumed.  Unless  we  exhibit  to  the 
world  a  determination  to  stop  at  no  sac¬ 
rifice  to  preserve  the  principles  upon 
Which  we  stand,  the  rest  of  the  demo¬ 
cratic  world,  which  now  looks  to  us  for 
leadership,  will  falter  and  be  lost  to  us. 
We  cannot  stand  alone.  We  must  dem¬ 
onstrate  our  firmness  of  intention  to  our 
friends  as  well  as  to  our  potential  ene¬ 
mies.  The  institution  of  a  system  of 
organized  military  training  for  all  the 
youth  of  our  Nation  at  this  time,  will,  I 
am  now  convinced,  have  a  tremendous 
psychological  impact  upon  the  rest  of 
the  world.  It  will  as  well  fulfill  a  real 
need  in  preparing  us  for  what  may  be¬ 
come  a  world  conflict. 

The  psychology  of  the  Kremlin  has 
been  to  alternate  periods  of  seeming 
conciliation  with  periods  of  aggressive 
action.  If  this  psychological  warfare  is 
continued  there  will  be  times  when  we  do 
not  need  in  our  active  standing  armies  a 
heavy  complement  of  men.  Yet,  the  So¬ 
viet  may  choose  just  such  a  time  in 
which  to  strike.  For  that  reason,  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  we  must  have  available,  per¬ 
haps  for  years  to  come,  a  force  of  trained 
men  to  throw  into  action  with  little  pre¬ 
liminary  training  or  indoctrination. 
The  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
for  which  the  bill  we  are  now  consider¬ 
ing  provides,  will  give  us  that  force.  I 
am,  therefor,  prepared  to  vote  for  these 
provisions  with  reservations. 

In  connection  with  the  crying  need  for 
unified  action  by  the  United  States  as  a 
demonstration  of  our  fitness  to  lead  the 
fight  against  communistic  imperialism, 
I  feel  impelled  to  comment  on  the  dis¬ 
tressing  contrast  evident  in  the  Houses 
of  Congress  between  the  spirit  shown 
immediately  after  the  outbreak  of  the 
Korean  war  and  that  which  is  apparent 
today.  That  contrast  is  making  itself 
felt  throughout  the  United  States  and 
throughout  the  world.  It  does  not  bode 
well  for  the  future  of  democracy— it  may 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE  April  13 


4014 

indeed  spell  national  suicide.  At  the  end 
of  June  1950  when  the  United  States  and 
the  United  Nations  had  committed  them¬ 
selves  to  the  defense  of  the  Republic  of 
South  Korea — and  in  a  larger  sense  to 
the  defense  of  democratic  principles 
throughout  the  world— there  was  a 
tremendous  wave  of  enthusiasm  on  both 
sides  of  this  House.  There  was  serious 
and  apparently  sincere  determination  to 
support  that  action  to  whatever  extent 
necessary.  However,  the  entry  of  the 
Chinese  Reds,  the  December  defeats,  and, 
let  us  be  frank,  some  of  the  mistakes 
which  have  been  made,  have  dimmed 
that  enthusiasm.  There  has  been  in 
some  quarters  a  regrettable  attempt  to 
make  political  capital  of  the  mistakes 
and  to  make  a  political  football  of  the 
entire  problem  of  the  emergency  situa¬ 
tion  and  its  administration.  The  mili¬ 
tary  manpower  problem  and  the  question 
of  the  prerogatives  of  the  President,  as 
Commander  in  Chief  of  our  Armed 
Forces,  have  been  used  to  further  the 
political  ambitions  of  individuals,  and  to 
create  disunity  as  to  the  United  States’ 
part  in  the  world  struggle.  I  repeat  that 
I  am  opposed  to  making  the  military 
paramount  over  the  civilian  arm  of  our 
Government,  but  I  am  equally  opposed  to 
political  maneuverings  at  a  time  when 
we  are  engaged  in  a  life-or-death  battle. 
Just  as  I  shall  oppose  the  overweaning 
ambitions  of  some  elements  in  military 
circles,  so  shall  I  oppose  the  placing  of 
hamstringing  restrictions  on  the  justi¬ 
fied  and  recognized  prerogatives  of  the 
Armed  Forces  and  their  Commander  in 
Chief. 

Because  of  those  considerations  I 
shall  oppose  inclusion  in  any  bill  which 
this  House  may  pass  of  provisions  such 
as  that  now  contained  in  the  Senate  bill 
to  place  a  numerical  limitation  on  the 
total  strength  of  our  Armed  Forces.  We 
are  not  now  engaged  in  a  game  of  tid- 
dledy  winks — we  are  in  a  cold  war.  A 
limitation  of  troops  to  4,000,000  or  to 
any  similar  number  will  be  accepted  by 
the  world  as  a  limitation  on  the  extent 
to  which  we  are  prepared  to  defend  our¬ 
selves  and  to  help  in  the  defense  of  the 
democratic  world.  In  this  situation  we 
should  not  place  hobbles  on  the  Defense 
Department’s  ability  to  best  utilize  the 
full  resources  of  the  country.  We 
should  not  place  arbitrary  restrictions 
on  their  ability  to  plan  and  to  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  Congress  for  the 
moneys  needed  to  carry  out  the  planning 
which  is  their  proper  function.  If  in 
any  given  situation  the  Congress  feels 
the  need  for  some  measure  of  control 
over  the  size  of  our  forces,  adequate 
means  are  provided  in  the  congressional 
power  to  appropriate  and  specify  the 
purposes  to  which  appropriations  shall 
be  put.  An  arbitrary  limitation  now 
would  serve  no  useful  purpose  and  would 
only  weaken  our  position  in  the  eyes  of 
the  world — all  as  a  sop  to  political  mo¬ 
tives.  We  are  engaged  in  a  psycholog¬ 
ical  war  with  communism  and  such  a 
limitation  would  be  a  psychological  vic¬ 
tory  for  our  enemies. 

I  have  stated  that  I  will  support  the 
universal  military  training  provisions  of 
the  1951  amendments  to  the  Universal 
Military  Training  and  Selective  Service 


Act  now  under  consideration  with  reser¬ 
vations.  My  primary  reservation  is  di¬ 
rected  at  the  fact  that  no  termination 
date  has  been  set  for  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  provisions  of  the  act.  To 
me  the  inevitable  result  of  whole  gen¬ 
erations  of  young  men  trained  in  mili¬ 
tary  thinking,  and  imbued  with  the  mili¬ 
tary  tendency  to  pursue  ends  without  a 
scrupulous  regard  for  the  civilian  econ¬ 
omy  and  our  democratic  traditions, 
would  be  a  nation  dedicated  to  mili¬ 
tarism  and  possibly  controlled  by  a  mili¬ 
tary  dictatorship — just  the  type  of  con¬ 
trol  we  are  now  fighting  against.  I  do 
not  favor  permanent  universal  military 
training.  I  believe  it  to  be  a  present 
necessity  but  a  possible  future  danger. 
For  that  reason  I  propose  that  it  be  made 
mandatory  that  Congress  reexamine  the 
necessity  for  its  continuance.  Once  such 
legislation  is  on  the  books  it  becomes  ex¬ 
ceedingly  difficult  to  get  it  off  unless 
provision  is  made  in  the  law  itself  for 
such  action.  I,  therefore,  shall  propose 
an  amendment  to  the  present  bill,  or 
shall  support  amendments  which  may  be 
introduced  by  others,  to  place  a  6 -year 
limitation  on  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  provisions  of  the  bill. 
Six  years  of  universal  military  training, 
together  with  the  provisions  for  service 
in  the  Reserves  incorporated  in  the  bill, 
should  provide  trained  forces  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  at  least  12  to  15  years.  At  the 
end  of  6  years  we  may,  God  willing,  be 
able  to  see  our  way  out  of  the  present 
dismal  state  of  affairs. 

With  regard  to  the  second  of  my  res¬ 
ervations,  I  am  pleased  to  note  that  the 
House  Committee  on  Armed  Services  has 
incorporated  in  its  amendment  to  S.  1  a 
requirement  that  at  least  4  months  “full 
and  adequate”  military  training  before 
an  inductee  may  be  sent  overseas,  and 
that  such  an  inductee  may  not  be  as¬ 
signed  for  duty  in  an  overseas  combat 
area  with  less  than  6  months  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces.  I  shall  vigorously 
support  that  provision.  I  would  not 
favor  drafting  of  either  18-  or  lS^-year- 
old  boys  were  it  not  included.  My  mail 
has  been  filled  with  too  many  complaints 
from  parents  whose  sons  were  sent  to 
Korea  without  adequate  training.  It 
seems  obvious  that  there  has  been  laxity 
and  inefficiency  on  the  part  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  in  this  regard.  The  lives  of  young 
men  are  too  precious  to  their  families 
and  to  their  country  to  permit  their  be¬ 
ing  trifled  with  in  this  way.  The  use  of 
untrained  men  in  modern  warfare  is 
likewise  inexcusable  militarily.  I  believe 
that  circumstances  have  shown  the  need 
for  some  safeguard  against  a  repetition 
of  this  condition,  and  I  shall  therefore 
support  the  provision. 

A  further  limitation  on  the  authority 
of  the  military  which  is  contained  in  the 
House  bill,  and  of  which  I  heartily  ap¬ 
prove,  is  that  placing  a  limitation  on  the 
length  of  service  required  of  members 
of  the  Reserves  who  have  seen  previous 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces.  Here  again 
is  a  matter  upon  which  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  has  apparently  not  made  the 
best  use  of  opportunities  available  to  it 
to  minimize  the  distress  caused  civilians 
and  their  activities.  It  has  been  over  9 
months  since  the  beginning  of  hostili¬ 


ties  in  Korea.  In  that  time  definite  poli¬ 
cies  should  have  been  formulated  with 
respect  to  service  by  reservists  and  a 
plan  for  systematically  relieving  them  of 
duty  in  as  short  as  possible  a  time  should 
have  been  developed.  This  has  not  been 
done.  I,  therefore,  believe  that  Congress 
should  now  step  in  and  make  such  a  pro¬ 
vision  mandatory.  As  long  as  we  are  not 
engaged  in  a  war  of  greater  scope  than 
the  Korean  operation  I  see  no  reason 
why  this  cannot  be  done. 

As  a  brake  on  the  overmilitarization 
of  our  citizenry,  and  as  an  assurance 
that  our  educational  system,  particularly 
in  our  colleges  and  universities,  shall 
not  become  moribund,  I  favor  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  House  bill,  giving  the 
President  authority  to  defer  from  train¬ 
ing  and  service  any  category  or  cate¬ 
gories  of  students  as  he  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate.  I  believe  that  the  provisions 
written  into  the  Senate  bill  are  too  re¬ 
strictive,  and  that  the  plan  for  induct¬ 
ing  such  students  into  service  for  pre¬ 
liminary  training  and  then  releasing 
them  for  a  return  to  school  would  prove 
difficult  to  administer  and  would  make 
for  confusion.  While  the  continuance 
of  our  civilian  education  programs  is 
necessary  to  counterbalance  excessive 
militarism,  the  changing  picture  with 
regard  to  military  manpower  needs 
makes  flexibility  of  administering  de¬ 
ferments  for  educational  purposes  neces¬ 
sary.  The  authority  for  providing  this 
flexibility  should  properly  lie  with  the 
President.  However,  I  believe  that  the 
Congress  should  closely  scrutinize  the 
administration  of  the  program  to  assure 
that  the  maximum  numbers  of  students 
consistent  with  national  security  are 
permitted  to  complete  their  civilian  edu¬ 
cation,  and  to  assure  that  there  are  no 
abuses  or  cases  of  favoritism. 

I  wish  to  make  one  final  point  on 
specific  provisions  of  the  bill  before  us. 
The  House  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  saw  fit  to  include  in  their  amend¬ 
ment  a  proviso  in  section  3  of  the  bill 
which  I  consider  to  be  abhorrent  to  the 
democratic  principles  which  we  are  seek¬ 
ing  to  protect.  I  refer  to  the  proviso 
effectively  requiring  setting  up  of  racial¬ 
ly  segregated  units  in  both  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  and  the  Armed 
Forces.  If  permitted  to  remain  in  the 
legislation  finally  passed  we  will  have 
undone  the  Defense  Department’s  good 
work  of  the  past  several  years  in  foster¬ 
ing  equality  of  treatment  for  all  races. 
The  provision  is  not  only  obnoxious — it 
has  been  proved  unnecessary  by  the  suc¬ 
cessful  fusion  of  racial  groups  in  the 
Armed  Forces  since  the  program  wTas 
originally  undertaken.  These  men  have 
lived  and  worked  together  without  un¬ 
due  friction  and  in  direct  contradiction 
of  the  dire  prophecies  made  by  such 
groups  as  are  sponsoring  the  present 
proviso.  That  proviso  will  give  our 
Communist  enemies  a  wonderful  piece 
of  ammunition  for  their  propaganda 
guns  if  it  is  permitted  to  remain  in  the 
bill.  It  should  be  killed.  I  shall,  there¬ 
fore,  support  the  amendment  which  I 
understand  our  distinguished  colleague 
from  New  York  [Mr.  JavitsI  is  to  offer 
to  strike  out  that  proviso. 

It  may  be  that  all  of  the  provisions 
which  I  hope  to  see  included  in  the 
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bill  are  not  in  it  when  it  comes  up  for 
a  final  vote.  It  may  be  that  some  of 
the  provisions  which  I  should  like  to 
see  stricken  still  remain.  It  is  my  pres¬ 
ent  intention  to  vote  for  passage  of  the 
measure  even  though  it  may  not  com¬ 
pletely  satisfy  me.  I  shall  do  so  be¬ 
cause  I  feel  very  strongly  that  the  need 
is  great.  I  do  not  wish  my  objections 
to  be  construed  as  mere  obstruction¬ 
ism.  neither  do  I  wish  their  importance 
to  be  underestimated.  I  must,  in  good 
conscience,  voice  a  solemn  warning  that 
the  action  we  take  on  this  bill  may  well 
change  the  whole  course  of  history — not 
only  for  the  United  States  but  for  the 
world.  Failure  to  act  will  indicate  to 
the  world  that  we  are  not  prepared  to 
give  full  and  unqualified  support  to  the 
defense  of  democracy.  It  will  leave  us 
unprepared  to  meet  the  next  aggression 
of  the  Soviet  regime.  It  will,  indeed, 
tempt  the  Kremlin  into  new  acts  of 
aggression.  However,  in  acting,  we  must 
insure  ourselves  against  falling  into  the 
pitfall  of  military  dictatorship.  Con¬ 
gress,  by  setting  a  termination  date  on 
the  universal  military  training  provi¬ 
sions  of  tire  bill,  can  pay  the  first  pre¬ 
mium  on  such  insurance. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bray: 

Page  26,  line  17,  strike  out  “18  years  and 
6  months’’  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “19 
years.” 

Page  26,  lines  18  and  19,  strike  out  “13 
years  and  6  months”  and  insert  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  “19  years.” 

Page  26,  line  25,  strike  out  “18  years  and 
6  months”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  “19 
years.” 

Page  27,  lines  5  and  6,  strike  out  “18  years 
and  6  months”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
“19  years.” 

(Mr.  BRAY  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  sug¬ 
gested  amendment  to  the  bill  is  very 
simple.  It  merely  fixes  19  years  as  the 
minimum  age  of  induction  instead  of 
18  V2  years.  Nineteen  years  is  the  mini¬ 
mum  under  the  present  law,  and  that  is 
even  lower  than  most  of  the  Atlantic 
Pact  nations.  Under  this  present  law — ■ 
that  is,  the  draft  of  19-year-olds — we 
have  filled  up  our  Armed  Forces  to  such 
an  extent  that  the  Army  is  now  100,000 
over  strength;  in  addition,  the  draft  quo¬ 
tas  are  being  cut  drastically  every  month. 

Then  why  should  the  age  be  lowered 
to  18 y2  years?  In  the  limited  time  al¬ 
lotted  to  me  I  do  not  care  to  discuss  in 
detail  the  various  figures  advanced  by 
the  proponents  of  the  18  y2 -year-old 
draft,  but  I  doubt  that  anyone  on  this 
floor  really  believes  that  it  is  necessary 
to  lower  the  draft  age  below  19  years  in 
order  to  get  the  needed  men  for  our 
Armed  Forces.  Then  why  this  great 
pressure  to  lower  the  draft  age? 

Secretary  Marshall  and  Mrs.  Rosen¬ 
berg  were  most  confused  when  they  at¬ 
tempted  to  juggle  figures  to  justify  their 
request  for  lowering  the  draft  age. 

The  Secretary,  although  he  said  that 
he  only  desired  an  Army  of  approxi¬ 
mately  3,500,000,  objected  vehemently 


when  the  Senate  fixed  the  limit  of  the 
Armed  Forces  at  4,000,000.  He  objected 
bitterly  when  Congress  attempted  to  pre¬ 
vent  American  troops  from  being  sent 
willy-nilly  over  the  world  without  the 
consent  of  Congress.  Frankly,  I  believe 
that  this  desireto  draft  children  is  a  part 
of  this  vast  plan  of  regimentation  that 
the  administration  under  the  direction 
of  Secretaries  Marshall  and  Acheson,  is 
attempting  to  force  upon  the  American 
people.  Yes,  they  want  18-year-olds,  not 
that  they  are  better  soldiers,  but  that 
they  can  mold  and  regiment  their  minds 
easier.  The  American  brass  tells  you 
that  18-year-olds  are  great  soldiers  and 
have  great  courage.  Yes,  they  are  reck¬ 
less  and  suffer  great  casualties,  if  that  is 
what  you  want. 

I  was  never  a  general,  but  I  did  serve 
more  than  5  years  during  the  last  war, 
4  years  of  which  were  spent  in  the  Asi¬ 
atic-Pacific  theater.  I  was  in  the  tanks 
and  I  believe  that  I  am  capable  of  judg¬ 
ing  the  effectiveness  of  troops,  and  I  can 
say  from  certain  experience  that,  at  least 
in  the  tanks,  18-year-old  boys  lacked  the 
maturity  to  make  the  best  soldiers.  If 
reckless  disregard  of  life  is  your  goal, 
then  the  18-year-old  soldier  is  okay; 
otherwise  he  is  not. 

Then  I  oppose  the  18-year-old  draft 
for  a  much  greater  and  more  funda¬ 
mental  reason.  These  boys  are  the  fu¬ 
ture  America.  I  shudder  to  think  of 
these  boys  away  in  the  Army,  away  from 
the  influence  of  the  home,  the  church, 
and  the  school  for  26  months.  I  have 
been  interested  in  the  youth  problem 
for  many  years  and  I  know  that  Army 
life  is  not  for  the  18-year-odlds.  I  have 
heard  the  old  story  that  soldiering  builds 
character  and  while  I  admit  that  I  have 
seen  instances  where  I  felt  that  that  was 
true,  on  the  whole,  it  is  not  true.  For 
after  all  what  is  the  purpose  of  an  army. 
Let  us  be  realistic.  The  purpose  of  an 
army  is  to  kill  and  destroy.  All  train¬ 
ing  is  toward  that  goal.  If  the  training 
is  not  toward  that  goal,  the  training  is 
ineffective.  Does  that  build  a  character 
that  you  want  for  18-year-olds? 

The  18-year-old  boy  that  goes  to  the 
Army  loses  the  proper  influences  during 
that  formative  period  of  his  life  in  which 
his  character  is  patterned  and  at  the 
same  time  he  is  lost  from  useful  civilian 
pursuits.  He  ceases  to  till  the  land,  to 
run  the  lathes,  to  work  the  mines,  to  go 
to  school.  He  ceases  to  produce  and  he 
ceases  to  grow  intellectually  and  spirit¬ 
ually.  That  youth  is  the  America  of  to¬ 
morrow. 

While  I  realize  that  perhaps  now  we 
must  be  prepared  to  meet  aggression,  I 
also  realize  that  you  cannot  stop  thought 
by  armies;  communism  is,  in  a  way,  a 
thought.  It  is  the  philosophy  of  the 
hopeless.  Communism  is  like  a  vulture ; 
it  preys  upon  a  dead  culture  and  econ¬ 
omy,  never  a  healthy,  free,  virile  economy 
and  culture.  If  America  ever,  by  sword 
rattling  and  stifling  normal  production 
and  living,  wrecks  its  fine  culture  and 
standard  of  living,  then  communism 
won’t  have  to  move  in — it  will  be  here. 

The  pages  of  history  are  filled  with  na¬ 
tions  that  wreck  themselves  by  turning 
their  youth  into  parading  soldiers  in¬ 
stead  of  useful,  productive  citizens. 


Let  us  not  create  a  Frankenstein  that 
will  destroy  us.  Let  us  not  draft  the 
boys  before  they  are  19. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Bray]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Bray)  there 
were — ayes  118,  noes  154. 

Mr.  BRAY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  demand 
tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered;  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed  as  tellers  Mr.  Kilday  and 
Mr.  Bray.  . 

The  Committee  again  divided;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
140.  noes  179. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  committee  substitute,  as  amended. 

The  committee  substitute  was  agreed 
to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Cooper,  Chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  reported  that  that  Commit¬ 
tee,  having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  de¬ 
fense  and  security  of  the  United  States 
and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utili¬ 
zation  of  manpower  resources  of  the 
United  States  by  authorizing  universal 
military  training  and  service,  and  for 
other  purposes,  pursuant  to  House  Reso¬ 
lution  171,  he  reported  the  bill  back  to 
the  House  with  an  amendment  adopted 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  and  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Short  moves  to  recommit  the  bill  to 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Services  with  in¬ 
structions  to  report  the  same  back  forth¬ 
with  with  the  following  amendment:  Page 
29,  line  4,  strike  out  the  period  and'  insert 
in  lieu  thereof  a  semicolon  and  the  following : 
“and  persons  inducted  into  the  Armgd 
Forces  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall 
not  be  assigned  for  duty  in  Europe  in  im¬ 
plementation  of  article  3  of  the  North  At¬ 
lantic  Treaty  unless  the  Congress,  by  con¬ 
current  resolution,  shall  have  expressed  its 
approval  of  the  assignment  for  such  duty 
of  persons  so  inducted.” 

Mr.  PRICE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make  a 
point  of  order  against  the  motion  to  re¬ 
commit  on  the  ground  that  it  seeks  to 
modify  an  amendment  which  has  been 
adopted  by  the  House,  and  therefore  the 
motion  is  in  violation  of  the  rules  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  SPEAKER.  Th#  gentleman  will 
state  it. 
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Mr.  HALLECK.  Would  it  be  in  order 
at  this  time  to  move  to  amend  the  rule 
under  which  the  measure  is  presently 
being  considered? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  would  not. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  A  further  parliamen¬ 
tary  inquiry,  Mr.  Speaker:  If  the  pre¬ 
vious  question  on  the  motion  to  recom¬ 
mit  were  to  be  voted  down,  would  it  then 
be  in  order  to  offer  an  amendment  to  a 
straight  motion  to  recommit,  which 
might  be  offered,  to  include  a  motion  to 
recommit  with  instructions? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  must  say 
that  the  answer  of  the  Chair  to  the  point 
of  order  raised  by  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Price]  will  be  an  answer  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to 
be  heard  on  the  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  ready  to 
rule,  but  if  the  gentleman  desires  to  be 
heard,  the  Chair  will  hear  him. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  I  do  not  think  the 
point  of  order  is  well  taken.  I  know  that 
when  it  comes  to  a  straight  amendment 
of  a  bill,  when  an  amendment  changing 
any  part  of  a  bill  has  been  adopted  and 
that  amendment  has  been  voted  on  in 
the  House,  then  it  is  not  in  order  to 
change  that  amendment  by  a  motion 
to  recommit.  But  where  you  take  an 
entire  bill — and  that  is  the  case  here — 
and  bring  it  to  the  floor  of  the  House 
and  pass  it,  it  is  just  as  much  in  order 
to  amend  it  by  a  motion  to  recommit 
as  it  would  be  to  amend  it  on  the  floor. 
I  have  a  dozen  rules  in  my  hand  similar 
to  this  one.  I  have  been  in  this  House 
a  long  time  and  I  have  been  through 
about  as  many  parliamentary  battles  as 
anybody  else;  and  I  submit  that  this 
motion  is  in  order  under  the  Rules  of 
the  House. 

The  point  of  order  should  be  over¬ 
ruled. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  point  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  may 
be  heard  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  After  discussing  the 
matter  with  our  able  Parliamentarian, 
whose  judgment  I  respect,  I  am  afraid 
that  I  must  recognize  that  the  point  of 
order  is  probably  well  taken.  However, 
I  must  again  say  that  it  is  certainly— 
shall  I  say  tragic? — that  although  ap¬ 
parently  no  such  thing  was  intended, 
the  minority  has  been  by  this  resolution 
which  we  adopted,  and  which  we  inci¬ 
dentally  helped  to  bring  to  quick  action, 
shut  off  from  what  I  have  considered  to 
be  an  inviolate  right  of  the  minority  to 
offer  a  motion  to  recommit  with  in¬ 
structions,  when  a  measure  in  the  na¬ 
ture  of  an  original  bill  was  being 
considered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  is  not  in 
a  position  to  be  helpful  to  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  in  the  remarks  he  made. 

The  Chair  knew  this  question  would 
be  raised  and  has  looked  into  it. 

The  rule  is  well  established  that  a 
motion  to  recommit  may  not  include  in¬ 
structions  to  strike  out  any  part  of  an 
amendment  which  has  been  agreed  to  by 
the  House  or  to  perfect  an  amendment 
which  has  been  agreed  to  by  the  House — 


sections  2712  to  2725  of  volume  8  of 
Cannon’s  Precedents. 

In  the  present  instance  the  House  has 
just  adopted  an  amendment  which 
strikes  out  all  of  the  bill  after  the  en¬ 
acting  clause  and  inserts,  by  way  of 
amendment,  an  entirely  new  text. 
Therefore,  it  seems  to  the  Chair  that  any 
instruction  embodied  in  a  motion  to  re¬ 
commit  to  change  any  of  the  text  of  the 
amendment  which  has  been  adopted  or 
to  strike  out  any  part  of  it  would  not  be 
in  order.  The  net  result  is  therefore 
that  that  the  only  motion  to  recommit 
now  in  order  is  a  plain  motion  to  recom¬ 
mit  without  instructions. 

The  Chair  sustains  the  point  of  order 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Price]. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  a 
motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  is 
still  opposed  to  the  bill;  the  Chair 
assumes? 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes,  Mr.  Speaker;  I  am 
still  opposed  to  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Short  moves  to  recommit  the  bill 
S.  1  to  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  motion  to 
recommit. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that  I 
demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  121,  nays  296,  not  voting  16, 
as  follows: 


NAYS— 296 


Aandahl 

Abbitt 

Addonizio 

Albert 

Allen,  Calif. 

Anderson,  Calif 

Andrews 

Anfuso 

Aspinall 

Auchincloss 

Bailey 

Baker 

Bakewell 

Baring 

Barrett 

Bates,  Ky. 

Bates,  Mass. 

Battle 

Beall 

Beckworth 
Belcher 
Bennett,  Fla. 
Bentsen 
Blackney 
Boggs,  Del, 
Boggs,  La. 
Bolling 
Bonner 
Bosone 
Boykin 
Breen 
Brooks 
Brown,  Ga. 
Bryson 
Buckley 
Budge 
Burleson 
Burnside 
Burton 
Byrne,  N.  Y. 
Byrnes,  Wis. 
Camp 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carlyle 
Carnahan 
Case 
Celler 
Chatham 
Chelf  • 
Chudoff 
Clemente 
Cole,  Kan3. 
Cole,  N.  Y. 
Combs 
Cooley 


Gary 

Mitchell 

Gathings 

Morano 

Gavin 

Morgan 

Goodwin 

Morrison 

Gordon 

Morton 

•  Gore 

Moulder 

Graham 

Multer 

Granahan 

Mumma 

Granger 

Murdock 

Grant 

Murphy 

Green 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Greenwood 

Norblad 

Gregory 

Norrell 

Gwinn 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Hale 

O’Brien,  Mich. 

Hall, 

O’Neill 

Edwin  Arthur  Ostertag 

Hall, 

O’Toole 

Leonard  W. 

Patman 

Hardy 

Patten 

Harris 

Patterson 

Harrison,  Va. 

Perkins 

Havenner 

Pickett 

Hays,  Ark. 

Poage 

Hays,  Ohio 

Polk 

Hebert 

Potter 

Hedrick 

Poulson 

Heffernan 

Preston 

Heller 

Price 

Herlong 

Priest 

Herter 

Prouty 

Heselton 

Quinn 

Hess 

Rabaut 

Hill 

Radwan 

Hillings 

Rains 

Hinshaw 

Ramsay 

Holifield 

Reams 

Holmes 

Redden 

Hope 

Regan 

Howell 

Rhodes 

Hunter 

Ribiccff 

Jackson,  Calif, 

Richards 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Riehlman 

James 

Riley 

Jarman 

Roberts 

Javits 

Robeson 

Johnson 

Rodino 

Jones,  Ala. 
Jones,  Mo. 
Jones, 
Hamilton  C. 
Jones, 

Woodrow  W. 
Karsten,  Mo. 
Kean 
Kearney 


Rogers,  Colo. 
Rogers,  Fla. 
Rogers,  Mass. 
Rogers.  Tex. 
Rooney 
Roosevelt 
Sabath 
Sadlak 
Sasscer 


[Roll  No.  30] 

Cooper 

Kearns 

Saylor 

YEAS— 121 

Corbett 

Cotton 

Keating 

Kee 

Scott,  Hardie 
Scott, 

Abernethy 

Dondero 

Philbin 

Coudert 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Adair 

Doughton 

Phillips 

Cox 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Scudder 

Allen,  HI. 

Elston 

Powell 

Cunningham 

Kennedy 

Seely-Brown 

Andersen, 

Fellows 

Rankin 

Dague 

Keogh 

Shelley 

H.  Carl 

George 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Dawson 

Kerr 

Sheppard 

Andresen, 

Golden 

Reed,  Ill. 

Deane 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Sieminski 

August  H. 

Gossett 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

DeGraffenried 

Kilburn 

Sikes 

Angell 

Gross 

Rees,  Kans. 

Delaney 

Kilday 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Arends 

Hagen 

St.  George 

Dempsey 

King 

Smith,  Miss. 

Ayres 

Halleck 

Schwabe 

Denny 

Kirwan 

Smith,  Va. 

Barden 

Hand 

Scrivner 

Denton 

Klein 

Spence 

Beamer 

Harden 

Secrest 

Devereux 

Kluczynskl 

Staggers 

Bender 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Shafer 

D 'Ewart 

Lane 

Stanley 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Harvey 

Sheehan 

Dingell 

Lanham 

Steed 

Berry 

Hoeven 

Short 

Dollinger 

Lantaff 

Stigler 

Betts 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Simpson,  Ill. 

Donohue 

Latham 

Stockman 

Bishop 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Smith,  Kans. 

Donovan 

Lesinski 

Sutton 

Blatnik 

Horan 

Springer 

Dorn 

Lind 

Taylor 

Bolton 

Hull 

Stefan 

Doyle 

Lucas 

Thomas 

Bow 

Irving 

Taber 

Durham 

Lyle 

Thompson,  Tex, 

Bramblett 

Jenison 

Tackett 

Eaton 

McCarthy 

Thornberry 

Bray 

Jenkins 

Talle 

Eberharter 

McConnell 

Tollefson 

Brehm 

Jensen 

Thompson, 

Elliott 

McCormack 

Towe 

Brown,  Ohio 

Jonas 

Mich. 

Ellsworth 

McDonough 

Trimble 

Brownson 

Judd 

Vail 

Engle 

McGrath 

Van  Zandt 

Buffett 

Larcade 

Van  Pelt 

Evins 

McGuire 

Vaughn 

Burdick 

LeCompte 

Velde 

Fallon 

McKinnon 

Vinson 

Busbey 

Lovre 

Vorys 

Feighan 

McMillan 

Walter 

Bush 

McCulloch 

Vursell 

Fenton 

McMullen 

Welch 

Butler 

McGregor 

Weichel 

Fernandez 

Machrowicz 

Wharton 

Chenoweth 

McVey 

Werdel 

Fine 

Mack,  Ill. 

Whitaker 

Chiperfield 

Mack,  Wash. 

Wheeler 

Fisher 

Madden 

Wickersham 

Church 

Marshall 

Whitten 

Flood 

Magee 

Widnall 

Clevenger 

Martin,  Mass. 

Williams,  Miss. 

Fogarty 

Mahon 

Wigglesworth 

Colmer 

Mason 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Forand 

Mansfield 

Willis 

Crawford 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Ford 

Martin,  Iowa 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Crumpacker 

Morris 

Winstead 

Forrester 

Meader 

Wolverton 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Murray,  Wis. 

Withrow 

Fugate 

Merrow 

Yates 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Nelson 

Wolcott 

Fulton 

Miller,  Calif. 

Yorty 

Davis,  Ga. 

Nicholson 

Wood,  Ga. 

Furcolo 

Miller,  Md. 

Zablocki 

Davis,  Wis. 

O’Hara 

Gamble 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Dolliver 

Passman 

Garmatz 

Mills 

1951 
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NOT  VOTING— 18 

Allen,  La.  Gillette  Teague 

Armstrong  Hart  Wier 

Euchanan  O’Konskl  Wood,  Idaho 

Crosser  Rivers  Woodruff 

Davis,  Tenn.  Sittler 

Frazier  Smith,  Wis. 

So  the  motion  to  recommit  was  re¬ 
jected. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote : 

Mr.  Wood  of  Idaho  for,  with  Mr.  Sittler 
against. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Wisconsin  for,  with  Mr.  Davis 
of  Tennessee  against. 

Mr.  Woodruff  for,  with  Mr.  Frazier  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Hart  with  Mr.  Gillette. 

Mr.  Bonner  changed  his  vote  from 
“yea”  to  “nay.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were— yeas  372,  nays,  44,  not  voting  17, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  31] 

YEAS— 372 


Aandahl 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Fisher 

Abbitt 

Camp 

Flood 

Abernethy 

Canfield 

Fogarty 

Addonizio 

Cannon 

Forand 

Albert 

Carlyle 

Ford 

Allen,  Calif. 

Carnahan 

Forrester 

Andersen, 

Case 

Fugate 

H.  Carl 

Celler 

Fulton 

Anderson,  Calif.  Cbelf 

Furcolo 

Andresen, 

Chenoweth 

Gamble 

August  H. 

Chudoff 

Garmatz 

Andrews 

Church 

Gary 

Anfuso 

Clemente 

Gathlngs 

Angell 

Cole,  Kans. 

Gavin 

Arends 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

George 

Aspinall 

Colmer 

Goodwin 

Auchincloss 

Combs 

Gordon 

Ayres 

Cooley 

Gore 

Bailey 

Cooper 

Gossett 

Baker 

Corbett 

Graham 

Bakewell 

Cotton 

Granahan 

Baring 

Coudert 

Granger 

Barrett 

Cox 

Grant 

Bates,  Ky. 

Crawford 

Green 

Bates,  Mass. 

Cunningham 

Greenwood 

Battle 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Gregory 

Beall 

Dague 

Gwinn 

Beckwcrth 

Davis,  Ga. 

Hagen 

Belcher 

Davis,  Wis. 

Hale 

Bender 

Dawson 

Hall, 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Deane 

Edwin  Arthur 

Bennett,  Mich. 

DeGraffenried 

Hall. 

Bentsen 

Delaney 

Leonard  W. 

Berry 

Dempsey 

Halleck 

Betts 

Denny 

Hand 

Blackney 

Denton 

Harden 

Blatnik 

Devereux 

Hardy 

Boggs,  Del. 

D ’Ewart 

Harris 

Boggs,  La. 

Dingell 

Harrison,  Va. 

Bolling 

Dollinger 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Bolton 

Dolliver 

Harvey 

Bonner 

Dondero 

Havenner 

Bosone 

Donohue 

Hays,  Ark. 

Boykin 

Donovan 

Hays,  Ohio 

Bramblett 

Dorn 

Hebert 

Bray 

Doyle 

Hedrick 

Breen 

Durham 

Heffernan 

Brehm 

Eaton 

Heller 

Brooks 

Eberharter 

Herlong 

Brown,  Ga. 

Elliott 

Herter 

Brown,  Ohio 

Ellsworth 

Heselton 

Bryson 

Elston 

Hess 

Buckley 

Engle 

Hill 

Budge 

Evlns 

Hillings 

Burdick 

Fallon 

Hlnshaw 

Burleson 

Felghan 

Hoeven 

Burnside 

Fellows 

Hoffman,  HI. 

Burton 

Fenton 

Holifield 

Bush 

Fernandez 

Holmes 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Fine 

Hope 

Horan 

Martin,  Mass. 

Sabath 

Howell 

Meader 

Sadia  k 

Hunter 

Merrow 

St.  George 

Irving 

Miller,  Calif.  ' 

Sasscer 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Miller,  Md. 

Saylor 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Schwabe 

James 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Scott,  Hardie 

Jarman 

Mills 

Scott, 

Javits 

Mitchell 

Hugh  D.,  Jr. 

Jensen 

Morano 

Scrivner 

Johnson 

Morgan 

Scudder 

Jones,  Ala. 

Morrisott 

Secrest 

Jones,  Mo. 

Morton 

Seely-Brown 

Jones, 

Moulder 

ShelJey 

Hamilton  C. 

Multer 

Sheppard 

Jones, 

Mumma 

Sieminskl 

Woodrow  W. 

Murdock 

Sikes 

Judd 

Murphy 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Smith,  Miss. 

Kean 

Murray,  Wis. 

Smith,  Va. 

Kearney 

Nelson 

Spence 

Kearns 

Norblad 

Springer 

Keating 

Norrell 

Staggers 

Kee 

O’Brien,  Ill. 

Stanley 

Kelley,  Pa. 

O’Brien,  Mich. 

Steed 

Kelly,  N.  Y, 

O’Neill 

Stefan 

Kennedy 

Ostertag 

Stigler 

Keogh 

O’Toole 

Stockman 

Kerr 

Passman 

Sutton 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Patman 

Taber 

Kilburn 

Patten 

Tackett 

Kilday 

Patterson 

Talle 

King 

Perkins 

Taylor 

Kirwan 

Phillips 

Thomas 

Klein 

Pickett 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Kluczynski 

Poage 

Thornberry 

Lane 

Polk 

Tollefson 

Lanham 

Potter 

Towe 

Lantaff 

Poulson 

Trimble 

Larcade 

Preston 

Van  Pelt 

Latham 

Frice 

Van  Zandt 

LeCompte 

Priest 

Vaughn 

Lesinski 

Prouty 

Vinson 

Lind 

Quinn 

Vorys 

Lovre 

Rabaut 

Vursell 

Lucas 

Radwan 

Walter 

Lyle 

Rains 

Weichel 

McCarthy 

Ramsay 

Welch 

McConnell 

Reams 

Wharton 

McCormack 

Redden 

Wheeler 

McCulloch 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Whitaker 

McDonough 

Rees,  Kans. 

Whitten 

McGrath 

Regan 

Wlckersham 

McGregor 

Rhodes 

Widnall 

McGuire 

Ribicoff 

Wiggles  worth 

McKinnon 

Richards 

Williams,  Miss. 

McMillan 

Riehlman 

Willis 

McMullen 

Riley 

Wilson,  Tex. 

McVey 

Roberts 

Winstead 

Machrowlcz 

Robeson 

Wolcott 

Mack,  Ill. 

Rodino 

Wolverton 

Mack,  Wash. 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Wood,  Ga. 

Madden 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Yates 

Magee 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Yorty 

Mahon 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Zablockl 

Mansfield 

Rooney 

Martin,  Iowa 

Roosevelt 
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Adair 

Golden 

Reed,  HI. 

Allen,  Ill. 

Gross 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Barden 

Hoffman,  Mich.  Shafer 

Beamer 

Hull 

Sheehan 

Bishop 

Jenison 

Short 

Bow 

Jenkins 

Simpson,  ni. 

Brownson 

Jonas 

Smith.  Kans. 

Buffett 

Marshall 

Thompson, 

Busbey 

Mason 

Mich. 

Butler 

Morris 

Vail 

Chiperfield 

Nicholson 

Velde 

Clevenger 

O’Hara 

Werdel 

Crumpacker 

Philbln 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Powell 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Doughton 

Rankin 

Withrow 

NOT  VOTING- 
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Allen,  La. 

Frazier 

Smith,  Wis. 

Armstrong 

Gillette 

Teague 

Buchanan 

Hart 

Wier 

Chatham 

O’Konskl 

Wood,  Idaho 

Crosser 

Rivers 

Woodruff 

Davis,  Tenn. 

Sittler 

So  the  bill 

was  passed. 

The  Clerk 

announced 

the  following 

pairs : 

On  this  vote : 

Mr.  Sittler 

for,  with  Mr. 

Wood  of  Idaho 

against. 

Mr.  Davis  of  Tennessee  for 

with  Mr.  Smith 

of  Wisconsin  against. 

Mr.  Rivers  for,  with  Mr.  Woodruff  against. 

Until  further  notice : 

Mr.  Hart  with  Mr.  Gillette. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  insist  upon  its  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  bill  S.  1  and  request  a  con¬ 
ference  with  the  Senate  on  the  disagree¬ 
ing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  thereon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  appoints 
the  following  conferees :  Messrs.  Vinson, 
Brooks,  Kilday,  Durham,  Short,  Arends, 
and  Cole  of  New  York. 

GENERAL  PERMISSION  TO  EXTEND 
REMARKS 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Membeit 
may  have  five  legislative  days  in  whieh 
to,  extend  their  remarks  on  the  bill  just 
passed.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Message  from  the  senate 

A  message  from  the  Senate,  /by  Mr. 
Woodruff,  its  enrolling  clerk,  announced 
that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  feport  of 
the  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
(H.  R.  1)  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize 
the  payment  by  the  Administrator  of 
Veterans’  Affairs  of  a  gratuitous  indem¬ 
nity  to  survivors  of  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  who  die  in  active  service, 
and  for  other  purposes.”  j 

CORRECTION  OF  SECTION  NUMBERS 

Mr.  VINSON.,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Clerk  may 
be  permitted  to  correct7  the  numbers  and 
subnumbers  of  the  sections  of  the  bill 
just  passed. 

The  SPEAKER,  fs  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CONSENT  CALENDAR 

Mr.  McCORR^ACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Consent 
Calendar,  which  under  the  rules  it  would 
be  in  order  to  call  on  Monday  next,  be 
in  order  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request,  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

SUSPENSION  OF  THE  RULES 

Mr.  MCCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be  in  order 
for  the  Speaker  to  recognize  Members  to 
move  td  suspend  the  rules  on  Tuesday 
next,  j 

The.  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

ADJOURNMENT  UNTIL  MONDAY 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  today  it  adjourn  to  meet 
cm  Monday  next. 
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The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  inquire  of 
the  majority  leader  as  to  the  program 
for  next  week? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  There  is  no  leg¬ 
islative  business  for  Monday. 

On  Tuesday  the  Consent  Calendar  will 
be  called,  and  there  will  be  four  suspen¬ 
sions,  unless  some  of  the  bills  are  passed 
on  the  Consent  Calendar.  One  is  the  bill 
S.  82,  relating  to  buriarbenefits  for  Phil¬ 
ippine  veterans,  another  is  the  bill  H.  R. 
318,  which  amends  the  Veterans’  Act  of 
1924,  the  third  is  the  bill  R.  R.  316,  re¬ 
lating  tc  a  minimum  pension  for  veterans 
with  arrested  tuberculosis,  -and  the 
fourth  is  House  Joint  Resolution  197,  to 
extend  the  Export  Control  Act  of  1949. 

The  Private  Calendar  will  be  called  on 
Tuesday,  and  there  will  also  be  the  exer¬ 
cises  celebrating  Pan-American  Day. 

Following  that  there  will  be  general 
debate  on  the  bill  H.  R.  3709,  the  Labor- 
Federal  Security  appropriation  bill  of 
1952. 

Tuesday  is  primary  day  in  New  Jersey, 
and  in  accordance  with  the  proper  and 
fixed  custom  out  of  respect  to  the  Mem¬ 
bers  from  any  State  having  an  election 
due  to  the  necessity  of  their  being  in 
their  States  on  those  days,  an  agreement 
has  been  made  that  if  there  are  any  roll 
calls  on  Tuesday,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  which  has  never  been  denied, 
they  will  be  postponed  to  Wednesday 
next. 

The  Labor  and  Federal  Security  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  will  be  considered  under 
the  5-minute  rule  on  Wednesday. 

The  program  as  to  Thursday  and  Fri¬ 
day  is  undetermined  at  the  present  time, 
and  if  there  is  anything  for  those  days, 
I  will  announce  it  to  the  House  just  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  Mr. 

Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  Mr. 

Speaker,  ,is  there  any  news  that  the 
gentleman  has  for  us  regarding  the  re¬ 
ported  visit  of  General  MacArthur  on 
Thursday  or  Friday  of  next' week? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  The  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  is  in  a  most  diffiaolt 
position  to  answer  that  inquiry ;  /but 
from  information  received,  feels  that  it 
will  be  satisfactorily  solved. 

Mr.  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  I  will  not 
press  the  matter  any  further."' 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Of  bourse,  con¬ 
ference  reports,  if  any,  may  be  brought 
up  at  any  time.  / 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  £here  objection  to 
the  request  of  the/gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  ojjgection. 

CALENDAR  WEDNESDAY 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
intended  to, /ask  that  the  business  in 
order  on  Calendar  Wednesday  of  next 
week  be  dispensed  with,  but  I  promised 
the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Rankin]  that  I  would  not  make  the 
request  in  his  absence.  I  note  that  the 
gejrtleman  is  not  in  the  Chamber,  and 
in  keeping  with  my  promise  to  him  I 
/Will  make  the  request  some  other  time. 


UNITED  STATES  v.  EDWARD  A.  RUMELY 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
to  a  question  of  the  privilege  of  the 
House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  LANHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
been  subpenaed  to  appear  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  on 
April  17,  1951,  at  10  a.  m.,  in  the  case  of 
the  United  States  against  Edward  A. 
Rumely,  which  is  a  congressional  con¬ 
tempt  proceeding.  Under  the  prece¬ 
dents  of  the  House,  I  am  unable  to  com¬ 
ply  with  this  subpena  without  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  House,  the  privileges  of  the 
House  being  involved.  I,  therefore,  sub¬ 
mit  the  matter  for  the  consideration  of 
this  body.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  send  to  the 
desk  the  subpena. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  subpena  . 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

,  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia — The  United  States  v. 

Edward  A.  Rumely,  No.  1789-50 
The  President  of  the  United 
Hon.  Henderson  Lanham: 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to 
said  court  on  Tuesday,  April  17, 

10  o'clock  a.  m.,  to  testify  on  behaj 
United  States;  and  not  depart 
without  leave  of  the  court  or 
tornev.  \ 

Witness  the  \Honorable  B 
chief  judge  of  said  court. 

April  A.  D.  1951.  , 


tha  J.  Laws, 
13th  day  of 


M.  Hull, 

Clerk. 

By  JkuL  A.  Rosen, 

Deputy  Clerk. 

Mr.  DOYLE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  a 
question  of  the'*  privilege  '  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it 

Mr.  D0YLE.  Mr.  Speaker’,',  I  have 
been  subpenaed  to  appear  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  district  of  Columbia,  to  testify  on 
Ajnfll  17,  1951,  at  10  a.  m.,  in  the  case  of 
the  United  States  against  Edward  A, 
(<JRumely,  which  is  a  congressional  con¬ 
tempt  proceeding.  Under  the  prece¬ 
dents  of  the  House,  I  am  unable  to  com¬ 
ply  with  this  subpena  without  the  con¬ 
sent  of  the  House,  the  privileges  of  the 
House  being  involved.  I,  therefore,  sub¬ 
mit  the  matter  for  the  consideration  of 
this  body.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  send  to  the 
desk  the  subpena. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  subpena. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia — The  United  States  v. 

Edward  A.  Rumely,  No.  1789-50 
The  President  of  the  United  States  to  Hon. 

Clyde  Doyle: 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  attend  the 
said  court  on  Tuesday,  April  17,  1951,  at  10 
o’clock  a.  m.,  to  testify  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States;  and  not  depart  the  court 
without  leave  of  the  court  or  district 
attorney. 

Witness  the  Honorable  Bolitha  J.  Laws, 
chief  judge  of  said  court,  this  13th  day  of 
April  A.  D.  1951. 

Harry  M.  Hull, 

Clerk. 

By  W.  Milestead, 

Deputy  Clerk. 


Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to 
a  question  of  the  privilege  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
been  subpenaed  to  appear  before  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  on  April 
17,  1951,  at  10  a.  m„  in  the  case  of  the 
United  States  against  Edward  A.  Rum¬ 
ely,  which  is  a  congressional  contempt 
proceeding.  Under  the  precedents  of  the 
House,  I  am  unable  to  comply  with  this 
subpena  without  the  consent  of  the 
House,  the  privileges  of  the  House  being 
involved.  I,  therefore,  submit  the  mat¬ 
ter  for  the  consideration  of  this  body. 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  send  to  the  desk  the  sub¬ 
pena. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  read 
the  subpena. 

lerk  read  as  follows: 

United  States  District  Court  for  the  Dis- 
of  Columbia — The  United  States  v. 
/Edward  A.  Rumely,  No.  1789-50 
/The  President  of  the  United  States  to  Hon. 

Carl  Albert; 

You  are  hereby  commanded  to  attend  the 
said  court  on  Tuesday,  April  17,  1951,  at  10 
o’clock  a.  m.,  to  testify  on  behalf  of  the 
United  States;  and  not  depart  the  court 
without  leave  of  the  court  or  district  at¬ 
torney. 

Witness  the  Honorable  Bolitha  J.  Laws, 
chief  judge  of  said  court,  this  13th  day  of 
April  A.  D.  1851. 

Harry  M.  Hull, 

Clerk. 

By  W.  Milestead, 

Deputy  Clerk. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  of¬ 
fer  a  privileged  resolution  (H.  Res.  194) 
and  ask  for  its  immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Whereas  Representatives  Carl  Albert, 
Henderson  Lanham,  and  Clyde  Doyle,  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House,  have  been  served  with 
subpenas  to  appear  as  witnesses  before  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,  to  testify  at  10  a.  m., 
on  the  17th  day  of  April  1951,  in  the  case  of 
the  United,  States  v.  Edward  A.  Rumely,  Crim¬ 
inal  Docket  No.  1789-50;  and 

Whereas  by  the  privileges  of  the  House  no 
Member  is  authorized  to  appear  and  testify, 
but  by  order  of  the  House:  Therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  That  Representatives  Carl  Al¬ 
bert,  Henderson  Lanham,  and  Clyde  Doyle 
are  authorized  to  appear  in  response  to  the 
subpeiias  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  f at,  the  District  of  Columbia  in  the  case 
of  the  Umted  States  v.  Edward  A.  Rumely  at 
such  time  as  when  the  House  is  not  sitting 
in  session;  arid  be  it  further 

Resolved,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be 
submitted  to  the  said  court  as  a  respectful 
answer  to  the  subpena  of  said  court. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on 
the  table.  \ 

SFECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  TACKETT  asked  \pd  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  30 
minutes  on  Tuesday  next,  following  the 
legislative  program  and  any  special  or¬ 
ders  heretofore  entered. 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT  TO 

CONSTITUTION  \ 

(Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  extend  his, 
remarks  at  this  point  in  the  Record.)  ' 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  export- control  continuation  measure*  Ren'*  Tackett  criti¬ 
cized  public  power  projects,  but  defended  REA  cooperatives.  K»  passed  and’.S.  acted 
on  bills  to  transfer  Morgan  Horse  Farm  to  Yt.  College.  Sen.  Byrd  submitted  measure 
to  provide  for  consolidated  appropriation,  bill.  'Senate  made  dispersal  bill  unfin¬ 
ished  business  and  sent  military  ‘training  bill  to  conference.  Sen.  Ellender  in¬ 
serted  his  recent  farm  speech.  "  •  HOUSE  - 

JEXPQRT  COETROL .  Passed  without  amendment  H.  J*  Res.  197,  to  continue  exooj 
mtrol  authority  through  June  1953  (p*; 4106) * 


2.  RESEAR 
Vermont 


Service  (-on 


1IDS.  Passed  as  reported  H,  R,  1149,  to  authorize  tran^^ar  to  the 
^cultural  College  of  a  tract  of  land  formerly  used^y  the  Remount 


3.  MOITOPOLISS.  Passed  VH^hout  amendment  H*  R.  2401,  to^imerease  criminal  penalties 

under  the  Sherman  AntiuH^st  Act  (pp.  -109^ — 5 )  - 

4.  LABOR-FEDERAL.  SECURITY  APPROP^K^I OH  BILL.  yBegan  debate  on  this  bill,  H.  R. 

'•mrm,-  v'  **  is  to  be  read  for  amendment  today, 


3709*  Completed*  general  debate.  '  i/hc 
(pp.  4h4-24. ) 


5.  RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION  Rem.  Tadtett,  Ark. /^J^iticized  Rep.  Rankin’s  recent  re¬ 

marks  about  nrivately  owne^Ji^it  ility  companies  ctia^  objected  to  various  public- 
mower  projects*  Hoveve^yhe  defended  REA  cooperatives  ard  said  they  were  not 
publicly  o\»med.  (p5y^l24~7* ) 

6.  LATI1T  AMERICA.  v*wveral  members  smoke  in  commemoration  of  Pai^merican  Day  (pp* 

4107-1 4). 

7.  RROPERT?  MAUAGEMEIT  •  Received  from  the  Budget  Bureau  a  report  on  the  m^ssign- 
and  transfer  of  property  within  executive  agencies  whore  two  appromrt^jklons 

are  involved  in  the  action;  to  Expenditures  in  the  Executive  Departments  Com- 
mittcc  (m.  4l28)« 


imiimiiii  nrm  inmm  iiiminrr  irrrri - 


Sjji  :.JTE 


8.  MILITARY  TRAI1TIUG.  Conferees  were  ammointed  on  S.  1,  the  military-training,  scL 
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ective-service  "bill  (p.  4o44) .  Tiie  text  of  the  hill  as  passed  the  House  is 
printed  in  the  Record  (mo..  4039—44) .  House  conferees  were  appointed  April  13, 


of . 


9>  BUILDIUG-S  DISPERSAL.  S.  21'S,  to  provide  for  dispersal  and  decentralization 
Government  agencies,-  was  made  the  unfinished  business  (pp*  4o45y4077)* 

10.  RESEARCH  LAIRDS*  3 7  a.  50-25  vote,  agreed  to  a  motion  by  Sen.  Pland.ers  to 

a  motion  hy  Sen.  Morse  to  reconsider  the  vote  hy  which  S.  271,  to  transfer  a 
tra&i  of  USDA  laud  to  the  Vermont  Agricultural  College,,  had. been  passed  hy  the 
Senat'^.  H.  R.  1149,  a  similar  hill  which  had  been  passed  hy  the'  House,  was 
ordered.  to  lie  on  the  table  for  further  Senate  action,  (pu.  4Db5-.77») 


•  able 


\  / 


11.  COPPER  IMPORTS.  The  Pinance  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H/  R.  333^  ( S. 
Rent.  223)  (p.  4o4S).  The  nDaily  Digest 11  states:  nThe  amended  hill  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  suspending  import  duty  on  copper  until  Pebruary  15»'l953»  or  at  the 
end.  of  the  present  national  energencT’-,  whichever  is  earlier-,  with  proviso  that 
if  the  price  fa\j.s  below  24  cents  for  a  month,  the  Tarif fyOonmission  shall  ad¬ 
vise  the  President,  who  shall  terminate  suspension.”  (p4  D29S.) 


r 


12.  THIRD  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.  Agreed  to  the  .request  of  the  House  fo_ 


the  return  of  this  hill  to  it  for  correction  of  an  arror  which  occurred  during 
the  engrossing  process  (0.  4039)* 


13.  1T0M IUAT I  Oil  S.  Confirmed  th^uominations  of  Richa/d  D.  Searles  to  he  Under  Sec¬ 

retary  of  the  Interior  and  ^los  Wilson  Rentz^L  to  he  Under  Secretary  of  Com¬ 
merce  for  Transportation  (o.  '^092).  jf 

'  ~  / 

14.  REPORTS.  Received,  the  report  ofX4-s  peuartment  on  the  foot-and-mouth  disease 

campaign  in  Mexico  for  the  month  Xf.  Vehg^  195L:  and  the  annual  renort  of  the 
Public  Health  Service,  fiscal  year (p.  4o45). 


15.  I1TDIA  AID.  Received  net  it  ions  from  jfcndvICoinonia  Foundation  and  other  citizens 

favoring  the  sh foment  of  grain  toAndia\(n.  4o47 ) . 

16.  GRAIH.  Received  a  Ruhamah  3p"itiCt  Church  (\?.nt oul ,  Hans.)  resolution  favoring 

,jfr  *  \ 

diversion  of  all  r:rains  and.  fjru.it  s  now  used\n  the  manufacture  of  alcoholic  \ 


beverages  to  the  pro  duct  ion  jSf  food  —products  4047) 


17.  SOIL  C  OTTSERVAT I  Oil.  Recenjed  resol  tions  of  the  d?&a*  Ass’n.  of  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tionists  favoring  vnriojtfs  soil  conservation  nea  sur%s  in  Okla.  (n.  4o4g). 


13.  PORE  I G-E  TRADE.  Sen.  Sutler,  Uehr . ,  submitted  an  amendment  he  intends  to  pro¬ 
pose  to  H.  R.  l6l2jf the  trade-agreements  extension  hil\(u.  4050)}  to  Poreign 
Relations  Commit  tj 


19.  R.P.C.  The  Banking  and  Currenc’'-  Committee  agreed  to  hold  hearings  on  all  pend¬ 
ing  RPC  bill  a/  beginning  April  24  (u.  D29S). 

Sen,  Bypa.  inserted  his  statement  and  a  Hew  York  Times  edi’forial  suggesting 


that  the  reorganization  of  RPC  does  not  preclude  action  on  billY to  provide 
for  abolishing  the  corporation  (p.  4oSl) .  \ 


20*  ST.  LAJIREECE  SEAWAY.  Sen.  Thve  spoke  in  favor  of  this  project  (pp.  4^89“90)» 

BILLS  INTRODUCED 


21.  A$PRG?RI AT IOHS .  S.  Con.  Res.  27,  by  Sen.  Byrd  .(for  himself  and  47  other  Sd^- 
■  p.tors),  to  provide  for  a  consolidated  appropriation  hill;  to  Rules  and  Ad.: 


82d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

April  17, 1951 

Ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives 


AN  ACT 

To  provide  for  tlie  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal 
military  training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  fives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  TITLE  4 

4  Section  U  That  the  Selective  Service  Act  ef  4-948 

5  -(#8  Statr  804)^  as  amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as 

6  follows : 

7  -(a)-  Section  4  ef  such  Act  is  amended  te  read  as  follows : 

8  -‘Section  47  -(a)-  This  Act  may  he  cited  as  the  ‘Uni- 

9  versa!  Military  -Training  and  Service  Aetb 


2 


1  dhe  Con  gross  hereby  declares  that  an  adequate 

2  aimed  strength  mast  he  achieved  and  maintained  te  insure 

3  the  security-  el  this  Xatiom 

4  “-(e)  The  Congress  further  declares  that  hr  a  free 

5  society  the  obligations  and  privileges  of  serving  in  the  -Armed 

6  heroes,-  including  the  Reserve  components  thereof,  should 

7  he  shared  generally,  hr  accordance  with  a  system  which  is 

8  fair  and  justj  and  which  is  consistent-  with  the  maintenance 

9  of  an  effective  national  economy-. 

10  —(d)  dhe  Congress  further  declares,  in  accordance  with 

11  our  traditional  military  policy  as  expressed  in  the  National 

12  Defense  Act  of  19-16,  as  amended^  that  it  is  essential  that 

13  the  strength  and  organization  of  the  National  Cuardj  both 

14  ground  and  any  as  an  integral  part  of  the  first  line  defenses 

15  of  this  Aatiorp  he  at  all  times  maintained  and  assured- 

16  this  enofi  it  is  the  intent  of  the  Congress  that  when- 
11  ever  Congress  shall  determine  that  units  and  organizations  are 

18  needed  for  the  national  security  in  excess  of  those  of  the 

19  Regular  components  of  the  ground  forces  and  the  air  foreesj 

20  and  those  in  active  service  under  this  title,  the  National 

21  Guard  of  the  United  States^  both  ground  and  any  or  such 

22  part  thereof  as  may  he  necessary,  together  with  such  units 

23  of  the  Reserve  components  as  are  necessary  for  a  balanced 

24  force,  shall  he  ordered  to  aetiv-c  4-edcral  service  and  continued 

25  therein  so  long  as  such  necessity  exists.- 
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Congress  h«4her  declares  that  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  national  security  requires  maximum  effort  in  tire 
fields  of  scientific  research  and  development,  and  the  fullest 
possible  development  and  utilization  of  the  hbttion-s  tech¬ 
nological-,-  serentificy  and  other  critical  manpower  resources. 

iL{f}-  To  this  endy  the  Congress  further  declares  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  all  citizens  to  engage  in  such  training  for 
civilian  and  military  service  as  will  prepare  them  for  the 
assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  eitizens  of  a  free  and 
democratic  Nation  and  provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel 
recently  trained  in  modern  techniques  and  assure  a  -vital,- 
ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  military  and  civilian  needs  of  the 
Nation. 


U 


-(gf  The  Congress  declares  it  to  he  Hi  the 
interest  that  personnel  serving  in  the  Armed  -Forces  he  pro¬ 
tected  and  encouraged  in  the  realization  and  development-  of 
those  moral,  spiritual,  and  religious  values,  consistent  with 
the  religious  beliefs  and  convictions  of  the  individuals  eon- 
cerned,  which  are  fundamental  in  the  preservation  and 
of  the  fiber  of  American  eitizenshiur  4n  the 


pursuit  of  this  endy  fire  Congress  further  declares  that  it  shall 
he  the  duty  of  every  commanding  officer  in  every 
of  command  in  the  respective  services  of  the  Armed 


to  maintain  to  the 
mand  those  conditions  and 


possible  degree  within  his  coin- 
calculated  to 
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ilin 
VTtXj 

his  command.” 


<  o  ri  f\  c?  v\i  vi  Pn  n  1 
tj  ttxttt  tTprxrtTttttt 


t7X  til U 


-(b)-  Section  b  of  such  Aet  is 
-(e)-  Abe  &=sl  sentence  el  subsection  -(a)-  ef  section  4  of 
suebt  Ad  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  weed  ‘-‘nineteen”' 
■wherever  b  appears  therein  and  inserting  in  ben  thereof  the 
weed  “eighteen”.- 

-(d)-  Abe  third  sentence  ef  the  best  paragraph  ef  sub¬ 
section  -(a)-  ef  scetion  4  ef  sneh  Aet  is  amended  to  read : 
“The  -President  is  authorized,  from  time  te  time7  whether 
or  net  a  state  ef  war  euistSj  te  select  and  induct  into  the 
Armed  Perees  ef  the  United  States  for  training  and  service 
in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  (including  but  net  limited 
te  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  er  groups)-  sneh 
number  ef  persons  as  may  be  required  te  provide  and  rnain- 
tam  adeeuate  Armed  Porccs.” 


(  o\  ^P1 1  /  >  u  ( \  r*  i  n  ^  /f  "iv  o  y»v  (yyo  i  j\  f  iJiiliOi~w>PwTn  /o  \  enof  i  on 

(  L"  )  1  llU  olCUllU.  JlttTtt^rttjTrt  U1  olLUol v_  L Iu  1 1  )  tl/i  o L LtlUll 

4  ef  sneh  Aet  is  amended  te  read  as 


^fe 


shall  be  inducted  into  the 


Perees  for 


and  service  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in 
ah  respects  -(including  his  physical  and  mental  btness  for 
sneh  training  and  service)-  has  been  satisfactorily-  deter¬ 
mined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  ef  De¬ 
fense  -(er  the  Secretary  ef  the  Areasury  with  respect  te  the 
■United  States  Coast  Guard) .” 
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-(If  The  fourth  paragraph  el  subsection  fnf  el  section 
4  el  saeh  Aet  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the 
following :  ‘-Every  trainee  shad  be  given  fad  and  adequate 
initial  basie  framing  for  service  in  the  Armed  Eorec  into 
which  be  is  inducted  and  no  trainee  shall?  during  bis  initial 
period  el  basic  trainings  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a 
area?  or  be  permanently  assigned  for  duty  at  any 
located  on  land  outside  the  continental  limits  of  the  Ended 
States ;  and  no  other  member  of  the  Armed  Eerees  of  the 
Ended  States  who  is  enlisted,  inducted,-  or  ordered  to  active 
duty  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  44)54  Amendments 
to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  shall  be 
assigned  to  combat  duty  in  a  combat  area,  until  be  has  bad 
at  least  four  months  of  basie  training?  This  section  shall  not 
prevent  residents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
States  from  being  trained  in  the  Terrdory  or 
from  which  they  were  inducted/’ 

-(gf  Subsection  -fbf  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows-:- 

—(b)  Each  person  inducted  under  the  provisions  of 
subsection  faf  of  this  section  shall  servo  on  active  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  -Forees  for  a  period  of  twenty  four 
consecutive  months?  unless  sooner  released?  transferred?  or 
in  accordance  with  standards  and  procedures 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  for  the  Secretary 
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el  tke  -Treasury  with  respect  te  Ike  United  States  Geast 
Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  -(d)-  el  see- 
tien  4  er  by  subsection  -(d)-  el  section  6  el  tbis  tbler 

-(b)-  -ft)-  Para  graph  -(4)-  el  subsection  -(e)-  el  seetien  -4- 

~i~  onn|">  A  nt  i  o, 

tTT  u  ITU  11  TTuu  To 


-(i)-  Subsection  -(d)-  el  section  4  el  seeb  Act  is  amended 
-(4)-  by  inserting  alter  tbe  word  -hereafter^?  where  b  appears 
in  paragraphs  -(4)-  and  -(Sf  el  such  subsection,  tbe  words 
-‘and  prior  te  tbe  enactment  el  tbe  1051  -Amendments  te  tbe 
Universal  Military  draining  and  Sendee  Act-’;  and  -(0)-  by 
adding  at  tbe  end  thcreol  tbe  following  new  paragraph 

-  (0)  Eaeb  person  who?  subsequent  te  tbe  enactment  el 
tbis  paragraph  is  inducted,  enlisted?  er  appointed  in  an 
force  el  tbe  -United  States  prior  te  attaining  tbe 
anniversary  el  bis  birtb  sbab  be  obligated  te 
sendee  en  active  training  and  sendee  and  in  a  Reserve  com- 
penent  for  a  total  period  el  eight  years?  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged?  in  accordance  with  rgeulatiens  and  standards  pre¬ 


scribed  by  tbe  Secretary  el  Defense  -(or  tbe  Secretary  el 
tbe  treasury  with  respect  te  tbe  United  States  Coast 
Guard) .  Each  such  person?  en  release  trom  active 


mg  and  sendee?  shall?  b 


and  mentally  qualified, - 


be  transferred  te  a  Reserve  component  el  tbe  Armed  -Forces, ■ 
and  shall  serve  therein  for  tbe  remainder  el  Ore  period 
wbieb  be  is  obligated  te  serve  under  tbis  paragraph  and 
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shah  he  doomed  te  k  a  member  el  seek  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  during  seek  period.  Tn  ease  Ike  Secretary  el  tke 
Army,  Ike  Secretary  el  Ike  -Navy,  er  Ike  Secretary  el  tke 
Air  Dorco  -(er  tke  Secretary  el  tke  Treasury  with  respect 
te  tke  United  States  Coast  Guard) ,  determines  tkat  enkst- 
men-t,-  enrollment,  er  appointment  hy  er  assignment  toy  an 
organized  unit  el  a  Reserve  component  er  an  officers’  training 
program  el  tke  armed  lercc  in  which  ke  served  is  available 
toy  and  cany  without  undue  hardship,  ke  filled  by  any  suck 
person,  it  shall  ke  tke  duty  el  suck  person  te  enlist,  onrohy 
er  accept  appointment  hy  er  accept  assignment  toy  seek 
organized  unit  er  officers’  training  pregrany  and  te  servo 
satisfactorily  thereim  Tke  Secretaries  el  tke  Army,  Navy7 
and  Air  Uereey  with  tke  approval  el  tke  Secretary  el  -Defense 
-(and  tke  Secretary  el  tke  -Treasury  with  respect  te  tke 
United  States  Coast  Guard)  y  may  provide,  by  regulations 
wkiek  shall  ke  as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  tke 
release  from  active  duty  prior  te  serving  tke  periods  re¬ 
quired  by  subsection  -(b)-  el  this  seetien  el  individuals  who 
vokmteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  el  tke 
Army  •National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other 
Reserve  eompenents.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shah  ke 
construed  te  prevent  any  pcrseiy  while  in  a  Reserve  com¬ 


ponent  el  tke 


UeceeSy  from  being  ordered  er  called 


te  active  dnty  in  such  armed  force.” 
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-fj)-  dhe  hrst  sentence  el  subsection  -(e)-  el  seetion  4 
el  seek  Aet  is  amended  to  read  as  follows :  “With  respect 
to  the  persons  inducted  into  Ike  Aimed  F orccs  ler  training 
and  service  under  this  titi-e-y  there  skak  ke  paid,  allowed,  and 
extended?  ler  training  and  service,  Ike  same  pay,  allow¬ 
ances,-  pensions,-  disability  and  death  eo-inpensation?  and 
other  kenekts  as  are  provided  ky  law  in  the  ease  el  e-feker 
memkers  el  the  uniformed  services  ol  kke  grades  and  length 
of  service  of  that  component  of  Ike  Armed  Forces  to  which 
they  are  assigned,  except  that  whenever  the  period  of  service 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subsection 
-(h)-  of  this  section,  eaeh  trainee  shaky  during  his  initial 
period  of  basic  training?  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate 
of  $30  m  heu  of  the  basie  pay  that  would  otherwise  be  pay¬ 
able  to  him  under  this  section.-  During  such  period  in  which 
the  pay  of  trainees  is  $30  a  month,  eaeh  such  person,  having 
a  dependent  or  dependents  as  sueh  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  4040?  shah  be  entitled  to  receive 
a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basie  allow 
anee  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  D-4  by 
section  302  -(f)-  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  4049 
as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act 
of  4950  plus  $40  so  long  as  the  trainee  has  in  effect  an 
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allotment  equal  to  the  amount  el  suek  dependency  aUowanee 
lee  the  support  el  the  dependent  or  dependents  en  whose 
aeeetmt  the  allowance  is  daimed?” 

-(h)-  Subsections  -(g)-  and  -(h)-  ol  section  4  ol  such  Act 
are  repealed? 

-(If  Paragraph  flf  ol  subsection  -(if  ol  section  4  ol 
suek  Amt  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “twenty 
one”  and  inserting  in  lien  tk creel  the  word  -twenty- four”. 

ftnf  Section  4  ol  seek  Amt  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  snbseetien  as  follows : 

--  (k)  f4)-  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  sock  action  is 
justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  E orccs  in  the  light  of 
international  conditions,-  the  President,  upon  recommendation 
by  the  Secretary  of  Uefense,  is  authorized,-  by  -Executive 
orders  which  shall  he  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons 
indue  ted  under  this  title  hot  winch  may  vary  as  to  age  groups, 
to  provide  lorn  fAf  increasing  the  periods  of  initial  basic 
training  to  not  to  exceed  six  months^  fBf  changing  or  modi  - 
lying  the  initial  basic  training  given  thereunder,  f€f  dccreas 
ing  periods  of  active  service  under  this  title  hut  in  no  case 
to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  he  economically  utilized, 
or  f&)-  eliminating  periods  of  active  service  required  under 
this  title?  -Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  declare — 

S.  1 - 2 
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“-(-A-)-  that  ike  period  of  initial  basic  training  fer  any 
age  group  nr  groups  nl  persons  inducted  under  this  title 
should  he  increased  to  any  period  in  excess  of  four 
months  hut  not  in  e-xeess  of  six  months  which  may  he 
designated  m  such  resolution-; 

-■  (-B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  he  decreased  to  any  period  less  than  twenty- 
four  months  which  may  he  designated  in  such  rcsolu 
tienq  or 

“  (C)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 

r>  iv  tt  n  ryyAn  tv  />  V  qm»/  nitts1  i  \OVonn  1 1  >  /I  n  /  ■  f  /  \ /I  inwl/n*  tl  o 

tllr  y  trgt"  gl  v/tl  jT  trr  g  1 1  U  l  trr  pi  apwjttt?  illtt  l  M  till  ttlivlv  r  l  ititt 

the  period  of  initial  basic  training  or  of  active  service  of 

f  1 1  r\  o  rrr\  qtah it  nr  o'vm i twj  < 1  qsj i  0*1  m  f  /  in  o  h  a y  c n  / «1 1  y/  w i  \1 1 1 1  w  \i  i 

UIv  tig  U  g  1  U  lljl  Ul  g  1  *  '  l  Ijl  v  ItM  g  I  I  <  l  Ivvl  111  till)  o  1 1  v  II  1  vmv 'lit  Ill'll 

qIi  fill  Lui  QA  ill  /^y  /v  n  o  iv  c|  rl/u  .iuvn  AV  oil  lllivmfrwl  O  C <  f  1  >  /  \  041 O 

olltXlT  He  ot/  11 1 L -I  lclol/U y  ul  l  I  L  tlol  U ^  ur  Ull 11111 1  tl  l l  ll  clJ5  11 1 1‘  etloU 

may  her  Whenever  the  period  of  service  required  under 
this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth 
anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eh 
in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this 

of  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have  not 
been  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  he  liable^  effec¬ 
tive  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the 
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Training  Corps  for  initial  basic  military  training  for  a  period 
of  net  less  than  fear 


U 


{bf  Effective  at  seek  time  as  tbe  President  may  deem 
in  advance  ef  bis  issuance  ef  an  Executive  erder 
periods  ef 


tbe  Congress  sbab  bare 


ander  tbis  title  er  effee- 

te  tbe  previsions  ef  paragraph  -(d)-  ef 
this  subseetien7  tbe  President  is  anthemed  te  establish  a  Ra - 
■tienal  Security  Training  Cemmissien  te  be  composed  ef  five 
membersy  three  ef  whom  sbab  be  civilians  and  two  ef  ■whom 
shall  be  active  er  retired  members  ef  tbe  Regular  components 
ef  any  ef  tbe  Armed  Forces,  te  be  appointed  by  tbe  Presi¬ 
dent,  by  and  -with  tbe  advice  and  consent  ef  tbe  Senate? 
■Effective  at  seek  time  os  periods  ef  active  service  required 
under  tbis  title  are  ebmineted  pursuant  te  tbe  preceding  parar 
graph  ef  this  subsection,  there  sbab  be  established  a  Rational 
Security  Training  Corps,  vekese  membership  sbab  be  com¬ 
posed  ef  ab  persons  inducted  therein  for  initial  basic  training? 
Tbe  Rational  Security  Training  Commission  shall,  subject 
te  tbe  direction  ef  tbe  President^  establish  such  policies  and 
Is  with  respect  te  tbe  conduct  ef  initial  basic  training 

and  educational  phases  ef  such  training)-  ef  members  ef  tbe 
Rational  Security  Training  Corps  as  are  necessary  te  carry 
out  tbe  purposes  ef  tbis  Aety  and  shod?  subject  te  tbe  diree- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


12 


ties  ef  tde  Presklenty  designate  tde  -Federal 
and  agencies  te  earry  out  sued  trainingr  Ad  departments 
and  agencies  so  designated  sdad  carry  out  sued  training  in 
accordance  with  tde  policies  and  standards  ef  tde  Com¬ 


mission; 


fi  -faf  ef  seed  Aet  is  amended  te  read  as 


^Eer  At  -(a)-  -(4-)-  Tde  selection  ef  persons  for  training 
and  service  under  section  4  sdad  de  made  in  an  impartial 
manner,  under  sued  rules  and  regulations  as  tde  President 
may  prescribe,  from  tde  persons  wbe  are  liable  for  sued  train¬ 
ing  and  service  and  wde  at  tde  time  ef  selection  are  regis¬ 
tered  and  classified,  but  net  deferred  er  exempted :  Provided, 
■That  in  tde  selection  ef  persons  for  training  and  service  under 
tdis  tdlej  and  in  tde  interpretation  and  execution  ef  tde  pre¬ 
visions  ef  tdis  title,  there  shall  de  no  discrimination  against 
any  person  on  account  ef  race  er  eelem  Provided  further, ■ 
That  in  tde  classification  ef  registrants  within  tde  jurisdie- 
tien  ef  any  local  beardy  tde  registrants  ef  any  particular 
registration  may  de  classified,  in  tde  manner  prescribed  by 
and  in  aecordaaee  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
tde  President,'  before,  together  withy  er  after  tde  registrants 
ef  any  prior  registration  er  registrations ;  and  in  tde  selec¬ 
tion  for  induction  ef  persons  within  tde  jurisdiction  ef  any 
local  beard  and  within  any  particular  elassificatieny  persons 
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who  -were 
selected,  in  the  manner 
rules  and 


at  any  particular  registration  may  fee 
and  in  accordance  with 
fey  tfee  President,  before, 


together  with,  or  after  persons  who  were  registered  at  any 
prior  registration  -or  registrations :  -And  -provided  -further, 
That  nothing  herein  shad  fee  construed  to  prohibit  the  selec¬ 
tion  or  induction  of  persons  fey  age  groups  under-  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  fey  tfee  -President? 

--(-2-)-  Until  suefe  tune  as  the  period-  of  sendee  repaired 
under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  elimi¬ 
nated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4  -{hf 
of  this  title — 


“  (A)  no  local  hoard  shall  order  for  induction  any 
person  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  unless 
there  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  sueh  local  board  a 
sufficient  number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  fey  sueh 
local  hoard  to  fee  available  for  induction  and  who  have 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  sueh  leeal  board 
to  meet  a  eah  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered  to 
furnish  for  induetion ;  and 

“-fUf  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induetion  any 
person  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen?  if  there 
is  any  person  within  the  jurisdiction  of  sueh  local  board 
who  -{if'  is  as  much  as  ninety  days  elder?  -{bf  has  not 
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1  attained  the  age  el  nineteen,  and  -(in)-  ia  deemed  by  the 

2  ieeal  boat'd  te  be  available  lot  indaetlan-r- 

3  -(e)-  -(4)-  Seetion  b  -(e)-  -(4)-  el  aaeb  Aet  ia  amended 

4  by  atribing  ent  — tbe  effective  date  el  tbia  tithe-  and  inaert- 

5  ing  in  ben  thereol  “Febtaaty  A  lbbl/b 

6  -(3)-  Section  b  r(e)-  -(3)-  (A)-  el  aaeb  Aet  ta  amended 

7  1  1 1  ^  C'ovim  O*  r>  |tey  (1  i  a  e  ">  fvi  i  til  n  / «/  \i  y>  rye  r>  \  el 

U  j  JllM  1  TxTi^  tilt  v  r  l i  1 4  \\  14 1 1 In  olA  1 1 i  W 1 1 11 1 n  ft  “U1 1  lllltl  ll I  lit 

3  tbe  lelbnvingt  ^^jniet  te  tbe  determination  by  tbe  Secretary  el 

9  oil c1  fli  n  t  tyo  n^Arl  r*1  o y/e  o  1 1  o  1  r*  1a 

A-/  vlLHuU  11 1  cl t  ttttv  tTtittru  Tl  cllllv  vi  I  H.  1  iSUliJll  X  ill  U  cl  \  illlil Ulv  lU 

ib  the  National  Eaacd  te  enable  b  te  maintain  ita  antherized 

ii  strength^  and  prior  te  tbe  receipt  el  erdera  te  report  let 
12. 

13 


-m- 


b  -(e)-  -(A)-  -(E)-  el  aaeb  Aet  ia  amended 


14  by  inaerting  abet  Aebeeetien  (b)  ■  ’  a  eemma  and  tbe  leb 

15  lewinga  -paragraph  -(4)-  el  tbia  sabsection,”. 

16  -fp)-  Sobseetien  -(a)-  el  aeetien  b  el  aaeb  Aet  ia  amended 

17  by  inserting  tbe  wetda  -nndahipmenj  dferebant  M-arine  Ee- 

18  aetney  Ended  Statea  Anna!  Eeaerveg  atadenta  enrebed  in  an 


19 


ia  tbe  enr- 


20  aienlam  el  which  ia  approved  by  tbe  Secretary  el  Defense-^ 

21  immediately  following  tbe  werda  “cadeta7  United  Statea 

22  Coast  Gaard  Academy;”. 

23  -ftp)-  Sab  seetion  -(d)-  el  aeetien  b  el  aaeb  Aet  ia  hereby 
to  read  aa 
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“ '  ( d)-  -(4)-  The  dbcsidcnt  in  authorized;  wider  such 
rale*  trad  regain ti era*  ft*  kc  ratty  proscribe,  -(A)-  trafd  dtrae 
dOj  4064,  to  provnlc  Ira  Ike  temporary  removal  from  active 
training  trad  service  upon  eerapletion  el  tkelr  initial  periods 
el  kosie  ■training  in  Ike  Armed  -brace*  el  nel  le  exceed 
seventy-five  tkonsand  persons  annually  in  order  le  permit 
snek  persons  le  engage  in  study  or  research  in  medicine; 
dentistry,  osteopathy,  the  sciences,  engineering,  Ike  lmman- 
iliesj  trad  ether  fields  determined  ky  Iran  le  he  in  Ike 
national  interest  trad  while  se  engaged  snek  persons  shall  net 
he  deemed  le  he  in  military  service  -(-active  er  inactive)  ■ 
Ira  tray  purpose 7  -(Hf  le  suspend  ler  snek  persons  Ike 
obligation  le  complete  the  period  el  military  service  re¬ 
paired  under  subsection  -(b)-  el  section  4  el  this  title  until 
Ike  completion  el  snek  study  er  research,  er  until  any  snek 
person  ceases  satisfactorily  le  pursue  snek  study  or  research; 
whichever  is  the  earlier ;  and  -(O)-  upon  termination  el  snek 
period  el  suspension;  er  at  tray  time  wilhnt  net  mere  than  ten 
years  thereafter;  le  reorder  or  induct  seek  a  person  into  active 
service  m  the  same  er  another  armed  force  ler  Ike  un served 
part  el  Ike  period  el  service  required  under  subsection  -(b)- 
el  section  4  el  this  title,  mdess  seek  person  performs  other 
military  er  civilian  service  m  the  national  interest  ler  a 
period  equivalent  le  snek  period  el  service  in  accordance 
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wife  regulations  prescribed  by  fee  President-  The  persons 
temporarily  removed  from  active  training  and  service  fe 
engage  in  study  or  research  under  fee  provisions  ef  this 
paragraph  shah  be  selected  by  a  civilian  commission  to  be 
composed  of  five  members  to  be  appointed  by  fee  President? 
by  and  with  fee  advice  and  consent  of  fee  Senate?  Act  more 
than  three  of  fee  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  mem- 
bers  of  the  same  political  party.  The  persons  selected  by  the 
Commission  to  engage  m  study  or  research  shall  be  selected 
upon  a  competitive  basis  in  aeeordanee  wife  standards  and 
procedures  prescribed  by  the  Commission.  The  President  is 
authorized  to  provide  for  payment  of  such  portion  of  the 
costs  of  tuition,  books?  laboratory  fees?  subsistence?  travel? 
and  other  necessary  expenses  of  any  person  seleeted  to 
engage  in  sueh  stud}"  and  research  as  the  Commission  finds 
that  sueh  person  is  unable  to  defray  without  undue  hardship. 

“-(-£)■  Within  sueh  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  fee 
Secretary  of  Defense  any  person  who?  -(A)-  has  been  or  may 
hereafter  be  seleeted  for  enrollment  or  continuance  in  fee 
senior  division,  Reserve  Officers*  Training  Corps,  or  fee  Air 
Reserve  Officers*  Training  Corps?  or  fee  Maval  Reserve  Offi¬ 
cers1  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer 
candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Aet  of  August 
4-3?  4946  -(-00  Stat?  4057-}-?  as  amended?  or  fee  Reserve  offi¬ 
cers^  candidate  program  of  fee  Aavy?  or  the  platoon  lead- 
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era-  class  el  Ike  Marine  Corps,  or  Ike  officer 
programs  el  Ike  Coast  Guard  and  Ike  Coast  Guard 
or  kas  keen  or  may  hereafter  ke  appointed  an 
United  States  Uaval  -Reserve,  and  is 
sional  training ;  -(G)-  agrees,  in  writing,  to  aceept  a  eom 
mission,  il  lendered,  and  lo  serve,-  subject  to  order  ol  Ike 
Secretary  ol  Ike  military  department  having  jurisdiction 
over  kkn  -(or  die  Secretary  ol  Ike  -Treasury  wilk  respeel 
lo  die  United  States'  Coast  Guard)  7  not  less  Ikon  two 
years  on  active  duty  alter  reeeipt  ol  a  commission  ;  and  -(G)- 
agrees  to  remain  a  member  ol  a  Regular  or  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent  until  Ike  eighth  anniversary  ol  Ike  reeeipt  ol  a  com¬ 
mission  in  accordance  -with  kis  obligation  under  subsection 
-(d)-  ol  section  4  ol  this  title,  skak  ke  deferred  from  indue- 
tion  for  training  and  service  under  tki-s  tide  until  after  coin  ■ 
plction  or  termination  of  Ike  course  of  instruction  and  so  long 
as  ke  continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve  status  upon  being 
commlssioncdj  kut  ska.ll  not  ke  exempt  from  registratiom 
Snek  persons  except  those  persons  who  have  previously  com¬ 
pleted  an  initial  period  of  basic  training  or  an  equivalent 
period  of  active  military  training  and  service  shall  ke  re¬ 
quired  while  enrolled  in  suek  programs  to  completed  a  period- 
of  training  equal  -(as  determined  under  regulations  approved 
by  Ike  Secretary  of  Defense  or  Ike  Secretary  of  Ike  Treasury 
S.  1 - 3 
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U 


with  respect  to  the  -United  States  Coast  Guard)-  m 
and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  ot  basic  training? 
There  shall  bo  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned 
serviee  ©1  any  person  who  bas  agreed  to  perform  snob  oblig¬ 
ing  a  eiviiian  college  under  any  snob  training  program  a 
of  not  to  exceed  one  year? 

-fd)-  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  -(d)-  of  this  subsection,-  and  under  sneb  regular 
tiens  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  -for  the  Secretary  of  the 
treasury  -with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  G-uard)- 
may  approve?  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  aetivc  duty? 

--(4)-  dt ©thing  in  this  snbscetion  shall  be  deemed  to 
preclude  the  President  from  providings  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  -(h)-  of  this  section,  for  die  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories 
of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate.” 

-(r)-  Subsection  -(h)-  of  section  b  of  such  Aet  is  amended 
-(4)-  by  inserting  in  danse  -(4)-  of  the  seeond  sentence  after 
the  word  “persons”?  where  it  appears  the  seeond  time,  the 
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fohowiugs  -(other  than  wives  ftlenef1^  and  -(-2)-  fey  striking 
out  in  the  fourth  sentence  thereof  the  -words  “wives  orA 
-{s)-  Safe  section:  -(i)-  of  section  fe  of  snefe  Act  is 

f  A  ynn  1 1  r\  o 

to  lUtttl  ttu 


U 


-(if  f4f  Any  person  whey  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 
suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
shnifar  institution  of  learning,  shah,  upon  the  facts  feeing 
presented  to  the  local  hoard  fee  deferred  -fAf  until  the  tune 
of  his  graduation  therefrom  or  -fAf  until  he  attains  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  his  feirthy  or  -fOf  until  he  ceases  satis¬ 
factorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruetieny  whichever  is 
the  earliest. 


“  /o 


(2f  Any  person  who,  whhe  satis 


gf  ft 


full-time 


at  a 


y  university,  or  sim¬ 


ilar  mstitutiotty  shady  upon  the  facts  feeing  presented  to  the 
local  feoardy  fee  deferred  -fAf  until  the  end  of  the  academic 
year,  or  -fAf  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such 
course  of  instruction,-  whichever  is  the  earlier?  Act- lung  in 
this  paragraph  shah  fee  deemed  to  preclude  the 
from  providing,  fey  regulations  prescribed  under 
fhf  of  this  sectiony  for  the  deferment  from  training  and 
service  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 
riods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriated1 
-ftf  Subsection  -fjf  of  section  h  of  sued  Act  is  amended 
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-(4)-  fey  striking  out  in  the  third  sentence  thereof  the  words 

* fc]  \r\  /I  01*1*0  A  * ?  r>  /l  in  CjAyfllt  (T  ill  li  on  f li  oyonl  f li  q  f nl  1  ATV1 11  Q‘  * 
U  v  U.L1  Cl  1  L  LI  ttlltt  iliuv  1  1 111^  xl  1  iTUtt  till  I  l/Ur  tllU  1U11U  YV  lit 

^4n  lien  of  snefe  induction,  fee  assigned,  for  a  period  equal  to 
the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed  fey  section  4  -(fe)r 
tn  work  of  national  importance  under  civilian  direction”, 
and  -(4)~  hy  striking  out  in  the  seventh  sentence  thereof  the 
words  ^ho  shall  fee  deferred”  and  inserting  in  hen  thereof  the 
words  ^hre  shall  in  hen  of  such  induction  fee  assigned,  for  a 
period  eqnal  to  the  period  of  training  and  service  prescribed 
fey  section  4  (fe) ,  to  work  of  national  importance  under 
civilian  direction’^ 

-(of  Section  4  of  such  Act  is  repealed, 
fvf  Subsection  -(g)-  of  section  9  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“-(g)-  -(4)-  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24y 
4948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
than  in  a  Reserve  comooncnt)-  and  who  serves  for 


not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  fee  entitled  upon 
release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  ah  the 


reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits 
section  in  the  ease  of  inductees. 


for  fey  this 


-“-(-2)-  Any  person  who,-  subsequent  to  June  24j  1-948, 
enters  upon  active  duty  -(other  than  for  the  purpose  of  deter¬ 
mining  his  physical  fitness) ,  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in 
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Ike  Armed  Force*  el  Ike  United  States  or  Ike  Public  Health 
Service  in  response  !e  an  order  or  cell  to  active  doty  skak 
upon  bis  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  conditions, 
ke  entitled  to  ah  ol  Ike  reemployment  rights  and  benefits 
provided  by  this  seetion  in  Ike  ease  of  inductees,  if  ke  is 
relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after  Ike 
dale  of  entering  upon  active  duly  or  as  soon  after  Ike  expira¬ 
tion  of  such  four  years  as  ke  is  aide  to  obtain  orders  relieving 
hint  from  active  duty-: 

---(d)-  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 
paragraph  (A)  or  -(Hf  of  subsection  -(k)-  of  Ibis  section 
shall  ke  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  bis  employer  for  Ike 
purpose  of  being  inducted  nom  entering;  determining  bis 
physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  doty  be 
Ike  -Aimed  Forces  of  Ike  United  Statesv  Upon  bis  release 
from  training  doty  or  upon  bis  rejection,  soek  employee 
shall,  if  ke  makes  prompt  application  for  reinstatement,-  ke 
reinstated  in  bis  position  w-itkont  reduction  in  bis  seniority? 
status,  or  pay  except  as  soek  reduction  may  ke  made  for  all 
employees  similarly  situatcdA- 

-f¥f)-  Subsection  -faf  of  seetion  4d  of  soek  Act  is 
amended  by  adding  at  Ike  end  thereof  Ike  words  A>r  persons 
appointed  to  or  serving  on  the  ^National  Selective  Service 
Appeal  Board”-.- 
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Section  14  el  seek  Aet  is  emended  by  adding  th^ 
following  subsection  el  Ike  end  thereof-? 

“-(j)  Ike  terms  ‘active  training  and  service-  skak  lw 
deemed  to  mean  any  military  service  in  Ike  active  Armed 
Forces;  ‘trainee'  shall  ke  deemed  to  mean  a  person  inducted 
krlo  Ike  -Armed  Forces  under  tins  title  prior  to  attaining 
Ike  nineteenth  anniversary  of  kis  kirtk  who  is  undergoing 
an  initial  period  of  kasie  training  in  the  active  Armed 
Forces-;  ‘initial  period  of  kasie  training^  or  -initial  kasie  trakr- 
buy  shall  mean  that  period  of  fonr  months  -(or  not  to  evened 
siv  months  when  so  increased  pursuant  to  section  4  -(F)-  of 
this  title-)-  immediately  fokowing  induetlen-j  undue!  ee-  shah 
mean  any  person  inducted  into  the  active  Armed  Forces 
under  this  title  for  active  training  and  serviced^ 

-fy)-  Section  47  of  suck  Act  is  amended  to  read  as 
.follows-? 

AfeeT  FA  -(a)-  Fveept  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
and  parts  of  laws  m  conflict  -w  ilk  the  provisions  of  this  title 
are  hereby  repealed  to  the  evtent  of  sack  eonflietr 

‘-‘  (b)-  There  are  hereby  authorised  to  be  appropriated^ 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priate!^  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  thler  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the 
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rtU  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  el  training 
oat  by  Departments  and  agencies  designated  by  tbe 
shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  tbe 
Departments  and  agencies. ” 

Section  24-  ol  sneb  Aet  is  amended  -(4)-  by 


oat  ‘/daily  lb  4954,-  and  subject  to  tbe 
by  seetion  2  of  tbe  Selective  Service  Aet  of  1948,  as 
amend ed/'  and  inserting  in  ben  thereof  duly  -A  4-953/', 
and  -f2f  by  striking  oat  ^twenty-one”  and  inserting  in  lien 
thereof  ^twenty-fear— 

-(aa)-  Such  Aet  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  tbe  end 
of  title  4  tit©  folio Avi ii^  n€w  section ! 

“Se6.  2-A  4t  shah  be  tbe  doty  of  tbe  Armed  Services 
Committees  of  tbe  Senate  and  of  tbe  House  of 


trees  to 


of  this  tide  not  later  than  tbe 


fourth  year  following  tbe  date  of  enactment  of  tbe  4951- 
Amendments  to  tbe  Universal  ^Ulitarv  Training  and  Service 
Aet  and  each  year  thereafter  taking  into  consideration  tbe 
then  existing  international  situation  and  giving  due  regard 

tbe  completion  of  such  reviews,-  tbe  committees  shall  report 
to  then  respective  Houses  and  shall  make  suek  recommcnda- 
tions  with  respect  to  modification  of  this  title  as  they  may 
deem  desirableA 


SfiGr  A  -(a)-  Seetion  4  of  tbe  Aet  of  duly  2A  4950  -{04 
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Stitt.'  £79)  7  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  “duly  £7 
1951”  and  inserting  in  lien  thereof  “July  4y  1953”  and  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  sueh  section  a  new  sentence  as  follows-? 
ArTo  person  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended  heretofore 
or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this  Aet  shall 
have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  period  of 
time  under  this  Aet-.-” 

4b4  Seetion  7  of  the  Aet  of  September  9y  4-9-50  -(04 
Stat  82-8')-;  is  amended  by  striking  out  AJudy  9j  105f4’  and 
inserting  in  lien  thereof  A-Tuly  4y  4-953”. 

SEe  A  4he  Aet  of  August  A  4990  -(04  Stak  JOSfy  is 


Ia  yAA  ( 1  n q 
TV7  rtTtttt  ttt? 


Ahat 


dsions  of  law 


on  the  aa- 


personnel  strength  of  any  component  of  the  Armed 

402y  202y  24A  and  £02  of  the 
-Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Aet  of  1-918  -(02  Stak 
-357|  £0£y  £09,  and  371) ,  seetion  2  of  the  Aet  of  -April  48y 


1946  -(00  Stat  -9-2) ,  and  sections  402  and  202  of  the  Aet 
of  July  40y  4950  -(04  Stak  £22  and  323 ) ,  are  hereby  sus¬ 
pended  until  July  £4r  1954. 

-Sec  2t  4hc  active  duty  personnel  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  exclusive  of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Ouardy 
personnel  of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  for  train¬ 
ing  purposes  only,  and  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces  em¬ 


ployed  in  the  Selective  Service 


shall  not  cxeccd 
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a  total  of  few  million  persons  at  any  lima  during  lire  period 
el  suspension  described  in  Ike  first  section  el  tins  Act/' 
SeOv  4t  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 
ol  active  service  lor  any  category  ol  persons  is  increased? 
saeh  increased  period  ol  service  shah  he  applicable  to  ah 
persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
■F orecs  on  the  date  ol  the  enactment  ol  this  amendatory  Ach 
SeOt  tk  41  any  provision  ol  this  Act  or  the  application 
to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 
ol  the  remainder  ol  the  Act  and  ol  the  application 
ol  saeh  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 
not  he  affected 


ft  77(0  If  T1  >  i  n  f  i  f  1  ci  ry>  ri  tj  li  r\  pit  nr]  no  f)^  a  ^  1  Q^\1  A  p  yi  cl 
DlSU  v/7  -L 1 1  Jo  11  LI  v  Illil  \  T7v  u  l  UU  tto  t  ill'  1  i/  t/1  1  Vllltl  lltl 


-TI-TIdE  44 

Sect  34t  -{ft)-  4-be  first  section  ol  the  Act  entitled  AVn 
Act  to  provide  lor  the  enlistment  ol  aliens  in  the  Regular 
Army”,  approved  Jane  30?  4950  (dhtblie  law  594?  Eighty- 
first  Congress)-?  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  -until 
June  39?  4953?  to  aeeept  original  enlistments  or  reenlist- 
ments  in  the  Regular  Army  lor  periods  ol  not  less  than  five 
years  ol  not  to  exceed  two  thousand  five  hundred’’  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  mmtd  June  30?  4955?  to  accept,  during 
each  calendar  year?  original  enlistments  or  rccidistments  m 
S.  1 - 4* 
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Ike  Regular  Army  ler  periods  el  eel  less  tkae  free  years  el 
eel  le  exceed  twenty-five  t-lieusaed”. 

.  /  |  i  \  j  |  j  \ t  >  a|  oil  a])  A  /.f  io  Q  1  Qi  i  j  \  (  wl  l  i elri  lj'  l  i~i  All  f 

^  K  ‘  J  U 11  tlUll  TJ  UI  utlv  l  1  llL  t  lu  cl  1 1 1 VXTVl V  vt  UJ  Dll llV lllg  U  ll  L 

“ J ime  4-0£3-  and  inserting  in  Rea  tl tercel  ‘‘June  30j 

That  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as 
amended,  is  hereby  further  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  1  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘ Universal 
Military  Training  and  Service  Act’ 

(b)  The  first  two  sentences  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  said  Act  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title ,  every  male 
citizen  or  national  of  the  United  States  and  every  male  alien 
admitted  for  permanent  residence,  who  is  between  the  ages  of 
eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  twenty-six  years,  at  the 
time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of 
eighteen  years  and  six  months  after  having  been  required  to 
register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  other¬ 
wise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  shall  be 
liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps:  Provided,  That  any  such  person  who  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  shall,  as 
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soon  as  'practicable  following  his  registration ,  be  classified  and 
examined  physically  and  mentally  in  order  to  determine  his 
availability  for  induction  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  upon  his  attaining  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and 
six  months:  Provided  further,  That  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection  shall  be  held  to  be  applicable  to  any  alien  admitted 
for  a  temporary  period  (other  than  an  alien  exempt  from 
registration  under  this  title  and  regulations  prescribed  there¬ 
under)  who  has  remained  in  the  United  States  for  a  period  in 
excess  of  one  year;  any  alien  admitted  for  a  temporary  period 
who  is  not  deferrable  or  exempt  from  training  and  service 
under  the  provisions  of  this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces,  he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved 
from  such  liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President; 
but  any  alien  who  makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be 
debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 

(c)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (a)  of  section  4  of  Said  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read: 
“ The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether  or 
not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  for  training  and  service  in  the 
manner  provided  in  this  title  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  as  hereafter  provided  (including 
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but  not  limited  to  selection  and,  induction  by  age  group  or  age 
groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  and  maintain  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  to 
further  the  purposes  of  this  Act.” 

(d)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section 
4  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  “No  person 
shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects, 
including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satisfac¬ 
torily  determined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense:  Provided,  That  the  minimum  standards  for 
physical  and,  mental  acceptability  established  pursuant  to 
this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher  than  those  applied  to 
persons  inducted  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six 
in  January  1945.” 

(e)  No  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  restricted  or 
prevented  from  communicating  directly  or  indirectly  with  any 
Member  or  Members  of  Congress  concerning  any  subject  un¬ 
less  such  communication  is  in  violation  of  law,  or  in  violation 
of  regulations  necessary  to  the  security  and  safety  of  the 
United  States. 

(f)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  ( a)  of  section  4  of  said 
Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following: 
“Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
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provisions  of  this  title  shall  following  his  induction  he  given 
full  and  adequate  military  training  for  service  in  the  armed 
force  into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
four  months,  and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
shall,  during  this  four  months  period,  he  assigned  for  duty 
at  any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States, 
its  Territories,  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone) ; 
and  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall,  during  the  six-month  period 
immediately  following  his  induction,  he  assigned  for  duty  in 
a  comhat  area  on  land  located  outside  the  United  States,  its 

Territories  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone): 

0 

Provided,  That  no  funds  appropriated  hy  the  Congress  shall 
he  used  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  or  maintaining  any 
person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions 
of  this  title  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
(g)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  “(h)  Each  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training  and  service  for  a 
period,  of  twenty-six  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  re¬ 
leased,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  pro¬ 
cedures  prescribed  hy  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  Stales 
S.  1 - 5 
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Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  'prescribed  by  subsection  (d) 
of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(h)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“(4)  Under  the  provisions  of  applicable  laws  and  regu¬ 
lations  any  person  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  years  and 
six  months  and  twenty-six  years  shall  be  offered  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  enlist  in  the  regular  army  for  a  period  of  service 
equal  to  that  prescribed  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section: 
Provided,  That  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this  or  any 
other  Act,  any  person  so  enlisting  shall  not  have  his  enlist¬ 
ment  extended  without  his  consent  until  after  a  declaration  of 
war  or  national  emergency  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  1951  amendments  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act. 

“(2)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces  may,  during  the  effective  period  of  this 
Act,  apply  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed 
in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  application  shall  be 
accepted:  Provided,  That  his  services  can  be  effectively 
utilized  and  that  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such 
service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  of  the 
department  concerned:  Provided  further,  That  active  service 
performed  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his 
status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve  component:  And  pro- 
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vided  further,  That  any  person  who  was  a  member  of  a 
reserve  component  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter 
continued  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component, 
shall,  if  his  application  for  active  duty  made  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph  is  denied,  be  deferred  from  induction  under  this 
title  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty  or  ceases 
to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component. 

“(3)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under 
section  5  (b)  for  the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  any 
person,  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  shall  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b),  but  rio  person  who  so 
volunteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  so 
long  as  he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

“(4)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  any  person,  after  attaining  the  age  of 
eighteen,  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for 
induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  the 
training  prescribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title. 

“(5)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen 
shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardians  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
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O  -j 

Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b). 

“(6)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title  any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seven¬ 
teen  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian 
be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  the  training  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subsection  ( k )  of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(i)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  25,  1950, 
is  inducted,'  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attain¬ 
ing  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  shall  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the  Ai^med 
Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  in  a  reserve  component  for  a  total  period  of  six 
years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of  personal 
hardship,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard). 
Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps ,  shall,  if  physically  and  mentally 
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qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed. 
Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the 
period  which  he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph 
and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve  component 
during  such  period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlistment,  enrollment, 
or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a 
reserve  component  or  an  officers’  training  program  of  the 
armed  force  in  which  he  served  is  available  to,  and  can,  ivith- 
out  undue  personal  hardship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person, 
it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept 
appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized  unit 
or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily 
therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( and  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard),  may  provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be  as  nearly 
uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  release  from  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods 
required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of  individuals  who 
volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized  units  of  the 
Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other 
reserve  components.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  con- 
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strucd  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active 
duty  in  such  Armed  Force.” 

(j)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  are  repealed. 

(k)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of  section  4  of 
such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  “twenty-one ” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  word  11  twenty-six” . 

(l)  Said  paragraph  is  further  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence  as  follows:  “No  physician  or 
dentist  who  is  engaged  in  full-time  employment  as  such  at 
any  hospital  operated  by  the  Veterans’  Administration  shall 
be  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  subsection  while  so 
engaged  after  he  has  attained  the  thirtieth  anniversary  of  the 
date  of  his  birth.” 

(m)  Section  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the 
end  thereof  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“  (k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is 
justified  by  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of 
international  conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommendation 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  authoidzed,  by  Executive  order, 
which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed  Forces, 
and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all  persons  inducted  under 
this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide 
for  (A)  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this  title  but  in 
no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically 
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utilized,  or  (B  )  eliminating  periods  of  service  required  under 
this  title. 

“(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  hy  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  declare — 

“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  he  decreased  to  any  period,  less  than  twenty- 
six  months  which  may  he  designated  in  such  resolution; 

or 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of 
any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this 
title  should  he  eliminated, 

the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  he  so  decreased  or 
eliminated,  as  the  case  may  he.  Whenever  the  period  of 
service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  hirth 
has  been  eliminated  hy  the  President  or  hy  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
provisions  of  this  section,  all  individuals  then  or  there¬ 
after  liable  for  induction  under  section  4  of  this  title  who  on 
that  date  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the 
day  of  their  hirth  and  have  not  been  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  he  liable,  effective  on  such  date,  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  hereinafter 
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estabished  for  initial  military  training  for  a  period  of  six 
months:  Provided,  That  persons  deferred  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  6  of  this  title  shall  not  be  relieved  from 
liability  for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  solely  by  reason  of  having  exceeded  the  age  of  nine¬ 
teen  years  during  the  period  of  such  deferment. 

“(3)  There  is  hereby  established  a  National  Security 
Training  Commission  (herein  called  the  Commission) ,  which 
shall  be  composed  of  five  members,  of  which  not  more  than 
three  shall  be  members  of  the  same  political  party,  and  three 
of  whom  shall  be  civilians;  of  the  remaining  two  members 
one  shall  be  an  active  or  retired  member  of  a  regular  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  Armed  Forces ,  the  other  shall  be  a  member  of 
a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  a  person  entitled 
to  retired  or  retirement  pay  because  of  his  service  as  a  member 
of  a  reserve  component.  Members  of  the  Commission  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and, 
consent  of  the  Senate,  from  among  persons  of  outstanding 
national  reputation.  The  President  shall  select  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  from  among  its  civilian  members.  No 
person  who  has  been  on  active  duty  as  a  commissioned  officer 
in  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  eligible 
for  appointment  as  a  civilian  member  of  the  Commission. 
The  Commission  shall  have  a  seal  which  shall  be  judicially 
noted.  At  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  be  appointed, 
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in  accordance  with  this  paragraph,  there  shall  he  estabished 
a  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

“(4)  The  term  of  office  of  two  of  the  members  of  the 
Commission  shall  be  two  years.  The  term  of  office  of  the 
remaining  three  members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  for  three, 
four,  and  five  years,  respectively .  Any  individual  appointed 
to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  by  the  death,  resignation,  or  removal 
of  a  member,  shall  be  appointed  only  for  the  un expired  term 
of  such  member.  Members  of  the  Commission,  while  actually 
serving  with  the  Commission,  shall  receive  a  per  diem  of  not 
to  exceed  $50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the  business  of  the 
Commission  and  shall  be  allowed  transportation  and  a  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  $9  while  away  fro7n  their 
homes  or  places  of  business  pursuant  to  such  business. 

“(5)  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction  oj 
the  President,  direct  and  control  the  training  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  which  training  shall  be  basic  mili- 
tary  training.  It  shall  establish  such  policies  and  standards 
with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  military  training  of 
members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  are 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act.  The  Com¬ 
mission  shall  make  adequate  provisions  for  the  moral  and 
spiritual  welfare  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps.  Subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President,  and 
after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Com - 
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mission  shall  designate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out 
such  training.  Each  military  department  so  designated  shall 
carry  out  such  military  training  in  accordance  with  the 
policies,  standards,  and  directives  of  the  Commission. 

“( 6)  The  Commission  is  authorized,  subject  to  the  civil- 
service  laws  and  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  to  employ 
and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  officers  and  employees  as  it 
deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform  its  functions. 

“(7)  T]ie  Commission  shall,  not  later  than  six  months 
following  its  appointment  and  confirmation,  submit  to  the 
Congress  legislative  recommendations  which  shall  include, 
but  not  be  limited  to — 

“(i)  a  program  of  initial  military  training  deemed 
by  the  Commission  to  be  appropriate  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  which  program  shall  include  (A) 
the  types  of  basic  military  training  to  be  given  members 
of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  (B) 
measures  for  utilizing  the  existing  plants  and  facilities  of 
schools  and  colleges  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable  in 
providing  initial  military  training  ( along  with  academic 
training  where  appropriate)  for  members  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps; 

“(ii)  measures  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  wel¬ 
fare,  and  morals  of  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps; 
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“(in)  a  code  of  conduct ,  together  with  penalties  for 
violation  thereof; 

“(iv)  such  other  policies  and  standards  as  may  he 
estabished  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (5 )  of 
this  subsection;  and 

“(v)  recommendations  with  respect  to  disability  and 
death  benefits  and  other  benefits,  and  the  obligations, 
duties,  liabilities,  and,  responsibilities,  to  be  granted  or 
imposed  upon  members  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps. 

“(8)  No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  until  after — 

“(1)  the  legislative  recommendations  provided  for 
in  paragraph  (7 )  shall  have  been  enacted  with  or  without 
amendments  into  law:  Provided,  That  such  recommenda¬ 
tions  shall  be  referred  to  the  Committees  on  Armed 
Services,  and  both  committees  shall,  not,  later  than  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  first  period  of  forty-five  calendar  days  of 
continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress,  following  the  date 
on  which  the  recommendations  provided  for  in  paragraph 
(7)  of  this  subsection  are  transmitted  to  the  Congress, 
report  thereon  to  their  respective  Houses:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  any  bill  or  resolution  so  reported  shall  be 
privileged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any  Member  of  either 
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House  but  shall  be  subject  to  amendment  as  if  it  were  not 
so  privileged;  and, 

“( 2)  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title 
of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated  by 
the  President  or  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection. 
“(9)  Six  months  following  the  commencement  of  induc¬ 
tion  of  persons  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  semiannually  thereafter,  the  Commission  shall 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehensive  report  describing  in 
detail  the  operation  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
including  the  number  of  persons  inducted  therein,  a  list  of 
camps  and  stations  at  which  training  is  being  conducted,  a 
report  on  the  number  of  deaths  and  injuries  occurring  during 
such  training  and  the  causes  thereof,  an  estimate  of  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  persons  inducted  therein,  including  an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  the  disciplinary  problems  encountered  during  the 
preceding  six  months,  the  number  of  civilian  employees  of 
the  Commission  and  the  administrative  costs  of  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Simultaneously,  there  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  report  setting  forth  an 
estimate  of  the  value  of  the  training  conducted  during  the 
preceding  six  months,  the  cost  of  the  training  program  charge¬ 
able  to  the  appropriations  made  to  the  Department  of  Defense, 
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and  the  number  of  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces  directly 
engaged  in  the  conduct  of  such  training. 

“(10)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of 
$30:  Provided,  however,  That  each  such  person,  having  a 
dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are  defined  in  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive 
a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allow¬ 
ance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l  by 
section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  as 
amended  by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act  of 
1950  as  may  be  extended  or  amended  plus  $40  so  long  as 
such  person  has  in  effect  an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of 
such  dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the  dependent 
or  dependents  on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed. 

“(11)  No  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  assigned  for  training  at  an  installa¬ 
tion  located  on  land  outside  the  continental  United  States, 
except  that  residents  of  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States  may  be  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession 
from  which  they  were  inducted 

(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing  words:  “:  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of 
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persons  by  age  group  or  groups  under  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  bg  the  President:  And  provided  further,  That 
until  such  time  as  the  period  of  service  required  under  this 
title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  an- 
niversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  eliminated  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  4  (k)  of  this  title — 

(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any 
person  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  unless 
there  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board 
a  sufficient  number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction  and  who  have 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  such  local  board  to 
meet  a  call  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered  to  furnish 
for  induction;  and 

(B)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  any 
person  who  has  not  attamed  the  age  of  nineteen,  if  there 
is  any  person  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board 
who  (i)  is  as  much  as  ninety  days  older,  (ii)  has  not 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  and  (Hi)  is  deemed  by  the 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction.” 

(0)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  striking  out  “ the  effective  date  of  this  title,”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  “ February  1,  1951,” . 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 
inserting  after  the  words  “ six  months”  a  comma  and  the 
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words  “ prior  to  the  determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to  the  National 
Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by 
current  appropriations ,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  orders  to 
report  for  induction 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  after  “subsection  (b)”  a  comma  and  the  follow¬ 
ing:  “paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,” . 

(p)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“Commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers,  pay  clerks,  en¬ 
listed  men,  and  aviation  cadets  of  the  Regular  Army,  the 
Navy,  the  Air  Force,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard, 
the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  and  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice;  cadets,  United  States  Military  Academy;  midshipmen, 
United  States  Navy;  cadets,  United  States  Coast  Guard 
Academy;  midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Reserve,  United 
States  Naval  Reserves;  students  enrolled  in  an  officer  pro¬ 
curement  program  at  military  colleges  the  curriculum  of 
which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;  members  of 
the  reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  Coast 
Guard,  and  the  Public  Health  Service,  while  on  active  duty; 
and  foreign  diplomatic  representatives,  technical  attaches 
of  foreign  embassies  and  legations,  consuls  general,  consuls, 
vice  consuls  and  other  consular  agents  of  foreign  countries 
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who  are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  members  of 
their  families,  and  persons  in  other  categories  to  be  specified 
by  the  President,  residing  in  the  United  States,  shall  not  be 
required  to  be  registered  under  section  3  and  shall  be  relieved 
from  liability  for  training  and  service  under  section  4,  ex¬ 
cept  that  aliens  admitted  for  permanent  residence  in  the  United 
States  shall  not  be  so  exempted.” 

(q)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any  person  who,  (A)  has  been 
or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officer  s’  Training  Corps,  or 
the  Air  Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Re¬ 
serve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine 
Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the 
Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or 
the  Reserve  officers'  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
platoon  leaders'  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the  officer 
procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 
Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees, 
in  writing,  to  accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve, 
subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
having  jurisdiction  over  him  ( or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
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ury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less 
\an  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission; 
and  (C )  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or  reserve 
component  until  the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 
commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  sub¬ 
section  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from 
induction  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues 
in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but 
shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  except 
those  persons  who  have  previously  completed  an  initial  period 
of  military  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of  active 
military  training  and  service  shall  be  required  while  enrolled 
in  such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal  ( as 
determined  under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  training 
to  an  initial  period  of  military  training.  There  shall  be 
added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service 
in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  attending  a  civilian 

college  under  any  such  training  program  a  period  of  not  to 
exceed  one  year. 

( 2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated 
in  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regula- 
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tions  as  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) 
may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  departments 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of 
persons  on  active  duty. 

“(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed,  to 
preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category  or  categories 
of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem 
appropriate.” 

(r)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose  employment  in  indus¬ 
try,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or 
whose  continued  service  in  an  office  (other  than  an  offee 
described,  in  subsection  (f) )  under  the  United  States  or  any 
State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or 
whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  dental,  optomet- 
ric,  osteopathic,  chiropractic,  scientifc,  or  other  endeavors  is 
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found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health, 
safety,  or  interest:  Provided,  That  no  person  within  any  such 
category  shall  be  deferred  except  upon  the  basis  of  his 
individual  status:  Provided  further,  That  persons  who  are 
or  may  be  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
shall  remain  liable  for  training  and,  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  under  the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this  Act  until 
the  thirty -fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their  birth.  This 
proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to  prevent  the  continued  de¬ 
ferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise  deferable  under  any 
other  provisions  of  this  Act.  The  President  is  also  author¬ 
ized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  (1)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a 
status  with  respect  to  persons  ( other  than  wives  alone  except 
in  cases  of  extreme  hardship)  dependent  upon  them  for  sup¬ 
port  which  renders  their  deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any 
or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found  to  be  physically,  men¬ 
tally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defective.  For  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  person  is 
advisable,  because  of  his  status  with  respect  to  persons 
dependent  upon  him  for  support,  any  payments  of  allowances 
which  are  payable  by  the  United  States  to  the  dependents  of 
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persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
shall  he  taken  into  consideration,  hut  the  fact  that  such  pay¬ 
ments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  he  deemed  con¬ 
clusively  to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when  the 
dependency  is  based  upon  financial  considerations  and  shall 
not  he  deemed  to  remove  the  ground  for  deferment  when  the 
dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  financial  considerations 
and  cannot  he  eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the 
dependents.  The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such 
rides  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the 
deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have  children,  or  wives 
and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family 
relationship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from  such  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  shall  he  made  in  the  case  of  any 
individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status  of  such 
individual.  There  shall  he  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at 
the  office  of  each  local  hoard  a  list  setting  forth  the  names 
and  classifications  of  those  persons  who  have  been  classified 
by  such  local  hoard.  Notwithstanding  any  provisions  of  this 
Act,  no  local  hoard,  appeal  hoard,  or  other  agency  of  appeal 
of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall  he  required  to  postpone 
or  defer  any  person  by  reason  of  his  activity  in  study,  re- 
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search ,  or  medical,  dental,  optometric,  osteopathic,  chiro¬ 
practic,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  found  to  be  necessary 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest 
solely  on  the  basis  of  any  test,  examination,  selection  system , 
class  standing,  or  any  other  means  conducted,  sponsored, 
administered,  or  prepared  by  any  agency  or  department  of 
the  Federal  Government  or  any  private  institution,  corpora¬ 
tion,  association,  partnership,  or  individual  employed  by  any 
agency  or  department  of  the  Federal  Government 

(s)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  ivho,  while  satisfactorily  pur¬ 
suing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or 
similar  institution  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  time 
of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains  the 
twentieth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C )  until  he  ceases  sat¬ 
isfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever 
is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a 
full-time  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or 
similar  institution  is  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this 
title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local  board, 
be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic  year,  or  (B ) 
until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruc- 
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tion,  whichever  is  the  earlier:  Provided,  That  any  person 
who  has  heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed  under  the 
provisions  of  section  6  (i)  (2)  of  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1948;  or  any  person  who  has  heretofore  been  deferred 
as  a  student  under  section  6  (h)  of  said  Act;  or  any  person 
who  hereafter  is  deferred  under  the  provision  of  this  sub¬ 
section,  shall  not  be  further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit  of  a 
course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institu¬ 
tion  except  as  may  be  provided  by  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsection  (h)  of 
this  section.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to 
preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section  for  the  deferment 
from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of  any  category 
or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  tune  as  he  may 
deem  appropriate.” 

(t)  Section  7  of  said  Act  is  hereby  repealed. 

(u)  (1)  Section  9  (b)  (A)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  posi¬ 
tion  be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held, 
by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position 
of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(2)  Section  9  (b)  (B)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perform  the  duties  of  such  position 
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be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 
a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of 
like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or”. 

(3)  Section  9  (b)  (C)  (i)  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “If  still  qualified  to  perforin  the  duties  of  such  position 
be  restored  to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 
a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to  a  position  of 
like  seniority,  status,  and  pay;  or” . 

(v)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24, 
1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
(other  than  in  a  reserve  component)  and  who  serves  for 
not  more  than  four  years  ( plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law )  shall  be  entitled  upon 
release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the 
reemployment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by 
this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948, 
enters  upon  active  duty  ( other  than  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  his  physical  fitness),  whether  or  not  volun¬ 
tarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active 
duty  shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 
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1  conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and 

2  benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  in- 

3  ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved 

4  from  active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after  the  date  of 

5  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration 

6  of  such  four  years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 

7  him  from  active  duty. 

8  “(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in 

9  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 

10  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 

11  purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering,  determining  his 

12  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in, 

13  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release 
11  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee 
15  shall,  if  he  makes  application  for  reinstatement  within  thirty 
10  days  following  his  release,  be  reinstated  in  his  position  with- 
17  out  reduction  in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such 
13  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated.” 

fw)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said  Act  is  amended 

20  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  words  “or  persons  appointed 

21  to  or  serving  on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 

22  Board”. 

OQ 

(x)  Section  10  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  (1)  amending 
the  sixth  sentence  of  the  proviso  appearing  in  section  10  (b) 
(3)  to  read  as  follows:  “There  shall  be  not  less  than  one 
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appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of  each  Federal  judicial 
district  in  the  United  States,  and  such  additional  separate 
panels  thereof,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President.” ;  and 
(2)  By  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

“(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall  submit 
to  the  Congress,  on  or  before  the  3d  day  of  January  of  each 
year,  a  written  report  covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include,  by  States, 
information  as  to  the  number  of  persons  registered  under 
this  Act;  the  number  of  persons  inducted  into  the  military 
service  under  this  Act;  and  the  number  of  deferments  granted 
under  this  Act  and  the  basis  for  such  deferments.” 

(y)  Section  17  of  said  Act  is  amended  to  read,  as 
follows: 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws 
or  any  parts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this 
title  are  hereby  repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission 
and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training 
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carried  out  by  the  military  departments  designated  by  the 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title, 
the  Congress  may,  by  concurrent  resolution,  terminate  or 
suspend  for  a  stated  period  of  time,  all  inductions  into  the 
Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 
Any  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  prior  to  the  adoption  of  said  concurrent  resolution 
shall,  not  more  than  six  months  following  the  adoption  thereof, 
be  released  from  training  in  such  corps,  but  shall  not  be 
relieved  from  his  obligation  to  serve  in  a  reserve  component 
as  provided  in  section  4  (d)  (3)  of  this  title. 

“(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title, 
no  person  shall  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  after  July  1,  1954,  except  persons  now  or 
hereafter  deferred  under  section  6  of  this  title  after  the  basis 
for  such  deferment  ceases  to  exist.” 

(z)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking 
out  “July  9,  1951,”  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1, 
1953,”  and  (2)  by  adding  the  following  at  the  end  thereof: 
“ Any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who  served 
on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  ninety  days  or  more  in  any 
branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  between  the  period  December  7, 
1941,  and  September  2,  1945,  inclusive,  or  for  a  period  of 
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twelve  months  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces 
between  the  period  September  16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948, 
inclusive,  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  upon  the  completion 
of  twelve  or  more  months  of  active  duty  since  June  25,  1950, 
if  he  makes  application  therefor  to  the  Secretary  of  the  branch 
of  service  in  which  he  is  serving,  be  released  from  active 
duty  and  shall  not  thereafter  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
periods  in  excess  of  thirty  days  without  his  consent  except  in 
time  of  war  or  national  emergency  hereafter  declared  by  the 
Congress. 

uThe  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment 
from  active  duty  (1)  of  members  of  the  inactive  and  volun¬ 
teer  reserves  whose  occupation,  employment,  or  other  activity 
is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest,  and  (2)  of  members  of  the  inactive 
and  volunteer  reserves  whose  deferment  is  advisable  by  reason 
of  the  fact  that  other  persons  are  dependent  upon  them  for 
support.  To  the  maximum  extent  practicable  deferments  of 
such  members  shall  be  on  the  same  basis  as  deferments  under 
section  6  (h)  of  this  title. 

“ The  President  is  authorized  to  create  and  establish  in 
each  State,  Territory,  and  possession  of  the  United  States, 
and  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  one  or  more  civilian  reserve 
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deferment  appeal  boards  (not  within  the  Selective  Service 
System).  Each  such  board  shall  consist  of  five  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  are  not  members  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
and  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  Such  boards  shall  function 
in  the  same  manner  and  have  the  same  powers,  and  the 
members  of  such  board  shall  receive  the  same  compensation, 
as  in  the  case  of  appeal  boards  within  the  Selective  Service 
System. 

“ Any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  may, 
if  his  claim  for  deferment  is  denied  at  the  time  he  is  ordered 
into  the  active  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  the  first  paragraph  of  this  section,  appeal  to  the 
civilian  reserve  deferment  appeal  board  for  the  area  within 
which  he  resides,  and  such  board  shall  hear  and  determine 
his  claim  for  deferment  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the  second 
paragraph  of  this  section.  The  decisions  of  such  boards  shall 
be  final,  except  that  any  such  decision  adverse  to  the  appellant 
reservist  shall  be  subject  to  modification  or  change  by  the 
highest  reviewing  body  of  the  service  concerned  having  au¬ 
thority  to  hear  and  determine  questions  or  claims  with  respect 
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to  the  deferment  from  active  duty  of  members  of  the  inactive 
and  volunteer  reserve  components  of  such  service .” 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950 
(ch.  501  of  the  laws  of  the  Eighty-first  Congress,  second 
session),  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  words 
“July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
“July  1,  1952”  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a 
new  sentence  as  follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has 
been  extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve  months 
pursuant  to  this  Act  shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for 
any  additional  period  of  time  under  this  Act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  ( 64  Stat. 
828),  is  amended  by  stinking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  “ July  1,  1953” . 

Sec.  3.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period 
of  active  service  for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased, 
such  increased  period  of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all 
persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in  the  Armed 
Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act, 
except  members  of  the  reserve  components. 

Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948, 
as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it 
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shall  he  the  duty  of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States, 
and  every  other  male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent 
registration,  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six, 
to  present  himself  for  and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time 
or  times  and  place  or  places,  and  in  such  manner,  as  shall  be 
determined  by  proclamation  of  the  President  and  by  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  hereunder 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application 
thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the 
validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall 
not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized  to  make 
such  regulations  governing  the  sale,  consumption,  possession  of 
or  traffic  in  beer,  wine,  or  any  other  intoxicating  liquors  to  or 
by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  at  or  near  any  camp,  station,  post,  or  other 
place  primarily  occupied  by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces 
or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  Any  person, 
corporation,  partnership,  or  association  violating  the  regula¬ 
tions  authorized  hereunder  shall,  unless  otherwise  punishable 
under  the  Uniform  Code  of  Military  Justice,  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more 
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1  than  $1,000  or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  twelve 

2  months,  or  both. 

3  Sec.  7.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1051  Amend- 

4  ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act” . 

Passed  the  House  of  Representatives  with  an  amendment 
April  13,  1951. 

Attest:  RALPH  R.  ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 

Passed  the  Senate  March  9,  1951. 

Attest:  LESLIE  L.  BIEELE, 

Secretary. 
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Senate 


The  Chaplain,  Rev.  Frederick  Brown 
Harris,  D.  D.,  offered  the  following 
prayer: 

Almighty  God,  in  knowledge  of  whom 
standeth  our  life:  From  the  tumult  of  an 
angry  world  we  seek  the  sanctuary  of 
Thy  presence,  not  that  we  may  escape 
from  the  world,  but  that  we  may  turn  to 
the  perplexing  maze  of  its  tragic  prob¬ 
lems,  with  strong  spirits  and  quiet  minds. 

Help  us  to  recognize  truth  and  to  wel¬ 
come  revelation  from  whatever  quarter 
they  arise.  Strip  us  of  our  boastful  illu¬ 
sions.  Open  our  eyes  to  the  evils  among 
us  that  we  condemn  in  others.  As  the 
winds  blow  harder  may  our  roots  strike 
deeper.  Whatever  outward  things  these 
dangerous  days  take  from  us,  by  Thy 
grace  may  they  make  us  inwardly  more 
adequate  and  wise,  dependable  and 
strong.  May  we  so  guard  the  treasures 
of  our  freedom,  bought  with  a  great  cost, 
that  we  will  not  allow  the  fight  for  free-, 
dom-to  destroy  the  freedom  for  which  we 
fight,  nor  the  inner  national  unity  with 
which  we  must  face  the  tyrants  who  seek 
our  destruction.  Fit  us  to  faithfully  pro¬ 
tect  the  Republic  from  outward  aggres¬ 
sion  and  from  inner  selfishness.  We  ask 
it  in  the  dear  Redeemer’s  name.  Amen. 

THE  JOURNAL 

On  request  of  Mr.  McFarland,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  of  the  proceedings  of  Friday, 
April  13,  1951,  was  dispensed  with. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT 


authorizing  universal  military  training 
and  service,  and  for  other  purposes,  with 
an  amendment:  that  the  House  insisted 
on  its  amendment;  asked  a  conference 
with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreeing  votes 
of  the  two  Houses  thereon;  and  that  Mr. 
Vinson,  Mr.  Brooks,  Mr.  Kilday,  Mr. 
Durham,  Mr.  Short,  Mr.  Arends,  and 
Mr.  Cole  of  New  York  were  appointed 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference. 

ENROLLED  BILL  SIGNED 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Speaker  had  affixed  his  signature  to  the 
enrolled  bill  (H.  R.  1)  to  authorize  the 
payment  by  the  Administrator  of  Vet¬ 
erans’  Affairs  of  a  gratuitous  indemnity 
to  survivors  of  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  who  died  in  active  service,  and 
for  other  purposes,  and  it  was  signed  Jby 
the’ Vice  President. 

SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS,  1951- 
RETURN  TO  HOUSE  OF  BIEL 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  bill  (H.  R.  3587J  making  sup¬ 
plemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30, 1951,  and  for  other 
purposes,  will  be  returned  to  the  House 
of  Representative^,  in  compliance  with 
its  request. 

award  of  Congressional  medal  of 

HONOR,. TO  LT.  THOMAS  J.  HUDNER, 

JR. 

Mr.  LODGE.  Mr.  President,  on  April 
13/tfie  Congressional  Medal  of  Honor  was 


.  ^  _  .  awarded  to  Lt.  (jg)  Thomas  J.  Hudner, 

A  message  in  writing  from  the  Presi-  jr>  united  States  Navy,  for  his  bravery 


dent  of  the  United  States  submitting 
nominations  was  communicated  to  the 
Senate  by  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  his  secre¬ 
taries. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  HOUSE 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives,  by  Mr.  Chaffee,  one  of  its 
clerks,  requested  the  Seriate  to  return  to 
the  House  the  bill  (H.  R.  3587)  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fis¬ 
cal  year  ending.y<fune  30,  1951,  and  for 
other  purpose#^ for  the  purpose  of  mak 
ing  a  corre 
The  rp^ssage  announced  that  the 
House  bad  passed  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  pro- 
yr  the  common  defense  and  secu¬ 
rity^  the  United  States  and  to  permit 
more  effective  utilization  of  man- 
•  power  resources  of  the  United  States  by 


in  attempting  to  rescue  a  fellow  naval 
aviator  whose  plane  had  crashed  in 
enemy  territory  in  North  Korea. 

Lieutenant  Hudner  is  a  citizen  of  Fall 
River,  Mass.,  and  it  therefore  affords  me 
particular  pleasure  in  asking  unanimous 
consent  that  the  official  text  of  his  cita¬ 
tion  for  the  Medal  of  Honor  be  printed 
on  the  first  page  of  the  Congressional 
Record.  I  know  that  Members  of  the 
Senate  will  experience  great  pride  in 
reading  this  citation.  Lieutenant  Hud- 
ner’s  action  was  indeed  a  magnificent  act 
of  courage  and  bravery  which  inspires 
all  who  know  about  it.  Heroism  such  as 
his  is  the  rock  on  which  our  Nation’s 
existence  rests.  Unselfishness  such  as 
his  symbolizes  all  that  is  finest  and  best 
in  human  nature. 


There  being  no  objection,  the  citation 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows : 

The  President  of  the  United  States  takes 
pleasure  in  presenting  the  Medal  of  Honor  to: 
Lt.  (jg)  Thomas  Jerome  Hudner,  Jr., 
United  States  Navy,  for  service  as  set  forth 
in  the  following  citation: 

“For  conspicuous  gallantry  and  intrepidity 
at  the  risk  of  his  life  .above  and  beyond  the 
call  of  duty  as  a  pilot  in  Fighter  Squadron 
32,  attached  to  the  U.  S.  S.  Leyte,  while  at¬ 
tempting  to  rescue  a  squadron  mate  whose 
plane,  struck  down  by  antiaircraft  fire  and 
trailing  smoke,  was  forced  down  behind 
enemy  lines  in  the  Chosin  Reservoir  Area  of 
Korea  on  December  4,  1950.  Quickly  ma¬ 
neuvering  to  circle  the  downed  pilot  and  pro¬ 
tect  him  from  enemy  troops  infesting  the 
area,  Lieutenant  (jg)  Hudner  risked  his 
life  to  save  the  injured  flier  who  was  trapped 
alive  in  the  burning  wreckage.  Fully  aware 
of  the  extreme  danger  in  landing  on  the 
rough  mountainous  terrain,  and  the  scant 
hope  of  escape  or  survival  in  subzero  tem¬ 
perature,  he  put  his  plane  down  skillfully 
in  a  deliberate  wheels-up  landing  in  the 
presence  of  enemy  troops.  With  his  bare 
hands,  he  packed  the  fuselage  with  snow  to 
keep  the  flames  away  from  the  pilot  and 
struggled  to  pull  him  free.  Unsuccessful  in 
this,  he  returned  to  his  crashed  aircraft  and 
radioed  other  airborne  planes,  requesting 
that  a  helicopter  be  dispatched  with  an  ax 
and  fire  extinguisher.  He  then  remained  on 
the  spot  despite  the  continuing  danger  from 
enemy  action  and,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
rescue  pilot,  renewed  a  desperate  but  un¬ 
availing  battle  against  time,  cold,  and 
flames.  Lieutenant  (jg)  Hudner’s  exception¬ 
ally  valiant  and  selfless  devotion  to  a  ship¬ 
mate  sustain  and  enhance  the  highest  tradi¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States  naval  service.” 

Harry  S.  Truman. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  of  the  United  States  and  to  permit 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by 
authorizing  universal  military  training 
and  service,  and  for  other  purposes,  to¬ 
gether  with  a  message  from  the  House 
insisting  upon  its  amendment  and  re¬ 
questing  a  conference  with  the  Senate 
thereon: 

Resolved,  That  the  bill  from  the  Sen¬ 
ate  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  de¬ 
fense  and  security  of  the  United  States 
and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utiliza- 
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tion  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States  by  authorizing  universal  military 
training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes, 
do  pass  with  the  following  amendment: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause 
and  insert:  “That  the  Selective  Service  Act 
of  1943  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  here¬ 
by  further  amended  as  follows: 

“(a)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  1  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Section  1.  (a)  This  act  may  be  cited  as 
the  ‘Universal  Military  Training  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Act.’  ” 

“(b)  The  first  two  sentences  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  said  act  are  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
title,  every  male  citizen  or  national  of  the 
United  States  and  every  male  alien  admitted 
for  permanent  residence,  who  is  between  the 
ages  of  18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years, 
at  the  time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who 
attains  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months  after 
having  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to 
section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  otherwise 
liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title, 
shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  for 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps:  Provided,  That  any  such  person  who 
has  not  attained  the  age  of  18  years  and  8 
months  shall,  as  soon  as  practicable  following 
his  registration,  be  classified  and  examined 
physically  and  mentally  in  order  to  determine 
his  availability  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  upon 
his  attaining  the  age  of  18  years  and  6 
months:  Provided  further,  That  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subsection  shall  be  held  to  be 
applicable  to  any  alien  admitted  for  a  tem¬ 
porary  period  (other  than  an  alien  exempt 
from  registration  under  this  title  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  thereunder)  who  has  re¬ 
mained  in  the  United  States  for  a  period  in 
excess  of  1  year;  any  alien  admitted  for  a  tem¬ 
porary  period  who  is  not  deferrable  or  exempt 
from  training  and  service  under  the  provis¬ 
ions  of  this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into 
the  Armed  Forces,  he  has  made  application 
to  be  relieved  from  such  liability  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent;  but  any  alien  who  makes  such  appli¬ 
cation  shall  thereafter  be  debarred  from 
becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.’ 

“(c)  The  third  sentence  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  hereby  amended  to  read:  ‘The  Presi¬ 
dent  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time, 
whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select 
and  induct  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  training  and  service  in  the 
manner  provided  in  this  title  or  for  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as 
hereafter  provided  (including  but  not  lim¬ 
ited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group 
or  age  groups)  such  number  of  persons  as 
may  be  required  to  provide  and  maintain 
the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  and  to 
further  the  purposes  of  this  Act.’ 

“(d)  The  second  paragraph  of  subsection 
(a)  of  section  4  of  said  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  ‘No  person  shall  be  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and  serv¬ 
ice  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  under  this  title  until  his  ac¬ 
ceptability  in  all  respects,  including  his 
physical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satis¬ 
factorily  determined  under  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense :  Provided, 
That  the  minimum  standards  for  physical 
and  mental  acceptability  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher 
than  those  applied  to  persons  inducted  be¬ 
tween  the  ages  of  18  and  26  in  January  1945.* 

“(e)  No  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall 
be  restricted  or  prevented  from  communi¬ 
cating  directly  or  indirectly  with  any  Mem¬ 
ber  or  Members  of  Congress  concerning  any 
subject  unless  such  communication  is  in 


violation  of  law,  or  in  violation  of  regula¬ 
tions  necessary  to  the  security  and  safety  of 
the  United  States. 

"(f)  Paragraph  4  of  subsection  (a)  of  sec¬ 
tion  4  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  the  following:  ‘Every  person 
inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall,  following  his 
induction,  be  given  full  and  adequate  mili¬ 
tary  training  for  service  in  the  armed  force 
into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of  not 
less  than  4  months,  and  no  person  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  shall,  during  this  4 
months’  period,  be  assigned  for  duty  at  any 
installation  located  on  land  outside  the 
United  States,  its  Territories,  and  possessions 
(including  the  Canal  Zone);  and  no  person 
inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title  shall,  during  the  6- 
month  period  immediately  following  his  in¬ 
duction,  be  assigned  for  duty  in  a  combat 
area  on  land  located  outside  the  United 
States,  its  Territories  and  possessions  (in¬ 
cluding  the  Canal  Zone) :  Provided,  That  no 
funds  appropriated  by  the  Congress  shall  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  or 
maintaining  any  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  of  this 
title  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph.’ 

“(g)  Subsection  (b)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows:  ‘(b)  Each 
person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this 
section  shall  serve  on  active  training  and 
service  for  a  period  of  26  consecutive  months, 
unless  sooner  released,  transferred,  or  dis¬ 
charged  in  accordance  with  procedures  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise 
prescribed  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of 
this  title.’ 

“(h)  Subsection  (c)  of  section  4  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“‘(1)  Under  the  provisions  of  applicable 
laws  and  regulations  any  person  between  the 
ages  of  18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years 
shall  be  offered  an  opportunity  to  enlist  in 
the  Regular  Army  for  a  period  of  service 
equal  to  that  prescribed  in  subsection  (b) 
of  this  section :  Provided,  That  notwithstand¬ 
ing  the  provisions  of  this  or  any  other  act, 
any  person  so  enlisting  shall  not  have  his 
enlistment  extended  without  his  consent 
until  after  a  declaration  of  war  or  national 
emergency  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  the  1951  amendments  to  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act. 

“‘(2)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  may,  dur¬ 
ing  the  effective  period  of  this  act,  apply  for 
a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  appli¬ 
cation  shall  be  accepted:  Provided,  That  his 
services  can  be  effectively  utilized  and  that 
his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such 
service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the 
head  of  the  department  concerned:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  active  service  performed 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice 
his  status  as  such  member  of  such  reserve 
component:  And  provided  further,  That  any 
person  who  was  a  member  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter 
continued  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such 
reserve  component,  shall,  if  his  application 
for  active  duty  made  pursuant  to  this  para¬ 
graph  is  denied,  be  deferred  from  induction 
under  this  title  until  such  time  as  he  is 
ordered  to  active  duty  or  ceases  to  serve 
satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component. 

“‘(3)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  de¬ 
termined  under  section  5  (b)  for  the  sub¬ 
division  in  which  he  resides,  any  person,  be¬ 
tween  the  ages  of  18  and  26,  shall  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
for  the  training  and  service  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who  so  vol¬ 
unteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training 


and  service  so  long  as  he  is  deferred  after 
classification. 

“‘(4)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  is  author¬ 
ized  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
any  person,  after  attaining  the  age  of  18, 
shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volun¬ 
teer  for  induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  for  the  training  prescribed  in 
subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title. 

“‘(5)  Any  person  after  attaining  the  age 
of  17  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his 
parents  or  guardians  be  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the 
training  and  service  prescribed  in  subsec¬ 
tion  (b). 

“‘(6)  At  such  time  as  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  is  author¬ 
ized  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  title 
any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  17  shall 
with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or 
guardian  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  vol¬ 
unteer  for  induction  into  the  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Corps  for  the  training  pre¬ 
scribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of 
this  title.’ 

“(i)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  such 
act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following  new  paragraph: 

“‘(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  25,  1950,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  at¬ 
taining  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  his 
birth,  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
in  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  in  a,  reserve  component  for  a 
total  period  of  6  years,  unless  sooner  dis¬ 
charged  on  the  grounds  of  personal  hardship, 
in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard).  Each  such 
person,  on  release  from  active  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  train¬ 
ing  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
shall,  if  physically  and  mentally  quali¬ 
fied,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein 
for  the  remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is 
required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such 
reserve  component  during  such  period.  In 
case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force 
(or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard),  deter¬ 
mines  that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or 
appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organ¬ 
ized  unit  of  a  reserve  component  or  an  of¬ 
ficers’  training  program  of  the  armed  force 
in  which  he  served  is  available  to,  and  can, 
without  undue  personal  hardship,  be  filled 
by  any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of 
such  person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  ap¬ 
pointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such 
organized  unit  or  officers’  training  program, 
and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard),  may  pro¬ 
vide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be  as 
nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the  re¬ 
lease  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required 
by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  of  indi¬ 
viduals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted 
into  organized  units  of  the  Army  National 
Guard  and  Air  Nation  Guard  and  other  re¬ 
serve  components.  Nothing  in  this  subsec¬ 
tion  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  person, 
while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active 
duty  in  such  Armed  Force.’ 

“(J)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4 
are  repealed. 

“(k)  Paragraph  (1)  of  subsection  (i)  of 
section  4  of  such  act  is  amended  by  striking 
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out  the  word  ‘twenty-one’  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  word  ‘twenty-six.’ 

"(1)  Said  paragraph  is  further  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sentence,  as 
follows:  ‘No  physician  or  dentist  who  is  en¬ 
gaged  in  full-time  employment  as  such  at 
any  hospital  operated  by  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  shall  be  inducted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  subsection  while  so  en¬ 
gaged  after  he  has  attained  the  thirtieth 
anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth.’ 

“(m)  Section  4  of  said  act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection, 
as  follows: 

“‘(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such 
action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international 
conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  author¬ 
ized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall  be 
uniform  in  its  application  to  all  Armed 
Forces,  and  uniform  in  its  application  to  all 
persons  inducted  under  this  title  but  which 
may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to  provide  for 

(A)  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this 
title  but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of 
time  than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or 

(B)  eliminating  periods  of  service  required 
under  this  title. 

‘‘‘(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by 
concurrent  resolution  declare — 

“  ‘(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  should  be  decreased 
to  any  period  less  than  26  months  which 
may  be  designated  in  such  resolution;  or 

“  ‘(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  should  be  elimi¬ 
nated,  the  period  of  active  service  of  the  age 
group  or  groups  designated  in  any  such  reso¬ 
lution  shall  be  so  decreased  or  eliminated, 
as  the  case  may  be.  Whenever  the  period 
of  service  required  under  this  title  of 
persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth 
has  been  eliminated  by  the  President  or  by 
concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions  of 
this  section,  all  individuals  then  or  thereafter 
liable  for  induction  under  section  4  of  this 
title  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their 
birth  and  have  not  been  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effective  on  such 
date,  for  induction  into  the  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Corps  as  hereinafter  established 
for  initial  military  training  for  a  period  of  6 
months:  Provided,  That  persons  deferred 
under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  this  title 
shall  not  be  relieved  from  liability  for  in¬ 
duction  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  solely  by  reason  of  having  exceeded  the 
age  of  19  years  during  the  period  of  such 
deferment. 

“‘(3)  There  is  hereby  established  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission,  iherein 
called  the  Commission),  which  shall  be 
composed  of  five  .members,  of  which  not 
more  than  three  shall  be  members  of  the 
same  political  party,  and  three  of  whom  shall 
be  civilians;  of  the  remaining  two  members 
one  shall  be  an  active  or  retired  member 
of  a  Regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
the  other  shall  be  a  member  of  a  Reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  a  person 
entitled  to  retired  or  retirement  pay  because 
of  his  service  as  a  member  of  a  Reserve  com¬ 
ponent.  Members  of  the  Commission  shall 
be  appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from 
among  persons  of  outstanding  national 
reputation.  The  President  shall  select  the 
chairman  of  the  Commission  from  among  its 
civilian  members.  No  person  who  has  been 
on  active  duty  as  a  commissioned  officer  in 
a  Regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces 
shall  be  eligible  for  appointment  as  a  civilian 
member  of  the  Commission.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  have  a  seal  which  shall  be  judi¬ 


cially  noted.  At  such  time  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  be  appointed,  in  accordance 
with  this  paragraph,  there  shall  be  estab¬ 
lished  a  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

“‘((4)  The  term  of  office  of  two  of  the 
members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  2  years. 
The  term  of  office  of  the  remaining  three 
members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  for  3, 
4,  and  5  years,  respectively.  Any  individual 
appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  by  the 
death,  resignation,  or  removal  of  a  member, 
shall  be  appointed  only  for  'the  unexpired 
term  of  such  member.  Members  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  while  actually  serving  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  shall  receive  a  per  diem  of  not  to 
exceed  $50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  Commission  and  shall  be  allowed 
transportation  and  a  per  diem  in  lieu  of 
subsistence  of  $9  while  away  from  their 
homes  or  places  of  business  pursuant  to  such 
business. 

“  ‘(5)  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  President,  direct  and  control 
the  training  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  which  training  shall  be  basic  mili¬ 
tary  training.  It  shall  establish  such  pol¬ 
icies  and  standards  with  respect  to  the  con¬ 
duct  of  initial  military  training  of  members 
of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as 
are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
this  act.  The  Commission  shall  make  ade¬ 
quate  provisions  for  the  moral  and  spiritual 
welfare  of  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps.  Subject  to  the  direction  of 
the  President,  and  after  consultation  with 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the  Commission 
shall  designate  the  military  departments  to  _ 
carry  out  such  training.  Each  military  de¬ 
partment  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such 
military  training  in  accordance  with  the  pol¬ 
icies,  standards,  and  directives  of  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

“‘(6)  The  Commission  is  authorized,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  civil-service  laws  and  the  Classi¬ 
fication  Act  of  1949,  to  employ  and  fix  the 
compensation  of  such  officers  and  employees 
as  it  deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform 
its  functions. 

“  ‘(7)  The  Commission  shall,  not  later  than 
6  months  following  its  appointment  and  con¬ 
firmation,  submit  to  the  Congress  legislative 
recommendations  which  shall  include,  but 
not  be  limited  to — 

“  ‘ (i)  a  program  of  initial  military  training 
deemed  by  the  Commission  to  be  appropriate 
to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  which 
program  shall  include  (A)  the  types  of  basic 
military  training  to  be  given  members  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  (B) 
measures  for  utilizing  the  existing  plants 
and  facilities  of  schools  and  colleges  to  the 
fullest  extent  practicable  in  providing  initial 
military  training  (along  with  academic  train¬ 
ing  where  appropriate)  for  members  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps; 

“‘(ii)  measures  for  the  personal  safety, 
health,  welfare,  and  morals  of  members  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps; 

“  ‘  ( iii )  a  code  of  conduct  together  with 
penalties  for  violation  thereof; 

“‘(iv)  such  other  policies  and  standards 
as  may  be  established  under  the  provisions 
of  paragraph  (5)  of  this  subsection;  and 

“‘(v)  recommendations  with  respect  to 
disability  and  death  benefits  and  other  ben¬ 
efits,  and  the  obligations,  duties,  liabilities, 
and  responsibilities,  to  be  granted  or  imposed 
upon  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps. 

“  ‘(8)  No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  until 
after — 

“  ‘(1)  the  legislative  recommendations  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  paragraph  (7)  shall  have  been 
enacted  with  or  without  amendments  into 
law:  Provided,  That  such  recommendations 
shall  be  referred  to  the  Committees  on  Armed 
Services,  and  both  committees  shall,  not 
later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first  period 
of  45  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of 
the  Congress,  following  the  date  on  which 
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the  recommendations  provided  for  in  para¬ 
graph  (7)  of  this  subsection  are  transmitted 
to  the  Congress,  report  thereon  to  their  re¬ 
spective  Houses:  Provided  further,  That  any 
bill  or  resolution  so  reported  shall  be  privi¬ 
leged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any  Member 
of  either  House  but  shall  be  subject  to 
amendment  as  if  it  were  not  so  privileged; 
and 

“  ‘(2)  the  period  of  service  required  under 
this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of 
their  birth  has  been  eliminated  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  or  by  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (2)  of 
this  subsection. 

“  ‘(9)  Six  months  following  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  induction  of  persons  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  semi¬ 
annually  thereafter,  the  Commission  shall 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehensive  re¬ 
port  describing  in  detail  the  operation  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  including 
the  number  of  persons  inducted  therein,  a 
list  of  camps  and  stations  at  which  training 
is  being  conducted,  a  report  on  the  number 
of  deaths  and  injuries  occurring  during  such 
training  and  the  causes  thereof,  an  estimate 
of  the  performance  of  the  persons  inducted 
therein,  including  an  analysis  of  the  disci¬ 
plinary  problems  encountered  during  the 
preceding  6  months,  the  number  of  civilian 
employees  of  the  Commission  and  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  costs  of  the  Commission.  Si¬ 
multaneously,  there  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Congress  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a 
report  setting  forth  an  estimate  of  the  value 
of  the  training  conducted  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  6  months,  the  cost  of  the  training 
program  chargeable  to  the  appropriations 
made  to  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  the 
number  of  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces 
directly  engaged  in  the  conduct  of  such 
training. 

“  ‘(10)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  com¬ 
pensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30;  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  each  such  person,  hav¬ 
ing  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms 
are  defined  in  the  Career  Compensation  Act 
of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  depend¬ 
ency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic 
allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons 
in  pay  grade  E-l  by  section  302  (f)  of  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  as  amended 
by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance 
Act  of  1950  as  may  be  extended  or  amended 
plus  $40  so  long  as  such  person  has  in  effect 
an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such 
dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the 
dependent  or  dependents  on  whose  account 
the  allowance  is  claimed. 

“‘(11)  No  person  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  as¬ 
signed  for  training  at  an  installation  located 
on  land  outside  the  continental  United 
States,  except  that  residents  of  Territories 
and  possessions  of  the  United  States  may  be 
trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession  from 
which  they  were  inducted.’ 

“(n)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  5  of  said 
act  is  amended  by  inserting  before  the  period 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  words: 

‘ :  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  herein 
shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection 
or  induction  of  persons  by  age  group  or 
groups  under  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President:  And  provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  until  such  time  as  the  period  of 
service  required  under  this  title  of  persons 
who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
eliminated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  4  (k)  of  this  title — 

“  ‘(A)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induc¬ 
tion  any  person  who  has  not  attained  the 
age  of  19  unless  there  is  not  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a  sufficient 
number  of  persons  who  are  deemed  by  such 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction  and 
who  have  attained  the  age  of  19  to  enable 
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such  local  board  to  meet  a  call  for  men  which 
It  has  been  ordered  to  furnish  for  induction; 
and 

“‘(B)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  in¬ 
duction  any  person  who  has  not  attained  the 
age  of  19,  if  there  is  any  person  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  who  (i)  is 
as  much  as  90  days  older,  (ii)  has  not  at¬ 
tained  the  age  of  19,  and  (iii)  is  deemed  by 
the  local  board  to  be  available  for  induction.* 

“(o)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  striking  out  ‘the  effective  date 
of  this  title,’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘February  1,  1951.’ 

“(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  ‘6 
months’  a  comma  and  the  words  ‘prior  to  the 
determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available 
to  the  National  Guard  to  enable  it  to  main¬ 
tain  its  strength  authorized  by  current  ap¬ 
propriations,  and  prior  to  the  receipt  of  or¬ 
ders  to  report  for  induction.’ 

“(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  ‘subsection  (b)’ 
a  comma  and  the  following:  ‘paragraph  (1) 
of  this  subsection.’ 

“(p)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  6  of  said  act 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“  ‘Commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers, 
pay  clerks,  enlisted  men,  and  aviation  cadets 
of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force, 
the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey  and  the  Public  Health 
Service:  cadets,  United  States  Military 
Academy:  midshipmen,  United  States  Navy; 
cadets,  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy; 
midshipmen.  Merchant  Marine  Reserve, 
United  States  Naval  Reserve;  students  en¬ 
rolled  in  an  officer  procurement  program  at 
military  colleges  the  curriculum  of  which  is 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  the  Coast  Guard,  and  the  Public 
Health  Service,  while  on  active  duty;  and 
foreign  diplomatic  representatives,  tech¬ 
nical  attaches  of  foreign  embassies  and 
legations,  consuls  general,  consuls,  vice  con¬ 
suls  and  other  consular  agents  of  foreign 
countries  who  are  not  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  and  members  of  their  families,  and 
persons  in  other  categories  to  bs  specified 
by  the  President,  residing  in  the  United 
States,  shall  not  be  required  to  be  regis¬ 
tered  under  section  3  and  shall  be  relieved 
from  liability  for  training  and  service  under 
section  4,  except  that  aliens  admitted  for 
permanent  residence  in  the  United  States 
shall  not  be  so  exempted.’ 

“(q)  Subsection  (d)  of  section  6  of  said 
act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  any 
person  who,  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter 
be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continuance 
in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Train¬ 
ing  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine 
Corps  officer  candidate  training  program  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  act  of  August  13,  1946  (60 
Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  of¬ 
ficers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps, 
or  the  officer  procurement  programs  of  the 
Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 
Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional  train¬ 
ing;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  depart¬ 
ment  having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 
the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard),  not  less  than  2 
years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  com¬ 
mission;  and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  Regular  or  Reserve  component  until 
the  sixth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 
commission  in  accordance  with  his  obliga¬ 
tion  under  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this 
title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction  under 


this  title  until  after  completion  or  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long 
as  he  continues  in  a  Regular  or  Reserve  status 
upon  being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be 
exempt  from  registration.  Such  persons  ex¬ 
cept  those  persons  who  have  previously  com¬ 
pleted  an  initial  period  of  military  training 
or  an  equivalent  period  of  active  military 
training  and  service  shall  be  required  while 
enrolled  in  such  programs  to  complete  a 
period  of  training  equal  (as  determined  un¬ 
der  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas¬ 
ury  with  respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast  Guard) 
in  duration  and  type  of  training  to  an  initial 
period  of  military  training.  There  shall 
be  added  to  the  obligated  active  com¬ 
missioned  service  of  any  person  who  has 
agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service 
in  return  for  financial  assistance  while  at¬ 
tending  a  civilian  college  under  any  such 
training  program  a  period  of  not  to  exceed 
1  year. 

“  ‘(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs 
enumerated  in  paragraph  (1)  of  this  subsec¬ 
tion,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  U.  S.  Coast 
Guard)  may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the 
military  departments  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  estab¬ 
lish  officer  candidate  programs  leading  to 
the  commissioning  of  persons  on  active  duty. 

“‘(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  pro¬ 
viding,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment 
from  training  and  service  of  any  category 
or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of 
time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.’ 

“(r)  Subsection  (h)  of  section  6  of  such 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
from  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons 
whose  employment  in  industry,  agriculture, 
or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or 
whose  continued  service  in  an  office  (other 
than  an  office  described  in  subsection  (f) 
under  the  United  States  or  any  State,  Terri¬ 
tory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  or  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or 
medical,  dental,  optometric,  osteopathic, 
chiropractic,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  is 
found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  person  within  any  such  cate¬ 
gory  shall  be  deferred  except  uoon  the  basis 
of  his  individual  status:  Provided  further, 
That  persons  who  are  or  may  be  deferred 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  re¬ 
main  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  under  the  provisions 
of  section  4  (a)  of  this  act  until  the  thirty- 
fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their  birth. 
This  proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  continued  deferment  of  such  per¬ 
sons  if  otherwise  deferable  under  any  other 
provisions  of  this  act.  The  President  is  also 
authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  de¬ 
ferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  (1)  or  any  or 
all  categories  of  persons  in  a  status  with  re¬ 
spect  to  persons  (other  than  wives  alone  ex¬ 
cept  in  cases  of  extreme  hardship)  dependent 
upon  them  for  support  which  renders  their 
deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any  or  all 
categories  of  those  persons  found  to  be  physi¬ 
cally,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defect¬ 
ive.  For  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
or  not  the  deferment  of  any  person  is  advis¬ 
able,  because  of  his  status  with  respect  to 
persons  dependent  upon  him  for  support, 
any  payments  of  allowances  which  are  pay¬ 
able  by  the  United  States  to  the  dependents 


of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  taken  into  considera¬ 
tion,  but  the  fact  that  such  payments  of 
allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed 
conclusively  to  remove  the  grounds  for  de¬ 
ferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon 
financial  considerations  and  shall  not  be 
deemed  to  remove  the  ground  for  deferment 
when  the  dependency  is  based  upon  other 
than  financial  considerations  and  cannot  be 
eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the  de¬ 
pendents.  The  President  is  also  authorized, 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may 
prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who 
have  children,  or  wives  and  children,  with 
whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family  rela¬ 
tionship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from 
such  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  shall  be  made  in  the  case  of  any  in¬ 
dividual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status 
of  such  individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in 
a  conspicuous  place  at  the  office  of  each  local 
board  a  list  setting  forth  the  names  and 
classifications  of  those  persons  who  have  been 
classified  by  such  local  board.  Notwithstand¬ 
ing  any  provisions  of  this  act,  no  local  board, 
appeal  board,  or  other  agency  of  appeal  of  the 
Selective  Service  System  shjll  be  required  to 
postpone  or  defer  any  person  by  reason  of 
his  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical, 
dental,  optometric,  osteopathic,  chiropractic, 
scientific,  or  ether  endeavors  found  to  be 
necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest  solely  on  the  basis 
of  any  test,  examination,  selection  system, 
class  standing,  or  any  other  means  conducted, 
sponsored,  administered,  or  prepared  by  any 
agency  or  department  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  or  any  private  institution,  corporation, 
association,  partnership,  or  individual  em¬ 
ployed  by  any  agency  or  department  of  the 
Federal  Government.’ 

“(s)  Subsection  (i)  of  section  6  of  said  act 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(i)  (1)  Any  person  who,  while  satis¬ 
factorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  in¬ 
struction  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institu¬ 
tion  of  learning,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred 

(A)  until  the  time  of  his  graduation  there¬ 
from.  or  (3)  until  he  attains  the  twentieth 
anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he 
ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course 
of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earliest. 

“‘(2)  Any  person  who  hile  satisfactorily 
pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction 
at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institu¬ 
tion  is  ordered  to  report  for  induction  under 
this  title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A) 
until  the  end  of  such  academic  year,  or 

(B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue 
such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the 
earlier :  Provided,  That  any  person  who  has 
heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  sections  6  (i)  (2)  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act  of  1948;  or  any  person 
who  has  heretofore  been  deferred  as  a  stu¬ 
dent  under  section  6  (h)  of  said  act;  or  any 
person  who  hereafter  is  deferred  under  the 
provision  of  this  subsection,  shall  not  be 
further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit  of  a 
course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university, 
or  similar  institution  except  as  may  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (h)  of  this  section.  Nothing  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the 
President  from  providing,  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section 
for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  of  any  cate¬ 
gory  or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods 
of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.’ 
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“(t)  Section  7  of  said  act  is  hereby  re¬ 
pealed. 

“(u)  (1)  Section  9  (b)  (A)  (i)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  ‘If  still  qualified  to  per¬ 
form  the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored 
to  such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held 
by  a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise, 
to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and 
pay:  or.’ 

“(2)  Section  9  (b)  (B)  (i)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  ‘If  still  qualified  to  perform 
the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to 
such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 
a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise,  to 
a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay; 
or.’ 

“(3)  Section  9  (b)  (C)  (i)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows:  ‘If  still  qualified  to  perform 
the  duties  of  such  position  be  restored  to 
such  position  if  it  exists  and  is  not  held  by 
a  person  with  greater  seniority,  otherwise, 
to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and 
pay;  or.’ 

“(v)  Subsection  (g)  of  section  9  of  said 
act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

‘■“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  Reserve 
component)  and  who  serves  for  not  for  than 
4  years  (plus  any  period  of  additional  service 
imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled 
upon  release  from  service  under  honorable 
conditions  to  all  the  reemployment  rights 
and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title. 

“‘(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June 
24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty  (other  than 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  physical 
fitness) ,  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or  the 
Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order 
or  call  to  active  duty  shall,  upon  his  relief 
from  active  duty  under  honorable  conditions, 
be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights 
and  benefits  provided  by  this  section  in  the 
case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provisions 
of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved  from  active 
duty  not  later  than  4  years  after  the  date  of 
entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after 
the  expiration  of  such  4  years  as  he  is  able 
to  obtain  orders  relieving  him  from  active 
duty. 

“‘(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position 
described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted 
a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering, 
determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or 
performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  re¬ 
lease  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejec¬ 
tion,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes  appli¬ 
cation  for  reinstatement  within  30  days  fol¬ 
lowing  his  release,  be  reinstated  in  his  posi¬ 
tion  without  reduction  in  his  seniority, 
status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may 
be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated.’ 

“(w)  Subsection  (a)  of  section  13  of  said 
act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  words  ‘or  persons  appointed  to  or  serving 
on  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal 
Board.’ 

“(x)  Section  10  of  said  act  is  amended  by 
(1)  amending  the  sixth  sentence  of  the  pro¬ 
viso  appearing  in  section  10  (b)  (3)  to  read 
as  follows:  ‘There  shall  be  not  less  than  one 
appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of  each 
Federal  judicial  district  in  the  United  States, 
and  such  additional  separate  panels  thereof, 
as  may  he  prescribed  by  the  President’;  and 
“(2)  By  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a 
new  subsection  as  follows : 

“  ‘(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service 
shall  submit  to  the  Congress,  on  or  before  the 
3d  day  of  January  of  each  year,  a  written 
report  covering  the  operation  of  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  System  and  such  report  shall 
include,  by  States,  information  as  to  the 
number  of  persons  registered  under  this  act; 


the  number  of  persons  inducted  into  the 
military  service  under  this  act;  and  the  num¬ 
ber  of  deferments  granted  under  this  act  and 
the  basis  for  such  deferments.’ 

"(y)  Section  17  of  said  act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this 
title  all  laws  or  any  parts  of  laws  in  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby 
repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“‘(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such 
sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  administrative  expenses  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Commission 
shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  training  carried  out  by  the 
military  departments  designated  by  the 
Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly 
to  the  Department  of  Defense. 

“‘(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  the  Congress  may,  by  con¬ 
current  resolution,  terminate  or  suspend  for 
a  stated  period  of  time,  all  inductions  into 
the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps.  Any  person  inducted  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to 
the  adoption  of  said  concurrent  resolution 
shall,  not  more  than  6  months  following 
the  adoption  thereof,  be  released  from  train¬ 
ing  in  such  corps,  but  shall  not  be  relieved 
from  his  obligation  to  serve  in  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  as  provided  in  section  4  (d)  (3)  of 
this  title. 

“‘(d)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  no  person  shall  be  inducted 
for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
after  July  1, 1954,  except  persons  now  or  here¬ 
after  deferred  under  section  6  of  this  title 
after  the  basis  for  such  deferment  ceases  to 
exist.’ 

“(z)  Section  21  of  such  act  is  amended 
(1)  by  sriking  out  ‘July  9,  1951,’  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  ‘July  1,  1953,’  and  (2)  by  adding 
the  following  at  the  end  thereof :  ‘Any  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  inactive  or  Volunteer  Reserve  who 
served  on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  90 
days  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed 
Forces  between  the  period  December  7,  1941, 
and  September  2,  1945,  inclusive,  or  for  a 
period  of  12  months  or  more  in  any 
branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  between  the 
period  September  16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948, 
inclusive,  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  pursuant  to  this  sec¬ 
tion,  shall  upon  the  completion  of  twelve  or 
more  months  of  acvtive  duty  since  June  25, 
1950,  if  he  makes  application  therefor  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  branch  of  service  in  which 
he  is  serving,  be  released  from  active  duty 
and  shall  not  thereafter  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  for  periods  in  excess  of  30  days  with¬ 
out  his  consent  except  in  time  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency  hereafter  declared  by  the 
Congress. 

“  ‘The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from 
active  duty  (1)  of  members  of  the  inactive 
and  volunteer  reserves  whose  occupation, 
employment,  or  other  activity  is  found  to  be 
necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  health,  safety,  or  interest,  and  (2) 
of  members  of  the  Inactive  and  Volunteer 
Reserves  whose  deferment  is  advisable  by 
reason  of  the  fact  that  other  persons  are 
dependent  upon  them  for  support.  To  the 
maximum  extent  practicable  deferments  of 
such  members  shall  be  on  the  same  basis  as 
deferments  under  section  6  (h)  of  this  title. 

“  ‘The  President  is  authorized  to  create 
and  establish  in  each  State,  Territory,  and 
possession  of  the  United  States,  and  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  one  or  more  civilian 
Reserve  deferment  appeal  boards  (not  with¬ 
in  the  Selective  Service  System) .  Each  such 
board  shall  consist  of  five  citizens  of  the 
United  States  who  are  not  members  of  the 
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Armed  Forces,  and  who  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  President  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  Such  boards  shall 
function  in  the  same  manner  and  have  the 
same  powers,  and  the  members  of  such  board 
shall  receive  the  same  compensation,  as  in 
the  case  of  appeal  boards  within  the  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  System. 

“  ‘Any  member  of  the  Inactive  or  Volun¬ 
teer  Reserve  may,  if  his  claim  for  deferment 
is  denied  at  the  time  he  is  ordered  into  the 
active  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  the  first  paragraph  of 
this  section,  appeal  to  the  civilian  Reserve 
deferment  appeal  board  for  the  area  within 
which  he  resides,  and  such  board  shall  hear 
and  determine  his  claim  for  deferment  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the 
second  paragraph  of  this  section.  The  de¬ 
cisions  of  such  boards  shall  be  final,  except 
that  any  such  decisions  adverse  to  the  ap¬ 
pellant  reservist  shall  be  subject  to  modifi¬ 
cation  or  change  by  the  highest  reviewing 
body  of  the  service  concerned  having  au¬ 
thority  to  hear  and  determine  questions  or 
claims  with  respect  to  the  deferment  from 
active  duty  of  members  of  the  Inactive  and 
Volunteer  Reserve  components  of  such 
service.’ 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  act  of  July 
2  i,  1950  (ch.  501  of  the  laws  of  the  81st 
Cong.,  2d  sess.)  is  hereby  amended  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  words  ‘July  9,  1951’  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  ‘July  1,  1952’ 
and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  said  section  a 
new  sentence  as  follows:  ‘No  person  whose 
enlistment  has  been  extended  heretofore  or 
hereafter  for  12  months  pursuant  to  this  act 
shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  for  any 
additional  period  of  time  under  this  act.’ 

“(b)  Section  7  of  the  act  of  September  9, 
1950  (64  Stat.  828),  is  amended  by  striking 
out  ‘July  9,  1951’  and  inserting  in  lieu  there¬ 
of  ‘July  1,  1953.’ 

“Sec.  3.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  act 
the  period  of  active  service  for  any  category 
of  persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period 
of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons 
in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in 
the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  amendatory  act,  except  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Reserve  components. 

“Sec.  4.  Section  3  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“  ‘Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  title,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  male 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other 
male  person  residing  in  the  United  States, 
who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or 
any  subsequent  registration,  is  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  26,  to  present  himself  for  and 
submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or  times 
and  place  or  places,  and  in  such  manner,  as 
shall  be  determined  by  proclamation  of  the 
President  and  by  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  hereunder.’ 

"Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  act  or  the 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circum¬ 
stances  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the 
remainder  of  the  act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

“Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  make  such  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  sale,  consumption,  possession  of  or 
traffic  in  beer,  wine,  or  any  other  intoxicating 
liquors  to  or  by  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  at  or  near  any  camp,  station,  post,  or 
other  place  primarily  occupied  by  members 
of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps.  Any  person,  corporation, 
partnership,  or  association  violating  the  reg¬ 
ulations  authorized  hereunder  shall,  unless 
otherwise  punishable  under  the  Uniform 
Code  of  Military  Justice,  be  deemed  guilty  of 
a  misdemeanor  and  be  punished  by  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisonment  for 
not  more  than  12  months,  or  both. 
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“Sec.  7.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘1951 
Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act.’  ” 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I 
move  that  the  Senate  disagree  to  the 
amendment  of  the  House;  agree  to  the 
request  by  the  House  for  a  conference, 
and  that  the  Chair  appoint  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Vice  President  appointed  Mr.  Russell, 
Mr.  Byrd,  Mr.  Johnson  of  Texas,  Mr. 
Bridges,  and  Mr.  Saltonstall  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Subsequently,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Farland,  and  by  unanimous  consent, 
Senate  bill  1,  the  universal  military 
training  bill,  was  ordered  to  be  printed 
with  the  amendment  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  numbered. 

-  MEETING!  OF  COMMITTEE  DURING 
SENATE  SESSION 

On  request  of  Mr.  Hill,  and  by  unani¬ 
mous  consent,  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  was  authorized  to  meet  this 
afternoon,  during  the  session  of  the 
Senate. 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 
' 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Inasmuch 
as  the  Senate  meets  following  an  ad¬ 
journment,  automatically  morning  busi¬ 
ness  will  be  transacted,  unless  it  is 
waived.  X 

JOINT  MEETING  OF  THE  TWG  HOUSES  TO 

HEAR  GENERAL  MacARTHUQ— ORDER 

FOR  RECESS  ON  THURSDAY 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
understand  that  by  unanimous  consent 
request  of  Representative  McCormack 
the  House  yesterday  took  action  where¬ 
by  the  House  agreed  to  recess  on  Thurs¬ 
day  next,  subject  to  the  call  of  the  Chair, 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  the  General 
of  the  Army,  Douglas  MacArthur  in  a 
joint  meeting  of  the  House  and  Senate. 
Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  24  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  distinguished  minority 
leader,  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  [Mr. 
Wherry]  would  automatically  come  up 
after  the  completion  of  the  morning 
business.  I  should  not  want  to  make  a 
similar  request  unless  it  was  agreeable 
to  the  distinguished  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska.  I  have  always  cooperated.Avith 
him,  as  he  knows.  When  he  submitted 
the  resolution  he  had  not  told  file  that 
he  would  submit  it  or  ask  rprfe  to  join 
with  him.  I  have  at  all  times  wanted 
to  cooperate  with  him  and  to  proceed 
in  a  manner  in  which  he  desires  to  pro¬ 
ceed.  I  should  like  to,  know  what  his 
pleasure  is  in  this  regal'd. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  May  I  ask  the  major¬ 
ity  leader  whether/he  cares  to  take  up 
the  subject  at  this' time? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  thought  we 
might  as  well  take  it  up  now.  I  may  be 
called  off  the  floor  later  in  the  day. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is  perfectly  agree¬ 
able  to  me. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  resolu¬ 
tion  would  come  before  the  Senate  au¬ 
tomatically  at  the  end  of  the  morning 
hour.  By  unanimous  consent  it  may  be 
taken  up  at  this  time.  The  Secretary 
will  read  the  resolution. 


Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  24,  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Mr.  Wherry  on  April  11,  as 
modified,  was  read  as  follows  : 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives  concurring) ,  That  General  of  the 
Army  Douglas  MacArthur  be  hereby  invited 
to  present  his  views  and  recommendations  for 
policies  and  courses  in  Korea  and  Asia  gen¬ 
erally  to  a  joint  meeting  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives. 

Sec.  2.  This  invitation  shall  be  extended 
forthwith  to  General  of  the  Army  Douglas 
MacArthur  by  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  in  a  jointly  signed  communication,  and 
that  the  majority  and  minority  floor  leaders 
of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
make  the  arrangements  necessary  for  the 
convening  of  such  a  joint  meeting  to  be  held 
at  the  convenience  of  General  of  the  Army 
MacArthur. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  current  resolution.  However,  I  de¬ 
sire  to  say  for  the  Record,  in  the  presence 
of  the  distinguished  majority  leader,  that 
I  appreciate  very  much  his  cooperation 
in  expediting  the  handling  of  the  reso¬ 
lution.  Inasmuch  as  the  House  has  taken 
action  by  way  of  an  invitation  to  the 
Senate,  I  think  it  would  be  proper  to 
comply  with  the  invitation  of  the  House. 
In  fact,  the  action  taken  by  the  House 
of  Representatives,  contemplating  a  joint 
meeting  of  the  two  Houses  to  receive 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthu^  follows  the 
established  custom.  The  junior  Senator 
from  Nebraska  suggests  that  the  major¬ 
ity  leader  of  the  Senate  ask  unanimous 
consent  for  the  Senate  to  join  the  House 
of  Representatives'  in  receiving  Gen. 
Douglas  MacArtMir. 

Under  such  procedure,  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  and'  the  President  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  would  extend  an  invitation  to  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur  to  appear  before  the 
joint  meeting  of  Congress.  If  the  pro¬ 
cedure/ is  agreeable  to  the  majority 
leader;  the  minority  leader  will  ask  unan- 
animous  consent  that  the  Senate  Con¬ 
current  Resolution  24  be  postponed  in¬ 
definitely,  since  its  purpose  would  be 
fully  accomplished  by  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  by  the 
unanimous-consent  request  of  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  of  the  Senate.  If  it  is  agree¬ 
able  to  the  majority  leader  to  proceed 
under  a  unanimous-consent  agreement 
to  accept  the  invitation  of  the  House,  I 
have  no  objection.  I  thank  him  for  his 
cooperation  in  accomplishing  the  very 
purpose  of  my  resolution. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
am  very  happy,  as  I  said  at  the  begin¬ 
ning  of  my  remarks,  to  make  the  unani¬ 
mous-consent  request.  Therefore,  Mr. 
President,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
when  the  Senate  convenes  on  next 
Thursday,  it  recess  and  proceed  to  a 
joint  meeting  with  the  House,  in  the  Hall 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  at  the 
invitation  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  in  order  to  hear  General  MacAr¬ 
thur;  and  that  the  Senate  reconvene  at 
the  call  of  the  Chair. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  concurrent  resolution  will 
be  indefinitely  postponed. 


Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  may  be  call 
from  the  floor  during  the  day,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  one  other  matter 
disposed  of. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  May  I  say  a  word 
about  the  resolution? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Certainly. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wish  again  to  say 
that  I  deeply  appreciate'  the  majority 
leader’s  fine  spirit  of  cooperation  in  ac¬ 
complishing  the  purposes  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion.  I  am  wondering  whether  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader  kno\^  for  a  certainty  the 
exact  time  whicl/ has  been  set  for  the 
reception  to  General  MacArthur.  I  un¬ 
derstood  fronuxhe  Speaker  of  the  House 
that  the  time  would  be  stated  in  the  in¬ 
vitation,  and  that  the  hour  had  been 
fixed  for/l2:30  p.  m.  I  am  wondering 
whether  it  is  correct.  Such  an  an¬ 
nouncement  would  serve  a  very  good 
purp6se  at  this  time  because  I  know 
several  Senators  are  very  much  inter¬ 
ested  in  it. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  The  only  in¬ 
formation  I  have  on  the  subject  is  what 
I  have  read  in  newspapers.  I  would  not 
want  to  say  that  the  newspaper  accounts 
are  accurate  in  that  respect.  I  shall  be 
glad  to  announce  the  specific  informa¬ 
tion  when  it  is  available. 

DROPPING  THE  PILOT 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  have  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  at  this  point  an 
editorial  entitled  “Dropping  the  Pilot” 
published  in  the  Omaha  World-Herald 
of  April  12,  1951.  It  is  an  excellent  edi¬ 
torial,  and  I  hope  all  Senators  will  read 
it.  It  is  written  by  the  distinguished 
editorial  writer,  Mr.  Harvey  Newbranch, 
who  wrote  the  editorial  entitled  “God 
Hates  a  Coward.”  He  is  one  of  the  out¬ 
standing  editors  of  the  United  States. 
The  subject  of  the  editorial  is  in  line 
with  the  resolution  and  our  discussion. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  editorial 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Dropping  the  Pilot 

This  is  a  sad  and  infinitely  disturbing  day 
for  Americans  with  red  blood  in  their  veins, 
intensely  worried  over  the  national  security. 

President  Truman  brought  the  day  upon 
them — and  upon  himself. 

And  an  overwhelming  wave  of  popular 
anger  and  disgust  sweeps  the  land  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.  Distressing  and 
alarming  though  it  may  be,  Americans  today 
are  not  in  harmony  with  their  own  Govern¬ 
ment  in  its  half-way  and  faint-hearted  war 
effort. 

When  the  President  decided  we  were  not 
really  at  war  with  China,  that  our  quarter- 
million  soldiers  in  the  Asian  sector  must 
not  use  every  recourse  to  defeat  Chinese  and 
Korean  Communist  aggressors,  that  they 
must  fight  and  die  without  a  definite  ob¬ 
jective,  he  made  his  first  fatal  mistake. 

When  he  ordered  the  commander  in  Asia, 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur,  to  keep  his  mouth 
shut  except  in  support  of  that  “idiotic” 
policy — we  quote  Senator  Taft — he  made  the 
culminating  mistake.  It  is  the  old  story  of 
blunder  piled  on  top  of  blunder. 

MacArthur  is  not  that  kind  of  a  soldier. 
He  is  not  that  kind  of  a  man,  that  kind 
of  an  American.  He  knows  how  serious  is 
the  situation  in  the  Orient,  the  danger  of 
its  Communist  control,  and  the  menace  that 
would  bring  to  the  heart  of  both  the  United 
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iGHLIGETS:  Both  Houses  -greed  to  conference  report  on  3rd  supplemental  appropri; 
tiXi  Bill.  Senate  delated  tr.adc-agr cements  bill. 

SEI'TATE 

1.  THIRD  SUPKQHIHlilTAl  APPROPRIATION  DILL,.  1951*  3oth  Houses  agreed  the  conference 
report  on. this  bill,  H.  R.  35^7 *  and  acted  on  amendments  which/had  been  reported 
in  disagreement^  (pp.  5636-43  ,  5652-5)*  This  bill  will  now  h^rsent  to  the 
President. 

As  finally  pab^ed,  the  bill  includes  the  follopi  ngv^ro  visions:  Forest 
development  roads  and\trails,  $3,300,000;  CCC  administrative-expense  limitation, 
increase  of  $2,750,000;\xpenses  of  defense  production,  $27,331*295*  with  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  "transfers  majNfce  made  between  appropriations  or  allocations  within 
any  such  department,  agency,  ■ ^r  coloration  a§/may  te  necessary  to  carry  out 
this  proviso,  and  no  alio  cat  iorS^hall  be  ma&d  to  any  agency  which  can  perform 
such  defense  activities  as  may  hav*^  been  ^e*r  her  lifter  be  'assigned  to  such  agency 
which  can  be  performed  by  its  regulaStp^rsonnel  by  use  of  the  foregoing  authority 
to  realine  its  regular  prog; rams";  To.ng.'Hs  forest  highways,  Alaska,  $3*500,000; 
international  information  and  edu^ftioralV^ct ivit ie s,  State  Department, 

$9*533.939;  surveys  and  school  construction critical  defense  areas, 

$50,000,000;  Bureau  of  Employees*  CompensationS^und,  $3*000,000;  reactivation  of 
industrial  plants  for  strategic  and  critical  materials,  provision  to  make  avail¬ 
able  $12,000,000  additiojrtal;  provision  that  GSA  appKmriations  for  1951  shall  bo 
available  for  emergency  alterations  and  improvements  republic  buildings  under 
GSA  control;  engineering  and  economic  investigations  for  Niagara  River  remedial 
works,  $450,000, ,/ to  be  transferred  from  Army  flood-control  T^nds ;  international 
children1  s  we ifk.r c  work  under  tile  Foreign  Economic  Assistance  T^ct  of  1950» 
$5*750,000;  J^eidcral  Civil  Defense  Administration,  various  items; "provision 
(modified^'  to  prohibit  assistance  to  countries  which  ship  military  l&pmmoditics 
in  contravention  of  U.  S,  Security  Council  policy;  various  judgments  f^ad  claims 
items';  and  the  general  provision  prohibiting  employment  of  members  of  organiza¬ 
tions  which  assert  the  right  of  Federal  employees  to  strike  against  the 
{font,  (The  f orcst-pcst  item  of  $345,000  was  eliminated  by  the  conferees.) 


-2- 


TRADE  AGREEMENTS.  Began  debate  on  H.  R.  l6l2,  to  continue  the  period  during 
which  tho  President  may  enter  into  reciprocal  t,rade  agreements  (pp.  5&L7*  5°lc 


). 


3*  STATEHOOD.  Sen.  Butler,  Ilehr.  (for  himself  and  others),  submitted  minority jriows 
on  S.  49,  to  provide  for  Hawaii  statehood,  and  S.  50*  to  provide  for  Alasl 
statehood  ("ou.  5616-7).  J 

V  /  9 

4.  AGRICULTURAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL,  H.  E.  3973,  was  referred  to  the  Appropriations 

Commit  too  (n.  5^17)*  f 

/ 

5.  TEHEES  SEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY;  ST.  LAWRENCE  WATERWAY.  Sen.  Humphrey  commended  the 

TVA  record  and  recommended,  approval  of  the  St.  Lawrence  pro  jeet  -ifpp*  5^47-9)  • 


COMMITTEE  ASSIGNMENTS.  Sen.  Robert  son  was  transferred  from  the  Expenditures  in 


the  Executive  Departments  Committee  to  the  Appropriations  Committee;  Sen.  Moody 
was  assigned  to  the'.  Banking,  and  Currency  Committee  and  the  Expenditures  in  the 
Executive  Departments  Committee;  Sen.  Bennett  was  taken  from  the  Banking  and 
Currency  Committee;  and  Sen*  McCarthy  v/as  taken  from  thp  Appropriations  Commit¬ 


tee  (pp.  5615—6) . 


/ 


/ 


HOUSE 


7.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  Conferees  on  S.  1,  the  military-training,  sclecti^c-scrvicc 
hill,  reached  agreement  on  some  of  the  differences  between  the  House-  and  Senate- 
passed  versions  of  the  bill  as  follows:  Set  the  ceiling  for  our  total  armed 
forces  at  5  million;  agreed  that  the  age  for  sclcctivc-scrvicc  registration 
shall  be  IS,  and  before  a  registrant  reaches  IS?,-  he  shall  be  classified  and  can 
be  inducted  for  training  at  any  time  after  I8?r,  provided  all  persons  eligible 
in  oach  draft  board  above  19  shall  have  been  called  before  calling  those  below 
19;  fixed  July  1,  1955  as  the  cut-off  date  for  selective  service;  accepted  the 
House  amendments  on  physical  standards  and  mental  tests;  agreed  to  allow  local 
boards  to  defer  conscientious  objectors  if  engaged  in  defense  work;  and  agreed 
to  suspend  until  July  1,  195^-.  the  present  limitation  on  enlistment  of  women  in 
the  armed  services.  (p.  D42b.) 


3.  LAIRDS.  Passed  without  amendment  S.  J.  Res.  35 »  to\authorizc  USDA  to  transfer 
a  tract  of  Land  originally  acquired  by  the  Louisiana  Rural  Rehabilitation  Corp. 
to  the  Police  Jury  of  tho  P/hish  of  Rapides  for  livestock  and  agricultural  ex¬ 
positions  (p.  5660).  Thig'measurb  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 

Passed  as  reported  E*  R.  1632,  to  authorize  the  lcosdng  of  restricted  Indian 
lands  for  public,  religious,  educational,  recreational,  business,  and  other  pur¬ 
poses  requiring  the  grant  of  long-term  leases  (pp.  5^59 — 6o')- 

Passod  a.s  repori^d  S.  103,  to  amend  the  Enabling  Act  foK Arizona  relating 
to  the  terms  of  leases  for  Statc-oxmed  lands,  so  as  to  pcrmit\thc  State  to  al¬ 
low  oil  and  go.s  Leases  to  run  after  the  primary  term  of  not  more  than  20  years; 
reserve  a  royalty  to  the  State  from  such  leases;  and  extend  the  exemption  from 
restrictions  applying  to  agricultural  and  grazing  lands  to  includc^eommercial 
and  hone  sit  (/leases  (p.  565s).  \ 


I 


9.  LAW  REVISION.  P.asscd  as  reported  H.  R.  3899*  make  various  changes  certain 
titles  o j  the  U.  S.  Code  (pp.  5G63 — 70 ) .  The  committee  report  states  thaV  Mthc 
principal  purpose  of  tho  bill  is  to  make  a  few  improvements  of  a.  minor  charac¬ 
ter  ip  certain  titles  of  the  United  States  Code,  which  titles  have  been  prcNj, 
viougly  enacted  into  law,  in  the  interest  of  clarity,  uniformity,  and  accuracy, 
and?  to .  incorporate  in  some  of  these  titles,  where  they  properly  belong,  the  pror 
■^fsions  of  scpara.te  legislation  and  of  Reorganization  Plans  which  affect  such  • 
titles.  n 
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Y^enacting  the  act  in  order  to  carry  out  the  Nation’s 
mobilization  program. 

CONSUMERS’  PRICE  INDEX 

\ 

Committee  on  Education  and  Labor:  Steed  subcommit¬ 
tee  resumed  hearings  in  connection  with  its  investigation 
of  the  Consumers’  Price  Index,  as  prepared  by  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Labor.  George  W.  Taylor,  Chairman 
of  the  Wage  Stabilization  Board,  testified  today,  along 
with  George  D.  Riley,  national  legislative  representative, 
AFL.  Subcommittee  recessed  until  Thursday  morning. 

At  a  hearing  on  the  same  subject  last  Friday  morning 
the  group  heard  testimony  from  Isador  Lubin,  U.  S. 
representative  to  the  Economic  and  Social  Council;  Sol¬ 
omon  Barkin,  research  director,  Textile  Workers  Union 
of  America,  CIO,  who  continued  his  statement  which 
was  left  unfinished  at  Wednesday’s  session;  Russ  Nixon, 
Washington  representative,  United  Electrical,  Radio 
and  Machine  Workers  Union  of  America;  and  Albert 
Pezzati,  of  the  International  Union  of  Mine,  Mill,  and 
Smelter  Workers. 

OKANOGAN  PROJECT,  WASHINGTON 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs:  Approved 
a  resolution  concerning  expenditure  of  rehabilitation 
and  betterment  funds  on  the  Okanogan  irrigation  dis¬ 
trict,  Okanogan  project,  State  of  Washington. 

WATER  RESOURCES 

Committee  on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs:  Engle  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Irrigation  and  Reclamation  resumed  dis/ 
cussion  of  the  report  of  the  President’s  Water  Resources 
Policy  Commission,  meeting  with  Melvin  Scheidt,  engi¬ 
neer  economist,  and  Floyd  Peterson,  Chief  of  the  Civil 
Works  Branch,  both  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget. 
These  witnesses  had  met  with  the  subcommittee  on  the 
same  subject  last  Friday.  Recessed  until  tomorrow 
morning. 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  / 

Committee  on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce:  Re¬ 
sumed  public  hearings  for  consideration  of  H.  R.  3669 
and  3755,  and  30  other  bills  tp  amend  the  Railroad  Re¬ 
tirement  Act  of  1937.  Do^fance  C.  Bronson,  actuary, 
Brotherhood  of  Railway  ^Engineers,  testified  today,  fol¬ 
lowed  by  Clifford  D.  O’Brien,  counsel  of  the  same  organ¬ 
ization,  who  did  not  fihish  his  testimony  today,  and  will 
resume  at  tomorro/v  morning’s  session. 

Sting  on  the  same  legislation,  the  corn- 
views  of  Representative  Smith  of 
fer,  both  of  whom  have  introduced 
:t.  .  Lester  P.  Schoene,  counsel,  Rail- 
:ives  Association,  Washington,  D.  C., 
ement  of  May  17,  and  J.  P.  Shields, 
:er,  Brotherhood  of  Locomotive  Engi- 
Ohio,  also  testified. 


IMMIGRATION 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary:  Walter  Subcommittee  No. 
1  approved  for  reporting  to  the  full  committee  10  priva  :e 
immigration  bills  of  the  House,  and  reported  adversely 
on  2  others.  Also  approved  S.  Con.  Res.  26,  relating 
to  suspension  of  certain  deportation  proceedings. 

MOBILIZATION  PROGRAM 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary:  Celler  Subcommittee  on 
the  Study  of  Monopoly  Power  opened  hearings  to  con¬ 
sider  various  aspects  of  the  mobilization  program  and 
had  as  its  witnesses  Col.  William  G.  Knight,  Chief, 
Motive  Power  Unit,  Transportation  and  Equipment 
Division,  NPA;  and  E.  R.  Wisner  and  James  P.  Mor¬ 
rison,  of  the  Baldwin-Lim^-Ffamilton  Corp.  R.ecessed 
until  Wednesday.  / 

COMMUNISM 

Committee  on  Un-American  Activities:  At  last  Friday’s 
hearings  regarding  the  investigation  of  communistic 
activities  in  Hollywood’s  movie  industry,  the  committee 
again  heard  Roy  Brewer,  international  representative  of 
the  International  Association  of  Theatrical  and  Stage 
Employees,  AFL,  who  testified  regarding  the  generally 
unsuccessful  attempts  by  Communist  groups  to  take  over 
the  unions  in  Hollywood’s  film  industry.  Committee 
adjourned  until  tomorrow  (Tuesday)  when  it  will  hear 
^Jose  Ferrer,  1950  academy  award  winner,  in  an  ex- 
/  ecutive  meeting. 

REVENUE  REVISION 

Committee  on  Ways  and  Means:  Announced  the  fol¬ 
lowing  tentative  actions  after  further  consideration  of 
the  1951  tax  bill: 

1.  War  losses. — Deferred  without  prejudice  action  on  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  include  in  income  the  fair  market  value  of  property,  for 
which  a  war  loss  deduction  has  been  claimed,  but  which  has 
been  recovered,  only  to  the  extent  of  the  tax  deduction  which 
the  taxpayer  has  taken  for  the  war  loss  in  previous  years,  with 
respect  to  the  particular  property. 

2.  Foreign  branches  of  domestic  corporations. — Deferred  with¬ 
out  prejudice  action  on  a  proposal  to  defer  tax  on  the  earnings 
of  such  branches  until  they  are  returned  to  the  United  States. 

3.  Taxation  of  Federal  civilian  and  military  personnel  in  pos¬ 
sessions. — Decided  to  consider  in  a  separate  bill  a  provision  to 
amend  the  Revenue  Act  of  1950,  so  as  to  make  the  income  tax 
applicable  to  these  employees  for  taxable  years  after  December 
31,  1950,  instead  of  December  31,  1949. 

4.  Coin-operated  amusement  devices. — Rejected  a  proposal  to 
exempt  from  excise  tax  penny-operated  amusement  devices. 

5.  Educational  organizations. — Decided  to  exempt  from  tax 
for  years  prior  to  1951  income  derived  by  an  educational  organ¬ 
ization  from  feeder  corporations  where  the  educational  organiza¬ 
tion  normally  maintains  a  regular  faculty  and  curriculum  and 
normally  has  a  regularly  organized  body  of  pupils  or  students  in 
attendance  at  a  place  where  its  activities  are  regularly  carried  on. 

6.  Effective  date  for  increase  in  individual  income  tax. — Sep¬ 
tember  1,  1951. 

7.  Effective  date  for  increase  in  corporation  tax. — January  1, 
1951. 
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8.  Photographic  equipment  and  apparatus. — Revised  the  base 
of  this  tax  to  exclude  all  apparatus  and  equipment,  except  cameras 
and  camera  lenses  commonly  used  by  amateurs,  and  to  exclude 
film  of  types  likely  to  be  used  for  business  purposes.  (This 
decision  exempts  from  tax  “business  cost”  items,  and  was  con¬ 
tained  in  the  revenue  bill  of  1950  as  it  was  passed  by  the  House.) 

Adjourned  until  tomorrow  morning. 

Joint  Committee  Meetings 

UMT 

Conferees  on  S.  1,  the  universal  military  training  and 
service  bill,  met  again  in  executive  session  on  Friday, 
May  18,  to  continue  to  work  out  the  differences  between 
the  House-  and  Senate-passed  versions  of  the  bill.  The 
following  agreements  were  reached :  5  million  to  be  the 
ceiling  for  our  total  armed  forces;  that  the  age  for  date 
of  registration  shall  be  18,  and  before  a  registrant  reaches 
18 y2  he  shall  be  classified  and  can  be  inducted  for  train¬ 
ing  at  any  time  after  18*4  subject  to  provisions  of  the 
bill,  provided  all  persons  eligible  in  each  draft  board 
above  19  shall  have  been  called  before  calling  those  be¬ 
low  19;  that  18  shall  be  the  age  for  UMT  purposes  (but 
no  further  agreement  on  UMT  provisions  was  reached) ; 
that  inductees,  enlistees,  or  reservists  must  have  at  least 


4  months’  training  before  they  can  be  sent  to  a  perma¬ 
nent  land  installation  outside  of  continental  U.  S.  ; -and 
that  July  1, 1955,  shall  be  cut-off  date  for  selective  service; 
the  Senate  conferees  accepted  the  House  ameridments 
on  physical  standards  for  inductees,  accepting  a  reduc¬ 
tion  in  mental  tests  of  10  points,  which  is  equivalent  to 
65  on  GC  tests;  in  the  case  of  conscientious  objectors,  it 
was  agreed  to  allow  the  local  boards  to  defer  such  per¬ 
sons  if  they  were  engaged  in  civiliajrf  work  which  con¬ 
tributes  to  the  national  defense;  And  House  conferees 
accepted  the  Senate  amendment  to  suspend  until  July 
1,  1954,  the  present  limitatiomon  enlistment  of  women 
in  the  armed  services.  Conferees  adjourned  subject  to 
call. 

THIRD  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATIONS 

Conferees  on  Friday,  May  18,  in  executive  session, 
reached  agreement  to  file  conference  report  on  the  dif¬ 
ferences  between  the  House-  and  Senate-passed  versions 
of  H.  R.  3587,  third  supplemental  appropriations  for 
1951.  As  approved,  it  would  appropriate  $364,932,477, 
which  is'  $665195, 000  under  Senate-passed  version,  $108,- 
232,89!  under  House-passed  version,  and  $531,183,816 
linger  budget  estimates. 

/ 


BILLS  SIGNED  BY  THE  PRESIDENT 


New  Laws 

( For  last  listing  of  Public  Laws,  see  Digest,  p.  D3g6 )  - 

S.  998,  to  facilitate  the  financing  of  defense  contracts 
by  banks  and  other  financing  institutions  and  to  amend 
the  Assignment  of  Claims  Act  of  1940.  Signed  May  15, 
1951  (P.  L.  30).  #  / 

H.  R.  3291,  to  amend  section  34  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  regarding  referees’  continuance  of  service  until  his 
successor  is  appointed.  Signed  May 16, 1951  (P.  L.  31). 

H.  R.  3292,  to  amend  section  55  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  regarding  place  of  holding'first  meeting  of  cred¬ 
itors.  Signed  May.  16,  1951  (P.  L.  32). 

H.  J.  Res.  197,  to  provide  for  the  continuation  of  au¬ 
thority  for  regulation  of  exports.  Signed  May  16,  1951 
(P.L.33).  / 

H.  R.  2654,  extending  time  for  filing  refund  of  addi¬ 
tional  estate  tax  of  veterans  who  died  during  World 
War  II.  Signed  May  17,  1951  (P.  L.  34). 

H.  R.  3196,  .-to  amend  section  153b  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Co^e  (relating  to  special  returns  required  from 
trusts  claiming  charitable,  etc.,  deductions  under  section 
162a  of  $ach  code).  Signed  May  17, 1951  (P.  L.  35). 

H.  R.  321,  use  of  dividends  to  pay  premiums  on  na¬ 
tional  service  life  insurance.  Signed  May  18,  1951 
G*"l.  36). 


/ 


COMMITTEE  MEETINGS  FOR  TUESDAY;  MAY  22 

( All  meetings  are  open  unless  otherwise  designated) 

Senate 

Committee  on  Appropriations,  subcommittee,  on  H.  R.  3880, 
independent  offices,  executive,  2  p.  m.,  room  F-82,  Capitol;  full 
committee,  executive,  on  H.  R.  3842,  fourth  supplemental  ap¬ 
propriations,  10:30  a.  m.,  room  F-37,  Capitol;  Subcommittee  on 
Interior  Appropriations,  executive,  on  Southeastern  Power  Ad¬ 
ministration,  2  pf ,  m.,  room  F-39,  Capitol. 

Committees  on  Armed  Services  and  Foreign  Relations,  execu¬ 
tive,  on  Far  East  situation,  with  General  Bradley,  10  a.  m.,  212 
Senate  Office  Building. 

Committee  on  Banking  and  Currency,  on  S.  1397,  to  amend 
Defense  Production  Act,  10:30  a.  m.,  301  Senate  Office  Build¬ 
ing;  hearings  on  RFC  legislation,  10  a.  m.,  312  Senate  Office 
Building. 

Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  subcommittee,  on  H.  R.  745, 
private  bill,  10:30  a.  m.,  424  Senate  Office  Building. 

Committee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare,  Subcommittee  on 
Labor  and  Labor-Management  Relations,  to  hear  Eric  Johnston 
on  wage  stabilization  in  defense  mobilization,  10:30  a.  m.,  old 
Supreme  Court  chamber,  Capitol. 

Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  executive,  on 
calendar,  10:30  a.  m.,  135  Senate  Office  Building. 

House 

Committee  on  Agriculture,  on  H.  J.  Res.  60,  to  provide  for 
a  suitable  and  adequate  system  of  timber  access  roads  to  and 
in  the  forests  of  the  United  States,  executive,  10  a.  m.,  1310  New 
House  Office  Building. 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Both  Houses  received  conference  report  on  nilito.ry-training  and  selcc- 
/i-ve  service  hill.  Senate  doh.atcd  Arizona  reclamation  project.  House  received  con¬ 
ference  report  on  tradc-agr oomont s  hill.  Rep.  Keating  criticized  cost  of  price  tup- 
port®  and  inserted  Under  Secretary  McCormick’s  letter.  Rep.  Rogers  criticized  heef- 


price  order, 
and-  rice. 


Rep.  Andrcscn  introduced  hill  to  continue  import  controls  on  fats,  oils 

SENATE 


I.  MILITARY  TRAINING.  Both  Houses,  received  the  conference  reoor.t  on  S.  1,  the 
military  training  and  selective  service  h’ill  (pp.  6129,  ol53“6l).  The  report 
was  discussed  in  the  Senate,  hut  action  was  postponed  until  today  (pp.6l29“5l) • 
The  revised  hill  includes  provisions,  as  follows:  Reduces  the  draft  age  from 
19  years  to  18-4  years,  hut  provides  ’that  no' person  shall  ho’  inducted  helow  age 
19  so  long  as  eligible  persons  between  19  and  25  arc  available  to  a  particular 
local  hoard.  Extends  the  authority  to  induct  non  into  the  arned  forces  for  4 
years,  until  July  1,  1955*  Provides  for  deferment  of  high  school  students  until 
they  graduate  or  become  20.  Permits  college  students  to  bc;  deferred  until  they 
complete  their  academic  year.  Authorizes  the  President  to  provide  for  deferment 
)  of  persons  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  veterinary, '  scientific,  or  other 
endeavors  is  found  to  ho  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health, 
safety,  or  interest.  Provides  for  a.  National  Security  Training  Commission  to 
exorcise  general  supervision  over  a  National  Security  Training  Corps  for  ba.sic 
military  training;  requires  the  Commission,  within  4  months,  to  submit  legisla¬ 
tive  recommendations  including  a.  broad  outline  of  such  training;  prohibits 
inductions  for  the  Corps  until  Congress' has  considered  these  recommendations;  and 
provides  for  training  of  inductees  for  6  months. 


to  authorize  the  central  Arizon 


.TIOIT.  Continued  debate  on  S 


3.  AGRICULTURAL  AP  PROPRIA  Tl  CM  -BILL.  Sen.  Johnston ' saaforrfttod  axicncjments  which  he 

intends  to  propose  to  this  bifl ,"  H.-  .R.^ 397 3 »  hut  the  nature  of  the  proposals ■  was 
not  indicated  (p.  6ll4)»  ^t^***00**^'*’^^^ 

4,  DEFENSE  PRODUClXaPr^^.  Hayhank  recommended  several  ancftftaaajsto  S.  1397,  the 
dcfcDS-a-^fodu^ion  hill,  to  modify  the  authority  for  t axvnno rtxzWcifML.c cr t if i- 

fttes  in  several  respects  (p*  U115). 


5.  S|3QRGAN I ZAT 1 ON «  The  Reorganization  Subcommittee  of  the  Expenditures  in  the  Exec¬ 
utive  f Depart ne nt s  Committee  discussed  S.  1134,  regarding  management  in  the  exec¬ 
utive  ’ "branch;  S.  II36,  to  delegate  various  D.  C*  natters  to  GSA;  S.  Il46,  to 
establish  a  Commission  on  Intergovernmental  Relations';  and  S,  1147,  to  ti*aiisfor 
the  Displaced  Persons  Commission  and  the  War  Claims  Commission  to  the  State  De¬ 
partment.  Ehc  "Daily  Digest”  states:  "With  a  view  to  reporting  the  above 
"bills,  vrithout  the  necessity  of. holding  hearings,  several  amendments  re 
suggested  '£0  the  "bills,  which  will  "be  taken  up  for  discussion  "by  thpr  sub  commit¬ 
tee  at  a  later  date."  (p.  D458>.) 

\  / 

HOUSE 


6.  TRADE  AGREEt-iERTS.X, Received  the  conference  report  on  H.  R.  l6jfeh  to  continue  "but 

modify  the  authority  of  the  President  to  enter  into  rccinrojcal  trade  agreements 
(pP.  6152-3,  6174)  Rent.  537).  '/' 

7.  PRICE  SUPPORTS.  Rep.  Kiting  inserted  and  discussed  hW  letter  to  the  'Depart¬ 

ment  requesting  information  on  the  price-support  program  and  Under  Secretary 
McCormick’s  reply.  Rep.  Seating  criticized  the  cost "of  the  price-support  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  "inadequacy  omtinfornation11  available/ in  the  Department  as  to  how 
many  farmers  and  producers  actually  received  payments  from  the  Government  undo 
the  urogram. (-on .  6162— 3»)  \  f 

S.  LIVESTOCK  INDUSTRY.  Rep.  Roger  s/'Slcx. ,  diseased  the  operation  of-  the  cattle 

industry,  criticized  the  'hoof— pric*^  order,  ..and  claimed  the  only  answer  to  infla¬ 
tion  is  production  (pp.  bl 69-72) . 


9.  EARM  LABOR.  Rep.  Jones,  Mo.,  and  Rep.  j&hnson,  Calif.,  spoke  in  favor  of  the 
importation  of  farm  workers  from  Mcx^5o\pp.  6l6l-2,  6l64) . 


10.  DEFENSE  PR0DUCTI01T.  "Rep.  Phillips^  Calif.  Xspoke  in  favor  of  a  short  extension 
of  the  present  Defense  Productions  Act  and  s\id  new  legislation  should  provide 
curbs  on  credit  expansion  and jf.  simplified  system  of  allocations  to  channel  raw 
materials  into  war  product iojfa.s  required  (pp  .\6l63— 4) . 


11.  ANIMAL  DISEASES.  RcccivecL/fron  this  Deportment  a^roposed  "bill  to  permit  the 
interstate  movement,  f o yr inn o die. t o  slaughter,  of  domestic  animals  which  have 
reacted  to  a  test  for  pfaratuberculosis  or  which,  never  having  "been  vaccinated 
for  "brucellosis,  havyreact'od  to  a  test  for  brucellosis;  to  Agriculturo  Commit¬ 
tee  (p.  6174). 


12.  EMERGENCY  CONTROLS^  Rep.  G-ossctt,  Tex.,  critictized  Prico^irector  DiSalle’s 
proposal  to  licycnse  all  businesses  (p.  6l6l). 


13.  TAXATION.  Rarf'.  Patman,  Tex.,  inserted  a  Library  of  Congress  sffetenent  discussing 
the  proposQfd  amendment  to  the  Constitution  to  limit  taxes  uncler\Federal  le,ws  to 
25  pcrcer tie  on  incomes,  gifts,  and  inheritances  (pp.  6l6i]— 9.)* 


l4.  ADJOTJRNJ&D  until  Mon.,  June  4  (p.  6174).  Rep.  Mansfield,  Mont.,  announced  the 

program  for  next  week  as  follows:  Mon.,  "Consent  Calendar;  Tues.,  PriV'.tc  Calcn- 
darf  Wed. ,  D.  C.  appropriation  bill;  and  Thurs.,  conference  report  on  select ivc- 
sarvicc  and  milita.ry  training  bill  (u.  6162). 


DILLS  INTRODUCED 


IMPORT  CONTROLS.  H.  R.  429 7 »  by  Rep .  Andrcsen,  Minn.,  to  continue  for  a.  tempor¬ 
ary  period  certain  powers,  authority,  and  discretion  for  the  purpose  of  cxer-  \ 
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The  project  report,  which  is  based  on 
prices  as  of  July  1,  1S47,  shows  the  total  cost 
of  the  project,  after  eliminating  Bluff  Dam, 
to  be  $708,780,000  (H.  Doc.  No.  136,  p.  200), 
The  Bureau’s  present  estimate  of  total  cost, 
based  on  January  1,  1951,  prices  is  $788,265,- 
000,  showing  an  increase  of  11  percent. 
(Table  I,  statement  of  Bureau  Engineer  Coe 
before  House  committee  March  1,  1951.) 

The  project  report,  after  eliminating  the 
item  for  Bluff  Dam,  shows  annual  operation 
and  maintenance  costs  as  $4,610,000  (H.  Doc. 
136,  p.  209).  The  present  estimate  of  the 
same  cost  is  exactly  the  same  figure,  $4,610,- 
000  (table  II,  Coe  statement). 

The  error  is  plain.  It  is  common  knowl¬ 
edge  that  costs  of  labor  and  material  used 
in  operation  and  maintenance  of  such  projr 
ects  has  substantially  increased  since  July 
1,  1947.  Data  recently  submitted  to  the 
House  committee  show  that  on  large  water 
and  power  operations  of  a  character  similar 
in  many  respects  to  the  central  Arizona  proj¬ 
ect,  such  as  those  of  Imperial  irrigation  dis¬ 
trict,  metropolitan  water  district  and  the 
water  and  power  departments  of  city  of  Los 
Angeles,  labor  and  material  costs  for  opera¬ 
tion  and  maintenance  have  increased  since 
July  1,  1947,  at  various  rates  running  from 
171/2  to  25  percent. 

Assuming  that  the  proper  rate  for  the 
central  Arizona  project  should  be  only  15 
percent  of  the  Bureau’s  estimated  $4,610,- 
000  a  year,  the  Bureau  has  underestimated 
Operation  and  maintenance  costs  by  $691,500 
a  year,  or  $51,862,500  in  75  years.  The  project 
revenues  will  fail  to  pay  out  in  75  years  by 
that  amount.  By  the  same  token,  irriga¬ 
tion  revenues  will  fail  to  cover  irrigation  op¬ 
eration,  maintenance  and  replacement  re¬ 
serve  by  $330,200  a  year,  or  over  10  percent. 

Three  major  errors  have  been  shown  in  the 
Bureau’s  estimates.  The  project  costs  will 
not  be  liquidated  from  project  revenues  in  75 
years  by  the  following  amounts: 

(a)  Error  in  Bridge  Canyon  power  pro¬ 
duction,  $91,138,875. 

(b)  Error  in  water  deliveries  and  payments 
for  water,  $53,000,000. 

(c)  Error  in  operation  and  maintenance 
Costs,  $51,862,500.  Someone  other  than  the 
irrigators  must  help  pay,  annually,  irrigation 
operation,  maintenance  and  replacement  re¬ 
serve. 

Total  errors:  $196,001,375. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
merely  wish  to  say  in  conclusion  that 
this  is  not  a  controversy  between  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Arizona  in  connection  with 
which  there  is  any  unfriendliness;  at.- 
least,  there  is  no  unfriendliness  on  our 
part.  This  is  a  conflict  between  three 
of  the  lower-basin  States;  at  least/the 
bulk  of  their  area  lies  entirely  within 
the  lower  basin.  They  are  the, -'States 
of  Arizona,  Nevada,  and  California. 
Two  of  those  States — Nevada  and  Cali¬ 
fornia — see  eye  to  eye  on  the  situation. 
The  State  of  Arizona  has  a  different 
point  of  view.  I  am  not,4uarreling  be¬ 
cause  of  the  fact  that  Arizona  has  a  dif¬ 
ferent  point  of  view,/ 1  would  expect 
Arizona  to  hold  out/for  its  rights  if  it 
honestly  believed  ity-nad  such  rights,  and 
I  attribute  to  Arizona  that  honest  dif¬ 
ference  of  opinion.  On  the  other  side 
of  the  controversy,  the  States  of  Neyada 
and  California  Should  at  least  be  ac¬ 
corded  the /same  recognition  of  having 
an  honest* difference  of  opinion. 

This  i/s  a  very  basic  matter;  it  is  one 
which ^deeply  concerns  the  people  of  all 
threa/f  these  States.  Nevada  and  Cali- 
fonra  have  tried  to  negotiate  this  mat- 
to/ 1  ut  the  Stats  of  Arizona  has  refused, 
svada  and  California  have  offered  to 


arbitrate,  but  the  State  of  Arizona  has 
refused. 

When  there  is  a  difference  of  opinion 
and  a  difference  between  sovereign 
States  of  the  Union,  the  only  way  by 
which  the  matter  can  be  settled  is  to 
have  it  passed  upon  by  a  court  of  compe¬ 
tent  jurisdiction,  which  in  this  case  is 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

Since  1947,  to  my  own  personal  knowl¬ 
edge  since  I  have  been  a  Member 
of  the  Senate,  we  have  offered  several 
resolutions  which  would  have  brought 
this  matter  before  the  Supreme  Court. 
We  were  willing  to  agree  to  a  time  limi¬ 
tation  in  that?  connection,  namely,  that 
we  would  do  so  within  6  months.  Had 
Arizona  not  obstructed  those  resolutions, 
which  were  presented  by  California  and 
Nevada,  we  would  by  this  time  have  had 
either  (a)  an  adjudication  of  this  great 
question  before  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States,  or  (b)  a  definite  de¬ 
termination  that  it  was  not  a  justiciable 
issue  unless  certain  things  were  done. 
I  submit  that  by  now  we  would  be  far, 
along  with  this  matter  if  it  had  not  been' 
for  the  stand  taken  by  the  State  of  Ari¬ 
zona  on  this  point.  J 

Mr.  President,  we  respect  Arizona  and 
her  needs.  I  have  been  in  Arizona,  and 
I  admire  her  people.  I  recognize  that 
Arizona  has  a  tremendous  problem,  as 
to  all  the  other  Western  /States,  for 
water  is  their  lifeblood.  / 

Mr.  President,  in  the  6  years  that  I 
have  been  in  the  Senate  I  have  tried 
to  approach  all  questions  on  a  construc¬ 
tive  basis.  I  say  to/my  colleague,  the 
Senator  from  Arizona,  that  I  would  be 
much  happier  if  0/  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  today  I  could  be  supporting  the 
efforts  of  Arizona  and  could  be  helping 
her  get  the  things  she  needs,  as  I  have 
supported  time  and  time  again,  in  the 
Appropriations  Committee,  the  needs  of 
Arizona  and  the  needs  of  other  States 
of  the  Union.  However,  I  cannot  do  so 
on  th/basis  of  the  pending  bill,  because, 
I  say  again — and  the  Record  amply 
demonstrates  it — this  is  not  a  sound  or 
a^  economic  project,  and  in  connection 
>with  this  project  it  is  proposed  to  take 
'  water  which  is  in  dispute  between  three 
sovereign  States  of  this  Union. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  the 
remarks  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  California  are  rather  amusing  to 
me,  for  he  has  stated  that  Arizona  has 
attempted  to  block  something,  whereas, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  we  have  tried  three 
times  to  have  this  question  settled  in 
court.  I  wish  the  people  of  California 
had  been  as  earnest  in  attempting  to 
have  it  settled  as  the  Senator  from  Cali¬ 
fornia  has  suggested  they  have  been. 

Mr.  President,  I  now  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr.  Hen¬ 
nings  in  the  chair).  The  clerk  will  call 
the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  called  the  roll, 
and  the  following  Senators  answered  to 
their  names; 


Gillette 

Kilgore 

O 'Mahoney 

Green 

Knowland 

Pastore  / 

Hayden 

Lehman 

Robertson 

Hendrickson 

Lodge 

Russel/ 

Hennings 

Magnuson 

Saltqnstall 

Hickenlooper 

Malone 

Schoeppel 

Hill 

Maybank 

Smith,  N.  J. 

Holland 

McCarran 

Smith,  N.  C. 

Humphrey 

McCarthy 

•Sparkman 

Hunt 

McFarland 

/  Stennis 

Ives 

McKellar  , 

f  Taft 

Jenner 

McMahon  / 

Tobey 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Millikin  / 

Watkins 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Moody  / 

Welker 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Morse  / 

Wherry 

Kefauver 

Mundt 

Wiley 

Kem 

Nixop 

Young 

Kerr 

O’Cbnor 

Anderson 

Byrd 

Douglas 

Bennett 

Cain 

Duff 

Benton 

Case 

Dworshak 

Brewster 

Chavez 

Ellender 

Bricker 

Clements 

Ferguson 

Bridges 

Connally 

Frear 

Butler,  Md. 

Cordon 

Fulbright 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Dirksen 

George 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Eastland],  the  Senator  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Hoey],  the  Senator  from  Loui¬ 
siana  [Mr.  Long],  the  Senator  from 
Oklahoma  [Mr.  Monroney]  ,  the  Senator 
from-  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely],  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  SmathersI, 
and  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Underwood]  are  absent  on  official 
/business. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
McClellan]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
on  official  business,  having  been  appoint¬ 
ed  a  representative  of  our  Government 
to  attend  the  International  Labor  Con¬ 
ference  to  be  held  in  Geneva,  Switzer¬ 
land,  beginning  June  6. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken], 
the  Senator  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Carlson], 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Ecton], 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Langer],  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith],  the  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Thye],  and  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  [Mr.  Williams]  are  absent  on  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Cape- 
hart],  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders],  and  the  Senator  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Martin]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  A  quo¬ 
rum  is  present.  _ _ _ _ _ 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND 

SERVICE  ACT— CONFERENCE  REPORT 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  send 
to  the  desk  the  report  of  the  conference 
committee  on  Senate  bill  1,  the  military 
manpower  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  report. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the-  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  today’s 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  pp.  6153-6161.) 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent,  for  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
any  objection? 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  reserving 
the  right  to  object,  I  have  in  my  hand 
what  I  am  told  is  the  only  copy  of  the 
report  which  is  available  on  the  minority 
side.  Looking  at  it  very  quickly,  I  see 
that  it  contains  15  pages  of  italics  which 
purportedly  constitute  the  new  man¬ 
power  draft  bill  or  universal  military 
training  bill. 

In  the  introduction  which  the  clerk 
has  read,  there  is  no  statement  which 


6130 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— SENATE 


May  31 


permits  of  a  comparison  between  the 
bill  which  was  passed  by  the  House  and 
that  which  was  passed  by  the  Senate.  I 
recognize  the  fact  that  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  and  the  members  of  that  com¬ 
mittee  can,  undoubtedly,  answer  ques¬ 
tions  which  any  Member  of  the  Senate 
might  be  disposed  to  ask  this  afternoon 
with  reference  to  the  report,  but  I  do 
not  know  how  any  Member  of  the  Senate 
can  intelligently  ask  questions  as  to  the 
contents  of  the  report  or  the  changes 
which  have  been  made  in  the  version 
passed  by  either  the  House  or  the  Senate, 
without  having  some  opportunity  to  see 
it  in  print  or  to  have  a  specific  compari¬ 
son  between  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as 
passed  and  the  report  which  is  here  pre¬ 
sented  in  the  nature  of  a  substitute. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 
reluctant  to  agree  that  the  report  may 
be  taken  up  at  this  time. 

I  recognize  that  a  new  Member  of  the 
Senate  raising  an  objection  at  this  time 
and  under  these  circumstances  is  not  re¬ 
garded  as  conforming  to  the  customary 
procedure,  but  I  submit,  Mr.  President, 
that  the  report  deals  with  a  bill  which 
purports  to  establish  the  standards  for 
the  extension  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  and  another  bill  to  establish  some 
sort  of  a  program  of  universal  military 
training.  The  latter  is  a  measure  which 
is  a  great  departure  from  past  history 
and  past  traditions,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  Members  of  the  Senate,  if  they 
want  to  justify  the  reputation  of  the 
Senate  as  being  the  last  stronghold  of 
democracy  and  as  being  a  great  deliber¬ 
ative  body,  should  have  an  opportunity 
to  see  the  report  in  print  and  to  know 
what  it  involves. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  unless  some 
persuasive  reason  can  be  given  for  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  the  report  at  this  time,  and 
not  waiting  until  tomorrow,  when 
printed  copies  of  the  report  will  be  avail¬ 
able,  I  shall  feel  constrained  to  object. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
well  understand  how  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  feels.  I 
have  always  endeavored  to  uphold  the 
deliberative  characteristics  of  this  body. 
In  my  opinion,  that  is  one  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguishing  marks  of  the  Senate  which 
sets  it  apart  from  any  other  parlia¬ 
mentary  body  in  the  world  of  which  I 
have  any  knowledge. 

I  should  like  to  say  to  the  distinguished 
Senator  that  there  is  no  rule  of  the 
Senate  which  requires  that  any  report 
be  made  as  to  the  comparable  language 
of  various  bills.  The  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  has  such  a  rule,  but  the  Senate 
does  not,  and  I  have  never  seen  in  the 
Senate  any  conference  report  which  en¬ 
deavored  to  do  that.  The  conference  re¬ 
port  does  not  contain  any  feature  which 
was  not  in  either  the  House  or  the 
Senate  bill,  but  it  does  represent  a  com¬ 
promise. 

If  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  de¬ 
sires  to  insist  on  his  objection,  I  shall 
not  move  the  consideration  of  the  re¬ 
port.  The  Senator  knows,  of  course, 
that  in  the  Senate  a  motion  to  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  a  conference  re¬ 
port  is  not  debatable.  I  would  not  have 
one  Member  of  this  body  denied  the 


privilege  of  insisting  upon  his  right  to 
see  a  printed  copy  of  the  report.  If  the 
Senator  desires  that  consideration  of  the 
report  go  over  until  tomorrow,  I  shall 
certainly  be  happy  to  agree  to  that. 

I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Senator  that 
the  reason  why  there  are  no  printed 
copies  of  the  report  available  is  that  yes¬ 
terday  was  a  holiday,  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Printing  Office  was  not  in  opera¬ 
tion  last  evening  as  it  is  on  every  other 
week  night  when  there  is  no  holiday. 

I  have  been  rather  occupied  with  some 
other  matters  in  the  past  few  days.  I 
have  felt  like  a  juggler  who  stands  on  a 
one-wheeled  bicycle  with  a  ball  in  one 
hand,  a  hoop  in  the  other  hand,  and  an¬ 
other  hoop  on  his  foot.  I  have  not  been 
able  to  keep  up  with  all  the  details,  and 
I  did  not  know  until  today  that  copies 
of  the  report  were  not  available.  I  do 
not  think  the  report  does  violence  to 
any  provision  of  the  Senate  bill,  although 
the  Senate  conferees  were  compelled  to 
yield  a  great  deal  more  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Senate  bill  than  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  liked  to  surrender. 

If  the  Senator  objects,  I  shall  not 
move  to  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  the  report  at  this  time,  but  will  let 
it  go  over  until  tomorrow,  and  ask  the 
distinguished  majority  leader  to  hold 
a  session  tomorrow  afternoon.  I  had 
hoped  that  we  might  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  report  this  after¬ 
noon,  because  certain  hearings  are  in 
progress.  I  had  hoped  that  we  would 
have  all  day  tomorrow  to  proceed  with 
the  hearings,  which  have  been  running 
along  for  several  weeks,  and  from  all 
indications,  will  continue  for  some  time 
in  the  future.  There  are  two  rather  im¬ 
portant  committees  of  the  Senate  which 
are  thus  unable  to  deal  with  legislative 
matters,  and  I  was  anxious  to  save 
every  possible  minute.  But  we  can  let 
the  consideration  of  the  report  go  over 
until  tomorrow.^  I  should  prefer  to  do 
that  rather  than  have  any  Senator  feel 
that  he  has  not  had  an  ample  opportu¬ 
nity  to  see  the  report  in  printed  form 
and  to  read  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  have  at¬ 
tended  some  of  the  hearings  presided 
over  by  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia,  and  he  is  doing  a  fine  job.  His 
conduct  of  the  hearings  reflects  credit 
on  him  and  adds  to  the  reputation  of 
the  Congress. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  CASE.  At  the  same  time,  how¬ 
ever,  it  has  seemed  to  me  that  in  view  of 
the  far-reaching  scope  of  the  report,  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  and  the  Senate  it¬ 
self  would  be  happier  if  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  report  were  to  go  over  until 
tomorrow.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  does  not  like  to  put  himself  in 
the  position  of  actually  objecting.  He 
would  much  rather  have  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  defer  consideration  of 
the  report  in  view  of  what  he  himself 
has  said,  that  he  did  not  know  until  a 
few  moments  ago  that  copies  of  the  re¬ 
port  were  not  available  to  Members  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  did 
not  make  that  statement.  I  said  I  did 
not  know  until  this  morning  that  printed 
copies  were  not  available.  I  learned  that 


fact  about  8:45  or  9  o’clock  this  morn¬ 
ing.  But  inasmuch  as  the  report  as 
now  presented  contains  such  slight  mod¬ 
ifications  of  the  bill  which  the  Senate 
had  passed  by  an  overwhelming  vote, 
I  did  feel  that  the  Senate  might  be  will¬ 
ing  to  conclude  consideration  of  it  today. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  I  commend 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  for  being  will¬ 
ing  to  postpone  consideration  of  the 
conference  report.  It  is  true  there  is  no 
rule  requiring  a  printed  report.  It  is 
also  true  that  the  Senate  itself  has 
adopted  a  rule,  which  has  not  been 
agreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  requiring  the  submission  of  a  joint 
statement  by  the  conferees  to  accom¬ 
pany  a  conference  report,  signed  by  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  as 
well  as  by  the  managers  on  the  part  of 
the  House.  The  Senate  has  thus  indi¬ 
cated  its  view,  I  think,  that  there  should 
be  such  a  statement  submitted  before 
action  on  a  conference  report  is  con¬ 
sidered.  I  understand  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  is  not  going  to  meet  se¬ 
riously  until  the  6th  or  7th  of  June 
any  way,  so  there  will  be  no  real  delay 
occasioned  by  the  Senate’s  postponing 
consideration  of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  not  at  all  per¬ 
suaded,  Mr.  President,  by  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  that  because 
the  Senate  has  adopted  a  rule  which 
has  not  been  considered  in  the  House, 
we  should  adopt  the  policy  he  has  indi¬ 
cated  of  filing  a  statement  to  accompany 
the  report.  That  is  not  persuasive  to 
me.  But  if  any  Senator  wants  the  re¬ 
port  to  go  over  until  tomorrow,  on  the 
ground  that  he  has  not  had  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  read  the  bill  as  reported  by 
the  conferees,  that  is  persuasive.  In 
view  of  the  statement  which  has  been 
made,  I  shall  be  happy  to  yield  the  floor, 
with  the  report  pending,  and  tomorrow, 
as  soon  as  I  can  obtain  the  floor,  I  shall 
proceed  to  discuss  the  report. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  had  hoped  that  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  would  not  yield 
the  floor.  I  can  well  understand  the 
view  of  the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Case]  ;  in  fact,  I  am  inclined 
to  share  that  view.  I  think  it  would 
be  wise  for  the  Members  of  the  Senate 
to  have  before  them  printed  copies  be¬ 
fore  they  come  to  vote  on  the  confer¬ 
ence  report.  I  do  not  think  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  should  have  enter¬ 
tained  the  least  bit  of  hesitancy  in  rais¬ 
ing  the  point  he  has  raised. 

I  should  like  to  make  a  suggestion  to 
my  friend  from  Georgia,  but  before 
doing  so  I  wish  to  say  that  in  my  opin¬ 
ion  the  greatest  service  rendered  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  at  this  ses¬ 
sion  has  been  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell]  and  the  Senator 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  in  the  great 
leadership  they  have  demonstrated  in 
carrying  the  military  manpower  bill 
through  the  Senate  and  through  confer¬ 
ence. 

Mr.  President,  I  happen  to  be  one  who 
believes  that  this  bill  deals  with  the  most 
important  question  before  the  country 
at  the  present  time,  and  there  should 
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be  the  earliest  and  most  expeditious  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  conference  report.  I 
say  that  as  one  who  did  not  agree  with 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  and  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Texas  in  regard  to  various 
features  of  the  bill.  I  am  very  happy  to 
find  that  in  conference  they  came  nearer 
to  agreeing  with  me  than  they  did  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  That,  however, 
is  beside  the  point. 

What  I  desired  to  say  was  that  they 
have  done  a  great  job  for  the  Senate. 
I  think  we  should  take  early  action  on 
the  report.  I  think  it  would  help  the 
Senate  if  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
would  take  advantage  of  the  opportunity 
this  afternoon,  even  though  we  are  not 
going  to  vote  on  the  conference  report, 
to  give  the  Senate  an  explanation  of 
it,  so  that  it  can  be  printed  in  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Record  tonight  and  be  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Members  of  the  Senate  to¬ 
morrow  for  their  study  of  the  bill  along 
with  the  report  before  we  come  to  the 
floor  of  the  Senate.  I  think  it  would 
be  very  helpful  to  us  if  the  Senator 
would  proceed  at  this  time  to  make  the 
explanation  of  the  report  he  was  plan¬ 
ning  to  make  so  it  will  be  in  the  Record 
when  we  come  to  vote  tomorrow. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  have  been  asked 
at  what  time  we  would  take  up  the  con¬ 
ference  report  tomorrow.  Regardless  of 
whether  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Georgia  makes  his  explanation  this 
afternoon  or  tomorrow,  it  is  my  hope  we 
can  take  up  the  conference  report  im¬ 
mediately  after  the  Senate  convenes 
tomorrow  at  12  o’clock  noon.  I  make 
that  announcement  now  so  that  Sen¬ 
ators  will  know  at  what  time  to  be  on 
the  floor  for  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  wish  to  say  in  conclu¬ 
sion  that  I  deeply  appreciate  the  cour¬ 
tesy  shown  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell]  .  I  think  it  reflects  credit 
on  him  and  on  the  Members  of  this 
body. 

I  may  suggest  that  it  might  be  help¬ 
ful  if  unanimous  consent  were  obtained, 
if  it  is  necessary  that  such  consent  be 
obtained,  to  have  the  report  appear  in 
the  Record  at  this  point. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  was 
just  prepared  to  make  such  a  request 
when  I  deferred  to  Senators  who  asked 
me  to  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
Chair  is  advised  that  the  report  will  ap¬ 
pear  in  the  Record  as  a  matter  of  course. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MALONE.  I,  too,  want  to  join 
with  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case]  in  thanking 
the  chairman  of  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell]  ,  for  his  courtesy  and  con¬ 
sideration  in  deferring  consideration  of 
the  conference  report  for  two  reasons: 
First,  the  bill  as  it  was  originally  intro¬ 
duced,  as  Senate  bill  1,  by  special  con¬ 
sideration  of  Members  of  the  Senate,  was 
never  considered  by  the  committee. 


A  substitute  for  that  bill  was  consid¬ 
ered.  The  substitute  was  submitted  by 
Mrs.  Rosenberg  and  General  Marshall. 

The  bill  was  of  an  entirely  different 
character  from  the  Russell-Malone  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  1,  but  the  Senate  bill  No.  1  was  / 
attached  to  it.  When  the  junior  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Nevada  found  that  the  latter 
bill  had  been  substituted  for  the  original 
Russell-Malone  Senate  bill  No.  1,  he  im¬ 
mediately  appeared  before  the  commit¬ 
tee  and  called  attention  to  that  situa¬ 
tion,  and  that  he  disagreed  with  its  pro¬ 
visions. 

The  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Russell-Malone  S.  1  were 
a  definite  part  of  the  bill  and  which  was 
joined  in  by  other  Senators. 

That  is  now  the  reason  why  I  consider 
it  very  appropriate  that  consideration  of 
the  matter  be  put  over  until  tomorrow, 
until  all  Senators  may  understand  that 
the  universal  military  training  feature 
has  been  entirely  separated  from  the  bill 
itself,  and  that  it  is  no  longer  a  part  of 
the  legislation. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  insert  in  the  Record  at  this  point 
as  a  part  of  my  remarks  my  statement 
before  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Sub¬ 
committee. 

There  being  no  objections,  the  state¬ 
ment  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the 
Record,  as  follows: 

Statement  of  Hon.  George  W.  Malone, 

United  States  Senator  From  the  State 

of  Nevada 

Senator  Malone.  Universal  military  train¬ 
ing  versus  universal  military  service:  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  would  like  to  say,  since  the  hear¬ 
ings  are  closing  today,  that  I  am  disturbed 
by  the  change  in  the  principle  between  the 
original  Russell-Malone  bill  introduced  as  S. 

1  and  the  Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute. 
Mr.  Chairman,  since  I  was  one  of  the  spon¬ 
sors  of  the  universal  military  training  bill, 
and  since  the  substitute  known  as  the  uni¬ 
versal  military  service  bill,  that  has  not  even 
a  remote  resemblance  to  the  original  bill,  I 
am  compelled  to  appear  in  opposition  to  it. 

Changes  trained  citizens’  reserve  to  a  pro¬ 
fessional  army:  The  substitute  completely 
changes  the  principle  of  the  proposed  mili¬ 
tary  training  from  a  trained  citizens’  reserve 
army  under  the  UMT  to  a  professional  army 
under  a  universal  military  service  bill. 

The  Defense  Department  conscription  plan 
changes  a  civilian  Reserve  training  policy  of 
4  to  6  months,  or  whatever  the  committee 
may  have  finally  established,  providing  for 
alternate  educational  programs  in  colleges, 
academies,  or  officer  training  school,  or  what¬ 
ever  scientific  training  might  have  been 
chosen  or  to  be  selected,  to  a  27  months’ 
continuous  active  service  followed  by  69 
months  Inactive  Reserve  duty  or  a  total  of 
8  years’  obligation  for  the  entire  service.  The 
Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute  for  the  Rus¬ 
sell-Malone  bill  apparently  has  the  blessing 
of  the  State  Department. 

May  train  army  in  any  nation  any  place: 
The  Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute  provides 
for  27  months’  continuous  service,  and  that 
the  President  may  send  them  anywhere  to 
any  nation  outside  of  the  United  States  for 
training  or  fighting  at  his  discretion  without 
consulting  Congress  further. 

Senator  Johnson.  Training  in  the  United 
States,  but  service  can  be  anywhere. 

Senator  Malone.  I  understand  that  noth¬ 
ing  in  the  bill  prohibits  the  President  from 
sending  the  inducted  troops  to  train  or  fight 
anywhere  at  any  time  without  further  ap¬ 
proval  of  Congress. 

Destroys  civilian  training  units :  Then 
automatically  he  enters  the  Reserve  for  ap¬ 
proximately  6  years,  after  his  27  months’ 


service.  The  changes  destroy  the  National 
Guard  and  class  A  Organized  Reserve;  cer¬ 
tainly  it  would  tend  to  destroy  the  National 
Guard.  The  original  bill  would  have  pre¬ 
served  the  civilian  training  units. 

No  recruits  will  be  available  to  National 
Guard  and  Organized  Reserve  for  27  months. 
The  civilian  components  will  shrink  to  al¬ 
most  nothing  in  that  time. 

Practically  all  Reserves  except  Army  Re¬ 
selves  and  one-third  the  National  Guard  have 
already  been  called  to  duty. 

We  will  have  a  regular  armed  force  of  3 y2. 
millions  with  no  Organized  Reserves  from 
June  30,  1952,  and  thereafter.  This  big  pro¬ 
fessional  army  will  be  too  small  to  scare  or 
fight  Russia  but  it  will  denude  our  labor 
market  and  our  colleges  and  cost  billions  we 
do  not  have. 

The  Marshall-Rosenberg  substitute  profes¬ 
sional  defense  force  will  contain  an  esti¬ 
mated  1,400,000  ground  troops.  These  cost 
$5,000  per  year  per  man. 

Present  cost  of  National  Guard  men  and 
class  A  Reserves  is  $601  per  year  per  man. 

The  trained  civilian  army  method:  If  all 
eligibles  are  inducted  for  Army  training  as 
proposed  by  the  Defense  Department  bill  and 
on  completion  of  training  one-half  are  chos¬ 
en  by  lot  or  selection  board  for  duty  in  the 
National  Guard  and  Organized  Reserves,  the 
following  results  will  obtain: 


June  30,  1952 


Regular  Army 

Civilian  com- 

infantry 

ponents 

Number  _  ...  _  _ 

1, 000, 000 
$5, 000, 000, 000 

400, 000 
$240, 000, 000 

Cost _ 

Saving  $1,760,000,000  over  cost  of  1,400,000 
regulars. 

Four  hundred  thousand  men  would  have 
been  sent  home  to  families,  jobs,  and  schools 
and  for  duty  in  the  Organized  Reserves. 

This  process  can  be  continued  until  the 
Reserve  force  in  being  is  one,  two,  or  three 
million,  whatever  Congress  thinks  the  threat 
requires. 

These  men  will  be  stationed  all  over  the 
United  States  where  they  will  be  immediately 
available  in  the  event  of  air-borne  raid  or 
atom  bombing. 

Thus,  we  can  build  more  long-range  de¬ 
fensive  strength  against  communism  for  less 
money  and  we  can  keep  a  large  proportion  of 
young  Americans  at  home,  on  the  job,  and 
in  school. 

The  people  confused.  The  country  is  en¬ 
tirely  confused  about  the  Marshall-Rosen¬ 
berg  substitute  while  still  retaining  S.  1.  My 
recent  mail  indicates  the  people  believe  that 
the  substitute  upon  which  the  hearings  have 
been  held  is  the  original  Russell-Malone 
American  Legion  or  veterans’  bill,  which  sev¬ 
eral  of  us  joined  in  introducing. 

This  is  the  third  time  I  have  joined  in  the 
introduction  of  the  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  bill,  but  I  find  now  the  hearings  are  not 
being  held  on  the  UMT  bill  that  was  orig¬ 
inally  introduced  at  all.  The  hearings  are 
being  held  on  the  substitute  UMS  bill  which, 
while  retaining  the  S.  1  designation,  changes 
the  entire  policy  and  procedure  and  character 
of  the  Army. 

The  completely  different  principle  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  substitute  UMS  bill  can  be 
changed  by  this  committee  following  the 
hearings  and,  of  course,  they  can  report  the 
original  bill  to  the  Senate  floor  if  they  so 
desire,  and  I  am  hopeful  that  they  will  do 
just  that. 

Senator  Johnson.  The  Chair  would  like  to 
Interject  that  any  misapprehension  the  peo¬ 
ple  have  b^a  laboring  under  is  not  due  to 
anything  the  committee  did  or  failed  to  do. 
We  had  10  days  of  hearings  before  we  had  a 
hearing  on  any  bill.  We  had  hearings  on 
the  general  manpower  problem.  At  the  end 
of  that  10-day  period  the  Department  of  De¬ 
fense  finally,  at  the  urging  of  the  chairman 
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of  this  committee,  brought  forth  a  bill,  at 
which  time  it  was  announced  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  and  in  the  committee,  that 
this  bill  would  be  introduced  by  request.  We 
have  taken  testimony  on  that  bill,  introduced 
by  request,  since  that  time. 

It  is  true  that  the  American  Legion  and  the 
veterans’  organizations  have  come  here  and 
testified  on  this  bill,  introduced  as  an  amend¬ 
ment  by  request,  and  have  embraced  it  and 
endorsed  it,  but  we  have  never  left  the 
impression  or  never  intended  to  or  never 
wanted  to  convey  the  information  to  the 
country  that  we  were  holding  hearings  on 
the  original  S.  1. 

Senator  Malone.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure 
that  you,  the  chairman,  had  never  had  any 
idea  of  any  misrepresentation;  but  I  will  call 
to  the  attention  of  the  chairman  that  the 
Russell-Malone  universal  military  training 
bill  was  introduced  on  the  first  day  bills  were 
accepted  on  the  Senate  floor,  and  was  before 
this  committee  from  the  beginning  before 
any  hearings  were  started,  but  the  Marshall - 
Rosenberg  bill  was  immediately  substituted 
and  no  hearings  were  ever  held  on  the  Rus¬ 
sell-Malone  bill. 

Not  in  accord  with  the  substitute:  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  considered  it  important  to 
clarify  the  matter  from  my  own  personal 
standpoint,  and  to  say  that  I  am  not  in 
accord  with  the  bill  upon  which  hearings 
are  now  being  held. 

The  committee  of  course  may,  if  it  so 
desires,  revert  to  the  original  Russell-Malone 
universal  military  training  bill,  which  the 
veterans  of  this  Nation  have  supported  in 
principle  for  25  years. 

Mr.  Chairman,  since  the  principle  of  S.  1, 
which  I  Joined  in  introducing,  has  been 
changed  from  a  trained  citizens’  reserve  army 
to  a  professional  army  status,  and  that  18- 
year-old  boys  are  to  be  inducted  fof  27 
months’  actual  service  plus  69  months’  Re¬ 
serve  status,  instead  of  a  4  to  6  months’ 
training  period,  and  then  left  at  home  until 
actually  needed,  I  felt  constrained  to  appear 
in  opposition  to  it. 

The  bill  under  consideration  by  the  sub¬ 
committee  is  not  the  Russell-Malone  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  bill  represented  in 
S.  1,  but  it  is  the  Marshall-Rosenberg  bill 
supported  by  the  State  Department. 

Senator  Johnson.  Thank  you  a  lot,  sir. 

Senator  Malone.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Senator  Johnson.  The  next  witness  is  Mr. 
David  Whatley,  an  attorney  of  Bethesda, 
Md.  The  committee  will  be  glad  to  hear 
from  you.  Afterward  we  expect  to  go  into 
executive  session. 

Mr.  MALONE.  Under  the  bill  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  conference  report  a  com¬ 
mittee  is  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  further  consider  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  at  a  later  date. 

So  it  is  entirely  different  than  the 
Russell-Malone  bill  introduced  in  the 
first  instance,  which  was  the  legislation 
sponsored  by  the  veterans’  organiza¬ 
tions  for  25  years ;  and  although  certain 
provisions  they  favored  such  as  an  ef¬ 
fective  National  Guard  and  Reserve  have 
been  put  back  in  the  bill  in  a  left-handed 
way,  well,  sort  of  like  stuffing  rags  be¬ 
tween  the  dry  staves  of  a  rain  barrel, 
they  are  not  very  effective,  and  could 
be  disregarded. 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  join  with  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
in  the  request  which  was  made  for  1 
day’s  delay  of  the  report,  and  to  which 
the  distinguished  senior  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  agreed. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 


Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  wish  to  take  a  min¬ 
ute  to  make  an  observation  respecting 
the  point  just  raised  as  to  whether  there 
is  a  rule  which  requires  a  conference  re¬ 
port  to  be  accompanied  by  a  statement 
to  be  signed  jointly  by  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  the  House  and  the  managers 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  The  Senate 
adopted  a  concurrent  resolution,  pro¬ 
viding  for  such  a  rule  on  April  11;  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  was  the  date.  I  took  deep  in¬ 
terest  in  that  concurrent  resolution.  I 
agree  with  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia  that  it  is  not  an  effective 
rule  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the  House 
has  not  adopted  it.  Yet  I  feel  that  I 
should  not  let  this  opportunity  pass 
without  calling  attention  to  the  impor¬ 
tance  of  the  House  agreeing  to  the  con¬ 
current  resolution.  I  am  not  speaking 
t  of  its  importance  particularly  with  re¬ 
spect  to  this  particular  bill. 

An  analysis  of  the  conference  report 
was  handed  me,  and  I  was  agreeable  to 
vote  on  it  this  afternoon,  because,  as 
the  report  will  reveal,  I  am  satisfied  now 
that  the  bill  is  a  much  better  bill  than 
it  was  when  it  left  the  Senate.  So  I  am 
not  complaining  about  the  bill  itself  or 
about  the  action  of  the  conferees. 

In  view  of  the  stellar  work  done  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell]  and  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Johnson],  as  was  pointed  out  by  the 
Senator  from  Oregon,  I  should  like  to 
call  their  attention — and  when  I  refer 
to  the  Senators  in  this  manner,  I  am 
not  needling  them,  I  am  telling  them 
the  truth — to  the  fact  that  they  can  be 
helpful  in  bringing  about  action  on  the 
part  of  the  House  on  the  concurrent  res¬ 
olution.  It  is  a  pretty  good  thing  to 
have  the  conference  reports  as  they  are 
brought  accompanied  by  statements 
jointly  signed  by  the  conferees  on  the 
part  of  both  Houses.  I  am  fully  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  the  point  raised  by  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
[Mr.  Case]  on  that  point.  When  we 
have  conference  reports  submitted  in 
that  manner,  especially  reports  dealing 
with  bills  covering  such  extensive  sub¬ 
jects,  there  can  be  no  doubt  what  is  in 
minds  of  the  conferees.  Then  we  can 
use  our  own  interpretation  respecting 
the  signed  report  on  the  part  of  the 
mangers  of  both  the  Senate  and  the 
House  on  a  bill.  The  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  is  a  valuable  one.  I  hope  the 
House  can  be  persuaded  to  adopted  it 
so  that  we  may  have  a  rule  in  both 
Houses  which  will  give  us  the  benefit  of 
the  interpretation  on  the  part  of  the 
managers  of  both  the  House  and  the 
Senate  respecting  such  important  pieces 
of  legislation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  re¬ 
gret  that  my  friend  from  Nebraska  is 
slightly  contradictory  in  his  two  state¬ 
ments.  He  first  stated  that  we  had  been 
so  successful  in  conference  that  the  bill 
was  much  more  to  his  liking;  and  he 
asked  us  to  use  the  same  persuasive 
powers  which  proved  ineffective  in  the 
conference,  in  securing  the  adoption  of 
the  concurrent  resolution  by  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  not  believe  that 
the  Senator  has  been  defeated.  I  think 


he  has  been  successful  in  securing 
a  worthwhile  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  afraid  my  friend 
was  a  bit  sarcastic  when  he  asked  us  to 
use  the  same  powers  which  had  been  so 
ineffectual  in  preserving  all  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  bill,  although  I  can  assure  him  that 
the  Senate  conferees  strove  valiantly  to 
do  so.  I  am  afraid  we  would  not  get 
very  far  with  the  concurrent  resolution. 
So  I  suggest  to  my  friend  that  he  ap¬ 
proach  someone  who  has  more  influence 
with  the  House,  and  in  that  way  bring 
about  adoption  of  the  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  which,  I  may  say,  incidentally,  is 
very  desirable. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  The  last  statement 
really  counteracts  everything  the  Sena¬ 
tor  has  said.  I  still  wish  to  let  my  state¬ 
ment  stand.  I  know  the  Senator.  As  a 
conferee  he  suits  me.  I  think  he  could 
get  the  resolution  adopted  in  the  House 
if  he  applied  a  little  heat. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  immediately  following  my  re¬ 
marks  Senate  Concurrent  Resolution  1 
be  printed  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  concur¬ 
rent  resolution  (S.  Con.  Res.  1)  was  or¬ 
dered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record,  as 
follows  : 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  ( the  House  of 
Representatives  concurring) ,  That  there  shall 
accompany  every  report  of  a  committee  of 
conference  a  statement,  in  writing  and  signed 
by  at  least  a  majority  of  the  managers  on 
the  part  of  each  House,  explaining  the  effect 
of  the  action  agreed  on  by  the  committee. 

Sec.  2.  The  foregoing  section  shall  be  a 
rule  of  each  House,  respectively,  and  shall 
supersede  any  other  rule  thereof  but  only 
to  the  extent  that  It  is  inconsistent  with 
such  other  rule. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  wish 
to  express  my  deep  appreciation  to 
the  Senator  from  Oregon  and  other 
Senators  for  the  very  complimentary 
remarks  which  they  have  made  with 
respect  to  the  efforts  of  the  Senator  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  chairman  of  the 
subcomimttee  which  conducted  the  hear¬ 
ings  and  wrote  the  bill,  and  to  me  as 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  to  obtain'  a  truly  effective  mili¬ 
tary  manpower  bill.  We  have  striven 
earnestly  in  our  efforts  to  obtain  such 
a  bill. 

In  my  opinion  the  Senate  bill  was  the 
farthest  step  forward  that  had  ever 
been  taken  by  either  branch  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  the  establishment  of  a  depend¬ 
able,  long-range  military  program  for 
this  Nation. 

It  provided  for  the  needs  of  the  hour 
in  continuing  the  operation  of  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  Act. 

It  provided  for  the  long-range  defense 
plans  of  the  Nation,  through  a  univer¬ 
sal  military  training  -program. 

The  conference  agreement  on  this 
bill,  the  Universal  Military  Training  and 
Service  Act,  is  a  significant  advance  in 
our  long  search  for  a  program  for  a 
permanent  and  economical  utilization 
of  the  manpower  of  the  United  States. 

I  believe  that  this  report  is  basically 
sound  and  merits  the  complete  endorse¬ 
ment  of  both  Houses  of  Congress. 

The  Senate  conferees  were  not  able 
to  sustain  all  of  the  more  desirable  fea¬ 
tures  of  the  Senate  bill.  We  were  com- 
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pelled  to  agree  to  a  compromise  which 
omits  some  features  of  the  bill  as  it 
originally  passed  the  Senate  on  March 
9.  However,  in  my  judgment  the  con¬ 
ference  agreement  which  has  been  re¬ 
ported  today  retains  the  major  features 
of  the  Senate  bill  without  receding  on 
any  points  which  are  of  vital  importance 
to  the  operation  of  a  military  manpower 
act. 

There  were  a  number  of  points  of 
difference  between  the  Senate  bill  and 
the  House  amendment  by  way  of  a  sub¬ 
stitute.  They  proved  rather  difficult  to 
resolve.  We  met  in  conference  on  a 
number  of  occasions.  I  would  not  under¬ 
take  to  estimate  the  number  of  hours 
devoted  to  the  conference,  but  we  had 
complete  and  full  discussion  of  all  the 
points  of  disagreement. 

I  must  say  in  passing  that  I  believe  the 
difficulties  in  resolving  the  differences 
between  the  two  bodies  were  more  ap¬ 
parent  than  real.  Basically  the  bills 
sought  the  same  objective,  even  though 
we  undertook  to  travel  different  routes 
to  arrive  at  that  objective. 

There  were  approximately  20  points 
of  difference  between  the  two  bills  at 
the  outset.  Some  were  very  important. 
Others  were  relatively  trivial.  I  shall 
discuss  very  briefly  what  we  regard  as 
the  more  important  differences. 

CONTINUED  LIABILITY  FOB  THOSE  DEFERRED 

There  was  an  issue  on  the  continued 
liability  for  induction  of  persons  who 
had  been  deferred  from  service  or  train¬ 
ing.  The  provision  in  the  House  sub¬ 
stitute  provided  that  an  individual  who 
had  been  deferred  for  occupational  rea¬ 
sons  should  retain  his  liability  for  serv¬ 
ice  until  he  attained  the  age  of  35  years. 
The  Senate  bill  contained  no  such  pro¬ 
vision,  but  it  appeared  to  us  that  the 
House  amendment  was  obviously  reason¬ 
able  in  principle,  and  therefore  it  was 
adopted  by  the  conferees. 

The  House  version  of  the  bill  con¬ 
tained  a  provision  on  the  cutting  back 
of  the  physical  and  mental  standards 
of  acceptability.  Under  the  terms  of 
this  item  the  physical  and  mental  stand¬ 
ards  of  acceptability  for  persons  in¬ 
ducted  through  selective  service  would 
be  cut  back  to  the  standards  which  pre¬ 
vailed  in  1945.  The  Senate  bill  con¬ 
tained  no  comparable  provision,  it  being 
the  feeling  of  the  Senate  conferees  that 
such  a  cut-back  should  not  be  under¬ 
taken  until  all  services  were  meeting 
their  personnel  requirements  through 
selective  service  rather  than  the  present 
system  of  selective  service  for  the  Army 
and  enlistment  in  other  components.  A 
satisfactory  compromise  was  reached  by 
requiring  physical  standards  to  be  cut 
back  to  the  1945  level.  Indeed,  that  pro¬ 
vision  has  been  in  effect  for  some  time. 
We  reduced  the  mental  requirements 
from  a  classification  cut-off  score  of  70 
to  the  equivalent  of  65.  The  House  pro¬ 
vision  would  have  reduced  it  to  60. 

With  reference  to  conscientious  ob¬ 
jectors — 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  before  he  proceeds  to  a 
new  topic? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  Since  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  has  mentioned  the  physical  and 


mental  standards,  I  am  wondering  if  he 
can  tell  us  whether  the  conference 
agreement  does  anything  to  freeze  into 
law  the  practice  or  policy  announced  by 
the  Director  of  Selective  Service,  Gen¬ 
eral  Hershey,  of  instituting  examinations 
whereby  young  men  who  attain  a  certain 
mark  may  be  assured  of  deferment. 
Those  who  have  written  me  on  that  sub¬ 
ject  feel  that  that  is  an  unfortunate  step. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  may  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  there  is  a  considerable  depth 
of  feeling  on  that  subject,  as  reflected  in 
my  own  mail.  There  is  nothing  in  this 
bill  which  makes  such  educational  de¬ 
ferments  mandatory.  In  fact,  the  bill 
very  carefully  leaves  with  the  local  draft 
boards  the  decision  as  to  deferment ;  and 
the  examinations  to  which  the  Senator 
has  referred  are  in  no  wise  mandatory 
upon  local  draft  boards. 

Mr.  CASE.  So  the  report,  if  adopted 
and  finally  enacted  into  law,  will  not 
fasten  upon  the  country  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  which  many  people  feel  is  implicit 
in  saying,  “If  you  pass  a  special  mental 
test  with  a  score  of  70  you  can  have  your 
service  deferred.” 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  test 'to  which  I 
referred  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  so-called  college  examinations  to 
which  the  Senator  refers.  I  was  refer¬ 
ring  merely  to  the  minimum  standard 
of  mental  acceptability  which  applies  to 
those  who  are  drafted,  without  regard  to 
any  deferment  for  purpose  of  college  at¬ 
tendance. 

Mr.  CASE.  They  are  the  basic  mini¬ 
mum  mental  qualifications? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  bill  do  anything 
with  reference  to  freezing  into  practice 
or  law  the  policy  of  granting  deferments 
to  students? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  it  does  not.  I 
understood  the  Senator’s  question  was 
not  directed  to  the  provision  which  I 
was  discussing. 

Mr.  CASE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  With  reference  to  the 
observation  made  by  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Dakota,  does  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Armed - 
Services  have  any  information  as  to  how 
the  local  draft  boards  would  administer 
the  proposed  provision  with  reference  to 
the  deferment  of  college  students?  I 
have  had  a  great  many  letters  from  draft 
boards  asking  whether  there  will  be  a 
measuring  stick  used  throughout  the 
country,  or  whether  the  local  draft 
boards  would  be  permitted  to  make  their 
own  rulings. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  findings  of  the 
National  Selective  Service  System  based 
on  such  examinations  are  in  no  way 
binding  on  local  draft  boards.  They 
serve  merely  for  informational  purposes. 
The  local  draft  boards  in  the  last  analysis 
will  still  have  to  pass  on  the  question  of 
deferment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Will  the  national  se¬ 
lective-service  board  have  some  sort  of 
measuring  stock  for  its  use? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is  no  such  thing 
as  the  national  selective-service  board. 


Mr.  WHERRY.  I  mean  the  admin¬ 
istration. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Selective  Service 
System  is  going  ahead  with  the  examina¬ 
tions.  However,  the  pending  bill  would 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  any  report 
which  might  be  made  as  the  result  of 
such  examinations  would  be  merely  in¬ 
formative  to  the  draft  board,  and  would 
in  no  way  be  binding  or  conclusive  on 
any  local  boards. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  believe  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  by 
local  draft  boards  is  the  proper  way  of 
handling  it. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  So  do  I. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  believe  such  deter¬ 
minations  should  be  made  on  the  local 
level. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  agree  with  the 
Senator. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  How  would  it  operate 
at  the  local  level?  If  the  question  is  left 
for  determination  to  each  draft  board, 
how  is  a  draft  board  going  to  arrive  at 
deferments? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  would  be  left  to 
each  individual  draft  board.  The  prob¬ 
lems  in  the  various  jurisdictions  are 
different. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Does  not  the  Senator 
think  it  would  be  much  more  difficult  to 
administer? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  have  never  favored 
having  any  kind  of  mass  examinations 
held  throughout  the  country  and  making 
the  results  of  the  examinations  binding 
on  local  draft  boards.  I  am  very  strong¬ 
ly  opposed  to  it.  I  believe  that  in  the 
last  analysis  we  must  depend  on  the 
local  draft  boards  to  deal  with  the  prob¬ 
lem.  Of  course,  there  will  be  some  errors 
committed  in  some  jurisdictions,  but  in 
the  last  analysis  that  is  the  best  way 
to  do  it. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Where  are  such  ex¬ 
aminations  given  now?  Are  they  given 
at  the  local  level? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  cannot  answer  the 
question.  There  has  been  no  specific  act 
passed  authorizing  such  examinations. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  notice  that  young 
students  are  taking  examinations.  Will 
such  examinations  be  given  at  the  grass 
roots,  or  will  the  students  be  brought  to 
some  place  to  take  the  examinations? 
Does  the  Senator  have  any  information 
on  that  point? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  if  it  is 
agreeable  I  should  like  to  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson],  who 
can  supply  the  information  on  that 
point. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  If  the  Sen¬ 
ator  will  permit  me,  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service  has  announced,  as  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska  will  recall,  that 
Selective  Service  System  would  give 
such  tests.  That  announcement  was 
made  while  the  bill  was  pending.  Rep¬ 
resentative  Kilday,  of  Texas,  offered  an 
amendment  to  the  bill  when  it  was  being 
considered  in  the  House,  which  was 
adopted.  I  know  it  will  interest  the 
Senator  from  Nebraska,  in  the  light  of 
what  he  has  said,  and  if  the  chairman 
will  permit  me  to  do  so,  I  shall  read  the 
amendment: 

No  local  board,  appeal  board,  or  other 
agency  of  appeal  of  the  Selective  Service 
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System  shall  be  required  to  postpone  or  defer 
any  person  by  reason  of  his  activity  in 
study,  research — 

I  skip  a  little — 

solely  on  the  basis  of  any  test,  examination, 
selection  system,  class  standing,  or  any  other 
means  conducted,  sponsored,  administered, 
or  prepared  by  any  agency  or  department 
of  the  Federal  Government  or  any  private 
institution,  corporation,  association,  partner¬ 
ship,  or  individual  employed  by  an  agency 
or  department  of  the  Federal  Government. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  was  to 
make  it  abundantly  clear  that  Congress 
did  not  intend  to  have  the  local  draft 
board  guided  by  any  of  the  tests  on  a 
mandatory  basis.  If  a  local  draft  board 
decides  that  it  wants  to  take  the  results 
into  consideration  in  making  various 
evaluations,  it  can  of  course  voluntarily 
do  so. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  may  use  the  infor¬ 
mation. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  Yes. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  have  gone  as  far 
as  we  can  go  to  protect  the  local  draft 
boards  in  the  administration  of  the  law. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  thank  the  Senator. 
I  believe  it  is  a  good  provision. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Is  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  correct  in  un¬ 
derstanding  that  the  limitation  on  the 
number  of  persons  to  be  deferred  by  .rea¬ 
son  of  being  in  college  has  been  elimin¬ 
ated? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  the  Senator  will  in¬ 
dulge  me,  I  should  like  to  read  further. 
In  doing  so  I  shall  touch  on  the  point  he 
has  brought  up.  I  will  deal  with  it  in 
a  moment,  if  the  Senator  will  be  so  kind 
as  to  indulge  me. 

CONSCIENTIOUS  OBJECTORS 

The  Senate  bill  provided  that  consci¬ 
entious  objectors  who  are  opposed  to 
military  service  in  any  form  should  be 
required  to  do  work  of  national  impor¬ 
tance  under  civilian  control.  In  other 
words.  Mr.  President,  the  Senate  bill 
contained  the  same  provision  which  was 
in  effect  for  conscientious  objectors  dur¬ 
ing  World  War  II. 

The  House  amendment  continued  the 
procedure  provided  in  the  existing  law — 
I  refer  to  the  1948  act,  which  has  been 
once  extended — that  is,  that  conscien¬ 
tious  objectors  simply  would  be  deferred. 
Both  Houses  receded  from  their  original 
positions  and  adopted  a  plan  whereby 
conscientious  objectors  who  are  opposed 
to  military  service  in  any  form  may  be 
required  by  their  local  boards  to  perform 
for  a  period  equal  to  the  prescribed  pe¬ 
riod  of  induction  such  civilian  work 
contributing  to  the  national  health,  safe¬ 
ty,  or  interest,  as  the  local  board  may 
c'eem  to  be  appropriate.  In  the  event 
the  individual  fails  to  comply,  he  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  prosecution  under  the  penalty 
section  of  the  act. 

ENLISTMENT  OP  ALIENS 

The  Senate  bill  amended  the  Lodge  Act 
so  as  to  increase  the  number  of  aliens 
who  may  be  enlisted  in  the  Regular  Army 
from  a  total  of  2,500  to  a  figure  of  25,000 
per  annum  for  5  years.  In  other  words, 
it  would  have  been  possible  to  enlist  a 
total  of  125,000  aliens,  who  of  necessity 


would  have  been  screened  by  the  proc¬ 
esses  provided  in  the  Lodge  bill. 

The  House  amendment  contained  no 
provision  for  the  enlistment  of  aliens  in 
our  armed  services. 

The  conference  agreement  authorizes 
the  enlistment  of  not  to  exceed  12,500 
aliens  by  June  30,  1955.  The  provisions 
of  the  existing  law  requiring  concurrence 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Bureau 
of  Immigration  in  the  screening  of  these 
individuals  remains  in  effect.  These 
provisions  are  not  disturbed  by  the  con¬ 
ference  agreement. 

WOMEN  IN  THE  ARMED  FORCES 

The  Senate  bill  suspended  until  July 
31,  1954,  the  existing  2-percent  limita¬ 
tion  on  women  in  the  Regular  compo¬ 
nents  of  the  Armed  Forces.  The  House 
amendment  contained  no  similar  provi¬ 
sion.  The  conference  agreement  adopts 
the  Senate  language  in  the  form  in  which 
it  was  passed  by  this  body  on  March  9. 
In  other  words,  we  suspend  until  1954  any 
limitation  on  the  enlistment  of  women 
in  the  Regular  components  of  the  armed 
services. 

PERIOD  OF  INACTION 

As  to  the  period  of  induction,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  version  of  the  bill  provided  for  an 
induction  period  of  24  months.  The 
House  amendment  specified  a  period  of 
26  months.  Here,  again,  the  House  re¬ 
ceded,  and  the  conference  agreement 
adopts  the  Senate  version,  namely,  24 
months. 

MANPOWER  CEILING 

As  to  the  ceiling  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  the  Senate  version  of  the 
bill  contained  a  provision  which  im¬ 
posed  a  ceiling  of  4,000,000  on  the  aggre¬ 
gate  active-duty  strength  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  such  ceiling  to  remain  in  effect 
only  during  the  period  during  which  the 
authorized  strength  of  the  Armed 
Forces  is  suspended.  The  House  sub¬ 
stitute  contained  no  comparable  provi¬ 
sion;  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House 
there  was  no  manpower  ceiling  what¬ 
ever.  This  point  proved  to  be  a  very 
difficult  one  upon  which  to  reach  an 
agreement.  However,  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  House  have  accepted  the 
principle  of  a  manpower  ceiling,  and  the 
conference  report  establishes  the  figure 
at  5,000,000,  instead  of  the  figure  con¬ 
tained  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  Sen¬ 
ate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Moody  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Senator 
from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Oregon? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  wish  to  say  to  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  that  I  am  particu¬ 
larly  pleased  that  the  principle  of  a  ceil¬ 
ing,  which  was  adopted  by  the  Senate, 
has  been  retained  in  the  conference  re¬ 
port.  Needless  to  say,  I  would  have  pre¬ 
ferred  a  lower  ceiling;  but  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  think  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johnson],  and  all  the  other  Senate 
conferees  are  entitled  to  a  word  of  com¬ 
mendation  on  this  point,  because  in  the 
debate  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  the 
Senators  who  subsequently  were  ap¬ 
pointed  to  be  the  Senate  conferees  were 


not  in  favor  of  a  ceiling;  and  the  fact 
that  the  bill  as  passed  by  the  House  did 
not  contain  provision  for  a  ceiling  would 
have  made  it  very  easy,  as  I  think  those 
of  us  who  have  been  on  conference  com¬ 
mittees  know  very  well,  for  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  have  com¬ 
promised  on  that  particular  point. 

When  conferees  do  what  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  have  done  in 
this  respect,  in  placing  in  the  conference 
report  a  provision  embodying  a  principle 
which  has  been  adopted  by  the  Senate, 
even  though  as  individual  Senators  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate  they  did  not  vote 
for  it,  certainly  they  are  entitled  to  have 
favorable  note  taken  of  their  action  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate;  and  I  do  so  now. 

Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  say  that  I 
consider  it  to  be  particularly  good  for 
the  country  that  this  check  is  being 
maintained  by  Congress  on  the  military. 
Even  though  the  ceiling  is  5,000,000, 
nevertheless  it  is  a  check,  and  it  estab¬ 
lishes  in  the  history  of  our  military 
legislation  the  very  important  point  that, 
after  all,  the  military  must  look  to  the 
Congress  for  checks  upon  the  size  of  the 
military;  and  when  they  need  more  men 
they  have  an  obligation  to  come  to  Con¬ 
gress  and  show  the  need. 

Let  me  say  in  passing  that,  in  my 
opinion,  it  also  demonstrates  that  the 
argument  of  one  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff,  made  by  means  of  a  letter  which 
was  read  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  dur¬ 
ing  the  closing  hours  of  the  debate,  as 
time  hr.3  gone  by  has  proved  not  to  be  a 
very  important  argument,  as  I  contended 
at  the  time.  I  refer,  of  course,  to  Gen¬ 
eral  Collins’  argument  in  his  letter  of 
March  7,  when  he  said: 

In  the  short  range,  the  Army  would  be 
adversely  affected  as  to  combat  effectiveness 
and  morale. 

He  was  speaking  against  a  statutory 
ceiling.  Then  he  said: 

For  want  of  authority  to  go  overstrength 
from  time  to  time — a  condition  which  can¬ 
not  be  accurately  predicted  because  of  battle 
conditions  in  Korea  and  fluctuations  in  cur¬ 
rent  international  tensions,  our  present  plans 
for  rotation  of  personnel  in  Korea  might  be 
completely  upset. 

As  the  Senator  from  Georgia  knows,  I 
did  not  support  that  argument  at  the 
time.  As  a  member  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committed,  I  knew  that  General 
Collins  had  already  testified  before  the 
committee  as  to  their  plans  for  rotation 
under  a  military  manpower  proposal  of 
3,462,000,  which  they  themselves  were 
requesting,  whereas  all  we  were  asking 
for  was  a  ceiling  of  4,000,000,  finally;  and 
they  have  gone  ahead  with  their  rotation 
program  with  an  armed  forces  strength 
which  today  has  reached  only  2,600,000. 

So  I  am  glad  time  has  proved  what  I 
thought  was  the  obvious  fallacy  of  the 
argument  of  General  Collins,  as  set  forth 
in  his  letter ;  and  I  hope  this  experience 
will  teach  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  that 
when  they  throw  into  the  debate  on  the 
floor  of  the  Senate,  in  the  eleventh  hour, 
letters  which  they  hope  will  influence  the 
vote  on  the  issue  then  pending,  they 
must  be  a  little  more  accurate  than  Gen¬ 
eral  Collins  was  in  his  letter. 

Again  I  wish  to  say  that  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  and  the  Senator 
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from  Texas  for  making  the  fight  for  the 
Senate  in  the  conference  committee,  and 
seeing  to  it  that  the  principle  of  a  ceil¬ 
ing  is  maintained  in  the  conference  re¬ 
port. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  at  this 
time  I  shall  not  debate  the  merits  of  the 
ceiling  in  the  manpower  bill.  When  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from 
Oregon  was  pending,  I  stated  that  I 
thought  it  would  be  most  unfortunate  to 
have  a  ceiling  provided  in  the  manpower 
bill.  That  was  my  thpught  at  the  time 
when  I  made  the  statement,  and  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  to  be  accurate  now.  I  did  not  be¬ 
lieve  it  was  wise  to  insert  provision  for  a 
ceiling,  and  thus  serve  notice  to  the  en¬ 
tire  world  as  to  how  far  we  were  going. 

Four  of  the  five  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate — the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  the  Senator  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Johnson],  the  Senator  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Saltonstall],  and  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Bridges] — voted  against  the  ceiling,  and 
I  think  three  of  us  spoke  against  it  on 
the  floor  of  the  Senate.  However,  Mr. 
President,  I  have  always  tried  to  be  very 
careful  in  handling  in  conference  an  is¬ 
sue  on  which  I  have  been  defeated  in  a 
fight  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate;  under 
such  circumstances  I  always  fight  just  a 
little  harder  in  the  committee  of  confer¬ 
ence  because  I  realize  that  at  that  junc¬ 
ture  I  am  an  agent  and  a  representative 
of  the  Senate  itself,  and  I  feel  bound  to 
insist  upon  the  position  taken  by  a  ma¬ 
jority  of  my  colleagues  in  the  Senate, 
even  though  it  does  not  represent  my 
own  view. 

Of  course,  this  was  an  issue  which  re¬ 
quired  considerable  debate  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference,  where  is  was  dis¬ 
cussed  at  great  length.  The  House  did 
not  desire  to  have  provision  made  for 
any  ceiling.  Four  of  the  five  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  did  not  desire 
to  have  provision  made  for  a  ceiling,  but 
they  pressed  as  hard  as  they  knew  how 
for  a  ceiling  because  they  were  the 
agents  of  the  Senate.  That  issue  cer¬ 
tainly  had  been  debated  thoroughly  and 
voted  on  in  four  or  five  different  ways  in 
the  Senate.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
about  the  position  of  the  Senate  on  it. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  junior  Senator  from  Wyoming,  who 
is  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services. 

Mr.  HUNT.  As  I  interpret  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  I  am  led  to  believe  that, 
regardless  of  the  fact  that  the  President 
may  authorize  the  deferment  of  75,000 
students  who  are  engaged  in  the  study 
of  medicine,  dentistry,  or  any  of  the  allied 
specialties,  if  the  local  draft  boards  do 
not  see  fit  to  defer  such  students,  they 
will  not  be  deferred. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mi'.  President,  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Wyoming  is  undoubt¬ 
edly  correct;  that  is  what  the  law  pro¬ 
vides  at  the  present  time.  That  is  my 
understanding  of  this  measure — namely, 
that  we  must  depend  upon  the  judgment 
and  the  patriotism  of  the  members  of  the 
local  draft  boards. 


Mr.  President,  if  I  had  an  opportunity 
to  do  so,  I  should  like  to  pay  tribute  to 
those  who  serve  on  the  local  boards.  If 
there  is  any  thankless  job  in  any  com¬ 
munity,  it  is  the  job  of  serving  on  the 
local  selective-service  board.  Those  who 
serve  on  those  boards  realize  that  there  is 
no  way  on  earth  by  which  they  can  en¬ 
force  the  law  with  any  degree  of  satis¬ 
faction  to  all  of  their  neighbors.  No 
compensation  is  paid  to  the  members  of 
the  local  draft  boards.  They  do  not  even 
receive  commissions  which  they  can 
frame  and  hang  on  their  walls.  Although 
at  times  the  members  of  the  draft  boards 
make  errors,  I  think  they  are,  in  the 
main,  distinguished  citizens  who  are  try¬ 
ing  to' serve  their  country. 

Mr.  HUNT.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  whether  he  feels  it  is  simply  impos¬ 
sible  for  every  local  draft  board  through¬ 
out  the  United  States  to  keep  itself  well 
informed  on  the  medical,  dental,  and 
other  scientific  needs  of  the  Nation?  I 
am  of  the  opinion  that  in  deleting  from 
the  bill  the  requirement  that  75,000  of 
such  students  shall  be  deferred,  we  shall 
be  seriously  injuring — perhaps  indirect¬ 
ly — the  health  of  the  Nation,  and  as  a 
result  we  may  find  ourselves  in  the  same 
situation  in  which  we  were  following 
World  War  II,  and  in  which  we  are  now, 
namely,  we  shall  be  faced  with  a  tremen¬ 
dous  shortage  of  physicians  and  dentists. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  that  is  en¬ 
tirely  possible.  I  think  the  members  of 
the  local  draft  boards  are  kept  fairly 
well  informed  by  the  various  instructions 
and  advice  which  come  to  them  from  the 
national  headquarters.  The  Senator 
from  Wyoming  may  know  of  instances 
where  the  local  draft  boards  have  not 
been  kept  well  informed  regarding  defer¬ 
ment  criteria.  However,  so  far  as  I  am 
advised  as  to  conditions  within  my  own 
State,  I  do  not  believe  that  is  the  case. 
The  shortage  to  which  the  Senator  from 
Wyoming  refers  is  not,  in  my  judgment, 
brought  about  by  drafting  the  men  into 
the  service;  it  has  been  due  to  the  lack 
of  sufficient  facilities  for  the  education 
of  dentists  and  physicians. 

Mr.  HUNT.  That  *was  not  so,  Mr. 
President,  immediately  following  World 
War  II,  when  we  were  graduating  only 
200  or  300  from  our  schools,  within  the 
first  few  years  following  the  war,  simply 
because  the  pre-medic  and  pre-dental 
student  had  been  inducted  into  the  serv¬ 
ice  instead  of  being  allowed  to  complete 
his  education.  We  are  today  suffering 
from  that  procedure,  and  in  case  of  a 
major  war,  if  we  followed  the  same  pro¬ 
cedure  again  the  situation  would  be  even 
worse,  following  a  third  world  war,  than 
it  is  at  the  present  time,  following  World 
War  II. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  could  be,  Mr. 
President.  It  is  a  matter  on  which  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  is  perhaps  as 
well  informed  as  any  man  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C„  certainly  as  well  informed  as 
any  Member  of  the  Senate,  and  I  would 
defer  to  his  judgment. 

The  Senate  conferees  argued  vigor¬ 
ously  in  behalf  of  the  75,000  provision, 
of  course,  but  the  House  conferees  simply 


would  not  agree  to  any  such  project.  If 
I  recall  correctly,  they  would  not  even 
discuss  it  with  us  after  the  first  5  or  10 
minutes.  We  were  left  to  talk  it  out  on 
our  own. 

Mr.  HUNT.  I  appreciate  the  position 
taken  by  the  Senate  conferees.  I  am 
greatly  disappointed  that  they  were  not 
successful  in  their  effort.  I  shall  not 
attempt  to  have  the  Senate  disapprove 
the  conference  report  on  this  point,  but 
I  reiterate  that  I  think  we  are  making  a 
very  bad  mistake. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  I  stated  before,  I 
attach  great  weight  to  the  comment  and 
opinions  of  the  Senator  from  Wyoming 
on  this  issue.  I  do  so  on  any  issue,  but 
particularly  on  this  one,  because  he  has 
made  quite  an  intensive  study  of  it.  I 
hope  that  what  he  apprehends  will  not 
come  to  pass.  But  I  am  sure  that  no  one 
desires  that  there  shall  be  a  dearth  of 
physicians  and  dentists,  and  if  it  appears 
that  the  bill  as  now  presented  does  not 
work  satisfactorily  or  is  likely  to  prove 
crippling  in  supplying  physicians,  den¬ 
tists,  and  other  scientific  specialists  who 
are  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  the 
American  people  and  of  the  national  in¬ 
terests,  we  can  introduce  a  separate  bill. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Oregon. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  will  not  take  offense  at  my  in¬ 
terruption. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Not  at  all.  The  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Oregon  has  made  a  great  con¬ 
tribution  in  shaping  the  bill.  A  number 
of  his  views  which  did  not  prevail  in  the 
committee  or  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate 
were  supported  so  vigorously  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  on  the  part  of  the  House  that  they 
appear  in  the  final  report,  even  though 
they  were  not  adopted  by  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  appreciate  the  Sena¬ 
tor’s  statement.  I  should  be  less  than 
human  if  I  did  not  say  that  I  am  very 
much  pleased  to  note  that  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  comes  nearer  to  carrying  out 
the  so-called  Morse  amendments  to  the 
bill  than  was  the  case  when  the  bill 
passed  the  Senate.  I  am  glad  that  in 
several  particulars  the  principles  of  my 
amendments  are  now  a  part  of  the  bill. 

What  I  rose  to  say  was  that  the  one 
thing  I  seek  to  do  is  to  be  helpful  in  de¬ 
veloping  the  legislative  history  of  the  bill 
for  future  reference.  Consideration  of 
the  handling  of  the  specialist  students, 
or  the  need  of  specialists  in  the  Military 
Establishment,  referred  to  by  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Wyoming,  causes  me  to  ask  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  whether  it  is 
not  true  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  bill 
as  now  presented  which  would  prevent 
the  Military  Establishment  working  out 
with  the  colleges  a  special  training  course 
for  military  draftees  along  the  lines  of 
the  V-12  program  of  World  War  II  and 
other  similar  programs,  if  the  military 
should  want  to  do  it.  In  other  words, 
there  is  nothing  in  this  bill  which  says 
that  there  cannot  be  established  a  special 
service  for  the  training  of  specialists  who 
may  be  needed  by  the  military  estab¬ 
lishments  in  cooperation  with  the  col- 
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leges,  if  the  colleges  and  the  military  can 
only  get  together.  Is  that  not  true? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is  nothing 
whatever  in  the  bill  which  would  prevent 
any  such  action  on  the  part  of  the  mili¬ 
tary,  if  they  had  the  authority. 

Mr.  MORSE.  I  may  say,  then,  for 
future  reference,  and  in  the  interest  of 
the  legislative  history,  that  when  the 
so-called  deferment  program  for  the 
75,000  students  was  before  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  there  were  a  great 
many  reservations  in  the  minds  of  some 
of  us  as  to  whether  that  was  the  appro¬ 
priate  way  to  handle  it.  Some  of  us  felt 
that  it  would  be  better  to  work  out  what 
we  referred  to  as  a  program  resulting  in 
a  marriage  between  the  colleges  and  the 
military  for  special  courses  which  would 
give  the  needed  training  while  the  young 
men  were  in  uniform.  I  have  been 
thinking  over  the  problem  in  the  months 
which  have  passed  since  the  committee 
hearings,  and  I  say  now  that  I  am  not 
at  all  disturbed  by  the  fact  that  the  con¬ 
ference  report  does  not  carry  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Senate  bill  in  this  regard. 
To  the  contrary,  the  conference  bill  pre¬ 
sents  to  the  Military  Establishment  and 
to  the  colleges  a  great  opportunity  to 
come  forward  with  a  joint  training  pro¬ 
gram  for  the  training  of  specialists, 
whether  they  be  physicians,  dentists, 
physicists,  biochemists,  engineers,  or 
whatnot,  whereby  young  men  will  re¬ 
ceive  training,  in  accordance  with  their 
merits,  while  in  uniform,  and  will  then 
give  their  military  service  over  and 
above  that.  What  the  bill  offers  now  is 
an  opportunity,  when  the  Military  Es¬ 
tablishment  and  the  colleges  get  to¬ 
gether  on  this  subject  for  future  legisla¬ 
tion,  which  I  think  will  really  strengthen 
our  whole  military  manpower  program. 

In  closing,  I  desire  to  say  that  I  hope 
the  college  presidents  will  face  this  ques¬ 
tion  a  little  more  realistically  than  they 
have  done  to  date,  because  as  I  have 
come  to  study  the  attitude  and  the  pro¬ 
posals  of  the  college  presidents,  I  have 
reached  the  conclusion  that,  by  and 
large,  they  have  missed  the  boat  on  the 
whole  matter  of  special  training  for  the 
specialists  needed  in  the  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment.  It  seems  to  me  they  have  been 
too  anxious  to  develop  a  program  which 
did  not  require  what  I  have  called  the 
direct  marriage  relationship  between 
the  colleges  and  the  Military  Establish¬ 
ment.  I  think  they  will  have  to  come 
to  it  now,  and  I  hope  they  will  now  get 
their  heads  together,  and  bring  forth  a 
program  which  will  meet  that  which  the 
Senator  from  Wyoming  has  in  mind. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Oregon  for  his  contribution. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL  and  Mr.  CASE 
addressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  yield,  and  if  so, 
to  whom? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  a  member 
of  the  conference  committee. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  In  furtherance 
of  what  the  Senator  from  Wyoming  has 
said,  am  I  not  correct  in  saying  that  the 
so-called  Holloway  plan,  as  concerns  the 
Navy,  is  still  in  existence,  and  is  not 
affected  by  this  bill  in  any  way?  The 


Army  has  named  a  certain  number  of 
colleges,  I  do  not  know  how  many,  as 
officers’  training  schools,  and  they  are 
not  in  any  way  affected  by  the  bill  so 
far  as  concerns  specialist  training  in 
medicine,  biology,  chemistry,  and  so  on. 
Those  programs  are  not  programs  of  the 
military  so  much  as  they  are  programs 
which  will  be  carried  forward  by  the 
scientific  groups  where  they  are  needed. 
They  are  not  specifically  military  pro¬ 
grams,  and  the  young  mep  will  not  be  in 
uniform.  Am  I  not  correct  in  that? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
plan  at  this  time  to  establish  any  V-12 
classes  in  medical  training,  but  there  is 
nothing  in  this  bill  to  prevent  its  being 
done.  Such  a  provision  was  not  in  con¬ 
ference  between  the  two  Houses.  I 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  say  that  the 
basic  assumption  of  the  bill  is  that  there 
will  be  deferments  by  local  draft  boards 
of  a  sufficient  number  of  men  to  fill  the 
requirements  of  the  civilian  population 
in  the  sciences. 

Mr.  HOLLAND  and  Mr.  CASE  ad¬ 
dressed  the  Chair. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  yield,  and  if 
so,  to  whom? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  first  to  the 
Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Holland] 
after  which  I  shall  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case], 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  As  a  predicate  to  my 
questions,  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  that  I  compliment 
him  and  his  associates  warmly  upon 
their  work  in  connection  with  this  diffi¬ 
cult  conference. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  may  say  likewise 
that,  on  this  particular  feature,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  conference  report  is  an 
improvement  over  the  Senate  version. 

The  Senator  will  recall  that  when  the 
bill  was  debated  on  the  floor  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  the  Senator  from  Florida  had  grave 
doubts  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  provision 
in  the  Senate  bill  which  would  have  re¬ 
quired  not  for  deferment  before  induc¬ 
tion  but  for  the  giving  of  opportunities 
to  not  more  than  -75,000  of  the  men  of 
each  year’s  selection,  after  they  had 
completed  their  basic  training,  and  upon 
their  having  subjected  themselves  to  a 
uniform  examination,  to  be  chosen  by  a 
national  commission  to  become  students 
in  schools  which  turn  out  physicians, 
dentists,  scientists,  engineers,  or  even  to 
become  students  in  those  various  courses 
which  are  called  the  humanities.  The 
Senator  from  Florida  felt  that  program 
was  exceedingly  objectionable  from  sev¬ 
eral  points  of  view.  Is  it  now  correct  to 
say  that  the  local  boards  are  continued 
in  the  full  jurisdiction  which  they  had 
during  World  War  II  to  defer  before  in¬ 
duction  young  men  of  premedical  or  pre¬ 
dental  training  or  of  aptitudes  in  various 
important  scientific  fields  so  that  they 
secure  college  training  in  those  particu¬ 
lar  specialized  fields? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  well  remember  the 
fears  expressed  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida  when  the  bill  was  under  consid¬ 
eration.  In  answer  to  his  question,  I 
wish  to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  con¬ 
ference  bill,  if  anything,  strengthens  the 
power  of  the  local  draft  boards  to  decide 


upon  the  deferments  to  which  the  Sena¬ 
tor  refers.  It  contains  language  cover¬ 
ing  the  authority  of  the  local  draft 
boards  which  was  not  contained  in  the 
law  in  effect  during  the  war  period. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

If  I  may  be  permitted  to  observe,  I  think 
that  system  will  much  more  nearly  as¬ 
sure  fair  geographic  distribution  of  the 
students  and  also  fair  racial  distribution 
of  the  students,  it  being  my  observation 
that  particularly  with  reference  to  stu¬ 
dents  of  the  Negro  race,  unless  they  are 
allowed  to  compete  with  members  of 
their  own  race  alone,  they  are  very  apt 
to  be  denied,  in  many  cases,  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  go  to  either  medical  or  dental 
schools.  The  Senator  will  recall  the-in- 
teresting  figures  upon  that  subject  which  • 
were  developed  by  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress  sometime  ago. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  one  more  ques¬ 
tion.  Is  there  anything  in  this  measure 
which  will  in  any  way  prohibit  the  armed 
services  from  proceeding  with  the  pro¬ 
gram  under  which  they  now  very  fre¬ 
quently  discharge  inductees  wTho  have  al¬ 
ready  received  basic  military- training  or 
who  have  gone  beyond  that  stage,  at  the 
time  when  they  are  admitted  to  medical 
schools  or  dental  schools  in  which  they 
have  had  applications  pending  and  for 
which  they  have  perfected  their  prelim¬ 
inary  work? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  bill  in  nowise  af¬ 
fects  the  regulations  under  which  the 
discharges  referred  to  by  the  Senator  are 
made. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  If  the  Senator  will 
allow  me  to  make  one  more  observation, 
the  Senator  from  Florida  feels  that  this 
will  allow  in  a  perfect  way  the  contin¬ 
uation  of  a  cooperative  and  understand¬ 
ing  handling  of  individual  cases  between 
the  armed  services  and  the  faculties  of 
various  institutions  of  learning  who  have 
heretofore  worked  together  congenially 
in  this  field.  I  feel  that  with  the  very 
large  number  of  students  who  have  com¬ 
pleted  their  premedical  and  predental 
work,  amounting,  as  the  Senator  knows, 
to  many  more  than  the  number  who 
could  be  admitted  in  any  one  year  or  in 
several  years,  there  is  a  tremendous  pool 
to  draw  from  under  which  either  the 
local  boards  or  the  faculties  of  the 
schools,  in  conjunction  with  the  com¬ 
manders  in  the  Armed  Forces,  will  find 
a  way  to  give  opportunities  to  the  best 
prepared  young  men,  whether  white  or 
Negro,  to  take  the  professional  or  scien¬ 
tific  training  which  they  are  ambitious 
to  receive. 

I  commend  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
and  his  committee  upon  the  program  as 
reported  in  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr.  Presi¬ 
dent,  will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  first  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota,  and  then  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  CASE.  If  the  results  of  the  tests 
are  not  to  be  obligatory  or  mandatory 
upon  the  local  boards,  why  should  they 
be  given  at  the  expense  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  sorry,  but  I  did 
not  hear  the  Senator’s  question. 

Mr.  CASE.  If  the  results  of  the  tests 
which  prospective  inductees  were  taking. 
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and  which  more  are  soon  to  take,  are  not 
to  be  mandatory  upon  the  local  boards, 
so  far  as  deferment  is  concerned,  why 
should  they  be  given? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  cannot  answer  that 
question  with  authority.  I  assume  the 
local  boards  might  use  the  information 
as  a  guide,  even  though  it  does  not  con¬ 
stitute  a  directive.  There  is  absolutely 
nothing  in  the  bill  which  would  enable 
the  Selective  Service  to  make  its  accept¬ 
ance  compulsory  on  the  local  boards. 
The  Senator  knows  that  long  before  this 
bill  was  passed,  while  the  bill  was  on  the 
Senate  floor,  in  March,  it  was  announced 
that  the  tests  were  not  to  be  given  under 
any  provision  contained  in  the  bill.  They 
are  being  given  under  general  authority 
of  the  Selective  Service  Director  to  pro¬ 
vide  deferments  deemed  essential  to  the 
national  health,  safety,  or  interest.  The 
Senator  from  Georgia  must  absolve  him¬ 
self  of  any  participation  in  the  giving  of 
tests.  I  did  not  have  anything  whatever 
to  do  with  the  giving  of  the  test  to  which 
the  Senator  has  referred. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  occurs  to  me  that  some¬ 
thing  should  be  done  to  correct  the  im¬ 
pression  given  to  people  generally  that 
the  tosts  are  going  to  result  in  defer¬ 
ments  of  the  prospective  inductees  who 
are  taking  the  tests.  My  correspondence 
indicates  that  many  take  the  tests  with 
the  expectation  that  if  they  reach  a  mark 
of  87,  or  whatever  the  figure  may  be,  they 
will  be  deferred.  Furthermore,  colleges 
have  been  making  plans  to  receive  stu¬ 
dents  on  the  basis  of  the  prospective  en- 
rollees  they  may  have  as  a  result  of  the 
tests.  If  there  is  any  way  to  clarify  that 
situation,  I  think  the  press  and  the 
country  generally  should  be  advised  that 
the  tests  are  not  obligatory  upon  the 
local  boards. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  are  not  obliga¬ 
tory  upon  the  local  boards.  I  would  not 
have  my  statement  understood  as  say¬ 
ing  that  the  local  boards  cannot  apply 
them.  I  think  a  great  many  boards  will 
be  glad  to  get  the  information  afforded 
by  the  tests,  and  will  undoubtedly  use  it 
in  arriving  at  deferments,  whether  they 
use  it  in  exactly  the  order  in  which  the 
Selective  Service  intends  or  not.  Per¬ 
haps  some  of  the  local  boards  will  follow 
it  down  to  the  last  suggestion  of  the 
Selective  Service  System.  But  there  is 
nothing  in  the  bill  which  makes  the  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  information  gleaned  from 
the  requirements  or  tests  which  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  System  may  offer  obliga¬ 
tory  upon  the  local  boards.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  there  is  a  provision  which  protects 
the  jurisdiction  of  local  boards. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  with  fur¬ 
ther  reference  to  educational  defer¬ 
ments,  in  the  galley-proof  print  of  the 
conference  report  which  I  have  before 
me  it  appears,  at  the  bottom  of  page  11 
and  top  of  page  12,  that  there  will  be 
a  deferment  for  prospective  inductees 
Who  are  in  high  school  if  they  are  main¬ 
taining  a  satisfactory  course,  until  the 
time  of  their  graduation,  or  until  they 
reach  the  twentieth  anniversary  of  their 
birth.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  did  not  know  that 
any  point  had  been  raised  about  high 
school  students.  The  Senate  bill  con¬ 
tained  a  provision  which  mandatorily 


deferred  all  high  school  students  until 
they  had  graduated  or  had  reached  the 
age  of  19  years.  The  House  verision  of 
the  bill  contained  a  provision  which  de¬ 
ferred  them  until  they  were  graduated 
or  had  attained  the  age  of  20  years. 
Some  figures  were  introduced  which 
showed  that  only  a  small  percentage 
failed  to  graduate  by  the  time  they  were 
19  years  of  age.  We  accepted  the  House 
provision  of  20  years,  which  is  the  same 
as  the  present  law. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  next  paragraph  deals 
with  deferments  at  a  college,  university, 
or  similar  institution,  and  a  hurried 
reading  of  the  paragraph  suggests  to 
me  that  the  result  of  the  action  of  the 
conferees  is  to  say  to  a  person  who  is  in 
college  at  the  time  he  receives  his  call 
for  induction  and  upon  the  presentation 
of  those  facts  to  the  local  board,  that 
he  will  be  deferred  until  the  end  of  the 
particular  academic  year  in  which  the 
call  occurs,  but  no  longer,  unless  he  be 
deferred  by  reason  of  the  application  of 
regulations  promulgated  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  under  the  section  relating  to  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps.  Is 
that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  he  is  in  college 
when  he  receives  his  orders,  he  is  de¬ 
ferred  until  the  end  of  the  academic  year. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  no  longer. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  cor¬ 
rect;  but  no  longer. 

Mr.  CASE.  Unless  he  comes  in  the 
scientific  group. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes,  or  unless  he  is 
deferred  by  the  action  of  the  local  board. 

Mr.  CASE.  On  the  basis  of  some  other 
qualification? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes,  section  6  (h)  of 
the  present  law. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  he  has  no  mandatory 
deferment? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  He  has  no  mandatory 
deferment  other  than  for  the  scholastic 
year  in  which  he  is  engaged  at  the  time 
he  receives  his  notice. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  thank  the  Senator  from 
Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  apologize  to  the 
Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Butler  L 
I  shall  now  be  glad  to  deal  with  the  mat¬ 
ter  he  raised. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  Mr. 
President,  I  am  very  reluctant  to  inter¬ 
rupt  the  Senator  from  Georgia  because 
I  know  he  would  like  to  proceed  with 
his  explanation  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  happy  to  be  in¬ 
terrupted  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  raised 
the  point  because  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  and  the  Senator  from  Florida 
raised  the  question  in  my  mind.  We 
have  the  question  of  a  man  who  has 
completed  his  premedical  college  educa¬ 
tion.  He  has  matriculated  and  been 
accepted  in  a  medical  school.  He  is  also 
a  member  of  the  Active  Reserve,  and  has 
gotten  his  orders  to  report  for  active 
duty.  Is  there  anything  that  would  de¬ 
fer  that  man  from  active  duty  in  the 
Army? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is  nothing  that 
would  make  it  mandatory  that  he  be  de¬ 
ferred,  but  I  should  think  that  a  showing 
that  he  would  be  admitted  to  a  recog¬ 
nized  medical  school,  and  was  qualified 


for  admission,  would  certainly  be  most 
persuasive  in  securing  a  delay  in  his  call 
to  active  duty. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  The  case  I 
have  cited  is  an  actual  one.  I  feel  there 
should  be  some  provision  in  the  bill  to 
defer  a  man  under  such  circumstances, 
and  make  it  mandatory  that  he  be  de¬ 
ferred. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Will  the  Senator 
again  state  the  conditions? 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  The  man 
has  completed  his  academic  education. 
He  has  matriculated  and  been  accepted 
in  an  accredited  medical  school.  He  is 
also  a  member  of  the  Organized  Reserve, 
and  as  such  has  been  alerted  and  has 
now  received  his  orders  for  active  duty. 
His  draft  board  has  deferred  him,  but 
he  is  now  on  the  other  horn  of  the  di¬ 
lemma.  He  is  in  the  Active  Reserve  and 
has  been  called  to  duty.  Should  he  not 
be  exempted  under  this  measure? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  certainly  think  he 
should  be  deferred.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  should  be  exempted,  but  cer¬ 
tainly  he  should  be  deferred.  I  do  not 
believe,  I  may  say,  that  that  is  some¬ 
thing  which  properly  belongs  in  this  bill. 
A  bill  will  come  to  the  Senate  within  a 
few  days  dealing  with  the  Reserves.  The 
pending  bill  concerns  itself  with  the  Se¬ 
lective  Service  System  and  the  universal 
military  training  program.  We  will  later 
have  before  us  legislation  dealing  with 
the  Reserve  components.  We  hope,  if 
the  committee  can  get  down  to  work  on 
it,  that  we  can  present  the  matter  to  the 
Senate  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  This  man 
went  through  the  ROTC  in  his  college, 
and  was  then  certified  to  his  unit  after 
graduation,  and  a  month  or  so  ago  was 
alerted,  and  now  he  has  his  actual  or¬ 
ders.  Meantime  he  has  been  matricu¬ 
lated  and  accepted  in  an  accredited  med¬ 
ical  school. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  he  has  been  ac¬ 
cepted  in  an  accredited  medical  school 
I  think  the  Army  in  which  he  is — it  is 
the  Third  Army  in  my  State — should 
have  deferred  the  man  and  enabled  him 
to  go  to  school,  but  I.  know  of  no  law 
which  would  give  him  deferment. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  thank 
the  Senator. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  it  not  true 
that  when  a  man  takes  an  ROTC 
training  in  a  college  he  takes  it  at  the 
expense  of  the  Government,  and  he 
agrees  to  give  at  least  3  years  of  service? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  depends  on  the 
type  of  ROTC  training.  Under  the 
Holloway  Act,  trainees  receive,  I  believe, 
$50  a  month  and  uniform.  In  the 
ROTC  units  in  the  Army,  in  the  Air 
Force  and  the  regular  Naval  ROTC 
they  receive  considerably  less. 

There  is  no  question  about  his  legal 
obligation  to  serve.  He  has  such  an  ob¬ 
ligation.  I  have  known  of  cases  of  men 
who  were  in  the  Army,  who  had  enlisted 
in  the  Army  voluntarily,  and  w°re  mem¬ 
bers  of  a  regular  component  of  the  Army, 
but  when  they  were  accepted  in  an  ac¬ 
credited  medical  school,  the  Army  would 
discharge  them  and  permit  them  to  go 
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to  school.  That  is  the  reason  why  I 
said  I  thought  under  the  facts  stated 
it  would  have  been  the  part  of  better 
judgment  to  have  deferred  the  individ¬ 
ual  to  whom  the  Senator  from  Maryland 
refers. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  There  is  no  manda¬ 
tory  provision  in  any  law  that  provides 
for  what  the  distinguished  Senator  from 
Maryland  wants  done? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  None  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  It  is  a  question  of 
whether  or  not  the  military  authorities 
will  defer  such  a  man  as  a  medical  stu¬ 
dent,  rather  than  to  permit  the  military 
to  take  him  as  an  active  officer.  An¬ 
swering  the  Senator's  question,  there  is 
not  any  manadatory  provision  that  gives 
the  relief  the  premedical  student  would 
like  to  have  at  this  time. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  there  is  abso¬ 
lutely  no  mandatory  law  that  requires 
such  action  to  be  taken.  But  I  may  say 
to  the  Senator  from  Nebraska  that  I 
am  quite  sure  such  action  has  been 
taken.  Deferments  have  been  granted 
in  some  cases. 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Maryland.  I  do  not 
want  the  Senator  from  Georgia  to  get 
the  impression  that  the  Army  has  turned 
down  this  particular  man.  It  has  not. 
His  case  is  now  pending.  I  wondered  if 
there  was  anything  in  the  proposed 
legislation  that  would  protect  him  in  this 
situation. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is  nothing 
whatever  in  the  proposed  legislation  that 
would  affect  him  in  the  slightest  degree. 
But  if  the  man’s  record  is  as  the  Senator 
has  stated,  my  judgment  is  that  the 
Army  will  defer  him. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  one  further  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  I  do  not  wish  to  labor 
the  point  respecting  the  deferment  of 
college  students  or  those  who- are  to  be 
given  technical  training.  When  the  con¬ 
ference  report  is  taken  up  tomorrow  we 
will  thoroughly  discuss  that  question,  I 
imagine.  I  should  like  to  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator  from  Georgia  that, 
for  the  life  of  me,  I  cannot  see  why  the 
Selective  Service  requires  the  examina¬ 
tion  to  which  reference  has  been  made, 
or  gives  it,  if  it  is  unnecessary  or  will  not 
be  made  use  of  by  the  draft  boards.  I 
cannot  understand  yet  why  that  is  done. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  stated 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  that  there  is 
nothing  obligatory  or  mandatory  on  the 
local  draft  boards  with  respect  to  the 
examinations  referred  to.  But  the  draft 
boards  may,  if  they  wish,  use  the  infor¬ 
mation  thereby  obtained,  as  a  basis  for 
deferment. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Have  the  local  draft 
boards  asked  that  these  examinations  be 
given?  Why  does  the  Selective  Service 
take  the  initiative  and  give  the  examina¬ 
tions  without  any  request  on  the  part  of 
the  draft  boards?  Of  course,  I  can  see 
how  it  would  be  informative  to  a  draft 
board  that  wants  to  defer  a  student, 
possibly,  on  application.  I  wondered  if 
the  Senator  could  help  me  by  having 


that  point  clarified  either  today  or  to¬ 
morrow.  I  do  not  understand  why  the 
examination  should  be  given. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  assume  it  is  be¬ 
cause  the  Director  of  Selective  Service 
thought  that  the  information  thus  ob¬ 
tained  would  be  helpful  to  the  draft 
boards.  He  might  have  thought  that 
this  bill  would  emerge  from  Congress  in 
such  form  that  it  would  be  mandatory 
upon  the  draft  boards  to  accept  these 
findings.  The  regulation  was  issued  by 
the  Director  of  Selective  Service,  as  I 
recall,  while  this  bill  was  pending  in  the 
Senate.  When  it  went  to  the  House,  in 
order  to  prevent  these  tests  from  being 
obligatory  on  the  local  draft  boards  the 
amendment  was  adopted  on  the  floor  of 
the  House  in  the  language  read  by  the 
Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Johnson]  to 
protect  the  draft  boards  from  compul¬ 
sory  regulation  that  they  abide  by  the 
examination  results. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHERRY.  Where  did  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Selective  Service  get  the  idea  that 
it  become  obligatory? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot 
answer  that  question.  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  thinks  it  might  become  ob¬ 
ligatory.  I  was  giving  what  I  thought 
might  be  a  reason.  I  do  not  know  what 
prompted  the  Director  of  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  to  issue  the  call  for  the  examination. 
I  have  not  seen  him  since  he  appeared  as 
a  witness  before  the  Johnson  subcom¬ 
mittee,  which  was  several  weeks  before 
the  examination  order  was  issued.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  Senator  from  Ne¬ 
braska,  if  he  were  to  call  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service,  would  be  given  some  of 
the  reasons  which  prompted  him  to  take 
such  action. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  there  anything 
in  the  conference  bill  which  permits  the 
giving  of  these  examinations  and  pro¬ 
vides  exemptions  for  certain  individuals 
who  pass  the  examinations? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No ;  I  read  the  provi¬ 
sion  which  prevents  the  Director  of 
Selective  Service  from  making  it  manda¬ 
tory  on  the  local  boards.  I  will  read  it 
again. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  No;  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  the  Senator  to  do  that. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  it  is  dis¬ 
cretionary,  not  whether  it  is  mandatory; 
whether  the  Director  can  give  the  exam¬ 
inations  and  then  say  that  those  in  the 
upper  grades  shall  be  exempt  and  go  to 
college,  or  that  those  below  a  certain 
mark  shall  go  into  the  Army? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  anything  in  the  bill  which  would  pro¬ 
hibit  an  examination  from  being  held, 
but  there  is  a  provision  which  prevents 
the  Director  of  Selective  Service  from  re¬ 
quiring  that  the  draft  boards  accept  the 
results  of  such  examinations. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then  one  draft 
board  may  accept  them  and  another 
draft  board  may  reject  them? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  that  is  so. 
We  have  that  situation  today.  Some 


draft  boards  are  more  generous  with  edu¬ 
cational  deferments  to  college  men  than 
others. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  there  now  in  the 
bill  anything  which  permits  the  giving 
of  the  examination? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  There  is  nothing  in 
the  bill  which  would  either  permit  ,  or 
prohibit  the  giving  of  the  examination. 
It  does  not  concern  itself  with  the  giving 
of  these  examinations.  It  merely  deals 
with  the  effect  which  such  examinations 
might  have  on  the  local  draft  board. 

Let  me  again  read  the  language : 

Notwithstanding  any  provisions  of  this 
act,  no  local  board,  appeal  board,  or  other 
agency  of  appeal  of  the  Selective  Service  Sys¬ 
tem  shall  be  required  to  postpone  or  defer 
any  person  by  reason  of  his  activity  in  study, 
research — 

And  so  forth. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  not  the  Sena¬ 
tor  feel  that  if  we  shall  adopt  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  in  the  light  of  the  knowl¬ 
edge  we  have  as  to  the  examinations 
being  given  and  the  intention  of  the 
administration  to  exempt  from  military 
service  those  attaining  the  upper  grades, 
we  will  approve  such  a  system,  and  that 
it  will  be  carried  into  effect? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Not  only  does  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  not  feel  that  way, 
but  he  thinks  that  would  be  a  most  far¬ 
fetched  construction.  This  provision 
was  written  into  the  bill  on  the  floor  of 
the  House,  and  the  argument  was  used 
that  it  was  to  prevent  the  very  thing  to 
which  the  Senator  from  Michigan  refers. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  know  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia  will 
be  given  great  weight  in  interpreting 
what  may  be  an  ambiguity  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  consider  it 
to  be  ambiguous.  I  think  it  is  about  as 
specific  as  it  could  be  made,  that  no  per¬ 
son  shall  be  postponed  or  deferred  by 
reason  of  his  activity,  study,  or  research. 
I  continue  quoting  where  I  left  off  a  mo¬ 
ment  ago — 

solely  on  the  basis  of  any  test,  examination, 
selection  system,  class  standing,  or  any  other 
means  conducted,  sponsored,  administered, 
or  prepared  by  any  agency  or  department  of 
the  Federal  Government  or  any  private  in¬ 
stitution,  corporation,  association,  partner¬ 
ship,  or  individual  employed  by  an  agency  or 
department  of  the  Federal  Government. 

This  amendment  was  written  to  pre¬ 
vent  these  examinations  from  being 
obligatory  on  the  local  board;  and  I 
think  it  does  so  as  clearly  as  the  English 
language  could  do. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then  does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  feel  that  the  adoption  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  would  not  be  a  confirmation 
of  the  proposed  plan? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  confident  it 
would  not. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  appreciate  having 
the  Senator’s  remarks  in  the  Record. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  it  not  the  case 
that  one  of  the  arguments  for  the  pro¬ 
vision  written  in  in  the  House  and  con¬ 
firmed  by  the  conference  committee  is 
that  the  problems  of  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  boards  vary  so  greatly  from  one  com¬ 
munity  to  another  that  in  one  com- 
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munity  they  might  have  need  for  every 
man  of  a  certain  age  and  of  good  physi¬ 
cal  qualifications  to  meet  their  quota, 
while  in  another  community — even  in 
the  adjoining  county  or  area — there 
might  be  a  completely  different  problem, 
requiring  the  local  draft  boards  to  exer¬ 
cise  a  different  descretion,  depending  on 
the  specific  nature  of  the  problem  which 
they  had  to  meet? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  could  have  been 
the  reason,  because  that  condition  cer¬ 
tainly  prevails.  There  are  great  varia¬ 
tions  among  the  different  draft  boards. 

Moreover,  I  think  there  was  a  feeling 
that,  after  all,  the  people  who  live  in  a 
man’s  home  community,  who  associate 
with  him  every  day  and  who  know  him, 
are  much  better  qualified  to  pass  upon 
the  question  of  his  deferment  than  some¬ 
one  who  arrives  at  the  result  by  a  test 
given  on  a  national  basis. 

The  Senator  from  Florida  and  I  are 
adherents  of  a  group  which  has  been 
threatened  with  extinction,  namely,  the 
Jeffersonian  Democrats.  Of  course,  we 
believe  in  the  largest  possible  measure  of 
local  home  rule  and  self-government  in 
the  local  communities  of  the  Nation. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  And  the  program  in¬ 
corporated  in  the  conference  report  guar¬ 
antees  just  that. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Exactly. 

Mj\  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

AGE  OF  INDUCTION 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  to  the  induction 
age,  the  age  of  induction  for  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  and  for  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  was  one  of  the  major  points 
at  issue.  The  Senate  bill  had  an  induc¬ 
tion  age  of  18  years,  with,  of  course,  the 
provision  with  which  all  Senators  are 
familiar,  that  it  would  be  necessary  to 
exhaust  the  pool  of  those  above  19  be¬ 
fore  coming  down  to  18  years  9  months, 
18  years  6  months,  and  so  forth.  The 
House  amendment  placed  the  age  at  18  Yz 
years.  The  compromise  agreement  au¬ 
thorizes  induction  for  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  to  begin  at  18 V2,  and  in¬ 
duction  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps — the  so-called 
UMT — at  the  age  of  18. 

RESERVE  SERVICE 

As  to  the  total  period  of  service  lia¬ 
bility,  under  the  Senate  bill  an  individual 
was  liable  for  an  aggregate  of  8  years 
of  service.  This  aggregate  included  both 
active  duty  service  of  24  months  and  time 
spent  as  a  member  of  a  Reserve 
component. 

Under  the  House  amendment  the  ag¬ 
gregate  period  was  6  years.  The  House 
receded  on  this  point,  and  the  conference 
agreement  establishes  the  aggregate 
service  period — that  is,  active  duty  plus 
Reserve  service — at  8  years. 

AUTHORIZED  PERIOD  OF  ACTIVE  DUTY  FOR  RESERVE 
COMPONENTS 

As  to  the  active  duty  of  reservists,  the 
Senate  bill  authorized  the  call  to  active 
duty  of  reservists  for  the  normal  induc¬ 
tion  period  of  24  months.  The  House 
amendment  provided  that  such  individ¬ 
uals  could  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for 
not  to  exceed  21  months,  regardless  of 
the  normal  induction  period  imposed 
upon  all  other  individuals.  The  House 


receded  on  this  point,  and  the  confer¬ 
ence  agreement  authorizes  members  of 
the  Reserve  components  to  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  for  a  period  of  not  to  exceed 
24  months.  The  authority  to  order  the 
Reserve  components  to  active  duty  ter¬ 
minates  July  1,  1953. 

As  to  the  cut-off  date  on  selective  serv- 
ice _ 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Would  the  Sen¬ 
ator  be  willing  to  bring  out  at  this  time, 
in  connection  with  the  point  with  re¬ 
gard  to  the  Reserves,  the  question  of  call¬ 
ing  up  Reserves  who  have  had  more  than 
a  year’s  service  in  World  War  II,  or 
would  he  prefer  not  to  discuss  it  at  this 
time? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  very  glad 
to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Does  that  sub¬ 
ject  come  at  a  later  point  in  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  statement? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  had  intended  to 
deal  with  it  at  a  later  point,  but  I  shall 
be  glad  to  deal  with  it  now. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Whatever  the 
Senator  desires. 

Mr.  TAFT.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
same  question.  What  the  Senator  has 
been  referring  to  is  the  Reserve  unit  it¬ 
self,  as  a  unit. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  In  effect,  yes;  not  the 
volunteer  or  the  inactive  Reserves. 

Mr.  TAFT.  The  inactive  reserves  are 
different.  Can  the  Senator  tell  us  exactly 
the  line  between  the  active  and  inactive 
Reserves? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  shall  be  happy  to 
undertake  to  do  so  now. 

There  is  a  very  substantial  difference 
between  inactive  or  volunteer  reservists 
and  the  active  reservists,  who  are  nor¬ 
mally  assigned  to  units.  The  great  dif¬ 
ference  is  that  the  inactive  or  volunteer 
reservists  receive  no  compensation  what¬ 
ever.  The  active  reservists  normally  re¬ 
ceive  compensation  based  upon  their  at¬ 
tending  training  for  a  certain  number  of 
hours  each  month.  I  may  say  that  in 
some  cases  the  training  is  frequently 
book  work.  In  addition,  they  receive 
certain  credits  toward  retirement, 
whereas  the  inactive  reservist  does  not 
normally  receive  the  same  credit  toward 
retirement  unless  associated  with  a  vol¬ 
unteer  unit.  The  difference  is  that  the 
inactive  reservists  normally  get  no  pay 
and  no  credit  toward  retirement.  The 
active  reservists  receive  some  compensa¬ 
tion  and  credit  toward  retirement.  That 
is  the  difference  between  them. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  on  that  point? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  a  man  who 
enlists  become  an  inactive  reservist,  or 
is  he  in  a  different  category? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  His  enlistment  would 
have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  most  of  the  men 
entered  the  Reserves  when  they  came 
out  of  the  service,  at  the  time  they  were 
released  from  active  duty.  Many  of  the 
services  urged  that  the  men  go  into 
the  inactive  Reserves,  and  thousands  of 
them  did  so. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  A  reservist  is  en¬ 
tirely  different  from  a  man  who  volun¬ 


tarily  enlists  and  does  not  go  through 
Selective  Service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  A  person  could  well 
become  a  volunteer  reservist  without 
first  being  inducted  through  selective 
service.  If  he  is  in  any  branch  of  the 
service,  whether  he  is  a  volunteer  or 
comes  in  through  selective  service,  he 
may  later  become  an  inactive  or  volun¬ 
teer  reservist  when  released  from  active 
duty. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  When  the  Senator 
answers  those  questions,  will  he  include 
in  the  answer  a  statement  as  to  whether 
or  not  a  person  who  has  enlisted  and  has 
been  in  the  service,  let  us  say  for  a  period 
of  3  years,  will  be  able  voluntarily 
to  leave  the  Army? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Dees  the  Senator 
mean  to  sever  his  connection  with  the 
Reserve  unit? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes,  after  3  years. 
Let  us  say  that  his  term  of  3  years  ex¬ 
pires  in  July  of  this  year,  and  that  he 
went  in  voluntarily.  Would  this  bill 
keep  him  in  longer,  or  could  he  volun¬ 
tarily  withdraw? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Under  the  terms  of 
this  bill  when  a  person  who  has  served 
3  years  under  a  voluntary  enlistment 
comes  out  of  the  active  service  he  is  auto¬ 
matically  placed  in  a  reserve  status  for 
a  period  of  5  years. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then  he  may  be 
taken  back  as  a  reservist? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  but  only  in  the 
event  his  recall  is  authorized  by  Con¬ 
gress. 

Mi’.  SALTONSTALL.  A  man  who  en¬ 
listed  for  a  3-year  period  prior  to  a 
certain  date — I  forget  the  exact  date - 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Prior  to  the  passage 
of  this  act. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Prior  to  the 
passage  of  this  act.  If  my  memory 
serves  me  correctly,  when  he  comes  out 
he  is  free  from  any  reserve  duty,  is  he 
not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  He  is  free? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  He  has  no  further 
obligation. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  that  apply  to 
all  grades? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  To  officers,  as  well 
as  to  enlisted  men? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  it  applies  to  all 
grades  and  ranks. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSEL^.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  As  the  Senator  is  aware, 
when  the  Korean  War  broke  out,  there 
was  considerable  difficulty  caused  by  the 
calling  up  of  reservists  who  were  on  the 
inactive  list  before  calling  up  those  who 
were  on  the  active  list  or  members  of 
organized  units. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  bill  establish  any 
priority  of  call  in  such  situations  which 
may  arise  hereafter? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  it  does  not. 
There  are  separate  bills  pending  in  the 
two  committees  which  deal  with  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  permanent  Reserve 
system,  which  contain  priorities.  The 
only  priorities  which  the  pending  bill 
establishes  is  with  reference  to  the  re¬ 
lease  of  inactive  or  voluntary  reservists 
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who  are  on  active  duty  today.  It  would 
give  them  prior  release  from  duty.  I 
can  turn  to  that  provision  now  if  the 
Senator  would  prefer  me  to  do  so.  I 
have  not  yet  reached  it  in  order. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  would  prefer  to  have 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  proceed  in  his 
own  way. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  final  major  point 
of  disagreement,  or  at  least  one  of  the 
major  points  of  disagreement — and  per¬ 
haps  the  word  “conflict”  is  a  better  word 
to  use — between  the  two  versions  was 
the  House  provision  for  arbitrarily  re¬ 
turning  members  of  the  inactive  or  vol¬ 
untary  Reserve  who  qualify  as  World 
War  II  veterans  under  the  1948  act  to 
their  homes  at  the  completion  of  12 
months  of  service. 

The  Senate,  and  more  particularly  the 
Senate  conferees,  recognized  that  many 
injustices  have  been  done  to  thousands 
of  our  reservists,  who  saw  long  tours  of 
duty  during  World  War  II  since  the  re¬ 
call  program  began  in  July  1950. 

The  Senate  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  has  repeatedly  insisted  to  the 
Chiefs  of  Staff  and  to  the  secretaries  of 
the  several  services,  as  well  as  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense,  that  the  service's 
should  formulate  a  program  for  the  re¬ 
lease  of  these  inactive  reservists  which 
would  alleviate  such  inequities  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  Each  of  the 
services  formulated  a  program  for  the 
release  of  such  reservists.  The  pro¬ 
grams  went  into  effect  within  the  past 
30  days,  I  believe.  The  particulars  of 
the  program  have  been  released  to  the 
public.  The  great  bulk  of  the  voluntary 
or  inactive  enlisted  reservists  who  saw 
duty  during  World  War  II,  who  desire 
to  return  to  civilian  life  will  be  returned 
to  their  homes  or  will  be  released  accord¬ 
ing  to  a  definite  and  clear-cut  return 
program. 

I  think  I  should  interpolate  at  this 
point  that  there  are  some  small  groups 
of  men  who  are  in  critical  specialties 
who  are  not  being  released  under  this 
program.  However,  they  are  relatively 
few  in  number. 

Insofar  as  the  Army  and  Air  Force 
are  concerned,  the  returns  will  be  com¬ 
pleted  within  a  year  after  entry  on  ac¬ 
tive  duty.  Those  two  great  branches  of 
service,  that  is,  the  enlisted  inactive  and 
volunteer  reserves  will  be  released  with¬ 
in  12  months.  The  Navy  will  release  its 
inactive  volunteer  reservists  as  soon 
after  12  months  as  trained  replacements 
are  available. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Is  that  12  months  after 
the  passage  of  the  act? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  12  months  from 
the  time  they  were  called  to  duty  after 
June  25,  1950.  None  of  the  reservists 
was  called  back  until  late  in  July.  As 
a  practical  matter,  it  would  run  from 
some  time  in  late  July. 

Under  the  conference  agreement  a 
limit  or  deadline  of  17  months  is  estab¬ 
lished.  After  the  passage  of  that  time 
all  inactive  or  voluntary  reservists  must 
be  returned  to  their  homes.  Of  course, 
we  make  it  perfectly  clear  by  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  this  bill  that  this  17-month 
maximum  period  is  not  intended  to  be 
used  as  an  excuse  for  retaining  the  men, 
but  that  it  is  to  apply  to  those  who  have 


not  yet  been  returned  in  accordance  with 
this  program,  which,  as  I  have  said,  is 
12  months  in  the  case  of  the  Army  and 
Air  Force,  and  as  soon  after  12  months 
as  the  replacement  is  provided  in  the  case 
of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  17-month  pe¬ 
riod  applies  to  the  few  specialists  to 
which  the  Senator  has  referred? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No.  If  the  Secretary 
of  one  of  the  armed  services  finds  that 
any  individual — I  can  conceive  of  a  man 
who  is  an  interpreter,  for  example — is 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  the  com¬ 
bat  effectiveness  of  the  service  to  which 
the  individual  belongs,  he  could  hold  him. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  For  how  long  a 
period? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  For  a  period  of  up  to 
21  months. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  So  there  is,  first, 
the  12  months,  then  the  17  months,  and 
then  the  21  months  for  the  specialists 
who  are  retained  by  orders  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  a  finding  is  made 
that  such  a  man  is  essential  to  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  combat  effectiveness  of 
the  Army,  Air  Force,  or  Navy. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  That  would  be  up 
to  21  months,  then? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Perhaps  the 
Senator  has  made  his  point  clear,  but 
I  am  not  certain  he  has  done  so.  There¬ 
fore,  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whether 
it  is  not  correct  to  say  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  bill  which  deals  with  the 
programs  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  with 
respect  to  the  12-month  period.  It  is 
a  program.  The  conference  report  only 
refers  to  the  17  months,  although  there 
is  a  program  with  respect  to  enlistees 
Under  which  they  would  be  released  after 
a  year. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  tried  to  make  it 
clear  that  a  program  had  been  formu¬ 
lated  in  the  Department  of  Defense, 
which  was  due  to  the  insistence  of  the 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  as  much 
as  to  any  other  individual  factor. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TAFT.  Does  the  12-month  provi¬ 
sion  apply  only  to  enlistees,  and  not  to 
officers? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  applies  only  to  en¬ 
listees.  The  17-month  period  applies  to 
all.  Take,  for  example,  the  Air  Force. 
They  had  to  call  up  many  pilots  who 
were  reservists.  They  had  specialized 
training  in  the  flying  of  airplines.  If 
they  had  to  release  those  officer  pilots, 
it  would  have  been  disastrous.  The  Air 
Force  was  trying  to  increase  its  strength 
from  500,000  men  to  more  than  a  million. 
It  is  essential  that  the  Air  Force  has' 
trained  pilots.  However,  within  17 
months  they  must  release  the  officers. 
The  12  months  applies  to  enlistees  in  the 
Air  Force. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Could  it  be  possible 
that  it  would  be  24  months,  instead  of 
21  months,  for  the  so-called  specialists? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  would  be  24  months 
for  those  who  would  be  called  up  here¬ 
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after.  Under  the  existing  law,  it  is  21 
months. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Those  who  came 
in  afterward  would  have  to  serve  24 
months? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes;  they  could  be 
kept  in  serve  for  24  months  if  they  were 
essential  to  the  maintenance  of  the  com¬ 
bat  effectiveness  of  the  service,  whether 
it  be  the  Army,  the  Navy,  or  the  Air 
Force.  It  is  a  drastic  finding,  I  may  say. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  Secretary  of 
Defense  would  have  to  make  such  a 
finding? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No;  the  Secretary  of 
each  component  service.  It  would  be 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Air  Force. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  understand.  I 
thank  the  Senator. 

CUT-OFF  DATE  FOR  SELECTIVE  SERVICE 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  as  to 
the  cut-off  date  on  selective  service,  the 
bill  as  passed  by  the  Senate  contained  no 
expiration  date  for  selective  service, 
whereas  the  House  amendment  provided 
that  inductions  into  the  Armed  Forces 
through  selective  service  could  not  be 
made  after  July  1,  1954.  This  issue 
proved  to  be  a  rather  controversial  one; 
it  was  the  subject  of  long  discussion. 
Finally  the  conferees  agreed  to  the 
House  amendment,  so  as  to  cut  off  in¬ 
ductions  under  the  Selective  Service  Act 
on  July  1,  1955,  rather  than  July  1,  1954, 
as  provided  in  the  original  House  sub¬ 
stitute. 

PROGRAM  FOR  TRAINING  75,000  STUDENTS 
ANNUALLY  FOR  3  YEARS 

As  to  the  provision  for  the  deferment 
of  75,000  students,  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  Senate  contained  a  provision  for 
selecting  from  among  persons  who  had 
completed  their  basic  training,  75,000 
students  during  the  next  3  years,  and 
these  students  were  to  have  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  their  military  service  obli¬ 
gation  suspended  until  they  had  com¬ 
pleted  their  studies  or  research.  The 
House  substitute  did  not  contain  a  simi¬ 
lar  provision.  The  conferees  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  were  unable  to  secure 
any  form  of  compromise  on  this  pro¬ 
gram,  and  the  conference  report  entirely 
eliminates  the  provision. 

PROVISIONS  FOR  UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

Although  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
Senate  and  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
House  are  in  complete  agreement  on  the 
desirability  of  accepting  a  permanent 
program- of  universal  military  training, 
yet  the  measures, for  the  implementation 
of  such  a  program  varied  considerably  as 
between  the  House  and  the  Senate  ver¬ 
sions  of  the  bill.  The  basic  difference  lay 
in  the  fact  that  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
Senate  gave  universal  military  training 
an  unqualified  green  light  as  of  the  date 
of  the  enactment  of  the  bill.  Although 
the  Senate  was  clearly  aware  of  the  fact 
that  some  implementing  legislation 
would  be  necessary,  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  Senate  did  not  prohibit  the  program 
from  getting  under  way  until  such  pro¬ 
vision  had  in  fact  been  enacted. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  House  amend¬ 
ment,  although  solidly  supporting  the 
philosophy  of  universal  military  train- 
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ing,  required  that  a  second  look  be  taken 
at  the  proposition  by  the  Congress  before 
any  inductions  could  be  made  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps. 

This  basic  point  of  disagreement  be¬ 
tween  the  Senate  provision,  which 
adopted  universal  military  training  now, 
and  the  House  provision,  which  required 
that  a  second  look  be  taken,  was  the  rock 
upon  which  the  conferees  almost  suf¬ 
fered  a  catastrophe ;  we  nearly  foundered 
on  that  rock. 

As  chairman  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference,  it  therefore  gives  me  great 
pleasure  to  report  that  this  issue  has 
finally  been  resolved.  The  conference 
report  in  no  way  withdraws  congres¬ 
sional  endorsement  of  universal  military 
training;  however,  it  does  recognize  what 
we  have  always  clearly  understood, 
namely,  that  some  additional  imple¬ 
menting  legislation  will  be  necessary 
before  the  program  can  actually  begin. 
Some  of  this  legislation  must  be  put  on 
the  statute  books  before  any  inductions 
are  made  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  to  receive  this  training. 

The  conference  agreement  provides  for 
establishment  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Commission  and  outlines  its 
responsibilities  and  duties.  Particular 
care  has  been  taken  to  assure  that  the 
Commission,  although  establishing  the 
policies  and  standards  which  govern  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  does 
not  write  the  detailed  military  program. 
The  military  program  is  made  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  those  who  are  best  quali¬ 
fied  to  prepare  it,  namely,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense  and  the  three  military 
services. 

The  agreement  provides  that  within  4 
months  after  the  Commission  has  been 
confirmed  by  the  Senate,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  must  submit  to  the  Congress  its  leg¬ 
islative  recommendations  which  will 
govern  the  policies,  standards,  code  of 
conduct,  death  and  disability  benefits, 
and  other  essential  elements  of  such  a 
program.  These  legislative  recommen¬ 
dations  must  be  acted  upon  by  the  re¬ 
spective  committees  within  45  days  and 
must  be  reported  to  the  two  Houses. 
After  they  are  reported,  they  go  on  the 
calendar  as  measures  of  the  highest  priv¬ 
ilege  which  may  be  called  up  at  any  time 
on  the  motion  of  any  single  Member  of 
either  House. 

The  conference  agreement  does  not 
prohibit  the  universal  military  training 
program  from  getting  under  way  until 
all  of  these  legislative  recommendations 
shall  have  been  enacted.  It  does  pro¬ 
vide  that  it  cannot  get  under  way  until 
two  of  the  recommendations — the  code 
of  conduct  and  measures  outlining 
death  and  disability  benefits  for  train¬ 
ees — are  adopted  by  the  Congress.  In¬ 
ductions  cannot  be  made  until  these 
measures,  and  any  portion  of  the  other 
fneasures,  have  been  enacted  into  law. 

A  final  condition  precedent  to  the 
making  of  inductions  would  be  the  find¬ 
ing  that  the  period  of  service  for  persons 
under  age  19  could  be  either  reduced  or 
eliminated.  Of  course,  it  would  be  nec¬ 
essary  that  this  be  done  before  the  pro¬ 
gram  could  be  effective. 


Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
if  the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  finished 
discussing  the  universal-military-train¬ 
ing  item,  I  should  like  to  ask  a  question 
of  him,  if  he  will  yield. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Clements  in  the  chair) .  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  am  glad  to  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Perhaps  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  would  wish  to  dis¬ 
cuss  this  matter  more  in  detail.  Is  it  not 
true  that  in  connection  with  the  legisla¬ 
tive  requirements  of  the  code  of  conduct, 
the  safety  measures,  and  other  measures, 
a  concept  of  the  entire  policy  and  plan 
is  that  the  military  training  in  and  of 
itself  will  not  necessarily  be  subject  to 
legislative  recommendations.  Do  I 
make  my  point  clear? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
essential  that  the  training  program  be 
made  the  subject  of  legislative  recom¬ 
mendations. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  No;  just  the 
opposite  is  the  case. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  theory  is 
that  under  the  broad  outline  which  the 
Commission  will  have  to  submit  within 
4  months  of  its  appointment,  the  mili¬ 
tary  part  of  the  program  will  be  under 
the  military,  and,  we  hope,  will  not  be 
subjected  to  specific  congressional 
recommendations. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  the  intent 
of  the  committee  of  conference — and  I 
may  say  I  do  not  think  the  Senate  was 
alone  in  that  respect,  although  we  dif¬ 
fered  as  to  the  kind  of  language  neces¬ 
sary  to  secure  the  desired  result — was 
that  the  civilian  commission  should  have 
broad,  overall  supervision  of  the  national 
training  program,  but  that  the  military 
aspects  of  the  program  should  be  under 
the  military.  That  was  what  we  sought 
to  achieve  by  the  language  adopted  in 
the  conference  report. 

In  other  words,  this  is  a  program  of 
military  training,  and  we  do  not  desire  to 
see  it  become,  some  kind  of  indoctrina¬ 
tion  center  for  certain  ideas  or  philoso¬ 
phies  or  a  natural-education  program  or 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  great 
works-projects  program.  We  wish  to 
see  to  it  that  the  military  features  of 
this  training  are  military  and  are  under 
the  control  of  the  military,  without  in¬ 
terfering  with  the  general  overall  super¬ 
vision  by  the  civilian  commission. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  It  is  the  concept 
of  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  is  it  not-— 
as  it  is  mine — that  the  legislative  recom¬ 
mendations  and  the  legislative  acts  com¬ 
ing  from  them  should  not,  we  hope,  pre¬ 
scribe  and  define  the  military  training? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  should  think  it 
would  be  most  unfortunate  for  the  Con¬ 
gress  to  undertake  to  write  military 
training  details.  We  have  neither  the 
background  nor  the  knowledge  which 
would  enable  us  to  prescribe  for  military 
training.  In  the  past  Congress  has  never 
sought  to  write  out  a  course  of  mili¬ 


tary  training  for  the  Air  Corps,  the  Ma¬ 
rine  Corps,  or  any  other  branch  of  the 
Armed  Services ;  and  I  see  no  reason  why 
we  should  depart  from  the  precedents 
in  that  respect. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  The  theory  of 
having  the  Commission  set  forth  the 
broad  outline  is  to  have  it  inform  Con¬ 
gress  as  to  what  is  planned  in  the  form 
of  training,  so  that  it  can  establish  a 
legal  code  of  conduct  and  can  provide 
various  safety  measures  and  all  the  other 
protective  features  which  go  with  estab¬ 
lishing  a  new  corps.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  language  is  “a 
broad  outline  for  a  program  deemed  by 
the  Commission,  and  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  to  be  appropriate 
to  assure  that  the  training  carried  out 
under  the  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be 
of  a  military  nature ;  but  nothing  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  construed  to  grant  to 
the  Commission  the  authority  to  pre¬ 
scribe  the  basic  type  or  types  of  military 
training  to  be  given  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps.”  I 
think  that  makes  it  very  clear  what 
our  purpose  was.  Of  course,  we  cannot 
bind  this  Congress,  not  to  speak  of  any 
subsequent  Congresses.  If  they  were  to 
undertake  to  enter  the  field  of  writing  a 
military  program,  I  assume  that  they 
could  do  it,  but  in  my  opinion  it  would 
be  a  very  foolish  step. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  What  I  was 
trying  to  bring  out  in  conjunction  with 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  was  the  fact 
that  we  hoped  the  military  would  care 
for  the  military  training,  and  that  it 
would  not  be  interfered  with  by  the 
civilian  members,  nor  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  If  I  got  the  sense  of 
the  conference,  it  was  that  each  member 
of  the  conference,  from  both  Houses,  was 
of  opinion  that  the  military  should  have 
control  of  the  military  training  aspects 
of  this  program. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Then,  will  the  Com¬ 
mission,  which  is  to  be  composed  in  part 
of  military  members  and  in  part  of 
civilians,  have  the  right  to  determine  the 
length  of  period  of  training? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course  not.  It  is 
written  out  in  the  law.  It  is  6  months. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  is  prescribed  in 
the  law,  is  it? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is,  and  it  is  6 
months. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  So  the  Commission 
will  not  have  either  the  time  or  the 
actual  mode  of  training  under  their  ju¬ 
risdiction.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  They  will  not  have,  as 
to  the  military  details. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Am  I  correct  in  un¬ 
derstanding  the  Senator  to  say  it  must 
all  be  military  trainings not  civilian? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  that  it 
goes  quite  that  far,  but  I  certainly  gave 
it  that  construction.  It  does  not  say 
there  cannot  be  any  civilian  training,  be¬ 
cause  there  is  a  rather  thin  line  of  de¬ 
marcation  there. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  appreciate  that. 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is,  if  it  is  desired 
to  train  a  man  how  to  string  a  telephone 
wire  for  the  Signal  Corps,  for  example, 
or  to  give  a  young  man  training  so  he 
will  be  a  valuable  reservist  in  communi¬ 
cations  in  the  event  of  the  outbreak  of 
war,  that  would  be  civilian  training; 
but  the  bill  makes  it  perfectly  clear  that 
the  training  shall  be  basic  military  train¬ 
ing  in  its  nature., 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Therefore  the  mili¬ 
tary  alone  would  determine  what  the 
training  should  be,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes,  as  to  the  military 
training. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  If  there  were  to  be 
other  kinds  of  training,  could  the  Com¬ 
mission  as  well  as  the  military  determine 
what  the  other  kind  of  training  would 
be? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Let  me  read  the  lan¬ 
guage  to  the  Senator.  I  shall  read  the 
language  to  the  Senator  from  Michigan: 

The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  di¬ 
rection  of  the  President,  exercise  general 
supervision  over  the  training  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  which  training  shall 
be  basic  military  training.  The  Commission 
shall  establish  such  policies  and  standards 
with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  training 
of  the  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  this  act.  The  Commission 
shall  make  adequate  provisions  for  the  moral 
and  spiritual  welfare  of  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps.  The  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  shall  designate  the  military 
departments  to  carry  out  such  training. 
Each  military  department  so  designated  shall 
carry  out  such  military  training  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the 
Commission. 

Here  is  the  important  sentence : 

The  military  department  or  departments 
so  designated  to  carry  out  such  military 
training  shall,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense,  and  subject  to  the  pol¬ 
icies  and  standards  established  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  determine  the  type  or  types  of  basic 
military  training  to  be  given  to  members  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota. 

Mr.  CASE.  Will  the  status  of  privilege 
which  the  Senator  has  said  this  bill  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  recommendations  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  prevent  the 
consideration  of  amendments  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  No.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  bill  specifically  authorizes 
amendments  to  any  part  of  it. 

Mr.  CASE.  Could  the  affirmative  ac¬ 
tion  be  in  the  nature  of  a  concurrent 
resolution,  or  would  it  require  a  regular 
bill  to  be  passed  by  both  Houses  and 
signed  by  the  President? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  would  be  in  the 
nature  of  a  law  or  an  act. 

Mr.  President,  the  conferees  feel  that 
the  adoption  of  this  report  by  both 
Houses  and  its  approval  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States  will  not  only 
provide  for  our  temporary  needs  through 
the  selective  service,  for  a  training  and 
service  program,  but  it  will  make  it  im¬ 
possible  for  the  armed  services  to  initiate 
their  long-range  planning  for  universal 
military  training,  and  to  begin  develop¬ 


ing  immediately  the  detailed  techniques 
which  it  will  require. 

We  have  provided  a  system  for  an 
orderly  phasing  in  of  universal  military 
training  rather  than  for  an  arbitrary 
initiation  of  the  program  at  some  future 
time  after  a  complete  demobilization  of 
our  present  active-duty  forces. 

Additionally,  the  features  most  essen¬ 
tial  to  the  successful  operation  of  the 
program — a  sound  code  of  conduct  and 
equitable  death  and  disability  benefits — 
must  be  enacted  by  the  Congress  before 
inductions  may  commence. 

Mr.  President,  in  presenting  this  re¬ 
port  in  behalf  of  the  Senate  conferees 
and  the  Senate  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  I  wish  to  submit  that  this  pro¬ 
gram  will  enable  us  not  only  to  meet  the 
present  requirements  of  a  large  active- 
duty  force  but  to  build  an  adequate  and 
well-trained  reserve  over  the  coming 
years.  For  events  have  all  too  clearly 
reemphasized,  since  the  onset  of  the  Ko¬ 
rean  episode,  that  our  military  security 
is  irrevocably  meshed  with  a  program 
for  the  systematic  building  of  a  reserve 
of  trained  manpower. 

At  the  present  time,  while  we  have 
several  million  reservists,  we  have  no  real 
Reserve  program ;  and  the  lack  of  such  a 
program  has  resulted  in  the  hardships 
of  which  we  have  heard  so  frequently. 
Here  were  the  services,  looking  for  re¬ 
servists;  they  would  reach  into  some 
community,  where  there  might  be  two 
reservists  living  across  the  street  from 
each  other.  One  might  have  a  wife  and 
two  children;  the  other  might  be  un¬ 
married.  The  Departments  did  not  even 
have  sufficient  information  to  tell  where 
the  greater  hardship  lay,  and,  from  the 
cases  which  have  been  brought  to  my 
attention,  it  seemed  that  their  capacity 
for  selecting  the  worst  hardship  cases 
was  considerable,  to  say  the  least.  We 
must  establish  in  this  country  a  real  Re¬ 
serve  program.  We  must  do  it  for  the 
reason  that  a  real  and  complete  Reserve 
program  will  enable  us  in  time  of  emer¬ 
gency  to  avoid  multiplication  of  the 
hardship  cases  of  those  called  to  service. 
We  must  do  it,  Mr.  President,  if  we 
would  not  disrupt  the  civilian  economy 
of  the  United  States. 

This  Nation  cannot  indefinitely  carry 
the  burden  of  maintaining  an  Armed 
Force  of  4,000,000  or  5,000,000  men  on 
active  duty,  with  all  the  costs  thus  in¬ 
curred.  We  cannot  do  it  by  resorting  to 
a  large  short-term  civilian  establish¬ 
ment  having  a  rapid  rotation,  or  by  un¬ 
dertaking  to  create  a  large  permanent 
professional  army  the  members  of  which 
will  follow  the  science  of  warfare  as  life 
careers.  We  must  follow  the  thought 
which  was  in  the  contemplation  of  the 
first  President  of  the  United  States, 
George  Washington,  who  envisioned  a 
system  of  trained  Reserves  rather  than 
the  maintenance  at  all  times  of  a  large 
Regular  Military  Establishment. 

The  plan  which  we  have  offered  is  not 
as  direct  and  positive  a  solution  of  the 
problem  as  was  the  original  Senate  bill, 
or  as  I  should  like  to  see  it,  but  I  believe, 
Mr.  President,  that  the  plan  we  have 
suggested  is  sound  and  workable.  It 
affords  Congress  an  opportunity  to  see 


the  nature  of  the  code  of  conduct  which 
will  be  put  into  effect,  and  provision  will 
be  made  for  benefits  for  men  in  the 
universal  military  training  before  any 
inductions  are  made. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
share  the  regret  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  that  the  program  as  reported 
by  the  conference  for  universal  military 
training  is  not  as  direct,  definite,  and 
certain  as  was  provided  for  in  the  Senate 
bill,  but  if  I  correctly  understand,  the 
conference  measure  does  definitely  lay 
a  predicate  for  a  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  program,  and  with  that  conviction 
underlying,  I  should  like  to  ask  this 
question  of  the  distinguished  chairman 
of  the  Armed  Services  Committee: 

Is  it  correct  to  say  that,  under  the 
conference  report,  whenever  the  state  of 
our  national  preparedness  is  such  in  re¬ 
lation  to  our  international  situation 
that  the  selectees,  when  called  to  serv¬ 
ice,  will  not  be  needed  more  than  0 
months,  then  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  shall  come  into  existence  under  this 
program  which  is  established  under  the 
conference  report? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  generally  a 
fair  statement  of  the  effect  of  the  con¬ 
ference  report. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Is  it  further  correct 
to  say  that  the  time  limitation  upon  the 
machinery  which  was  described  so  ably 
by  the  Senator  and  which  is  included  in 
the  conference  report  with  the  purpose 
of  bringing  back  to  the  Congress  specific 
measures  on  the  code  of  conduct  and 
with  respect  to  death  and  disability  ben¬ 
efits,  is  such  that  that  machinery  will 
certainly  function  so  quickly  as  to  have 
ready  a  completed  program  for  universal 
military  training  before  the  time  will  be 
reached  when  the  selectees  need  not 
serve  more  than  6  months? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  certainly  think 
that  is  the  case.  If  we  have  any  degree 
of  good  luck  at  all  there  is  no  reason 
why  much  of  the  machinery  for  this 
system  should  not  be  well  along  before 
the  end  of  this  session*  of  the  Congress. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  greatly  appreciate 
that  expression  on  the  part  of  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  Senator,  and  I  should  like  to 
ask  one  more  question  on  an  unrelated 
portion  of  the  militay-manpower  pro¬ 
gram.  Perhaps  I  missed  it,  but  I  did 
not  hear  the  Senator  comment  on  that 
part  of  the  Senate  bill  which  related  to 
the  National  Guard  of  the  several  States. 
Are  we  to  understand  that  there  is  no 
change  in  the  conference  report  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Senate  bill  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  National  Guard? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  None  whatever.  Every 
protection  thrown  around  the  National 
Guard  by  the  original  Senate  bill  is  re¬ 
tained  in  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  thank  the  Senator, 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Does  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  establish  an  age  limit? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Is  it  18  years? 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Suppose  a  young 
man  has  not  finished  high  school  at  that 
age;  does  he  wait  until  he  finishes  high 
school? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes.  He  is  deferred. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Until  he  finishes 
high  school? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Yes,  or  until  he 
reaches  the  age  of  20  years. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  So  he  cannot  re¬ 
main  in  high  school  longer  than  age  20 
years? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  most  boys 
ought  to  be  able  to  finish  high  school  by 
that  time. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Yes.  I  wondered 
if  there  was  a  loophole  there. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  We  give  them  every 
opportunity  to  finish  high  school  before 
they  are  called  into  service. 

Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  on  tomor¬ 
row  the  report  will  be  agreed  to  by  the 
Senate  and  that  it  will  then  meet  with 
favorable  action  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.  I  think,  as 
I  have  stated,  that  it  provides  not  only 
for  the  present  emergency,  but  for  a 
long-range  military  program.  It  will 
save  money;  but,  more  than  that,  in  my 
opinion,  it  will  save  the  lives  of  Ameri¬ 
can  youth.  It  will  avoid  again  placing 
them  in  a  position  where  it  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  induct  me  immediately,  taking 
them  from  their  homes  without  proper 
training,  and  exposing  them  to  enemy 
fire  on  some  far-flung  battlefront.  It 
will  put  us  in  a  posture  of  defense  so 
that  the  whole  world  will  know  that 
we  have  a  reserve  program  that  will 
enable  us  within  a  few  days — not  a  few 
months  or  a  few  years — to  assemble 
an  armed  force  able  to  function  effi¬ 
ciently  for  the  protection  of  our  liberties 
and  the  discharge  of  our  obligations  as 
free  people. 

It  has  been  said  by  many  distinguished 
Americans,  one  of  the  most  recent  being 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur,  that  if  we  had 
had  universal  military  training  in  this 
country  it  is  altogether  possible  that 
World  War  I  and  World  War  II  might 
have  been  avoided.  We  offer  the  re¬ 
port,  Mr.  President,  in  the  hope  that 
its  adoption  will  avoid  world  war  HI  or 
any  other  great  catastrophe  that  might 
cause  the  whole  world  to  be  again  on 
fire;  but  should  these  disasters  come 
upon  us,  we  feel  that  because  of  this 
program  we  will  be  better  prepared  to 
cope  with  them.  It  will  save  not  only 
money,  but  American  lives,  will  impose 
on  us  only  a  burden  we  are  able  to  bear, 
and  will  contribute  to  the  day  of  perma¬ 
nent  and  lasting  peace  on  erth. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  was  about  to  yield 
the  floor.  I  yield  to  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Is  there  not  one 
more  thing?  If  the  universal  military 
training  measure  becomes  effective,  will 
it  avoid  the  sending  back  into  service 
of  men  who  served  in  a  pevious  war, 
thus  taking  them  away  from  their  fam¬ 
ilies  because  we  do  not  have  sufficient 
number  of  trained  youth? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  would  unless  we 
were  engaged  in  a  world  war  of  such 


proportions  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  summon  every  bit  of  our  manpower. 
It  would  certainly  prevent  it  in  such 
a  situation  as  we  have  today. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr,  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  It  would  depend 
upon  the  size  of  the  military  force,  would 
it  not? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  what  I  have 
said,  that  we  must  have  a  force  necessary 
to  assure  us  victory. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  I  desire  to  com¬ 
pliment  the  Senator  from  Georgia  upon 
his  excellent  explanation  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  report,  and  I  particularly  commend 
him  for  what  he  has  had  to  say  about 
universal  military  training.  I  think  it 
is  time  the  people  of  the  United  States 
realize  that  if  we  are  going  to  have  a 
lasting  peace,  we  must  have  proper  pre¬ 
paredness,  with  conditions  as  they  are 
today. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  thank  the  Senator, 
and  I  associate  myself  completely  with 
his  statement.  I  yield  the  floor. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
conference  report  will  lie  on  the  table. 

DEDUCTIONS  TO  BE  DRAWN  FROM  HEAR- 
.  INGS  ON  THE  REPLACEMENT  OF  GEN¬ 
ERAL  MacARTHUR 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Mr.  President, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  matter  of 
hearings  before  the  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  and  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  which  are  currently  under  way 
has  been  discussed  on  the  floor  by  a  few 
Senators,  I  feel  compelled  to  give  certain 
views  of  my  own,  in  brief  summary,  as,  to 
the  correctness  and  reasonableness  of 
deductions  that  can  be  drawn  fronj  the 
hearings  to  date.  I  do  so  at  this-' time 
because  apparently  at  least  one  phase  of 
the  hearings  has  been  substantially  con¬ 
cluded,  namely,  the  military  position  and 
the  military  explanation  of  the  admin¬ 
istration  in  connection  with  the  relief  of 
Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur.  I  think  the 
record  in  broad  measure  should  be 
brought  up  to  date.  I  shall  not  attempt 
to  document  each  and  every  occurrence 
by  quotations  from  the  record.  That 
would  necessitate  the  presentation  of  an 
interminable  instrument.  But  I  shall 
attempt  to  review  what  in  my  judgment 
has  happened  up  to  this  time,  and  what 
the  reasonable  conclusions  from  the  evi¬ 
dence  should  be. 

Mr.  President,  for  the  past  5  weeks  I 
have  devoted  most  of  my  time  in  attend¬ 
ance  at  all  thg  hearings  of  the  Armed 
Services  and  Foreign  Relations  Commit¬ 
tees,  sitting  jointly,  relative  to  the  sum¬ 
mary  recall  of  Gen.  Douglas  MacArthur 
and  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United 
States  in  Korea  and  the  Far  East.  I  was 
tremendously  impressed  by  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur/  address  to  the  joint  meeting  of 
the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  My  opin¬ 
ion  a/  to  the  soundness  of  the  general’s 
view/  was  further  strengthened  by  his 
3  days  of  testimony  before  the  commit¬ 
ted.  The  record  clearly  shows  that 
Qteneral  MacArthur  testified  without  any 
Rancor  toward  anyone;  that  he  was  fully 


responsive  to  all  questions ;  that  he  sepa¬ 
rated  fact  from  opinion,  and  that  he 
presented  professional  military  views  for 
attaining  sound  objectives  in  Korea 
which  inspire  me  with  confidence. 

Senators  from  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
had  unlimited  opportunity  to  interrogate 
General  MacArthur.  In  no  instance 
was  there  any  confusion  in  the  informa¬ 
tion  received  as  a  result  of  such  inter¬ 
rogation.  There  was  no  “policy  vacuum” 
in  General  MacArthur’s  testimony. 

Since  the  testimony  of  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  the  administration  has  produced 
its  official  family  of  military  stars — 
General  Marshall,  Secretary  of  Defense; 
General  Bradley,  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff;  and  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff  themselves,  General  Collins,  Chief 
of  Staff  of  the  Army;  General  Vanden- 
berg,  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Air  Force; 
and  Admiral  Sherman,  Chief  of  Naval 
Operations.  And  unless  other  reasons 
develop,  it  appears  as  though  the  mili¬ 
tary  testimony  of  the  administration  is 
at  an  end. 

I  desire  to  recall  for  the  Record  that  I 
moved,  at  the  close  of  General  Bradley’s 
testimony,  that  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff 
be  requested  to  indicate  in  writing  where 
they  might  disagree  with  the  evidence 
given  by  their  superiors.  I  anticipated 
that  there  would  be  no  substantial  dis¬ 
agreement  in  any  major  field  by  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  with  their  superior, 
the  Chairman,  or  with  their  superior, 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  and  I  thought 
that  repetitious  testimony  by  the  three 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  merely  going  over 
and  restating  what  their  superiors  had 
already  laid  down  as  a  line  of  testimony, 
would  be  a  waste  of  the  committee’s  time 
and  of  the  Senate’s  time,  and  that  we 
might  well  canvass  it  by  trying  to  ascer¬ 
tain  where  their  disagreement  occurred, 
and  questioning  them  on  that  point. 

My  motion  was  voted  down  by  the 
committee,  but  I  submit  to  any  candid 
observer  that  the  record  of  the  past  week 
and  a  half  sustains  my  position.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  Joint  Chiefs,  by  their  own 
statements  and  definitions  as  to  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  surrounding  this  affair,  have 
been  placed  in  an  untenable  position.  I 
believe  their  testimony  has  been  con¬ 
fused  and  confusing. 

It  is  my  conviction  that  when  the 
Secretary  of  State  takes  the  stand  to¬ 
morrow,  as  I  understand  he  will,  we  shall 
begin,  to  get  at  the  heart  of  the  matter, 
and  at  the  political  maneuvers  surround¬ 
ing  Asiatic  policy. 

Lest  we  allow  the  testimony  of  the  past 
20  days,  however,  through  sheer  weight 
to  becloud  the  issue,  I  believe  it  essen¬ 
tial  at  this  time  concisely  to  state  those 
things  which  have  been  proved  thus  far. 

First.  The  question:  Why  was  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur  recalled,  or  as  some  say. 
Why  was  he  fired? 

(A)  According  to  the  official  military 
testimony,  after  the  President  had  indi¬ 
cated  an  intent  to  relieve  MacArthur,  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  concluded  that 
General  MacArthur  was  not  in  sympathy 
with  the  decisions  to  try  to  limit  the  con¬ 
flict  in  Korea.  This  would  make  it  diffi¬ 
cult  for  him  to  carry  out  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff’s  objectives.  It  was  necessary 
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to  have  a  commander  more  responsive 
to  control  from  Washington. 

It  is  to  be  noted,  significantly,  that  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  had  not  concluded 
in  this  manner  prior  to  the  time  they 
learned  that  the  President  desired  to 
relieve  General  MacArthur,  and  prior  to 
April  5,  1951. 

Apparently,  then,  MacArthur  had 
violated  something,  some  military  in¬ 
struction,  directive  or  policy,  but  the 
Joint  Chiefs  have  never  been  able  in 
their  testimony  to  agree  fully  as  to  just 
what,  if  any,  violations  clearly  war¬ 
ranted  the  recall  of  MacArthur. 

Moreover,  someone  unknown  had  to 
point  out  the  military  significance  of  this 
violation  to  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff, 
because  before  April  5  the  Joint  Chiefs, 
by  their  universal  testimony,  never  con¬ 
sidered  that  there  had  been  violations  of 
any  significance  by  General  MacArthur 
which  would  warrant  a  consideration  of 
his  dismissal. 

They  have  also  universally  testified 
that  after  the  April  5  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  committed  no  acts  which,  in  their 
opinion,  would  warrant  his  dismissal 
from  a  military  standpoint.  As  I  have 
tried  to  point  out,  and  as  others  have 
tried  to  point  out  in  the  hearings,  if  their 
position  is  tenable  or  supportable,  then 
they  might  well  be  accused  of  not  per¬ 
forming  their  full  function  if  conditions 
existed  before  the  5th  of  April  which,  in 
their  opinion,  would  have  warranted  his 
relief,  and  they  did  not  so  recommend 
before  the  5th  of  April.  They  all  testi¬ 
fied  that  they  never  considered  the 
matter  of  his  relief  prior  to  the  5th  of 
April.  They  made  no  recommendations 
prior  to  the  5th  of  April.  They  only 
concurred  after  the  political  heads  of 
the  Government  had  determined  that 
MacArthur’s  political  head  was  coming 
off  as  well  as  his  military  head. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Was  it  ever  pos¬ 
sible  to  determine  where  the  original 
suggestion  came  from  that  the  Joint 
Chiefs  should  consider  this  matter? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  No.  That  is 
one  of  the  mysteries  which  often  occurs. 
Men  in  important  positions  quite  often 
can  remember  everything  that  seems  to 
sustain  their  position,  but  often  they  are 
unable  to  remember,  matters  which 
might  not  contribute  to  sustaining  their 
position.  In  this  case  his  memory  failed 
General  Bradley  as  to  who  made  the 
very  important  telephone  p&ll  to  him 
on  the  5th  of  April  that  General  Mac¬ 
Arthur  was  going  to  be  relieved.  It  oc¬ 
curred  to  me  that  the  proposed  recall  of 
General  MacArthur  would  be  a  very  im¬ 
portant  thing  in  our  whole  international 
and  global  policy.,  I  presume  that  in 
the  press  of  other,  business  it  slipped  the 
witness’  mind  a.s'To  who  had  made  this 
mysterious  call.  Perhaps  it  is  explain¬ 
able.  Nevertheless,  he  is  unable  to  re¬ 
call  who  put  in  the  call  on  this  very  im¬ 
portant  mdtter. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mn/HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Was  it  shown 
wjaat  department  called  General 
Bradley? 


Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  No.  The  gen¬ 
eral  cannot  even  remember  what  depart¬ 
ment  called  him;  whether  it  came  from 
the  White  House,  from  the  Chief  of  Staff 
of  the  Army,  or  other  source.  He  said 
the  other  day  it  might  have  come  over 
the  ticker 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Will  the  Senator 
explain  what  is  meant  by  “the  ticker” 
so  the  Record  will  be  clear?  The  Sen¬ 
ator  does  not  mean  the  UP,  the  AP,  or 
the  International  News  Service,  does  he? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  do  not 
know.  The  record  is  silent  on  that  point. 
The  record  shows  that  it  might  have 
come  over  the  ticker.  Perhaps  the  com¬ 
mittee  was  a  little  careless  in  not  asking 
what  kind  of  a  ticker  it  was,  but  that  is 
the  way  the  record  stands.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  a  commercial  news¬ 
paper  teletype  machine  or  otherwise. 
But  the  general’s  memory  is  faulty  on 
that  point. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Does  the  Sen¬ 
ator  have  a  further  question? 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  have  a  further, 
question  along  that  line.  / 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  I  am  wondering 
why  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  would  take  it  up  with  the  re¬ 
spective  members  of  the  Chiefs  of  Staff 
organization  if  such  a  message  came  over 
a  news  ticker.  How  would  that  put  in 
motion  the  stating  of  the  proposal  to  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  will  say  to 
the  Senator  that  it  is  mysterious  to  me. 
I  shall  have  to  confess  that  perhaps 
there  was  some  dereliction  in  not  pur¬ 
suing  that  question  to  its  ultimate. 
However,  we  did  pursue  it  with  the  gen¬ 
eral  to  the  point  of  fatigue,  I  should  say, 
in  attempting  to  stimulate  his  memory 
by  asking  if  it  were  this  person  or  that 
person.  The  general  could  not  remem¬ 
ber.  He  could  not  remember  whether 
it  came  from  this  department  or  that; 
and  the  record  is  left  that  he  has  an  ab¬ 
sence  of  memory  as  to  that  particular 
Occasion. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  At  the  time  he  orig¬ 
inally  brought  up  this  question,  in  reply 
to  a  question  as  to  when  he  first  heard 
the  suggestion  as  to  the  possible  relief 
of  General  MacArthur,  he  stated  that  it 
came  by  telephone  call. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  It  came  from 
someone — someone  he  could  not  remem¬ 
ber — over  the  telephone.  That  was  his 
best  memory  at  first.  Later  he  said  it 
might  have  come  over  the  ticker. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  That  was  the  next 
day,  I  think. 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  am  a  little 
confused  on  the  matter  myself. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  I  believe  that  the 
mention  of  the  ticker  was  the  next  day. 
Does  it  seem  probable  that  General 
Bradley  would  have  summoned  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  into  conference  immedi¬ 
ately,  as  he  did,  within  1  hour  after  the 
telephone  call,  or  whatever  it  was  which 
brought  it  to  his  attention,  to  consider 
whether  or  not  they  would  concur  in  the 


relief  of  MacArthur,  unless  the  call  had 
come  from  a  highly  responsible  author¬ 
ity?  Is  it  conceivable  that  General 
Bradley  would  have  plucked  it  out  of  the 
air,  either  from  the  ticker  or  from  a 
casual  telephone  call?  Is  it  conceivable 
that  he  would  have  called.-- the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  together  unless  the  call 
were  from  a  highly  responsible  author¬ 
ity,  presumably  superior  to  him  in  the 
Government? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  Of  course,  it 
is  inconceivable  that  General  Bradley 
would  have  acted  on  an  unsupported 
rumor  reported  by  some  person  down¬ 
town  in  a  casual  telephone  call  to  the 
Office  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  That  is  inconceiv¬ 
able,  is  it  pot? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  think  rea¬ 
son  would  dictate — although  I  cannot 
state  What  the  fact  is,  except  that  there 
is  a  lack  of  memory — that  the  Chairman 
of,  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  would  not 
call  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  together  on 
the  basis  of  an  unsupported  telephone 
call,  the  origin  of  which  he  cannot  now 
remember,  2  or  3  months  later. 

Mr.  BREWSTER.  If  it  had  been  the 
President  of  the  United  States  who  had 
called  him,  does  the  Senator  think  there 
would  have  been  any  question  that  he 
would  have  recalled  it? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  believe  he 
was  asked  if  it  was  the  White  House  or 
the  President,  and  I  believe  he  said  that 
he  could  not  recall. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield  at  that  point? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield  for  a 
question.  I  have  a  tentative  understand¬ 
ing  with  the  majority  leader  that  I  will 
not  delay  the  recess  of  the  Senate  for  a 
long  time. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  do  not  expect  to 
detain  the  Senator.  I  merely  wish  to 
clarify  the  Record. 

Does  not  the  Record  clearly  show  that 
after  General  Bradley  testified  on  the 
first  day  when  the  question  was  taken 
up  that  he  had  received  a  telephone  call 
but  he  did  not  remember  who  had  called 
him,  either  that  afternoon  or  the  follow¬ 
ing  day  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs 
of  Staff  was  closely  questioned  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  was  a  fact  that  a  log 
was  kept  of  all  telephone  calls  into  the 
Office  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff,  and  he  stated,  “That  is 
correct,  with  the  exception  of  the  tele¬ 
phone  calls  which  come  from  the  White 
House.  Of  those  no  records  are  kept.” 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  The  Senator 
is  correct,  according  to  my  memory. 
However,  as  to  the  statement  that  no 
logs  of  calls  were  kept  with  respect  to  the 
calls  which  come  from  the  White  House, 
I  should  want  to  check  the  Record  to  be 
sure  whether  or  not  General  Bi’adley  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  same  category  calls  from 
his  superior,  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 
My  memory  is  not  clear  on  that  point. 
I  remember  the  statement  about  the 
White  House.  In  that  respect,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  California  is  correct.  In  all 
other  cases  a  log  is  kept  of  the  calls, 
showing  from  whom  they  come. 

Mr.  FERGUSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  yield? 

Mr.  HICKENLOOPER.  I  yield. 
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^he  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
enate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  1612)  to  extend  the 
authority  of  the  President  to  enter  into  trade 
agreements  under  section  350  of  the  Tariff 
Act\f  1930,  as  amended,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses^submit  the  following  statement  in  ex¬ 
planation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed 
upon  by  the  conferees  and  recommended  in 
the  accompanying  conference  report: 

Amendment  No.  1 :  This  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  that\he  authority  of  the  President  to 
enter  into  fpreign  trade  agreements  is  ex¬ 
tended  for  2  y^ars  from  June  12, 1951,  instead 
of  3  years,  as  pspvided  by  the  House  bill.  The 
House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  2:  This  amendment  de¬ 
letes  the  prohibition  contained  in  the  House 
bill  against  participation  by  members,  of¬ 
ficers,  and  employeaeof  the  Tariff  Commis¬ 
sion  in  the  making  c\  decisions  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  terms,  of  any  foreign  trade 
agreement  or  in  the  negotiation  of  any  such 
agreement.  The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  3 :  This  amftpdment  is  clerical. 
The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  4:  The  Bouse  bill  would 
have  required  the  President Vithin  90  days 
to  withdraw  or  prevent  the  Application  of 
reduced  tariffs  or  other  concessions  contained 
in  any  future  trade  agreementVto  imports 
from  Communist  areas  of  the  wbrld.  The 
Senate  amendment  requires  that  such  action 
be  taken  with  respect  to  concessions V^de  in 
past,  as  well  as  future,  trade  agreements,  and 
requires  that  action  be  taken  “as  sdon  as 
practicable.”  Under  the  Senate  amendment, 
the  President  would  also  have  discretion 
merely  to  suspend,  as  well  as  to  withdraw  or 
prevent  the  application  of,  concessions.  The 
House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  5:  The  House  bill  pro¬ 
vided  a  procedure  under  which,  upon  the 
request  of  the  President,  upon  its  own  mo¬ 
tion,  or  upon  application  of  any  interested 
Tariff  Commission  would  make 
an  investigation  to  determine  whether  any  « 
article  upon  which  a  concession  had  been? 
granted  in  a  trade  agreement  containing  aji  - 
escape  clause  is  being  imported  under  such 
relatively  increased  quantities,  or  under  such 
conditions  as  to  cause  and  threaten  serious 
injury  to  a  domestic  industry,  or  a  segihent 
of  such  industry  which  produces  a  like  or 
directly  competitive  article.  The  .Senate 
amendment  requires  that  an  escapje  clause 
be  included  in  all  future  trade  agreements, 
and  directs  the  President  as  soon/as  practi¬ 
cable  to  insert  an  escape,  clause/ in  all  ex¬ 
isting  trade  agreements,  'in  this  latter  re¬ 
spect,  the  President  is  required^ to  report  to 
the  Congress  on  the  action  taken  by  him. 
Under  the  Senate  amendment  the  escape 
clause  procedure  can  be  initiated  upon  the 
request  of  the  President, /upon  resolution 
of  either  House  of  Congress,  or  upon  resolu¬ 
tion  of  either  the  Committee  on  Finance  of 
the  Senate,  or  the  Comjgfiittee  on  Ways  and 
Means  of  the  Houser  of  Representatives, 
upon  application  of  apy  interested  party,  or 
.  by  the  Tariff  Comqftission  upon  its  own 
motion. 

Under  the  House'  bill  the  investigation  of 
the  Tariff  Commission  was  to  determine 
whether  an  article  is  being  imported  under 
such  relatively  increased  quantities,  or  under 
such  conditiorB  as  to  cause  or  threaten 
serious  injury/ to  a  domestic  industry,  or  a 
segment  of  _guch  industry  which  produces 
a  like  or  diiectly  competitive  article. 

The  Senfite  amendment  made  it  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  make 
an  investigation  and  report  thereon  within 
1  year  After  application  under  the  escape 
clause/to  determine  whether  an  article  is 
being/mported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
relatively  increased  quantities  (compared  to 
a  representative  period  prior  to  the  conces¬ 
sion)  as  to  cause  or  threaten  serious  injury 
ta  the  domestic  industry  producing  like  or 
irectly  competitive  products.  The  House 
Recedes  with  an  amendment  making  it  the  re¬ 


sponsibility  of  the  Tariff  Commission  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  any  product  upon  which 
a  concession  has  been  granted  under  a  trq&e 
agreement  is  being  imported  into  the  United 
States  in  such  increased  quantities,  either 
actual  or  relative,  as  to  cause  or  threaten  se¬ 
rious  injury  to  the  domestic  industry  pro¬ 
ducing  like  or  directly  competitive  products. 

The  Senate  amendment  also  clarifies  and 
spells  out  in  greater  detail  the  procedure  to 
be  followed  by  the  Tariff  Comrqnssion  and 
the  President  in  conducting  ari  investiga¬ 
tion  and  in  taking  recommended  action. 

'  Amendment  No.  6:  Section  jf  of  the  House 
bill  provided  that  no  trade  sfereement  con¬ 
cession  should  apply  with  /respect  to  any 
agricultural  commodity  for/which  price  sup¬ 
port  is  available  to  producers  in  the  United 
States,  unless  the  domestic  price  of  the  im¬ 
ported  article  exceeds  th I  price  support  level. 
In  lieu  of  this  provisiojL  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ment  prevents  any  trade  agreement  from 
being  applied  in  a  manner  inconsistent  with 
the  requirements  of*  section  22  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act,  and  requires  the 
Tariff  Commission  and  the  President  to  act 
within  20  calendar  days  after  report  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  .the  President 
and  the  Tariff  Commission  that  a  condition 
exists  with  respect  to  a  perishable  agricul¬ 
tural  commodity  requiring  emergency  treat¬ 
ment.  The  .Tariff  Commission  is  required  to 
make  an  immediate  investigation  under  the 
provisions  of  section  22  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act,  or  under  the  escape  clause 
procedu/e  of  this  bill,  but  the  President  may 
take  immediate  action  without  awaiting  the 
recommendations  of  the  Tariff  Commission. 
The  House  recedes  with  an  amendment  fixing 
the  .maximum  limitation  upon  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission 
and  the  decision  of  the  President  at  25  days, 
yrtth  the  understanding  that  it  is  not  in¬ 
tended  that  action  be  delayed  for  this  length 
of  time,  but  that  action  be  taken  as  expedi- 


Amendment  No.  7:  This  amendment,  for 
which  there  was  no  corresponding  provision 
in  the  House  bill,  restores  the  right  of  the 
domestic  producer  to  appeal  to  a  customs 
court  if  he  feels  that  he  is  being  injured  by 
the  incorrect  classification  of  an  imported 
article.  This  right  had  been  terminated  by 
the  Trade  Agreement  Act  of  1934  with  respect 
to  products  covered  in  trade  agreements.  The 
House  recedes 

Amendment  Vo.  8:  This  amendment  makes 
clear  that  enactment  of  the  bill  is  not  to 
be  construed  as  Approval  or  disapproval  by 
the  Congress  of  tije  General  Agreement  on 
Tariff  and  Trade.  '^The  House  recedes. 

Amendment  No.  9  K  This  amendment  adds 
a  new  section  providing  relief  for  the  domes¬ 
tic  fur  industry  by  imposing  a  quota  of  25 
percent  of  the  domestic  production  during 
the  preceding  year  upon,  imports  of  mink, 
silver  fox,  and  muskrat  fVrs  and  skins,  re¬ 
spectively.  The  House  i\cedes  with  an 
amendment  under  which  fhe  President  is 
required  as'  soon  as  practicable  to  take  such 
measures  as  may  be  necessary  V>  prevent  the 
importation  of  ermine,  fox,  kolinsky,  marten, 
mink,  muskrat,  and  weasel  fur^,  and  skins, 
dressed  or  undressed,  which  are  tVe  product 
of  the  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist  Republics 
or  of  Communist  China. 

R.  L.  Doughton, 

Jere  Cooper, 

John  D.  Dingell, 

W.  D.  Mills, 

Daniel  A.  Reed, 

Thomas  Jenkins, 

Richard  M.  Simpson, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House.  ' 

EXTENSION  OF  DRAFT  AND  UNIVERSAL 
MILITARY  TRAINING 

Mr.  VINSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services,  submitted  the  following 
conference  report  on  the  bill  (S.  1)  to 
provide  for  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
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curity  of  the  United  States  and  to  permit 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by 
authorizing  universal  military  training 
and  service,  and  for  other  purposes,  for 
printing  under,  the  rule: 

Conference  Report  (H.  Rept.  No.  535) 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  of  the  United  States  and  to  permit 
the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower 
resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing 
universal  military  training  and  service,  and 
for  other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and 
free  conference,  have  agreed  to  recommend 
and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses 
as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows:  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to 
be  inserted  by  the  House  amendment  insert 
the  following: 

“Title  I 

“Section  1.  The  Selective  Service  Act  of 
1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as  amended,  is  further 
amended  as  follows: 

“(a)  Section  1  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows : 

“  ‘Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as 
the  “Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act.”  ’ 

“(b)  Section  2  of  such  Act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  2.  Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law,  the  authorized  active-duty 
personnel  strength  of  the  armed  forces,  ex¬ 
clusive  of  personnel  of  the  reserve  compo¬ 
nents  on  active  duty  for  training  purposes 
only,  officer  candidates,  personnel  of  the 
armed  forces  employed  in  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  System,  and  persons  paid  under  the  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the 
Marine  Corps  Reserve,  is  hereby  established 
as  follows:  (1)  Of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  eight  hundred  thirty-seven  thousand; 
(2)  of  the  Navy,  including  the  Marine  Corps, 
the  present  authorized  statutory  strength  of 
six  hundred  sixty-six  thousand,  eight  hun¬ 
dred  and  eighty-two;  and  (3)  of  the  Air 
Force  of  the  United  States,  five  hundred  two 
thousand.  The  strength  herein  established 
for  each  of  the  armed  forces  shall  mean  the 
daily  average  number  of  persons  on  active 
duty  therein  during  the  fiscal  year.’ 

“(c)  Section  3  of  such  Act  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  title,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  male 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other 
male  person  now  or  hereafter  in  the  United 
States,  who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the 
first  or  any  subsequent  registration,  is  be¬ 
tween  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six, 
to  present  himself  for  and  submit  to  regis¬ 
tration  at  such  time  or  times  and  place  or 
places,  and  in  such  manner,  as  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  proclamation  of  the  President  and 
by  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  here¬ 
under.* 

“(d)  Section  4  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
title,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States 
.and  every  male  alien  admitted  for  perma¬ 
nent  residence,  who  is  between  the  ages  of 
18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years,  at  the 
time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains 
the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months  after  having 
been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section 
3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as 
provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  shall 
be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States:  Provided, 
That  each  registrant  shall  be  immediately 
liable  for  classification  and  examination,  and 
shall,  as  soon  as  practicable  following  his 
registration,  be  so  classified  and  er'amined, 
both  physically  and  mentally,  in  order  to  cie- 
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termine  his  availability  for  induction  for 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces: 
Provided  further.  That  any  male  alien  who 
Is  between  the  ages  of  18  years  and  6  months 
and  26  years,  at  the  time  fixed  for  registra¬ 
tion,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  18  years  and 
6  months  after  having  been  required  to  regis¬ 
ter  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who 
is  otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6 
(h)  of  this  title,  who  has  remained  in  the 
United  States  in  a  status  other  than  that 
of  a  permanent  resident  for  a  period  exceed¬ 
ing  one  year  (other  than  an  alien  exempted 
from  registration  under  this  title  and  regu¬ 
lations  prescribed  thereunder)  shall  be  liable 
for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States,  except  that  any  such 
alien  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  under  this  title  if,  prior  to 
his  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  he  has 
made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such 
liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and 
in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President;  but  any  alien 
who  makes  such  application  shall  thereafter 
be  debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States.  The  President  is  authorized, 
from  time  to  time,  whether  or  not  a  state 
of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  train¬ 
ing  and  service  in  the  manner  provided  in 
this  title  (including  but  not  limited  to  selec¬ 
tion  and  induction  by  age  group  or  age 
groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be 
required  to  provide  and  maintain  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

“  ‘At  such  time  as  the  period  of  active 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  required  under 
this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of 
their  birth  has  been  reduced  or  eliminated 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  4  (k) 
of  this  title,  and  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  title,  every  male  citizen  of  the 
United  States  who  is  required  to  register 
under  this  title  and  who  has  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  his  birth 
on  the  date  such  period  of  active  service  is 
reduced  or  eliminated,  or  who  is  otherwise 
liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this 
title,  and  every  male  alien  admitted  for  per¬ 
manent  residence  who  is  required  to  register 
under  this  title  and  who  has  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  his 
birth  on  the  date  such  period  of  active  serv¬ 
ice  is  reduced  or  eliminated,  or  who  is  other¬ 
wise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of 
this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps:  Provided, 
That  any  male  alien  who  is  required  to  reg¬ 
ister  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  and 
who  has  not  reached  the  nineteenth  anniver¬ 
sary  of  the  date  of  his  birth  on  the  date  such 
period  of  active  service  is  reduced  or  elimi¬ 
nated,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided 
in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  who  has  re¬ 
mained  in  the  United  States  in  a  status 
other  than  that  of  a  permanent  resident  for 
a  period  exceeding  one  year  shall  be  liable 
for  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  except  that  any  such  alien  shall 
be  relieved  from  such  training  under  this 
title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  he  has 
made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such 
liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in 
accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President,  but  any  alien  who 
makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be 
debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States:  Provided  further,  That  per¬ 
sons  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  section 
6  of  this  title  shall  not  be  relieved  from  lia¬ 
bility  for  induction  into  the  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Corps  solely  by  reason  of  hav¬ 
ing  exceeded  the  age  of  19  years  during  the 
period  of  such  deferment.  The  President 
is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether 
or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select  and  in¬ 
duct  for  training  in  the  National  Security 


Training  Corps  as  hereinafter  provided  such 
number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to 
further  the  purposes  of  this  title. 

“  ‘No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service  or 
shall  be  inducted  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  under  this  title  until 
his  acceptability  in  all  respects,  including 
his  physical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been 
satisfactorily  determined  under  standards 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  minimum  standards  for 
physical  acceptability  established  pursuant 
to  this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher  than 
those  applied  to  persons  inducted  between 
the  ages  of  18  and  26  in  January  1945:  Pro¬ 
vided  further,  That  the  passing  requirement 
for  the  Armed  Forces  Qualification  Test  shall 
be  fixed  at  a  percentile  score  of  10  points. 

“  ‘No  persons  shall  be  inducted  for  such 
training  and  service  until  adequate  provision 
shall  have  been  made  for  such  shelter,  sani¬ 
tary  facilities,  water  supplies,  heating  and 
lighting  arrangements,  medical  care,  and 
hospital  accommodations  for  such  persons  as 
may  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  be 
essential  to  the  public  and  personal  health. 

“  ‘The  persofis  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  for  training  and  service  under  this 
title  shall  be  assigned  to  stations  or  units  of 
such  forces.  Persons  inducted  into  the  land 
forces  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  this 
title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States;  persons  inducted 
into  the  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  members  of  the  United  States  Navy  or 
the  United  States  Marine  Corps  or  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard,  as  appropriate;  and  per¬ 
sons  inducted  into  the  air  forces  of  the 
United  States  pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  members  of  the  Air  Force  of 
the  United  States. 

“  ‘Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  pursuant  to  the  authority  of  this 
subsection  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act  shall,  following  his 
induction,  be  given  full  and  adequate  mili¬ 
tary  training  f <fr  service  in  the  armed  force 
into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of 
not  less  than  four  months,  and  no  such 
person  shall,  during  this  four  months’  period, 
be  assigned  for  duty  at  any  installation  lo¬ 
cated  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  its 
Territories  and  possessions  (including  the 
Canal  Zone);  and  no  other  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  who  is 
enlisted,  inducted,  appointed,  or  ordered  to 
active  duty  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service  Act  shall  be  assigned 
to  duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land 
outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories  and 
possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone) ,  until 
he  has  had  the  equivalent  of  at  least  four 
months  of  basic  training:  Provided,  That  no 
funds  appropriated  by  the  Congress  shall  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  or 
maintaining  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of 
this  paragraph  any  person  inducted  into,  or 
enlisted,  appointed  or  ordered  to  active  duty 
in,  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions 
of  this  title. 

“  ‘No  person,  without  his  consent,  shall  be 
inducted  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  under  this  title, 
except  as  otherwise  provided  herein,  after  he 
has  attained  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of 
the  day  of  his  birth. 

“  ‘No  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be 
restricted  or  prevented  from  communicating 
directly  or  indirectly  with  any  Member  or 
Members  of  Congress  concerning  any  subject 
unless  such  communication  is  in  violation 
of  law,  or  in  violation  of  regulations  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  security  and  safety  of  the  United 
States.’ 
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**(e)  Section  4  (b)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(b)  Each  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on  ac¬ 
tive  training  and  service  for  a  period  of 
twenty-four  consecutive  months,  unless  soon¬ 
er  released,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  procedures  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by 
subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title.’ 

“(f)  Section  4  (c)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

‘“(c)  (1)  Under  the  provisions  of  applica¬ 
ble  laws  and  regulations  any  person  between 
the  ages  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months 
and  twenty-six  years  shall  be  offered  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  enlist  in  the  regular  army  for  a 
period  of  service  equal  to  that  .prescribed  in 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section:  Provided, 
That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this 
or  any  other  Act,  any  person  so  enlisting  shall 
not  have  his  enlistment  extended  without  his 
consent  until  after  a  declaration  of  war  or 
national  emergency  by  the  Congress  after  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  1951  amendments 
to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Serv¬ 
ice  Act. 

“  ‘(2)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  may,  during 
the  effective  period  of  this  Act,  apply  for  a 
period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in 
subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and  his  appli¬ 
cation  shall  be  accepted:  Provided,  That  his 
services  can  be  effectively  utilized  and  that 
his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such  serv¬ 
ice  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head 
of  the  department  concerned:  Provided  fur¬ 
ther,  That  active  service  performed  pursuant 
to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his  status 
as  such  member  of  such  reserve  component: 
And  provided  further,  That  any  person  who 
was  a  member  of  a  reserve  component  on 
June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereafter  continued 
to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  com¬ 
ponent,  shall,  if  his  application  for  active 
duty  made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  is 
denied,  be  deferred  from  induction  under 
this  title  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to 
active  duty  or  ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily  in 
such  reserve  component. 

“  ‘(3)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  deter¬ 
mined  under  section  5  (b)  for  the  subdivi¬ 
sion  in  which  he  resides,  any  person,  between 
the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  shall  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  in¬ 
duction  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed 
in  subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who  so  vol¬ 
unteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training 
and  service  so  long  as  he  is  deferred  after 
classification. 

“‘(4)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  de¬ 
termined  under  section  5  (b)  for  the  subdi¬ 
vision  in  which  he  resides,  any  person  after 
attaining  the  age  of  seventeen  shall  with  the 
written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian 
be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for 
induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  for  the  training  and  service 
prescribed  in  subsection  (b). 
v  “‘(5)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  de¬ 
termined  under  section  5  (b)  for  the  subdi¬ 
vision  in  which  he  resides,  at  such  time  as 
induction  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title,  any  person  after  attain¬ 
ing  the  age  of  seventeen  shall  with  the  writ¬ 
ten  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  in¬ 
duction  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  for  the  training  prescribed  in  subsec¬ 
tion  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title.’ 

“(g)  Section  4  (d)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
(1)  by  inserting  after  the  word  ‘hereafter’, 
where  it  appears  in  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2) 
of  such  subsection,  the  words  ‘and  prior  to 
the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments  to 
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the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act’,  and  (2)  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof 
the  following  new  paragraph: 

“  ‘(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  paragraph,  is  in¬ 
ducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  prior  to  attaining  the  twenty-sixth 
anniversary  of  his  birth  shall  be  required  to 
serve  on  active  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  and  in  a  reserve 
component,  for  a  total  period  of  eight  years, 
unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of 
personal  hardship,  in  accordance  with  reg¬ 
ulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard).  Each  such  person,  on 
release  from  active  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if 
physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required 
to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  during  such  period.  In  case  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
co  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  deter¬ 
mines  that  enlistment,  enrollment,  or  ap¬ 
pointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized 
unit  of  a  reserve  .component  or  an  officers’ 
training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which 
he  served  is  available  to,  and  can,  without 
undue  personal  hardship,  be  filled  by  any 
such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  sucty 
person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appoint¬ 
ment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  or¬ 
ganized  unit  or  officers’  training  program, 
and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein.  The  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
(and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard), 
may  provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be 
as  nearly  uniform  as  practicable,  for  the 
release  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods 
required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are 
accepted  into  organized  units  of  the  Army 
National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and 
other  reserve  components.  Nothing  in  this 
subsection  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any 
person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called 
to  active  duty  in  such  Armed  Force.’ 

“(h)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section 
4  of  such  Act  are  repealed. 

"(i)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  4  (i)  of  such 
Act  is  amended  (1)  by  inserting  after  the 
word  ‘subsections’  the  following:  ‘6  (g),’  and 
(2)  by  striking  out  ‘twenty-one’  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  ‘twenty-four’. 

“(j)  Section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection 
as  follows: 

‘“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that 
such  action  is  justified  by  the  strength  of  the 
Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international 
conditions,  the  President,  upon  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  author¬ 
ized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall  be  uni¬ 
form  in  its  application  to  all  persons  in¬ 
ducted  under  this  title  but  which  may  vary 
as  to  age  groups,  to  provide  for  (A)  decreas¬ 
ing  periods  of  service  under  this  title  but  in 
no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can 
be  economically  utilized,  or  (B)  eliminating 
periods  of  service  required  under  this  title. 

“  ‘(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  con¬ 
current  resolution  declare — 

“  ‘(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
inducted  under  this  title  should  be  decreased 
to  any  period  less  than  twenty-four  months 
which  may  be  designated  in  such  resolution; 
or 


*‘*(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  of  any  age  group  or  groups  of  persons 
Inducted  under  this  title  should  be  elimi¬ 
nated,  the  period  of  active  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be  so 
decreased  or  eliminated,  as  the  case  may  be. 
Whenever  the  period  of  active  service  re¬ 
quired  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have 
not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of 
the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  reduced  or 
eliminated  by  the  President  or  as  a  result  of 
the  adoption  of  a  concurrent  resolution  of 
the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  fore¬ 
going  provisions  of  this  section,  all  individ¬ 
uals  then  or  thereafter  liable  for  registration 
under  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the 
day  of  their  birth  and  have  not  been  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effec¬ 
tive  on  such  date,  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  as  herein¬ 
after  established  for  initial  military  training 
for  a  period  of  six  months. 

“‘(3)  There  is  hereby  established  a  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  (here¬ 
in  called  the  Commission),  which  shall  be 
composed  of  five  members,  three  of  whom 
shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom  shall  be 
active  or  retired  members  of  the  Regular 
components  of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces.  Of 
the  three  civilian  members,  not  more  than 
two  shall  be  of  the  same  political  party. 
Members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  ap¬ 
pointed  by  the  President  by  and  with  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from 
among  persons  of  outstanding  national  repu¬ 
tation.  The  President  shall  select  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  from  among 
its  civilian  members.  No  person  who  has 
been  on  active  duty  as  a  commissioned  of¬ 
ficer  in  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  be  eligible  for  appointment  as  a 
civilian  member  of  the  Commission.  The 
Commission  shall  have  a  seal  which  shall  be 
judicially  noted.  At  such  time  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  be  appointed,  in  accordance 
with  this  paragraph,  there  shall  be  estab¬ 
lished  a  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

“‘(4)  The  term  of  office  of  each  member 
of  the  Commission  shall  be  five  years,  ex¬ 
cept  that  (A)  the  terms  of  office  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  first  taking  office  shall  expire,  as  desig¬ 
nated  b„  the  President  at  the  time  of  ap¬ 
pointment,  two  at  the  end  of  two  years,  one 
at  the  end  of  three  years,  one  at  the  end  of 
four  years,  and  one  at  the  end  of  five  years, 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  para¬ 
graph;  and  (B)  any  member  appointed  to  fill 
a  vacancy  occurring  prior  to  the  expiration 
of  the  term  for  which  his  predecessor  was 
appointed,  shall  be  appointed  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  such  term.  Members  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  other  than  active  members  of  the 
Regular  components  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
while  actually  serving  with  the  Commission, 
shall  receive  a  per  diem  of  not  to  exceed  $50 
for  each  day  engaged  in  the  business  of  the 
Commission  and  shall  be  allowed  transpor¬ 
tation  and  a  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence 
of  $9  while  away  from  their  homes  or  places 
of  business  pursuant  to  such  business. 

“‘(5)  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to 
the  direction  of  the  President,  exercise  gen¬ 
eral  supervision  over  the  training  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  which 
training  shall  be  basic  military  training. 
The  Commission  shall  establish  such  poli¬ 
cies  and  standards  with  respect  to  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  training  of  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  as  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 
The  Commission  shall  make  adequate  provi¬ 
sions  for  the  moral  and  spiritual  welfare  of 
members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  desig¬ 
nate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out 
such  training.  Each  military  department  so 
designated  shall  carry  out  such  military 
training  in  accordance  with  the  policies  and 
standards  of  the  Commission.  The  military 
department  or  departments  so  designated  to 
carry  out  such  military  training  shall,  sub¬ 


ject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  and  subject  to  the  policies  and  stand¬ 
ards  established  by  the  Commission,  deter¬ 
mine  the  type  or  types  of  basic  military 
training  to  be  given  to  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps. 

“  ‘(6)  The  Commission  is  authorized,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  civil-service  laws  and  the  Clas¬ 
sification  Act  of  1949,  to  employ  and  fix  the 
compensation  of  such  officers  and  employ¬ 
ees  as  it  deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to  per¬ 
form  its  functions. 

“  ‘(7)  Not  later  than  four  months  follow¬ 
ing  confirmation  of  the  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  the  Commission  shall  submit  to  the 
Congress  legislative  recommendations  which 
shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to — 

“‘(A)  a  broad  outline  for  a  program 
deemed  by  the  Commission  and  approved  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  be  appropriate 
to  assure  that  the  training  carried  out  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be  of  a  mili¬ 
tary  nature,  but  nothing  contained  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  construed  to  grant  to  the 
Commission  the  authority  to  prescribe  the 
basic  type  or  types  of  military  training  to  be 
given  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps; 

“‘(B)  measures  for  the  personal  safety, 
health,  welfare  and  morals  of  members  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps; 

“‘(C)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with 
penalties  for  violation  thereof; 

“‘(D)  measures  deemed  necessary  to  im¬ 
plement  the  policies  and  standards  estab¬ 
lished  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (5) 
of  this  subsection;  and 

“‘(E)  disability  and  death  benefits  and 
other  benefits,  and  the  obligations,  duties, 
liabilities,  and  responsibilities,  to  be  granted 
to'  or  imposed  upon  members  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps. 

All  legislative  recommendations  submitted 
under  this  paragraph  shall  be  referred  to 
the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  two 
Houses,  and  each  of  such  committees  shall, 
not  later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first 
period  of  45  calendar  days  of  continuous  ses¬ 
sions  of  the  Congress,  following  the  date  on 
which  the  recommendations  provided  for  in 
this  paragraph  are  transmitted  to  the  Con¬ 
gress,  report  thereon  to  its  House:  Provided, 
That  any  bill  or  resolution  reported  with 
respect  to  such  recommendations  shall  be 
privileged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any  mem¬ 
ber  of  either  House  but  shall  be  subject  to 
amendment  as  if  it  were  not  so  privileged. 

“  ‘(8)  No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  until 
after — 

“‘(A)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with 
penalties  for  violation  thereof,  and  measures 
providing  for  disability  and  death  benefits 
have  been  enacted  into  law;  and 

“‘(B)  such  other  legislative  recommenda¬ 
tions  as  are  provided  for  in  paragraph  (7) 
shall  have  been  considered  and  such  recom¬ 
mendations  or  any  portion  thereof  shall  have 
been  enacted  with  or  without  amendments 
into  law;  and 

“  ‘(C)  the  period  of  service  required  under 
this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained 
the  nineteenth  aniversary  of  the  day  of  their 
birth  has  been  reduced  or  eliminated  by  the 
President  or  as  a  result  of  the  adoption  of 
a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (2)  of  this  sub¬ 
section. 

“  ‘(9)  Six  months  following  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  induction  of  persons  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps,  and  semi¬ 
annually  thereafter,  the  Commission  shall 
submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehensive  re¬ 
port  describing  in  detail  the  operation  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps,  including 
the  number  of  persons  inducted  therein,  a 
list  of  camps  and  stations  at  which  training 
is  being  conducted,  a  report  on  the  number 
of  deaths  and  injuries  occurring  during  such 
training  and  the  causes  thereof,  an  estimate 
of  the  performance  of  the  persons  inducted 
therein,  including  an  analysis  of  the  disci¬ 
plinary  problems  encountered  during  the  pre- 
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ceding  six  months,  the  number  of  civilian 
employees  of  the  Commission  and  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  costs  of  the  Commission.  Si¬ 
multaneously,  there  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Congress  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a 
report  setting  forth  an  estimate  of  the  value 
of  the  training  conducted  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  six  months,  the  cost  of  the  training 
program  chargeable  to  the  appropriations 
made  to  the  Department  of  Defense,  and 
the  number  of  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces 
directly  engaged  in  the  conduct  of  such 
training. 

“‘(10)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  com¬ 
pensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however.  That  each  such  person,  hav¬ 
ing  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms 
are  defined  in  the  Career  Compensat!"n  Act 
of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  depend¬ 
ency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic 
allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons 
in  pay  grade  E-l  by  section  302  -(f)  of  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  as  amended 
by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance 
Act  of  1950  as  may  be  extended  or  amended 
plus  $40  so  long  as  such  person  has  in  effect 
an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such 
dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the 
dependent  or  dependents  on  whose  account 
the  allowance  is  claimed. 

“‘(11)  No  person  inducted  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  as¬ 
signed  for  training  at  an  installation  located 
on  land  outside  the  continental  United 
States,  except  that  residents  of  Territories 
and  possessions  of  the  United  States  may  be 
trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession  from 
which  they  were  inducted.’ 

“(k)  Section  5  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end 
thereof  the  following:  *:  And  provided 
further,  That  nothing  herein  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction 
of  persons  by  age  group  or  groups  under  rules 
and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President: 
And  provided  further,  That — 

“‘(1)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  in¬ 
duction  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  any  per¬ 
son  who  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen 
unless  there  is  not  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  such  local  board  a  sufficient  number  of 
persons  who  are  deemed  by  such  local  board 
to  be  available  for  induction  and  who  have 
attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  such 
local  board  to  meet  a  call  for  men  which  it 
has  been  ordered  to  furnish  for  induction; 
and 

“  ‘(2)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  Induc¬ 
tion  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  any  person  who 
has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  if 
there  is  any  person  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  such  local  board  who  (i)  is  as  much  as 
ninety  days  older,  (il)  has  not  attained  the 
age  of  nineteen,  and  (iii)  is  deemed  by  the 
local  board  to  be  available  for  induction.’ 

"(1)  Section  6  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

'“(a)  Commissioned  officers,  warrant  of¬ 
ficers,  pay  clerks,  enlisted  men,  and  aviation 
cadets  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  the 
Air  Force,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard, 
the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  and  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service;  cadets.  United  States  Mili¬ 
tary  Academy;  midshipmen,  United  States 
Navy;  cadets,  United  States  Coast  Guard 
Academy;  midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine 
Reserve,  United  States  Naval  Reserves; 
students  enrolled  in  an  officer  procurement 
program  at  military  colleges  the  curriculum 
of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense;  members  of  the  reserve  components 
of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  Coast  Guard,  and 
the  Public  Health  Service,  while  on  active 
duty;  and  foreign  diplomatic  representatives, 
technical  attaches  of  foreign  embassies  and 
legations,  consuls  general,  consuls,  vice  con¬ 
suls  and  other  consular  agents  of  foreign 


countries  who  are  not  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  and  members  of  their  families,  and 
persons  in  other  categories  to  be  specified  by 
the  President  who  are  not  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  shall  not  be  required  to  be  reg¬ 
istered  under  section  3  and  shall  be  relieved 
from  liability  for,  training  and  service  under 
section  4,  except  that  aliens  admitted  for 
permanent  residence  in  the  United  States 
shall  not  be  so  exempted.’ 

“(m)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act 
Is  amended  by  striding  out  ‘the  effective  date 
of  this  title,’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘February  1,  1951,’. 

“(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  the  words  ‘six 
months’  a  comma  and  the  words  ‘prior  to  the 
determination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  avail¬ 
able  to  the  National  Guard  to  enable  It  to 
maintain  its  strength  authorized  by  cur¬ 
rent  appropriations,  and  prior  to  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  orders  for  him  to  report  for  induc¬ 
tion,’. 

“(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  ‘subsection  (b)  ’. 
a  comma  and  the  following:  ‘paragraph  (1) 
of  this  subsection,’. 

“(n)  Section  6  (d)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(d)  (1)  Within  such  numbers  as  may 
be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
any  person  who  (A)  has  been  or  may  here¬ 
after  be  selected  for  enrollment  or  continu¬ 
ance  in  the  senior  division.  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine 
Corps  officer  candidates  training  program  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Act  of  August  13,  1946  (60 
Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  offi¬ 
cers’  candidate  program  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps, ^ 
or  the  officer  procurement  programs  of  the 
Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard  Reserve, 
or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval 
Reserve,  while  undergoing  professional  train¬ 
ing;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a  com¬ 
mission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to 
order  of  the  Secretary  of  the  military  depart¬ 
ment  having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less  than 
two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a 
commission;  and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a 
member  of  a  regular  or  reserve  component 
until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt 
of  a  commission  in  accordance  with  his  ob¬ 
ligation  under  subsection  (d)  of  section  4 
of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction 
under  this  title  until  after  completion  or 
termination  of  the  course  of  instruction  and 
so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or  re¬ 
serve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but 
shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such 
persons,  except  those  persons  who  have  pre¬ 
viously  completed  an  initial  period  of  mili¬ 
tary  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of 
active  military  training  and  service,  shall  be 
required  while  enrolled  in  such  programs  to 
complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as  de¬ 
termined  under  regulations  approved  by  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard)  in  duration  and  type  of  train¬ 
ing  to  an  initial  period  of  military  training. 
There  shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active 
commissioned  service  of  any  person  who  has 
agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in 
return  for  financial  assistance  while  attend¬ 
ing  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  training 
program  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

“*(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  pro¬ 
grams  enumerated  in  paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection,  and  under  such  regulations  as 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard)  may  approve,  the  Sec¬ 
retaries  of  the  military  departments  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to 
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establish  officer  candidate  programs  leading 
to  the  commissioning  of  persons  on  active 
duty. 

“‘(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be 
deemed  to  preclude  the  President  from  pro¬ 
viding,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  defer¬ 
ment  from  training  and  service  of  any  cate¬ 
gory  or  categories  of  students  for  such  pe¬ 
riods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.’ 

“(o)  Section  6  (h)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under 
such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  pre¬ 
scribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
from  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons 
whose  employment  in  industry,  agriculture, 
or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or 
whose  continued  service  in  an  Office  (other 
than  an  Office  described  in  subsection  (f ) ) 
under  the  United  States  or  any  State,  Ter¬ 
ritory,  or  possession,  or. the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  or  whose  activity  in  study,  research, 
or  medical,  dental,  veterinary,  optometric, 
osteopathic,  scientific,  pharmaceutical,  chi¬ 
ropractic,  chiropodial,  or  other  endeavors  is 
found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  no  person  within  any  such  cate¬ 
gory  shall  be  deferred  except  upon  the  basis 
of  his  individual  status:  Provided  further, 
That  persons  who  are  or  may  be  deferred 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
remain  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  under  the  provisions 
of  section  4  (a)  of  this  Act  until  the  thirty- 
fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their  birth. 
This  proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to  pre¬ 
vent  the  continued  deferment  of  such  per¬ 
sons  if  otherwise  deferable  under  any  other 
provisions  of  this  Act.  The  President  is  also 
authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  de¬ 
ferment  from  training  and  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  (1)  of  any  or 
all  categories  of  persons  in  a  status  with 
respect  to  persons  (other  than  wives  alone, 
except  in  cases  of  extreme  hardship)  de¬ 
pendent  upon  them  for  support  which  ren¬ 
ders  their  deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found  to 
be  physically,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient 
or  defective.  For  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  per¬ 
son  is  advisable,  because  of  his  status  with 
respect  to  persons  dependent  upon  him  for 
support,  any  payments  of  allowances  which 
are  payable  by  the  United  States  to  the  de¬ 
pendents  of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States  or  undergoing 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  but 
the  fact  that  such  payments  of  allowances 
are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed  conclusively 
to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when 
the  dependency  is  based  upon  financial  con¬ 
siderations  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  re¬ 
move  the  ground  for  deferment  when  the 
dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  finan¬ 
cial  considerations  and  cannot  be  eliminated 
by  financial  assistance  to  .the  dependents. 
The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have 
children,  or  wives  and  children,  with  whom 
they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family  relation¬ 
ship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from 
such  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
or  training  in  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  shall  be  made  in  the  case  of  any 
individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the 
status  of  such  individual.  There  shall  be 
posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at  the  office 
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of  each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the 
names  and  classifications  of  those  persons 
who  have  been  classified  by  such  local  board. 
Notwithstanding  any  provisions  of  this  Act, 
no  local  board,  appeal  board,  or  other  agency 
of  appeal  of  the  Selective  Service  System 
shall  be  required  to  postpone  or  defer  any 
person  by  reason  of  his  activity  in  study, 
research,  or  medical,  dental,  veterinary,  op- 
tometric,  osteopathic,  scientific,  pharmaceu¬ 
tical,  chiropractic,  chiropodial,  or  other  en¬ 
deavors  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or 
interest  solely  on  the  basis  of  any  test,  exam¬ 
ination,  selection  system,  class  standing,  or 
any  other  means  conducted,  sponsored,  ad¬ 
ministered,  pr  prepared  by  any  agency  or  de¬ 
partment  of  the  Federal  Government  or  any 
private  institution,  corporation,  association, 
partnership,  or  individual  employed  by  an 
agency  or  department  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment.’ 

“(p)  Section  6  (i)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(i)  (1)  Any  person  who  is  satisfactori¬ 
ly  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruction 
at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution  of 
learning  shall,  upon,  the  facts  being  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A) 
until  the  time  of  his  graduation  therefrom, 
or  (B)  until  he  attains  the  twentieth  anni¬ 
versary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases 
satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  in¬ 
struction,  whichever  is  the  earliest. 

‘“(2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactori¬ 
ly  pursuing  a  full-time  course  of  instruc¬ 
tion  ‘at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  in¬ 
stitution  is  ordered  to  report  for  induction 
under  this  title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being 
presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred 

(A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic  year,  or 

(B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue 
such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the 
earlier:  Provided,  That  any  person  who  has 
heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  6  (i)  (2)  of 
the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948;  or  any  per¬ 
son  who  has  heretofore  been  deferred  as  a 
student  under  section  6  (h)  of  such  Act;  or 
any  person  who  hereafter  is  deferred  under 
the  provision  of  this  subsection,  shall  not 
be  further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit  of 
a  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  uni¬ 
versity,  or  similar  institution  of  learning  ex¬ 
cept  as  may  be  provided  by  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (h)  of  this  section. 
Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed 
to  preclude  the  President  from  providing, 
by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection 
(h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  of  any  category  or  categories  of  stu¬ 
dents  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may 
deem  appropriate.’ 

“(q)  Section  6  (J)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
(1)  by  striking  out  in  the  third  sentence 
thereof  the  words  ‘be  deferred’  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  the  following:  ‘in  lieu 
of  such  induction,  be  ordered  by  his  local 
board,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the 
President  may  prescribe,  to  perform  for  a 
period  equal  to  the  period  prescribed  in  sec¬ 
tion  4  (b)  such  civilian  work  contributing 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health, 
safety,  or  interest  as  the  local  board  may 
deem  appropriate  and  any  such  person  who 
knowingly  fails  or  neglects  to  obey  any  such 
order  from  his  local  board  shall  be  deemed, 
for  the  purposes  of  section  12  of  this  title, 
to  have  knowingly  failed  or  neglected  to  per¬ 
form  a  duty  required  of  him  under  this 
title’,  and  (2)  by  striking  out  in  the  seventh 
sentence  thereof  the  words  ‘he  shall  be  de¬ 
ferred’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
words  ‘he  shall  in  lieu  of  such  induction  be 
ordered  by  his  local  board,  subject  to  such 
regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe, 


to  perform  for  a  period  equal  to  the  period 
prescribed  in  section  4  (b)  such  civilian 
work  contributing  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest  as  the 
local  board  may  deem  appropriate  and  any 
such  person  who  knowingly  fails  or  neglects 
to  obey  any  such  order  from  his  local  board 
shall  be  deemed,  for  the  purposes  of  section 
12  of  this  title,  to  have  knowingly  failed  or 
neglected  to  perform  a  duty  required  of  him 
under  this  title’. 

“(r)  Section  7  of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

“(s)  Section  9  (g)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“‘(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to 
June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  reserve 
component)  and  who  serves  for  not  more 
than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of  addi¬ 
tional  service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall 
be  entitled  upon  release  from  service  under 
honorable  conditions  to  all  the  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for 
by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  in¬ 
ducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

“  ‘(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June 
24,  1948,  enters  upon  active  duty  (other 
than  for  the  purpose  of  determining  his 
physical  fitness) ,  whether  or  not  voluntarily, 
in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or 
the  Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an 
order  or  call  to  active  duty  shall,  upon  his 
relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  con¬ 
ditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemploy¬ 
ment  rights  and  benefits  provided  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved  from 
active  duty  not  later  than  four  years  after 
the  date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or 
as  soon  after  the  expiration  of  such  four 
years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 
him  from  active  duty. 

“  ‘(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position 
described  in  paragraph  (A)  or  (B)  of  sub¬ 
section  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted 
a  leave  of  absence  by  his  employer  for  the 
purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering, 
determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or 
performing  training  duty  in,  the  Armed 
Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  re¬ 
lease  from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejec¬ 
tion,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes  ap¬ 
plication  for  reinstatement  within  thirty 
days  following  his  release,  be  reinstated  in 
his  position  without  reduction  in  his  senior-  ' 
ity,  status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction 
may  be  made  for  all  employees  similarly 
situated.’  * 

“(t)  Section  13  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(a)  Nothing  in  sections  281,  283,  or  284 
of  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code,  in  sec¬ 
tion  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C. 
title  5,  sec.  99),  or  in  the  second  sentence  of 
subsection  (a)  of  section  9  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1939  (53  Stat.  1148),  entitled  "An 
Act  to  prevent  pernicious  political  activities”, 
as  amended,  shall  be  deemed  to  apply  to  any 
person  because  of  his  appointment  under 
authority  of  this  title  or  the  regulations 
made  pursuant  thereto  as  an  uncompensated 
official  of  the  Selective  Service  System,  or ‘as 
an  individual  to  conduct  hearings  on  appeals 
of  persons  claiming  exemption  from  com¬ 
batant  or  noncombatant  training  because  of 
conscientious  objections,  or  as  a  member  of 
the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal  Board.’ 

“(u)  Section  10  of  such  Act  is  amended 
by  (1)  amending  the  sixth  sentence  of  the 
proviso  appearing  in  section  10  (b)  (3)  to 
read  as  follows:  ‘There  shall  be  not  less  than 
one  appeal  board  located  within  the  area  of 
each  Federal  judicial  district  in  the  United 
States  and  within  each  territory  and  pos¬ 
session  of  the  United  States,  and  such  addi¬ 
tional  separate  panels  thereof,  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  President.’;  and  (2)  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a  new  sub¬ 
section  as  follows: 


’“(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service 
shall  submit  to  the  Congress,  on  or  before 
the  3d  day  of  January  of  each  year,  a  written 
report  covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective 
Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include, 
by  States,  information  as  to  the  number  of 
persons  registered  under  this  Act;  the  num¬ 
ber  of  persons  inducted  into  the  military 
service  under  this  Act;  and  the  number  of 
deferments  granted  under  this  Act  and  the 
basis  for  such  deferments.’ 

“(v)  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  striking  out  the  word  ‘and’  and  in¬ 
serting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof 
a  comma  and  the  following  words:  ‘and 
Guam’. 

“(w)  Section  17  of  such  Act  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this 
title  all  laws  or  any  parts  of  laws  in  conflict 
with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby 
repealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“‘(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be 
appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas¬ 
ury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums 
as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated 
for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Commission  shall 
be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission 
and  all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  ex¬ 
penses  of  training  carried  out  by  the  military 
departments  designated  by  the  Commission 
shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense. 

“‘(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  title,  no  person  shall  be  inducted 
for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
after  July  1,  1955,  except  persons  now  or 
hereafter  deferred  under  section  6  of  this 
title  after  the  basis  for  such  deferment 
ceases  to  exist.’ 

“(x)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended 
(1)  by  striking  out  ‘July  9,  1951,’  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  ‘July  1,  1953,’,  (2)  by 
striking  out  ‘twenty-one’  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  ‘twenty-four’,  and  (3)  by  adding 
the  following  at  the  end  thereof:  ‘Unless  he 
is  sooner  released  under  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  military  de¬ 
partment  concerned,  any  member  of  the  in¬ 
active  or  volunteer  reserve  who  served  on 
active  duty  for  a  period  of  12  months  or  more 
in  any  branch  of  the  Armed  Forces  between 
the  period  December  7,  1941,  and  September 
2,  1945,  inclusive,  who  is  now  or  may  here¬ 
after  be  ordered  to  active  duty  pursuant  to 
this  section,  shall  upon  completion  of  17  or 
more  months  of  active  duty  since  June  25, 
1950,  if  he  makes  application  therefor  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  branch  of  service  in  which 
he  is  serving,  be  released  from  active  duty 
and  shall  not  thereafter  be  ordered  to  active 
duty  for  periods  in  excess  of  30  days  with¬ 
out  his  consent  except  in  time  of  war  or  na¬ 
tional  emergency  hereafter  declared  by  the 
Congress:  Provided,  That  the  foregoing  shall 
not  apply  to  any  member  of  the  Inactive  or 
volunteer  reserve  ordered  to  active  duty 
whose  rating  or  specialty  is  found  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  military  department  con¬ 
cerned  to  be  critical  and  whose  release  to 
inactive  duty  prior  to  the  period  for  which 
he  was  ordered  to  active  duty  would  impair 
the  efficiency  of  the  military  department 
concerned.’ 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27, 
1950  (64  Stat.  379),  is  amended  by  striking 
out  ‘July  9,  1951’  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  ‘July  1,  1953’  and  by  adding  at  the 
end  of  such  section  a  new  sentence  as  fol¬ 
lows:  ‘No  person  whose  enlistment  has  been 
extended  heretofore  or  hereafter  for  twelve 
months  pursuant  to  this  Act  shall  have  his 
enlistment  extended  for  any  additional 
period  of  time  under  this  Act.’ 

“(b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9, 
1950  (64  Stat.  828),  is  attended  by  striking 
out  ‘July  9, 1951’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
‘July  1,  1953’. 
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“Sec.  3.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat. 
408) ,  Is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  ‘That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restric¬ 
tions  on  the  authorized  personnel  strength 
of  any  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  in¬ 
cluding  sections  102,  202,  213,  and  302  of  the 
Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act  of 
1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and  371),  section 
2,  title  I  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948 
(62  Stat.  605),  as  amended,  section  2  of  the 
Act  of  April  18,  1946  (60  Stat.  92),  and  sec¬ 
tions  102  and  202  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1950 
(64  Stat.  322  and  323),  are  hereby  suspended 
until  July  31,  1954. 

“  ‘Sec.  2.  The  active-duty  personnel 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces,  exclusive  of 
personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard,  personnel  of 
the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  for 
training  purposes  only,  and  personnel  of  the 
Armed  Forces  employed  in  the  Selective 
Service  System,  shall  not  exceed  a  total  of 
five  million  persons  at  any  time  during  the 
period  of  suspension  prescribed  in  the  first 
section  of  this  Act.’ 

“Sec.  4.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act 
the  period  of  active  service  for  an  category 
of  persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period 
of  service  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons 
in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty  in 
the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  amendatory  Act. 

“Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the 
application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circum¬ 
stances  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the 
remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application 
of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and 
circumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby, 

“Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  author¬ 
ized  to  make  such  regulations  as  he  may 
deem  to  be  appropriate  governing  the  sale, 
consumption,  possession  of  or  traffic  in  beer, 
wine,  or  any  other  intoxicating  liquors  to  or 
by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  at  or  near  any 
camp,  station,  post,  or  other  place  primarily 
occupied  by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  Any 
person,  corporation,  partnership,  or  associa¬ 
tion  who  knowingly  violates  the  regulations 
which  may  be  made  hereunder  shall,  unless 
otherwise  punishable  under  the  Uniform 
Code  of  Military  Justice,  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  be  punished  by  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisonment  for 
not  more  than  twelve  months,  or  both. 

■  "Sec.  7.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘1951 
Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Train¬ 
ing  and  Service  Act.’ 

“Title  II 

“Sec.  21.  The  first  section  of  the  Act  en¬ 
titled  ‘An  Act  to  provide  for  the  enlistment 
of  aliens  in  the  Regular  Army,’  approved 
June  30,  1950  (Public  Law  597,  Eighty-first 
Congress) ,  is  amended  by  (1)  striking  out  the 
words  ‘until  June  30,  1953’  and  inserting  in 
lieu  thereof  the  words  ‘until  June  30,  1955’, 
and  (2)  striking  out  the  words  ‘two  thousand 
five  hundred’  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  ‘twelve  thousand  five  hundred’.” 

And  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Carl  T.  Durham, 

Dewey  Short, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

W.  Sterling  Cole, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House . 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Harry  Flood  Byrd, 

By  R.  B.  R. 

Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 

Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the 


House  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the 
common  defense  and  security  of  the  United 
States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utili-  * 
zation  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States  by  authorizing  universal  military 
training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes, 
submit  the  following  statement  in  explana¬ 
tion  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon 
by  the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the 
accompanying  conference  report : 

DRAFTING  OF  MEN  FOR  SERVICE  IN  THE  ARMED 
FORCES 

1.  Termination  of  authority  to  draft  men 
into  the  Armed  Forces 

The  authority  to  induct  men  into  the 
Armed  Forces  has  been  extended  for  4  years, 
to  terminate  on  July  1,  1955. 

The  House  amendment  extended  the  au¬ 
thority  to  induct  men  into  the  Armed  Forces 
until  July  1,  1954.  The  Senate  bill  contained 
no  termination  date  on  this  authority. 

2.  Period  of  service 

The  period  of  service  for  persons  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  will  be  24  months,  an 
increase  of  3  months  over  the  present  period 
of  service. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  a 
period  of  service  of  26  months;  the  Senate 
bill  provided  for  a  period  of  service  of  24 
months.  The  House  managers  accepted  the 
Senate  version. 

3.  Registration 

All  male  citizens  of  the  United  States  and 
every  other  male  person  now  or  hereafter  in 
the  United  States  between  the  ages  of  18  and 
26  are  required  to  register.  Classification  for 
induction  purposes  will  take  place  as  soon  as 
practicable  following  registration.  Technical 
changes  were  required  in  connection  with  the 
registration  section  to-’make  it  coincide  with 
the  new  provisions  applicable  to  aliens.  The 
Senate  managers  accepted  the  House  lan¬ 
guage  with  respect  to  classifying  male  regis¬ 
trants  for  induction  purposes  as  soon  as 
practicable  following  registration. 

4.  Draft  age 

The  draft  age  has  been  reduced  from  19 
years  to  18  years  and  6  months  for  all  male 
citizens  of  the  United  States  and  all  other 
male  persons  admitted  to  the  United  States 
for  permanent  residence.  All  other  persons 
who  remain  in  the  United  States  in  a  status 
other  than  that  of  permanent  residents  for 
a  period  exceeding  1  year,  except  those  ex¬ 
empt  from  registration,  shall  be  liable  for 
training  and  service.  Persons  admitted  to 
the  United  States  other  than  as  permanent 
residents  who  remain  in  the  United  States 
for  more  than  1  year  may  request  release 
from  training  and  service,  but  such  a  re¬ 
quest  will  debar  them  from  citizenship. 

No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  below  the  age  of  19  by  any  local 
board  so  long  as  there  are  available  within 
that  local  board  eligible  males  between  the 
ages  of  19  through  25. 

The  Senate  bill  would  have  permitted  the 
Induction  of  men  at  the  age  of  18  provided 
there  were  not  available  within  local  boards 
men  between  the  ages  of  19  through  25. 
The  Senate  managers  accepted  the  age  for 
induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  contained 
in  the  House  amendment. 

5.  Reduction  of  physical  and  mental 
standards 

The  physical  standards  for  induction  will 
be  those  that  prevailed  in  January  of  1945; 
the  mental  standards  will  be  established  on 
the  basis  of  a  percentile  score  of  10  which 
corresponds  to  the  previously  used  General 
Classification  Test  of  65.  The  new  mental 
standards  are  a  reduction  of  3  from  the  pres¬ 
ent  percentile  score  of  13  and  corresponds 
to  a  reduction  of  5  points  from  the  previous 
standard  of  70  heretofore  established  by  law 
as  a  minimum  General  Classification  Test 
score  for  induction. 
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The  House  amendment  reduced  the  phys¬ 
ical  and  mental  standards  to  those  that  pre¬ 
vailed  in  January  of  1945,  which  would  have 
resulted  in  a  General  Classification  Test  score 
of  approximately  40.  The  Senate  bill  con¬ 
tained  no  similar  language.  The  agreement 
reached  by  the  conferees  should  result  in  the 
reclassification  for  induction  purposes  of  ap¬ 
proximately  150,000  men  who  have  hereto¬ 
fore  been,  or  would  shortly  be,  classified  as 
IV-F. 

6.  Ceiling  on  the  Armed  Forces 

Until  July  31, 1954,  the  active  duty  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  not  exceed  more 
than  5,000,000  persons  at  any  one  time. 

The  House  bill  contained  no  limitation  on 
the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces.  The  Senate  bill 
contained  a  4,000,000-man  ceiling. 

7.  Total  obligated  service 

All  persons  entering  the  Armed  Forces  or 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  after 
the  proposed  legislation  is  enacted  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  a  total  obligated  period  of 
service  of  8  years.  This  requirement  applies 
to  all  persons  inducted,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed  in  the  Armed  Forces,  or  inducted 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 
The  total  period  of  obligated  service  includes 
active  duty,  training  duty  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  and  active  or  in¬ 
active  service  in  the  reserve  components. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  a  total 
obligated  period  of  6  years  retroactive  to  per¬ 
sons  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  since 
June  25,  1950. 

The  Senate  bill  required  a  total  obligated 
service  of  8  years  for  all  persons  appointed, 
enlisted,  or  inducted  after  the  proposed  leg¬ 
islation  was  enacted.  The  House  accepted 
the  Senate  provision. 

8.  Active  duty  for  reservists 

All  reservists  and  retired  personnel  now 
or  hereafter  ordered  to  active  duty  may  be 
required  to  serve  24  months.  The  authority 
of  the  President  to  order  reservists  and 
retired  personnel  to  active  duty  is  extended 
until  July  1,  1953. 

The  House  amendment  limited  the  period 
of  service  to  21  months.  The  Senate  bill 
contained  the  language  set  forth  in  the 
conference  report.  The  House  managers 
accepted  the  Senate  provision. 

9.  Release  of  reservists 

Unless  sooner  released  under  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  respective  Secretaries,  any 
member  of  the  Inactive  or  Volunteer  Re¬ 
serve  who  served  for  a  period  of  12  months 
or  more  between  December  7,  1941,  and  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1945,  shall,  upon  application,  be 
released  to  inactive  duty  after  he  has  com¬ 
pleted  17  months  of  active  duty  including 
the  time  spent  on  active  duty  since  June 
25,  1950.  Such  persons  shall  not  thereafter 
be  ordered  to  active  duty,  without  their 
consent,  for  a  period  in  excess  of  30  days, 
except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency 
hereafter  declared  by  the  Congress.  How¬ 
ever,  reservists  found  by  the  military  de¬ 
partments  concerned  to  possess  a  rating  or 
specialty  which  is  critical  may  be  retained 
for  the  period  for  which  they  are  ordered 
to  active  duty  if  their  release  prior  to  the 
completion  of  such  period  of  time^  would 
impair  the  efficiency  of  the  military  depart¬ 
ment  concerned. 

This  provision  applies  to  officers  and  en¬ 
listed  personnel. 

The  House  amended  provided  for  the  re¬ 
lease  of  veteran  reservists  ordered  to  active 
duty  from  the  Inactive  or  Volunteer  Reserve 
for  those  who  served  90  days  or  more  be¬ 
tween  December  7,  1941,  and  September  2, 
1945,  or  for  those  who  had  served  12  months 
or  more  between  the  period  September  16, 
1940,  and  June  24,  1948,  after  12  months  of 
active  duty  since  June  25,  1950,  upon  appli¬ 
cation.  The  Senate  bill  contained  no  simi¬ 
lar  language.*  The  language  “unless  sooner 
released”  contained  in  the  provision  agreed 
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to  by  the  managers  is  to  emphasize  and  as¬ 
sure  that  the  17-month  period  shall  not  be 
construed  as  a  minimum  period  for  which 
such  reservists  will  be  held.  Present  plans 
call  for  the  release  of  many  thousands  of 
reservists  prior  to  the  completion  of  17 
months  of  service,  and  the  language  of  the 
conference  report  is  not  intended  to  replace 
any  plans  for  earlier  releases. 

10.  Deferment  of  students 

High  school  students  will  be  deferred  until 
they  graduate  from  high  schooi  or  attain  the 
age  of  £0. 

College  students  may  be  deferred  until 
they  complete  their  academic  year  but  if 
they  are  deferred  to  complete  an  academic 
year  they  may  not  thereafter  be  deferred  by 
statute  to  complete  an  academic  year.  No 
local  board  may  be  required  to  defer  any 
college  student  based  upon  a  Government- 
sponsored  test  score  or  upon  the  student’s 
class  standing. 

This  is  identical  with  the  House  amend¬ 
ment. 

11.  Overseas  assignment 

Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  be  given  a  period  of  not  less 
than  4  months  of  training  and  may  not 
be  assigned  for  duty  in  any  installation  lo¬ 
cated  on  land  outside  the  United  States, 
its  Territories,  or  possessions,  until  after  this 
4-month  period  has  elapsed.  In  addition,  no 
other  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  is 
enlisted,  appointed,  inducted,  or  ordered 
to  active  duty  shall  be  assigned  to  duty  at 
any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the 
United  States,  its  Territories,  or  possessions, 
until  he  has  had  the  equivalent  of  4  months 
Of  basic  training. 

The  House  amendment  was  confined  only 
to  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
and  required  4  months’  training  within  the 
United  States,  its  Territories,  or  possessions. 
In  addition,  the  House  amendment  pro¬ 
vided  that  no  person  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  should  be  assigned  for  duty 
in  a  combat  area  on  land  located  outside 
the  United  States,  its  Territories,  or.  pos¬ 
sessions,  during  the  6-month  period  im¬ 
mediately  following  his  induction. 

The  Senate  bill  provided  that  inductees 
would  be  given  4  months’  basic  training 
and  not  be  permanently  assigned  to  duty 
outside  the  United  States  during  this  period, 
and  further  provided  that  no  other  member 
of  the  Armed  Forces  would  be  assigned  to 
combat  duty  in  a  combat  area  until  he  had 
had  at  least  4  months  of  basic  training. 

The  House  and  Senate  managers  agreed 
to  the  provision  heretofore  described  which 
requires  that  all  persons  inducted  into  the 
Armed  Forces  be  given  4  months’  basic 
training  and  that  no  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  shall  be  assigned  to  duty  outside  the 
United  States,  its  Territories,  and  posses¬ 
sions  until  such  persons  have  had  the  equiv¬ 
alent  of  4  months’  basic  training. 

12.  Enlistment  in  the  Regular  Army 

Men  between  the  ages  of  18  years  and  6 

months  and  26  years  shall  be  offered  an 
opportunity  to  enlist  in  the  Regular  Army 
for  a  period  of  24  months  and  may  not  have 
their  enlistments  involuntarily  extended  ex¬ 
cept  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency, 
the  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable  lan¬ 
guage  and  the  Senate  managers  accepted  the 
House  language. 

13.  Extension  of  voluntary  enlistments 

The  authority  to  involuntarily  extend  en¬ 
listments  in  the  regular  and  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  of  the  Armed  Forces  is  extended 
Until  July  1,  1953.  Thus,  all  enlistments 
which  expire  after  July  9,  1951,  may  be  ex¬ 
tended  by  the  President  for  12  months,  but 
no  person  shall  have  his  enlistment  ex¬ 
tended  more  than  once.  Existing  law  ex¬ 
tends  all  such  enlistments  which  expire  be¬ 
tween  July  27,  1950,  and  July  9,  1951. 


The  House  amendment  extended  this  au¬ 
thority  until  July  1,  1952;  the  Senate  bill 
until  July  1,  1953.  The  House  managers  ac¬ 
cepted  the  Senate  language. 

14.  Aliens 

All  aliens  admitted  for  permanent  resi¬ 
dence  in  the  United  States  shall  be  im¬ 
mediately  liable  for  induction  into  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  under  the  same  conditions  applicable 
to  citizens.  Aliens  admitted  to  the  United 
States,  other  than  as  permanent  residents, 
who  remain  in  the  United  States  for  1  year 
or  more  shall  be  liable  for  induction  unless 
they  request  release  from  service.  In  the 
event  that  such  persons  request  release  from 
service,  they  will  be  debarred  from  citizen¬ 
ship. 

With  certain  technical  corrections,  the 
provision  in  the  conference  report  is  that 
which  was  contained  in  the  House  amend¬ 
ment.  There  was  no  comparable  language 
in  the  Senate  bill  and  the  Senate  accepted 
the  House  language. 

15.  Conscientious  objectors 
Persons  who  are  found  by  local  boards  to 
be  opposed  to  noncombatant  service  shall  be 
ordered  by  their  local  boards,  subject  to  reg¬ 
ulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  to  per¬ 
form  civilian  work  contributing  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety, 
or  interest  for  a  period  of  24  months.  A  con¬ 
scientious  objector’s  refusal  to  perform  such 
work  will  subject  him  to  the  penalties  of  the 
Selective  Service  Act. 

The  House  amendment  merely  deferred 
such  persons.  The  Senate  bill  required  such 
persons  to  be  assigned  to  work  of  national 
importance  under  civilian  direction. 

The  House  managers  objected  to  this  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Senate  bill  since  it  contemplated 
the  establishment  of  national  work  camps. 
The  language  agreed  to  by  the  House  and 
Senate  conferees  will  permit  the  President  to 
prescribe  the  types  of  employment  to  which 
conscientious  objectors  may  be  assigned,  but 
such  employment  will  not  be  performed 
through  the  establishment  of,  or  assign¬ 
ment  to,  national  work  camps. 

16.  Deferment  of  certain  persons  whose  occu¬ 
pation  is  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest 
The  President  is  authorized  under  such 

regulations  and  rules  as  he  may  prescribe 
to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training 
and  service  or  from  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  of  any  or  all  cate¬ 
gories  of  persons  whose  activity  in  study, 
research,  or  medical,  dental,  veterinary,  opto- 
metric,  osteopathic,  scientific,  pharmaceuti¬ 
cal,  chiropractic,  chiropodial,  or  other  en¬ 
deavors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or 
interest. 

The  House  amendment  gave  the  President 
the  authority  to  defer  persons  whose  activity 
in  study,  research,  or  medical,  dental,  opto- 
metric,  osteopathic,  chiropractic,  scientific, 
or  other  endeavors  was  found  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest. 

The  Senate  bill  left  unchanged  the  present 
law  which  authorizes  such  deferments  for 
persons  whose  activity  in  study,  research, 
or  medical,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  was 
found  to  be  necessary  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest. 
The  House  and  Senate  managers  agreed  to 
the  language  above-described  which  includes 
those  persons  whose  endeavors  were  named 
in  the  House  amendment  and,  in  addition, 
added  veterinarians,  pharmacists,  and  chi¬ 
ropodists. 

17.  Control  over  the  sale,  consumption,  pos¬ 
session  of,  or  traffic  in,  beer,  wine,  or  any 
pther  intoxicating  liquors 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized  to 
make  such  regulations  as  he  deems  appro¬ 
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priate  governing  the  sale,  consumption,  pos¬ 
session  of,  or  traffic  in,  alcoholic  beverages 
to  or  by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  at  or  near 
a  camp,  station,  post,  or  other  places  pri¬ 
marily  occupied  by  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  Any  person  who  knowingly  violates 
such  regulations  may  be  punished  by  a  fine 
of  $1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than 
12  months  or  punished  under  the  Uniform 
Code  of  Military  Justice.  The  language 
agreed  upon  by  the  conferees  is  substantially 
the  language  contained  in  the  House  amend¬ 
ment.  There  was  no  comparable  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  Senate  bill. 

18.  Continued  liability  for  induction  of  per¬ 

sons  now  or  hereafter  deferred 

Persons  now  or  hereafter  deferred  from 
induction  will  remain  liable  for  induction 
into  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Corps  until  they  attain  the  age 
of  35.  This  language  was  contained  in  the 
House  amendment  and  was  accepted  by  the 
Senate  managers. 

There  was  no  comparable  language  in  the 
Senate  bill. 

19.  Suspending  or  terminating  inductions 

into  the  Armed  Forces 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  the 
Congress  by  concurrent  resolution  could  ter¬ 
minate  or  suspend  all  inductions  into  the 
Armed  Forces.  The  Senate  bill  contained  no 
comparable  language. 

The  House  managers  receded  from  their 
Insistence  upon  this  provision  and  agreed  to 
eliminate  it  from  the  conference  report. 

20.  75,000  students 

The  Senate  bill  provided  for  the  selection 
from  among  persons  who  had  completed  their 
basic  training  of  75,000  students  during  the 
next  3  years.  Such  students  were  to  have  the 
remainder  of  their  military  obligation  sus¬ 
pended  until  they  completed  the  studies  and 
research  for  which  they  were  selected  and 
there  was  authority  in  the  Senate  bill  to 
provide  for  the  payment  of  the  cost  of  tui¬ 
tion,  books,  laboratory  fees,  subsistence, 
travel,  and  other  necessary  expenses  of  such 
persons  to  the  extent  they  were  unable  to 
defray. 

The  House  amendment  contained  no  simi¬ 
lar  language. 

The  Senate  agreed  to  recede  from  their 
Insistence  upon  this  provision  and  therefore 
the  conference  report  contains  no  provision 
with  respect  to  such  students. 

21.  Enlistment  of  aliens 

The  Senate  bill  amended  the  act  of  June 
30,  1950,  in  such  a  way  as  to  permit  the  en¬ 
listment  in  the  Regular  Army  of  25,000  aliens 
per  year  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  5  years. 

The  act  of  June  30,  1950,  permitted  the  en¬ 
listment  in  the  Regular  Army  until  June  30, 

1953,  of  not  more  than  a  total  of  2,500  aliens. 

The  House  amendment  contained  no  simi¬ 
lar  language.  The  House  and  Senate  mana¬ 
gers  agreed  to  the  provision  which  permits 
the  enlistment  in  the  Regular  Army,  until 
June  30,  1955,  of  not  more  than  a  total  of 
12,500  aliens.  ^ 

22.  Women  in  the  Armed  Forces 

Until  July  31,  1954,  the  present  2  percent 
limitation  of  the  number  of  women  in  the 
Armed  Forces  will  be  suspended. 

The  Senate  amended  the  act  of  August  3, 
1950,  so  as  to  suspend  the  present  2  percent 
limitation  on  the  number  of  women  that 
may  be  in  the  Armed  Forces  until  July  31, 

1954. 

The  House  amendment  contained  no  simi¬ 
lar  language.  The  House  accepted  the  Senate 
amendment. 

23.  Authorized  strength 

The  authorized  strength  for  the  Armed 
Forces  is  now  suspended  until  July  31,  1954. 
The  conference  report,  however,  fixes  the 
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strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  at  837,000  for 
the  Army  of  the  United  States,  666,832  for 
the  Navy,  including  the  Marine  Corps,  and 
502,000  for  the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States. 
This  is  substantially  a  reenactment  of  exist¬ 
ing  law  (sec.  2,  Selective 'Service  Act  of  1948) 
except  for  the  elimination  from  present  law 
of  all  references  to  the  number  of  authorized 
1-year  enlistees. 

The  Senate  bill  repealed  outright  the  pres¬ 
ent  law  with  respect  to  the  limitation  on  the 
authorized  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  now 
contained  in  the  Selective  Service  Act. 

The  House  amendment  did  not  amend  the 
present  law  with  respect  to  authorized 
strength  now  contained  in  the  Selective  Serv¬ 
ice  Act.  The  House  and  Senate  managers 
agreed  to  continue  the  present  statutory 
limitation  on  the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
suspended  until  July  31,  1954,  but  eliminated 
references  to  the  authorized  number  of  1- 
year  enlistees  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
authority  for  such  enlistments  will  be  re¬ 
pealed  by  the  conference  report.  Both  the 
Senate  bill  and  the  House  amendment  re¬ 
pealed  the  authority  for  1-year  enlistments. 

24.  Reemployment  rights 

The  House  amendment,  among  other 
things,  required  persons  discharged,  follow¬ 
ing  military  service,  to  be  restored  to  the 
same  position  held  at  the  time  of  entering 
service.  The  Senate  bill  contained  no  com¬ 
parable  provision.  The  House  agreed  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  Senate  language  in  view  of  the  nu¬ 
merous  difficulties  involved  in  attempting  to 
require  employers  to  restore  returning  service 
personnel  to  the  same  position  they  held 
prior  to  entering  the  service.  Existing  law 
permits  returning  service  personnel  to  be  re¬ 
stored  to  the  same  position  previously  held 
or  to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and 
pay. 

25.  Communicating  with  Members  of 

Congress 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  no 
member  of  the  Armed  Forces  would  be  re¬ 
stricted  from  communicating  with  any  Mem¬ 
ber  of  Congress.  The  Senate  bill  contained 
no  comparable  language.  The  Senate  ac¬ 
cepted  the  House  language. 

26.  Authority  to  induct  physicians  and 

dentists 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  no 
physician  or  dentist  engaged  in  full-time 
employment  at  a  Veterans’  Administration 
hospital  would  be  inducted,  under  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  law  authorizing  the  induction  of 
physicians  and  dentists,  after  such  physician 
or  dentist  attained  his  thirtieth  birthday. 

The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable 
language.  The  House  receded  from  its  posi¬ 
tion  and  agreed  to  the  elimination  of  the 
provision  from  the  conference  report. 

27.  Appeal  boards 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  there 
would  not  be  less  than  one  selective  service 
appeal  board  located  in  the  area  of  each 
Federal  judicial  district  in  the  United  States. 
The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable 
language.  The  Senate  accepted  the  House 
provision. 

28.  Reserve  deferment  appeal  boards 

The  House  amendment  authorized  the 
President  to  prescribe  rules  and  regulations 
for  the  deferment  of  members  of  the  In¬ 
active  or  Volunteer  Reserve,  and  authorized 
the  President  to  establish  civilian  Reserve 
deferment  appeal  boards.  Members  of  the 
Inactive  or  Volunteer  Reserve  whose  claim 
for  deferment  was  denied  would  have  been 
given  the  authority  to  have  appealed  their 
case  to  a  civilian  deferment  appeal  board. 

The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable 
language  and  the  House  managers  agreed  to 
recede  from  their  insistence  upon  this  pro¬ 
vision. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING 

1.  Establishment  of  Commission  and  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps 

The  conference  report  provides  for  the 
establishment  of  a  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Commission  to  be  composed  of  five  mem¬ 
bers.  Three  members  shall  be  civilians  and 
two  shall  be  active  or  retired  members  of  the 
regular  components  of  any  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  Of  the  three  civilian  members,  not 
more  than  two  shall  be  of  the  same  polit¬ 
ical  party. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Commission  must  be 
a  civilian.  At  such  time  as  the  Commission 
is  appointed,  a  National  Security  Training 
Corps  is  established. 

The  Senate  bill  provided  for  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  five-man  Commission  to  be 
composed  of  three  civilians  and  two  active 
or  retired  members  of  the  regular  com¬ 
ponents.  The  House  amendment  provided 
for  a  five-man  commission  to  which  not 
more  than  three  could  be  of  the  same  polit¬ 
ical  party.  Three  members  had  to  be  civil¬ 
ians,  one  member  an  active  or  retired  mem¬ 
ber  of  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  and  the  remaining  member  of  the 
Commission,  a  member  of  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  Armed  Forces.  Both  the  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  and  the  House  amendment  provided 
for  the  establishment  of  a  National  Security 
Training  Corps  at  the  time  the  Commission 
was  appointed. 

2.  Compensation  for  Commission 

The  conference  report  provides  for  a  term 
of  years  for  members  of  the  Commission  and 
provides  for  a  per  diem  of  $50  to  be  paid  to 
members  of  the  Commission  while  engaged 
in  the  business  of  the  Commission. 

This  is  similar  to  the  House  amendment. 

There  was  no  comparable  provision  in  the 
Senate  bill. 

3.  General  authority  of  Commission 

The  conference  report  provides  that  the 
Commission,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the 
President,  shall  exercise  general  supervision 
over  the  training  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  and  further  provides  that 
such  training  shall  be  basic  military  train¬ 
ing.  It  authorizes  the  Commission  to  es¬ 
tablish  such  policies  and  standards  with 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  training  of 
members  of  the  Corps  as  are  necessary  to 
carry  out  the  objectives  of  the  act.  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out 
the  training.  The  military  departments  so 
designated  shall  carry  out  the  military 
training  in  accordance  with  the  policies  and 
standards  established  by  the  Commission. 
Subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  and  subject  to  the  policies  and 
standards  established  by  the  Commission, 
the  military  departments  shall  determine 
the  type  or  types  of  military  training  to  be 
given  to  the  members  of  the  National  Se¬ 
curity  Training  Corps. 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  the 
Commission  should  direct  and  control  the 
policies  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  and  further  provided  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  would  issue  “directives”  to  the  military 
departments  designated  to  carry  out  the 
military  training. 

The  Senate  bill  provided  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  would,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the 
President,  establish  such  policies  and  stand¬ 
ards  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial 
basic  training  of  members  of  the  Corps  as 
were  necessary  to  carry  out  the  objectives  of 
the  act,  and,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the 
President,  would  designate  the  Federal  de¬ 
partments  and  agencies  to  carry  out  such 
training.  The  departments  and  agencies  so 
designated  were  to  carry  out  the  training  in 
accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards 
of  the  Commission. 


In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  House  amend¬ 
ment  did  not  contemplate  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  would  act  as  an  operating  agency, 
the  House  managers  agreed  to  the  language 
contained  in  the  conference  report  which 
grants  to  the  Commission  the  authority  to 
exercise  general  supervision  over  the  train¬ 
ing  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

The  House  amendment  provided  that,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  direction  of  the  President  and 
after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  the  Commission  would  designate  the 
military  departments  to  carry  out  the  train¬ 
ing.  Since  basic  military  training,  as  such, 
is  a  military  matter,  the  House  managers 
agreed  to  the  language  contained  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report  which  authorizes  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  to  designate  the  military  de¬ 
partments  to  carry  out  the  training. 

4.  Legislative  recommendations 

Not  later  than  4  months  following  the  con¬ 
firmation  of  members  of  the  Commission, 
the  Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  legislative  recommendations  which 
shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  a  broad 
outline  deemed  by  the  Commission  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  be  ap¬ 
propriate  to  assure  that  the  training  car¬ 
ried  out  under  the  provision  of  ' the  proposed 
legislation  will  be  of  a  military  nature. 

There  is  a  specific  provision  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report,  however,  stating  that  the 
Commission  shall  not  have  the  authority  to 
prescribe  the  basic  type  or  types  of  train¬ 
ing  to  be  given  members  of  the  Corps.  Thus 
the  legislative  recommendations  will  con¬ 
tain  language  which  will  grant  the  Commis¬ 
sion  authority  to  assure  that  the  training 
carried  out  shall  be  of  a  military  nature  but 
the  Commission  will  not  submit  legislative 
recommendations  prescribing  the  types  of 
basic  military  training  to  be  given  members 
of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

In  addition,  the  conference  report  pro¬ 
vides  that  legislative  recommendations  with 
respect  to  a  code  of  conduct,  disability  and 
death  benefits,  and  other  benefits  and  obli¬ 
gations  and  measures  deemed  necessary  to 
implement  any  policies  and  standards  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Commission  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Commission  for  legislative 
action. 

As  contained  in  the  original  House  amend¬ 
ment  the  recommendations  must  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  both  Committees  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  and  both  committees,  not  later  than 
the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of  45  cal¬ 
endar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  Con¬ 
gress  following  the  date  on  which  the  recom¬ 
mendations  are  submitted  to  the  Congress, 
must  report  thereon  to  their  respective 
Houses.  As  continued  in  the  original  House 
amendment,  any  bill  or  resolution  so  report¬ 
ed  shall  be  privileged. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  the 
Commission  to  submit  its  legislative  recom¬ 
mendations  not  later"' than  6  months  fol¬ 
lowing  its  confirmation.  The  House  amend¬ 
ment  further  provided  that  the  legislative 
recommendations  would  include  a  program 
of  initial  military  training  deemed  by  the 
Commission  to  be  appropriate  to  carry  out 
the  obligations  of  the  act,  including  the 
types  of  basic  military  training  to  be  given 
members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  and  measures  for  utilizing  existing 
schools  and  colleges  to  the  fullest  extent 
practicable.  In  view  of  the  fact,  as  pre¬ 
viously  stated,  that  the  original  House 
amendment  did  not  contemplate  that  the 
Commission  would  act  as  an  operating 
agency,  the  House  managers  receded  from 
their  insistence  that  the  Commission  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  Congress  the  types  of  basic 
military  training  to  be  given  members  of 
the  Corps  as  well  as  a  program  of  initial 
military  training.  The  Senate  bill  con¬ 
tained  no  comparable  language. 
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5.  Induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps 

The  conference  report  provides  that  no 
person  shall  be  Inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  until  after  (1)  a 
code  of  conduct  has  been  enacted  and  meas¬ 
ures  provided  for  disability  and  death  bene¬ 
fits  have  been  enacted  into  law,  (2)  that 
the  other  legislative  recommendations  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Commission  have  been  con¬ 
sidered  and  such  recommendations  or  any 
portion  thereof  shall  have  been  enacted  with 
or  without  amendments  into  law,  and  (3) 
the  period  of  service  required  of  persons 
who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been 
reduced  or  eliminated  by  the  President  or 
by  the  adoption  of  a  concurrent  resolution 
by  the  Congress. 

Thus,  the  Congress  will  have  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  consider  and  amend  all  of  the 
recommendations  submitted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  no  person  can  be  inducted  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  until 
this  has  taken  place. 

The  House  amendment  provided  similar 
language  as  contained  in  the  conference  re¬ 
port  but  required  that  all  legislative  recom¬ 
mendations  be  enacted  with  or  without 
amendments  into  law.  The  House  managers 
recognized  the  fact  that  the  two  most  im¬ 
portant  features  of  a  universal  military 
training  program  involve  a  code  of  conduct 
and  the  death  and  disability  benefits  to  be 
granted  to  the  members  of  the  Corps,  along 
with  provisions  dealing  with  the  health,  safe¬ 
ty,  welfare,  and  morals  of  members  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps.  Thus, 
the  House  managers  receded  from  their  in¬ 
sistence  upon  the  House  amendment  which 
required  action  on  all  legislative  recom¬ 
mendations  submitted,  and  agreed  to  the 
conference  report  which  requires  the  enact¬ 
ment  into  law  of  a  code  of  conduct  and  death 
and  disability  benefits  and  the  consideration 
of  all  of  the  remaining  recommendations 
submitted,  followed  by  the  enactment  of  any 
portion  determined  by  the  Congress  to  be 
desirable.  It  should  be  observed  that  the 
House  amendment  also  provided  that  no 
person  should  be  inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  until  the  period  of 
service  of  persons  under  the  age  of  19  had 
been  eliminated.  To  permit  a  more  orderly 
initiation  of  universal  military  training  and 
the  gradual  elimination  of  induction  into 
the  Armed  Forces,  the  conference  report  per¬ 
mits  induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  following  the  enactment  of 
a  code  of  conduct,  death  and  disability  bene¬ 
fits,  and  the  consideration  of  the  remaining 
recommendations  and  the  enactment  of  any 
portion  thereof,  at  such  time  as  the  period 
of  service  for  persons  under  the  age  of  19 
has  been  reduced  or  eliminated. 

There  was  no  comparable  provision  in  the 
Senate  bill. 

6.  Pay  of  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps 

Both  the  House  and  Senate  bills  provided 
that  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  would  be  paid  $30  per  month 
but  that  their  dependents  would  be  entitled 
to  the  benefits  of  the  Dependents  Assistance 
Act.  This  provision  is  contained  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report. 

7.  Period  of  service- 

The  conference  report  provides  that  per¬ 
sons  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  trained  for  a  period 
of  6  months.  This  was  contained  in  the 
House  amendment.  The  Senate  bill  pro¬ 
vided  that  persons  inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  would  be  trained  for 
a  period  of  not  less  than  4  months.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  conferees  accepted  the  House  language. 


8.  Age  of  induction 

At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  1s  authorized, 
all  persons  thereafter  registered  who  have 
not  been  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
and  who  have  not  attained  their  nineteenth 
birthday  shall  be  liable  for  induction  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  Since 
men  are  required  to  register  at  the  age  of  18, 
this  will  permit  the  induction  of  men  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  after 
they  have  attained  their  eitghteenth  birth¬ 
day.  There  will  probably  be  an  average  pe¬ 
riod  of  approximately  3  months  elapse  be¬ 
tween  registration,  classification,  and  induc¬ 
tion. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  in¬ 
duction  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  at  the  age  of  18  years  and  6 
months.  The  Senate  bill  provided  for  in¬ 
duction  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  at  the  age  of  18.  The  House 
accepted  the  Senate  language  in  this 
respect. 

9.  Initiating  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps 

Induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  may  take  place  after  (1)  a 
code  of  conduct  has  been  enacted,  (2)  death 
and  disability  benefits  for  members  of  the 
Corps  have  been  enacted,  (3)  the  other  leg¬ 
islative  recommendations  submitted  by  the 
Commission  have  been  considered  and  any 
portion  thereof  have  been  enacted  into  law, 
and  (4)  at  such  time  as  the  President  or  the 
Congress  by  the  adoption  of  a  concurrent 
resolution  has  reduced  or  eliminated  the 
period  of  service  required  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  anniversary  of  their 
nineteenth  birthday. 

Persons  who  are  deferred  for  any  of  the 
reasons  provided  in  the  proposed  legislation 
shall  not  be  exempt  from  their  liability  for 
induction  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  merely  because  they  have  passed 
their  nineteenth  birthday. 

This  is  comparable  to  the  House  amend¬ 
ment  except  for  the  addition  of  the  words 
“or  reduced”  which,  as  previously  indicated, 
permits  an  orderly  phasing  of  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  and  the  reduction  or  elimina¬ 
tion  of  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  for 
men  below  the  age  of  19. 

10.  Overseas  assignment  of  members  of  the 

Natipnal  Security  Training  Corps 

No  person  inducted  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  may  be  assigned  for 
training  at  any  installation  outside  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States  except  that  residents 
of  the  Territories  and  possessions  of  the 
United  States  may  be  trained  in  the  Terri¬ 
tory  or  possession  from  which  they  were 
inducted. 

11.  Terminating  inductions  into  the  National 

Security  Training  Corps  by  concurrent 

resolution 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  in¬ 
duction  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  could  be  terminated  by  the  adop¬ 
tion  by  the  Congress  of  a  concurrent  resolu¬ 
tion  to  this  effect. 

The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable 
provision. 

Since  the  duration  of  universal  military 
training  will  properly  be  a  question  for  con¬ 
sideration  when  the  Commission  submits 
its  recommendations  to  the  Congress,  the 
House  managers  receded  from  their  insist¬ 
ence  on  this  provision,  and  it  is  thus  not  con¬ 
tained  in  the  conference  report. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

There  are  other  technical  changes  con¬ 
tained  in  the  conference  report  which  do 
not  affect  the  substance  of  the  proposed 
legislation. 

Two  other  minor  changes  involve  the  de¬ 
ferment  of  missionaries  who  are  also  physi¬ 


cians  and  adding  Guam  to  the  definition  of 
the  words  “United  States”. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Carl  T.  Durham, 

Dewey  Short, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

W.  Sterling  Cole, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

i  ADJOURNMENT  OVER 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
Unanimous  consent  that  when  the  House 
sojourns  today  it  adjourn  to  -meet  on 
Monday  next. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mon¬ 
tana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GOSSETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
my  reniarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

PRICE  STABILIZATION 

Mr.  GOSSETT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
shocked  and  amazed  to  see  that  Price 
Stabilizer  DiSalle,  perhaps  with  admin¬ 
istration  support,  is  advocating  that  all 
businesses  in  America  be,  licensed.  It 
would  be  interesting  to  know  who 
thought  up  this  scheme  and  to  know 
what  use  would  be  made  of  such  un¬ 
precedented  plenary  power  of  life  and 
death  over  American  business.  Through 
the  Defense  Production  Act,  Congress 
has  sought  to  restraih  inflation.  Ap¬ 
parently  the  Defense  Mobilization  or¬ 
ganization  is  trying  to  control  every¬ 
thing  but  inflation. 

Economic  Stabilizer  Eric  Johnston  and 
Price  Stabilizer  DiSalle  would  control  all 
segments  of  American  economy  except 
organized  labor.  /They  would  place  a 
bridle  on  all  bosfees  'except  the  labor 
bosses.  Ninety  percent  of  the  cost  of 
most  of  the  things  we  buy  is  labor  cost. 
Obviously,  there -is  no  suph  thing  as  con¬ 
trolling  inflation  and  holding  down 
prices  by  restraints  on  the  10  percent 
and  no  restraints  placed  on  the  90  per¬ 
cent.  f  X 

Mr.  Speaker,  unless  the  .Office  of  De¬ 
fense  Mobilization  is  going  to  do  an  hon¬ 
est,  fair,  across-the-board  i  job  of  re¬ 
straining  p$ce  and  wage  increases,  then 
we  ought  td  abolish  the  whole  outfit  and 
let  nature  take  its  course. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.,  Speaker, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and  to  revise', and  ex¬ 
tend  my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
souri?; 

There  was  no  objection. 

IMPORTATION  OF  MEXICAN  LABC 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  want  to  call  attention  at  this  time  f  _ 
problem  involving  a  shortage  of  agricul¬ 
tural  labor  that  will  be  facing  the  cotton 
producers  of  this  Nation,  particularly 
those  in  the  area  in  which  I  reside,  unlesSl 
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this  Congress  takes  some  action  on  a  bill  tleman  advise  whether  or  not  it  is  the  This  amounts  to  a  total  on  these  five, 
introduced  and  approved  by  the  House  intent  or  purpose  to  bring  up  any  other  commodities  of  the  staggering  sum  of 
Committee  on  Agriculture  which  will  fa-  conference  report  next  week,  such  as  re-  $479,634,287.  / 

cilitate  the  procurement  of  Mexican  ciprocal  trade,  or  the  India  wheat  bill,  This  .inadequacy  of  information/was 

labor  '■  At  the  time  this  bill  was  intro-  if  the  confeees  c6me  to  an  agreement?  revealed  through  a  recent  exchange  of 

cjuced  ikwas  estimated  that  in  Missouri  Mr-  MANSFIELD.  The  House  will  be  correspondence  with  the  Secretary.  At- 

alone  weSsvould  need  some  five  to  six  given  due  notice  as  to  when  additional  tached  hereto  is  a  copy  of  my  letter  and 

thousand  Mexican  laborers  to  supple-  conference  reports  will  be  brought  up.  the  reply  from  Under  Secretary  Mo¬ 
ment  the  domestic  labor  available  to  help  permission  to  address  the  house  Cormick. 

harvest  our  cotton  crop.  /-,ttrttc?  nf 'Mphrn^a  Mr  Sneak-  With  the  huge  statistical  staff  main- 

Our  people  in’that  section  of  the  coun-  N1  unanimous  consent  to  address  tained  in  the  Agriculture  Department,  it 

try  have  met  the\equest  of  the  Depart-  the  House  f^l  m toute  ?nd  to  re^se  and  amazes  me  that  the  basic  information 
ment  of  Agriculture  by  planting  suffi-  use  1 f^l  minute  and  to  revise  and  which  T  requested  ot  be  made  avail_ 

cient  acreage  to  mfeet  the  production  't„  thprp  nbiection  to  able-  1  can  think  F  nothinS  more  im' 

goals  set  by  Secretary'Brannan.  In  the  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ne-  P°rtant  botb  for  platers  and  the  gen- 
past  we  have  relied  upbn  this  Mexican  gentleman  irom  ise  eral  public  to  about  the  priCe-SUp- 

labor.  We  had  hoped  weVould  have  the  .....  nh1PPtinn  port  Program  than  the  number  of  those 

opportunity  to  get  this  labour  next  fall.  J  who  are  receiving  benefits  and  how  wide- 

I  am  particularly  familiar  with  the  sit-  taxation  iy  spread  those  benefits  are. 

uation  in  the  Tenth  Missouri  District  Mr.  CURTIS  of  Nebraska.  Mr.  Speak-  I  hope  that  other  Members  of  Congres 
which  in  the  past  has  produced  cotton  er>  t,be  House  will  soon  have  presented  to  will  join,  with  me  in  urging  that  appro- 

crops  exceeding  a  half  million  bales,  and  jt  a  tax  bill  for  about  $7,000,000,000  of  priate  $ieps  be  taken  to  make  available 

in  the  adjoining  First  District  of  Akkan-  additional  revenue.  About  that  same  this  essential  information  about  where 

sas,  which  is  so  ably  represented  by  jny  time  the  President  will  present  a  request  and  •'to  whom  these  large  sums  are  paid, 

good  friend  the  Hon.  E.  C.  “Took”  for  further  spending  in  loans  and  grants  which  have  to  be  extracted  from  pay  en- 

Gathings,  who  has  been  one  of  the  lead-  f0  foreign  countries  for  about  eight  velopes.  Federal  sales  taxes,  and  other 

ers  in  sponsoring  and  supporting  this  and  one-half  to  nine  billion  dollars,  .'sources  of  revenue.  This  is  fundamen- 
legislation.  \r  rise  to  ask  the  question,  How  in/  tal  information  which  we  should  cer- 

I  have  a  report  in  the  form  of  a  letter  the  world  can  the  Congress  im-  tainly  have  before  us  when  we  contem- 

from  the  division  of  employment,  State  pose  taxes  as  fast  as  the  Administration  plate  further  action  to  impose  still  great- 

of  Missouri,  which  has  conducted  a  sur-  can  .spend?  In  my  insertions  in  /the  er  tax  burdens  on  our  people, 

vey.  They  say  that  in  my  district  alone  ■*-  Record  today  I  commend  to  you  aa'edi-  Congress  op  the  united  States, 
we  will  need  approximately  10,000  Mexi-  torial  appearing  in  the  Omaha  Svorld-  House  op  Representatives, 

can  laborers  if  we  are  to  harvest  the  Herald  and  an  article  from  Newsweek  Washington,  D.  c„  Apil  30,  1951. 

cotton  crop  which  has  been  planted.  We  by  Raymond  Moley.  It  is  doubtful  if  The  Honorable  Charles  F.  Erannan, 

are  facing  a  serious  problem  there  and  I  either  this  tax  bill  or  this  alleged  aid  bill  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 

certainly  hope  that  the  Committee  on  are  in  the  iSerest  of  liberty  and  free-  Dear  X^SecLmry  :  V  would  be  appre- 
Rules  will  grant  a  rule  on  this  bill  very  dom,  in  the  light  of  thei/effect  on  our  ciated  if  you  would  furnish  me  a  tabulation 
shortly.  domestic  economy.  /  showing  the  information  listed  below  with. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE  PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE  reference  to  the  following  10  commodities: 

f  (1)  Oranges,  (2)  prunes,  (3)  soybeans,  (4) 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  Mr.  KEATING.  .Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  dried  beans,  (5)  green  beans,  (6)  rice,  (7) 

ask  unanimous  consent  to  address  the  unanimous  conserfirto address  the  House  eggs,  (8)  Irish  potatoes,  (9)  sweetpotatoes, 

House  for  1  minute.  for  1  minute  ana  to  revise  and  extend  (10)  butterfat. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  my  remarks  and  include  an  exchange  of  How  much  money  was  spent  to  support 

the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio?  correspondence  with  the  ’-Secretary  of  Pric®  °f  ea5h  °f  the  ®bo^e  in  19499  la 

rru.,..  «  •  h  /  1950?  Either  fiscal  or  calendar  year  would 

1  '  Agricultui  e./  be  satisfactory,  whichever  way  your  records 

legislative  program  for  next  week  The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to  are  kept- 

the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  How  many  farmers  or  producers  actually 

Mr  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  New  Y(/v?  “  received  payments  for  each  of  the  above  corn- 

may  I  mqune  ol  the  acting  majority  There  was  no  objection.  modities  under  the  price-support  program? 

leader  what  the  program  will  be  for  the  /  \  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  manner  in 

Coming  week?  INADEQUACY  OF  INFORMATION  ON  which  you  keep  your  records  indicating  how 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  /  PRICE-SUPPORT  PROGRAM  many  of  the  producers  of  each  of  the  above 

program  for  the  week  of  June  4  will  be  / Mr  KEATING  Mr  Speaker  Secre-'  items  received  sums  of  varying  amounts. 

as  follows :  /Cary  of  Agriculture  Brannan  has  no  idea \ 

On  Monday  bills  on  the  Consent  Cal-/  how  many  farmers  or  producers  actually  ^^formltTon  iTtohow  “of  thole 
endar  will  be  called  and  House  Concur^*  received  payments  from  the  Federal  producers  of  each  item  fall  into  the  various 

rent  Reso  ution  57,  a  resolution  express-  Government  under  the  price-support  classifications  which  you  maintain  showing 

ing  friendship  of  the  American  people  program  covering  potatoes,  eggs,  butter,  the  rize  of  the  payments^ 

for  the  people  of  the  world,  wjfl  be  dried  beans,  and  rice.  As  a  result,  he  is,  1  would  be  grateful  if  I  might  have  this  in- 

brought  up  under  suspension  /if  the  0f  course,  not  able  to  say  whether  most  formation  at  your  earliest  convenience. 

ru1-es-  ,  .  /  .  of  the  funds  were  paid  out  to  a  few  large  Veiy  smcere,y 

On  that  day  also,  which  is  District  of  producers  or  whether  they  were  widely 

Columbia  day,  the  bill  H.  Rt  4141,  the  distributed  among  many  small  pro- 

District  of  Columbia  crime  bill,  will  be  ducers.  He  apparently  has  no  class'ifica-  Department  op  Agriculture 

brought  up  for  consideration.  tion  to  show  a  breakdown  of  the  number  H  ay 

On  Tuesday,  bills  on  t^e  Private  Cal-  wbo  received  for  instance  over  $100  000  Hon.  Kenneth  B.  Keating, 

endar  will  be  called  a^fi  also  the  bill  H.  the  number  between  fifty  and  one  hun-  dear  MlKEAimo^his1  refers  to  your  let- 

h.  314,  ine  Looker  Uf  Washington  vet-  dred  thousand  dollars,  or  the  number  ter  of  April  30,  1951,  to  which  you  request 

erans’  Hospital  bill/will  be  called  up  for  under  $350.  '  information  concerning,  the  amounts  of 

consideration.  /  v  .  rpt,UyPrI  Iossps  suffered  hv  the  money  which  have  been  Spent  in  supporting 

On  Wednesda/the  House  will  consid-  taxpayers and w2a Earners  of  this  coun  the  price  of  certain  commodities  during  1949 

er  the  District/*  Columbia  appropria-  taxpayers  ana  wage  earners  oitms  coun-  and  1950  In  this  regardi  we  0ger  the  foi- 

tion  bill  of  1&52  lry’  under  the  price-suppoit  program  lowing  explanation  of  the  material  herewith 

On  Thursday  the  conference  report  on  lov  th\last  fiscal  years  and  the  first  enclosed. 

S  1  the  'yMT  bill  and  H  R  1179  au-  9  months  ox  the  present  fiscal  year,  The  price-support  operations  of  the  Com- 
thorizing/  research  facilities!  National  amount  to~  modity  Credit  Corporation  are  conducted  by 

Advisor/  Committee  for  Aeronautics  Potatoes.... . . . . $321,  360,  270  means  of  loans  on,  the  negotiation  of  agree- 

Atvisoiy  committee  101  Aeronautics.  Eggs . .  102,  951,  079  ments  for  the  purchase  of,  or  the  direct  pur- 

Frigay  is  undetermined,  and  any  oth-  Butter _  44,449,535  chase  of  agricultural  commodities  at' an- 

er  program  will  be  announced  later.  Dried  beans _  9,  715,  897  nounced  support  levels.  The  amount  loahed 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Will  the  gen-  Rice _ _ _ _ 1, 157,  506  or  the  price  paid  in  purchasing  the  com- 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  Senate  agreed  to  conference  report  on  military-training  "bill.  Son. 

Butler,  Nobr.,  criticized  foreign-aid  program. . 

*  .  \ 

SENATE 


1,  MILITARY  TRAINING.  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  S.  1,  the  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service  "bill  (pp.  6l79r32) . 


2.  FOREIGN  AID.  Sen.  Butler,  Nebr.,  criticized  the  President1?,  recently  submitted 
foreign-aid  program  (pp.  6lS2r4). 


;SSED  until  Ton.,  June  4  (p.  6lo4) . 


HOUSE 
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1T0T  III  SESSION.  ''Next  meeting  Hon. ,  June  4. 


ITEMS  III  APPENDIX 


4.  CROP  INSURANCE.  Sxtensio'Kof  remarks  of  Ren.  ElTj^ftt,  Ala.,  commending  the  crop 
insurance  program  and  f avoids  its  exnansioru^nd  including  a  Progressive  Farmer 
editorial /'Cron  Insurance:  Ott*  Next  Great^brward  Step"  (pp.  A.5367-2) . 


5.  PERSONNEL.  Sen.  Johnston  inserted  irifi^ecent  address  at  a  Bureau  of  Animal  Indus¬ 
try  dinner  discussing  the  increase/fn  Federal  employment  since  June  1950  (p* 

A33S1).  X 


5.  FOREIGN  AID.  Sen.  Kilgoreyi^iserted  Griffin  Bani^pft’s  recent  radio  speocn  dis¬ 
cussing  and  commending^©  point-4  program  to  prov^a  aid  to  economically  under¬ 
developed  areas  of  tj*re  world  (p.  A33^S) . 


BILLS  APPROVED  BY  THE  PRESIDENT 


FOURTH '  J?£?PL B IENTA1  APPROPRIATION  ACT,  1951*  E*  3 "42,  which  provides  funds 
fovfe  Defense  Department  and  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  and  includfcsa  pro- 
ySlon  for  $3,672,000  for  additional  construction  at  3onnoyllle  Item  to  19^-casc 
the  output  of  electric  rower.  Approved  Hay  31,  1950  (Public  Law  3,  “2nd  %  ‘ ) 


y 
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'g,  THIRD  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIATION  ACT,  1951.  H.  R.  3507,  which  includes  the 
lowing  items:  Porest  development  roads  and  trails,  $3 ,300,000;  CCC  admini 
tivc-cxpense  limitation,  increase  of  $2,750*000;  expenses  of  defence  -pro Action, 
$27031*^95.  with  a  provision  that  ’'transfers  may  he  made  between  ap] 


roroa 


or  allocations  within  any  such  department,  agency,  or  corporation 
essary  t.o  carry  out  this  proviso,  and  no  allocation  shall  he  made 
which  carrier  form  such  defense  activities  as  may  have  been  or  i 

signed  to  eilVpVl  acnrimr  t.t-Vi  T  o  Vi  r»on  Tin  -nnrfnT-wn/l  T-iir  l  f.e  rntnil  r» 


as 


nei 


iations 
ay  be  nee- 
any  agency 
fter  be  as¬ 
hy  use  of 

the  foregoing  Authority  to  realinc  its  regular  programs";  Taigas s  forest  highways 
Alaska,  $3»500,0t9Q;  international  information  and  educational  activities,  State 
Department,  $9*533»^39»  surveys  and  school  construct ion,*?n  critical  defense  a.rca: 
$50,000,000;  Bureau' Ernloyees ’  Compensation  fund,  >$5, 000 , 000 ;  reactivation  of 
industrial  ml  ant  s  for  strategic  and  critical  materials,  provision  to  make  ava.il- 


5h  agency  which  can  be  performed  by  its  regular  pc 


son£el 


able  $12,000,000  additional;  provision  that  GSA  appropriations  for  1351  shall  bo 
available  for  emergency  a,lhScations  and  improvement s  to  public  buildings  under 
GSA  control;  engineering  and  economic  investigations  for  Niagara  Liver  remedial 
works,  $450,000,  to  be  transformed  from  Apiffy  flood-control  funds;  international 
children's  welfare  work  under  the  ajoreigh  Economic  Assistance  Act  of  1950* 

&r  .  7  ro  _  non  »  ifoAAAn  i  P!T\rii  TVr?  A  Swwi  o  f.  r*.n  +•.  i  nn  wn'mia  i+’.nTn<5*  vflrimfi  "Vi 


$5, 7 50 •  000 ;  Federal  Civil  Defense  AdSSjtftiistration,  various  items;  various  judg¬ 
ments  and  claims  items;  provision  tu’p^qliibit  assistance  to  countries  which 
ship  military  commodities  in  cont^vent loto  of  U.  S.  Security  Council  policy; 
and  the  general  provision  prohibiting  emolgtoicnt  of  members  of  organizations 
which  assert  the  right  of  Pectoral  employees  tW strike  against  the  Government. 
Approved  June  2,  1951* 


y 
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COMMITTEE  HEARINGS  AJJTOUNCBIEHP  S  for.  June  4:  S.  Agri  cult  urd\farm-  tenant  and  disas¬ 
ter  loans  (ox«);  S'.  Appropriations,  Interior,  State-Justicca-CcWnerce,  and  Labor- 
Federal  Security^appropr iations  (ex*);  S.  Banking  and  Currency fens o  Production 
Act  amendment^;  H.  Banking  and  Currency'’,  Defense  Production  Act  amendments;  H.  Ed¬ 
ucation  an&dXabor ,  wage  stabilization!  Por  June  6  and  7>  Select  Cori^ttce  to  In¬ 
vest  iga^rusc  of  Chenice.ls  in  Pood  Products,  rosune  hearings  on  stilbea^rol. 


oOo 


)r  supplemental  information  and  copies  of  legislative  material  referred  to,  cn.ll,, 

4654  or  send  to  Room  105  Adn. 
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82d  Congress  )  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  j  Report 
1st  Session  )  (No.  535 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 


May  31,  1951.^-Ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Vinson,  from  the  committee  of  conference,  submitted  the 

following 


CONFERENCE  REPORT 


[To  accompany  S.  1] 


The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide 
for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to  per¬ 
mit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States  by  authorizing  universal  military  training  and  service,  and  for 
other  purposes,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference,  have  agreed 
to  recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  respective  Houses  as  follows: 

That  the  Senate  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of 
the  House  and  agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as  follows: 

In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  to  be  inserted  by  the  House  amend¬ 
ment  insert  the  following: 

TITLE  I 

Section  1.  The  Selective  Service  Act  oj  191+8  (62  Stat.  60/+),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows: 

(а)  Section  1  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Universal  Military 

Training  and  Service  Act’.” 

(б)  Section  2  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

‘*S EC'%  2.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  the  authorized 
active-duty  personnel  strength  of  the  armed  forces,  exclusive  of  personnel 
of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  for  training  purposes  only,  officer 
candidates,  personnel  of  the  armed  forces  employed  in  the  Selective  Service 
System,  and  persons  paid  under  the  appropriations  for  the  Naval  Reserve 
and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  is  hereby  established  as  follows:  (1)  Of 
the  Army  of  the  United  States,  eight  hundred  thirty-seven  thousand;  (2) 
of  the  Navy,  including  the  Marine  Corps,  the  present  authorized  statutory 
strength  of  six  hundred  sixty -six  thousand,  eight  hundred  and  eighty -two; 
and  (3)  of  the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States,  five  hundred  two  thousand. 
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The  strength  herein  established  j or  each  of  the  armed  j or ces  shall  mean  the 
daily  average  number  oj  persons  on  active  duty  therein  during  the  fiscal 
year.” 

(c)  Section  8  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  8.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it  shall  be  the  duty 
of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other  male  person  now 
or  hereafter  in  the  United  States,  who,  on  the  day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first 
or  any  subsequent  registration,  is  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty- 
six,  to  present  himself  for  and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or  times 
and  place  or  places,  and  in  such  manner,  as  shall  be  determined  by 
proclamation  of  the  President  and  by  rules  and  regulations  prescribed 
hereunder.” 

(d)  Section  4  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every  male  citizen  of 
the  United  States  and  every  male  alien  admitted  for  permanent  residence, 
who  is  between  the  ages  of  18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years,  at  the 
time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  18  years  and  6 
months  after  having  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this 
title,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title, 
shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States:  Provided,  That  each  registrant  shall  be  immediately  liable  for 
classification  and  examination,  and  shall,  as  soon  as  practicable  following 
his  registration,  be  so  classified  and  examined,  both  physically  and  men¬ 
tally,  in  order  to  determine  his  availability  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces:  Provided  further,  That  any  male  alien  who 
is  between  the  ages  of  18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years,  at  the  time 
fixed  for  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months 
after  having  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title, 
or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  who  has 
'remained  in  the  United  States  in  a  status  other  than  that  of  a  permanent 
resident  for  a  period  exceeding  one  year  ( other  than  an  alien  exempted  from 
registration  under  this  title  and  regulations  prescribed  thereunder)  shall 
be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States, 
except  that  any  such  alien  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training 
and  service  under  this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  Armed 
Forces  he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such  liability  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President ;  but  any  alien  who  makes  such  application  shall 
thereafter  be  debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  The 
President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war 
exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
for  training  and  service  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title  {including 
but  not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or  age  groups) 
such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide  and  maintain  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

“At  such  time  as  the  period  of  active  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth 
anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  reduced  or  eliminated  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  section  4  ( k )  of  this  title,  and  except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  this  title,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States  who  is  required 
to  register  under  this  title  and  who  has  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  day  of  his  birth  on  the  date  such  period  of  active  service  is 
reduced  or  eliminated,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h) 
of  this  title,  and  every  male  alien  admitted  for  permanent  residence  who  is 
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required  to  register  under  this  title  and  who  has  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  his  birth  on  the  date  such  period  of  active 
service  is  reduced  or  eliminated,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided  in 
section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  training  in  the  National  Secur¬ 
ity  Training  Corps:  Provided,  That  any  male  alien  who  is  required  to 
register  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  and  who  has  not  reached  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth  on  the  date  such  period  of 
active  service  is  reduced  or  eliminated,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided 
in  section  6  ( h )  of  this  title,  who  has  remained  in  the  United  States  in  a  status 
other  than  that  of  a  permanent  resident  for  a  period  exceeding  one  year 
shall  be  liable  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
except  that  any  such  alien  shall  be  relieved  from  such  training  under 
this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such  liability  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  President,  but  any  alien  who  makes  such  application 
shall  thereafter  be  debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States: 
Provided  further,  That  persons  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  section 
6  of  this  title  shall  not  be  relieved  from  liability  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  solely  by  reason  of  having  exceeded 
the  age  of  19  years  during  the  period  of  such  deferment.  The  President 
is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to 
select  and  induct  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  (dorps 
as  hereinafter  provided  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to 
further  the  purposes  of  this  title. 

“No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  or  shall  be  inducted  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects,  including  his 
physical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satisfactorily  determined  under  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense:  Provided,  That  the  minimum 
standards  for  physical  acceptability  established  pursuant  to  this  subsection 
shall  not  be  higher  than  those  applied  to  persons  inducted  between  the 
ages  of  18  and  26  in  January  1945:  Provided  further,  That  the  passing 
requirement  for  the  Armed  Forces  Qualification  Test  shall  be  fixed  at  a 
percentile  score  of  10  points. 

“No  persons  'shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  until 
adequate  provision  shall  have  been  made  for  such  shelter,  sanitary  facili¬ 
ties,  water  supplies,  heating  and  lighting  arrangements,  medical  care, 
and  hospital  accommodations  for  such  persons  as  may  be  determined 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  be  essential 
to  the  public  and  personal  health. 

“The  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service 
under  this  title  shall  be  assigned  to  stations  or  units  of  such  forces. 
Persons  inducted  into  the  land  forces  of  the  l  nited  States  pursuant  to 
this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States; 
persons  inducted  into  the  naval  forces  of  the  L  nited  States  pursuant  to 
this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members  of  the  United  States  Navy  or  the 
United  States  Marine  Corps  or  the  United  States  Coast  Guard,  as  appro¬ 
priate;  and  persons  inducted  into  the  air  forces  of  the  L  nited  States 
pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members  of  the  Air  Force  oj 

the  United  States.  . 

“Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  pursuant  to  the  authority 
of  this  subsection  after  the  date  of  enactment ;  of  the  1951  Amendments 
to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  shall,  Jollowing  his 
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induction,  be  given  full  and  adequate  military  training  for  service  in  the 
armed  force  into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  four 
months,  and  no  such  person  shall,  during  this  jour  months'  period,  be 
assigned  for  duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United 
States ,  its  Territories  and  possessions  ( including  the  Canal  Zone);  and 
no  other  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  oj  the  United  States  who  is  enlisted, 
inducted,  appointed,  or  ordered  to  active  duty  after  the  date  of  enactment 
of  the  1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act  shall  be  assigned  to  duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land  outside 
the  United  States,  its  Territories  and  possessions  ( including  the  Canal 
Zone),  until  he  has  had  the  equivalent  oj  at  least  jour  months  of  basic 
training :  Provided,  That  no  junds  appropriated  by  the  Congress  shall 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  or  maintaining  in  violation  of 
the  provisions  oj  this  paragraph  any  person  inducted  into,  or  enlisted, 
appointed,  or  ordered  to  active  duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces  under  the 
provisions  of  this  title. 

“No  person,  without  his  consent,  shall  be  inducted  for  training  and 
sendee  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  under  this  title,  except  as  otherwise  provided  herein,  ajter 
he  has  attained  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  oj  the  day  of  his  birth. 

“No  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  restricted  or  prevented  from 
communicating  directly  or  indirectly  with  any  Member  or  Members  of 
Congress  concerning  any  subject  unless  such  communication  is  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  law,  or  in  violation  oj  regulations  necessary  to  the  security  and 
sajety  of  the  United  States." 

(. e )  Section  j  (b)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  (b)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  o  f 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training  and  service 
for  a  period,  oj  twenty-jour  consecutive  months,  unless  sooner  released, 
transjerred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  procedures  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  oj  De  fense  (or  the  Secretary  oj  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  or  as  otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection 
(d)  oj  section  j  oj  this  title.” 

(f)  Section  j  (c)  oj  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  jollows: 

“(c)  (1)  Under  the  provisions  oj  applicable  laws  and  regulations  any 
person  between  the  ages  oj  eighteen  years  and  six  months  and  twenty-six 
years  shall  be  offered  an  opportunity  to  enlist  in  the  regular  army  for  a 
period  oj  service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in  subsection  (b)  oj  this  section: 
Provided,  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  oj  this  or  any  other  Act, 
any  person  so  enlisting  shall  not  have  his  enlistment  extended  without  his 
consent  until  ajter  a  declaration  oj  war  or  national  emergency  by  the 
Congress  ajter  the  date  oj  enactment  oj  the  1951  amendments  to  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act. 

“(2)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces  may,  during  the  ejfective  period  oj  this  Act,  apply  j or  a  period  oj 
service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in  subsection  (b)  oj  this  section  and  his 
application  shall  be  accepted:  Provided,  That  his  services  can  be  ejfectively 
utilized  and  that  his  physical  and  mental  jitness  jor  such  service  meet 
the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  oj  the  department  concerned:  Pro¬ 
dded  further,  That  active  service  performed  pursuant  to  this  section  shall 
not  prejudice  his  status  as  such  member  oj  such  reserve  component:  And 
provided  jurther,  That  any  person  who  was  a  member  of  a  reserve  com- 
ponent  on  June  25,  1950,  and  who  thereajter  continued  to  serve  satis- 
actorily  in  such  reserve  component ,  shall,  ij  his  application  jor  active 
duty  made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  is  denied,  be  dej erred  jrom  indue- 
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tion  under  this  title  until  such  time  as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty  or 
ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component. 

“(8)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  (b) 
jot  the  subdivision  in which  he  resides ,  any  person ,  between  the  ages  of 
eighteen  and  twenty-six. ,  shall  be  a.fforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for 
induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and 
service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who  so  volunteers  shall 
be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  so  long  as  he  is  deferred  after 
classification. 

“(4)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  ( b )  for 
the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides ,  any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of 
seventeen  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and  service  prescribed  in  subsection 
(b). 

“  (5)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  (b)  for 
the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides ,  at  such  time  as  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  this  title,  any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen  shall  with  the 
written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
volunteer  for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  for 
the  training  prescribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(g)  Section  4  (d)  of  such  Act  is  amended  ( 1 )  by  inserting  after  the 
word  “hereafter”,  where  it  appears  in  paragraphs  ( 1 )  and  (2)  of  such 
subsection,  the  words  “and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”,  and  (2)  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph: 

“(8)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  para¬ 
graph,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attaining  the  twenty-sixth 
anniversary  of  his  birth  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active  training  and 
service _  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  and  in  a  reserve  component,  for  a  total  period  of  eight 
years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of  personal  hardship,  in 
accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard).  Each  such  person,  on  release  from  active  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  shall,  if  physically  and  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred 
to  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the 
remainder  of  the  period  which  he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph 
and  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve  component  during  such 
period.  In  case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or 
the  Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect 
to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard ) ,  determines  that  enlistment,  enrollment, 
or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of  a  reserve 
component  or  an  officers’  training  program  of  the  armed  force  in  which 
he  served  is  available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  personal  hardship,  be 
filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  person  to  enlist, 
enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment  to,  such  organized 
unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve  satisfactorily  therein. 
The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Defense  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  may  provide,  by  regulations  which  shall 
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be  as  nearly  uniform  as  'practicable,  for  the  release  from  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  prior  to  serving  the  periods  required  by 
subsection  ( b )  of  this  section  of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are 
accepted  into  organized  units  of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air 
National  Guard  and  other  reserve  components.  Nothing  in  this  sub¬ 
section  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  reserve  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  Armed  Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty 
in  such  Armed  Force.” 

(h)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  are  repealed. 

(i)  Paragraph  ( 1 )  of  section  J+  (i)  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  insert¬ 
ing  after  the  word  “subsections”  the  following:  “6  ( g ),”  and  ( 2 )  by 
striking  out  “ twenty-one ”  and.  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-four” . 

( j )  Section  Jf  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a 
new  subsection  as  follows: 

“( k )  (1)  Upon  a  finding  ly  him,  that  such  action  is  justified  ly  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international  conditions,  the 
President,  upon  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is  author¬ 
ized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  application  to  all 
persons  inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to  age  groups,  to 
provide  for  ( A )  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this  title  but  in  no  case 
to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically  utilized,  or  ( B ) 
eliminating  periods  of  service  required  under  this  title. 

“(2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  resolution  declare — 
“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of  any  age  group 
or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  decreased 
to  any  period  less  than  twenty-four  months  which  may  be  designated 
in  such  resolution;  or 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of  any  age  group 
or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  eliminated, 
the  period  of  active  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  age  group  or  groups 
designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be  so  decreased  or  eliminated,  as  the 
case  may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  active  service  required  under  this  title 
of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of 
their  birth  has  been  reduced  or  eliminated  by  the  President  or  as  a  result 
of  the  adaption  of  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  in  accordance 
with  the  foregoing  provisions  of  this  section,  all  individuals  then  or 
thereafter  Habit  for  registration  under  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have 
not  been  inducted  into  the  Armed,  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effective  on  such 
date,  for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  herein¬ 
after  established  for  initial  military  training  for  a  period  of  six  months. 

“(8)  There  is  hereby  established  a  National,  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  ( herein  called  the  Commission),  which  shall  be  composed  of  five- 
members,  three  of  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom  shall  be  active 
or  retired  members  of  the  Regular  components  of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
Of  the  three  civilian  members,  not  more,  than  two  shall  be  of  the  same 
political  party.  Members  of  the  Commission  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from  among 
persons  of  outstanding  national  reputation.  The  President  shall  select 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  from  among  its  civilian  members.  No 
person  who  has  been  on  active  duty  as  a  commissioned  officer  in  a  regular 
component  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  eligible  for  appointment  as  a 
civilian  member  of  the  Commission.  The  Commission  shall  have  a  seal 
which  shall  be  judically  noted.  At  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  be 
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appointed,  in  accordance  with  this  paragraph ,  there  shall  be  established  a 
National  Security  Training  Corps. 

“(4)  The  term  of  office  of  each  member  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
five  years ,  except  that  01)  the  terms  of  office  of  the  members  first  taking 
office  shall  expire,  as  designated  by  the  President  at  the  time  of  appoint¬ 
ment,  two  at  the  end  of  two  years,  one  at  the  end  of  three  years,  one  at 
the  end  of  four  years,  and  one  at  the  end  of  five  years,  after  the  date  of 
enactment  of  this  paragraph;  and  (B)  any  member  appointed  to  fill  a 
vacancy  occurring  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  term  for  which  his  prede¬ 
cessor  was  appointed,  shall  be  appointed  for  the  remainder  of  such  term. 
Members  of  the  Commission,  other  than  active  members  of  the  Regular 
components  of  the  Armed  Forces,  while  actually  serving  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  shall  receive  a  per  diem  of  not  to  exceed  $50  for  each  day  engaged  in 
the  business  of  the  Commission  and  shall  be  allowed  transportation  and 
a  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  of  $9  while  away  from  their  homes  or 
places  of  business  pursuant  to  such  business. 

“(5)  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President, 
exercise  general  supervision  over  the  training.  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  which  training  shall  be  basic  military  training.  The 
Commission  shall  establish  such  policies  and  standards  with  respect  to 
the  conduct  of  the  training  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act.  The  Com¬ 
mission  shall  make  adequate  provisions  for  the  moral  and  spiritual  wel¬ 
fare  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  The  Secretary 
of  Defense  shall  designate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out  such 
training.  Each  military  department  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such 
military  training  in  accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the 
Commission.  The  military  department  or  departments  so  designated  to 
carry  out  such  military  training  shall,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense,  and  subject  to  the  policies  and  standards  established  by 
the  Commission,  determine  the  type  or  types  of  basic  military  training  to 
be  given  to  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

“  ( 6 )  The  Commission  is  authorized,  subject  to  the  civil-service  laws 
and  the  Classification  Act  of  19j9,  to  employ  and  fix  the  compensation  of 
such  officers  and  employees  as  it  deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to  perform 
its  functions . 

“  (7)  Not  later  than  four  months  following  confirmation  of  the  members 
of  the  Commission,  the  Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Congress  legislative 
recommendations  which  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to — 

“  01)  a  broad  outline  for  a  program  deemed  by  the  Commission 
and  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  be  appropriate  to  assure 
that  the  training  carried  out  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be 
of  a  military  nature,  but  nothing  contained  in  this  paragraph  shall 
be  construed  to  grant  to  the  Commission  the  authority  to  prescribe 
the  basic  type  or  types  of  military  training  to  be  given  members  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps; 

“  ( B )  measures  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare  and  morals 
of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps; 

“(C)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for  violation 
thereof; 

“(D)  measures  deemed  necessary  to  implement  the  policies  and 
standards  established  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (5)  of  this 
subsection;  and 


8 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 


“(E)  disability  and  death  benefits  and  other  benefits ,  and  the 
obligations,  duties,  liabilities,  and  responsibilities,  to  be  granted  to 
or  imposed  upon  members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps. 

All  legislative  recommendations  submitted  under  this  paragraph  shall  be 
referred  to  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  two  Houses,  and  each 
of  such  committees  shall,  not  later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first  period 
of  4-5  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the  Congress,  following  the 
date  on  which  the  recommendations  provided  for  in  this  paragraph  are 
transmitted  to  the  Congress,  report  thereon  to  its  House:  Provided,  That 
any  bill  or  resolution  reported  with  respect  to  such  recommendations  shall 
be  privileged  and  may  be  called  up  by  any  member  of  either  House  but 
shall  be  subject  to  amendment  as  if  it  were  not  so  privileged. 

“(8)  No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  until  after — 

“(A)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for  violation 
thereof,  and  measures  providing  for  disability  and  death  benefits 
have  been  enacted  into  law;  and 

“(B)  such  other  legislative  recommendations  as  are  provided  for 
in  paragraph  (7)  shall  have  been  considered  and  such  recommenda¬ 
tions  or  any  portion  thereof  shall  have  been  enacted  with  or  without 
amendments  into  law;  and 

“(C)  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons  who 
have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth 
has  been  reduced  or  eliminated  by  the  President  or  as  a  result  of  the 
adoption  of  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection. 

“  (9)  Six  months  following  the  commencement  of  induction  of  persons 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  semiannually  thereafter, 
the  Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Congress  a  comprehensive  report 
describing  in  detail  the  operation  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps, 
including  the  number  of  persons  inducted  therein,  a  list  of  camps  and 
stations  at  which  training  is  being  conducted,  a  report  on  the  number  of 
deaths  and  injuries  occurring  during  such  training  and  the  causes  thereof, 
an  estimate  of  the  performance  of  the  persons  inducted  therein,  including 
an  analysis  of  the  disciplinary  problems  encountered  during  the  preceding 
six  months,  the  number  of  civilian  employees  of  the  Commission  and  the 
administrative  costs  of  the  Commission.  Simultaneously,  there  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Congress  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  report  setting  forth 
an  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  training  conducted  during  the  preceding  six 
months,  the  cost  of  the  training  program  chargeable  to  the  appropriations 
made  to  the  Department  of  Defense,  and  the  number  of  personnel  of  the 
Armed  Forces  directly  engaged  in  the  conduct  of  such  training. 

“  (10)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
shall  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30:  Provided,  however,  That 
each  such  person,  having  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such  terms  are 
defined  in  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be  entitled  to 
receive  a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  basic  allowance  for 
quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  E-l  by  section  302  (f)  of  the 
Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  as  amended  by  section  3  of  the  De¬ 
pendents’  Assistance  Act  of  1950  as  may  be  extended  or  amended  plus 
$40  so  long  as  such  person  has  in  effect  an  allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of 
such  dependency  allowance  for  the  support  of  the  dependent  or  dependents 
on  whose  account  the  allowance  is  claimed. 


UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND  SERVICE  ACT 


9 


“(11)  No  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
shall  be  assigned  for  training  at  an  installation  located  on  land  outside 
the  continental  United  States,  except  that  residents  of  Territories  and 
possessions  of  the  United  States  may  be  trained  in  the  Territory  or  posses¬ 
sion  from  which  they  were  inducted.” 

(k)  Section  5  ( a )  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  before  the 

period  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  And  provided  further,  That 

nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction  of 
persons  by  age  group  or  groups  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  President:  And  provided  further ,  That — 

“  (1)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  any  person  who  has 
not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  unless  there  is  not  within  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  such  local  board  a  sufficient  number  of  persons  who  are 
deemed  by  such  local  board  to  be  available  for  induction  and  who 
have  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  such  local  board  to  meet 
a  call  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered  to  furnish  for  induction;  and 
“(2)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  any  person  who  has 
not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  if  there  is  any  person  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  who  (i)  is  as  much  as  ninety  days 
older,  (ii)  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  and  (Hi)  is  deemed 
by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for  induction.” 

(l)  Section  6  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers,  pay  clerks,  enlisted  men, 
and  aviation  cadets  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air  Force,  the 
Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  and  the 
Public  Health  Service;  cadets,  United  States  Military  Academy;  midship¬ 
men,  United  States  Navy;  cadets,  United  States  Coast  Guard  Academy; 
midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Reserve,  United  States  Naval  Reserves; 
students  enrolled  in  an  officer  procurement  program  at  military  colleges 
the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense;  members 
of  the  reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces,  the  Coast  Guard,  and  the 
Public  Health  Service,  while  on  active  duty;  and  foreign  diplomatic 
representatives,  technical  attaches  of  foreign  embassies  and  legations, 
consuls  general,  consuls,  vice  consuls  and  other  consular  agents  of  foreign 
countries  who  are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  members  of  their 
families,  and  persons  in  other  categories  to  be  specified  by  the  President 
who  are  not  citizens  of  the  United  States,  shall  not  be  required  to .  be 
registered  under  section  3  and  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training 
and  service  under  section  Jj,  except  that  aliens  admitted  for  permanent 
residence  in  the  United  States  shall  not  be  so  exempted.” 

(m)  (1)  Section  6  ( c )  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out 
“the  effective  date  of  this  title,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “ February  1, 
1951,”. 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  after  the 
words  “six  months”  a  comma  and  the  words  “prior  to  the  determination  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel  are  available  to 
the  National  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength  authorized  by 
current  appropriations ,  and  prior  to  the  issuance  of  orders  for  him  to 
vcpovt  Jot 

(3)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  ( B )  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
“ subsection  (b)”  a  comma  and  the  following:  “ paragraph  ( 1 )  of  this 
subsection,” . 

H.  Rept.  535,  82-1 - 2 
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(n)  Section  6  (d)  oj  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(d)  ( 1 )  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary 
oj  Defense,  any  person  who  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  selected  for 
enrollment  or  continuance  in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers'  Train¬ 
ing  Corps ,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  Naval 
Reserve  Officers'  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps  officer 
candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Act  of  August  13,  194-6 
(60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  officers’  candidate  program 
of  the  Navy,  or  the  platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps,  or  the 
officer  procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast  Guard 
Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve,  while 
undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to  accept  a 
commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  military  department  having  jurisdiction  over  him  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  not  less 
than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of  a  commission;  and  (C) 
agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or  reserve  component  until  the 
eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a  commission  in  accordance  with  his 
obligation  under  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred 
from  induction  under  this  title  until  after  completion  or  termination  of 
the  course  of  instruction  and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or 
reserve  status  upon  being  commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from 
registration.  Such  persons,  except  those  persons  who  have  previously 
completed  an  initial  period  of  military  training  or  an  equivalent  period  of 
active  military  training  and  service,  shall  be  required  while  enrolled  in 
such  programs  to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as  determined 
under  regulations  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration 
and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  military  training.  There 
shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any  person 
who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in  return  for  financial 
assistance  while  attending  a  civilian  college  under  any  such  training 
program  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

“  (2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated  in  paragraph 
(1)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard)  may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military  depart¬ 
ments  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  authorized  to  establish 
officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of  persons  on 
active  duty. 

“  (3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the  Presi¬ 
dent  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection  (h)  of 
this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  of  any  category 
or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appro¬ 
priate.” 

(o)  Section  6  (h)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose  employment  in  industry, 
agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or  whose  continued 
service  in  an  Office  (other  than  an  Office  described  in  subsection  (f))  under 
the  United  States  or  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  dental, 
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veterinary,  optometrie,  osteopathic,  scientific,  pharmaceutical,  chiro¬ 
practic,  chiropodial,  or  other  endeavors  is  jound  to  be  necessary  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest:  Provided, 
That  no  person  within  any  such  category  shall  be  deferred  except  upon 
the  basis  of  his  individual  status:  Provided  further,  That  persons  who 
are  or  may  be  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  remain 
liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  for  training 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  under  the  provisions  of  section 
4  (ffl)  of  this  Act  until  the  thirty-fifth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  their 
birth.  This  proviso  shall  not  be  construed  to  prevent  the  continued 
deferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise  deferable  under  any  other  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Act.  The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules 
and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  ( 1 )  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a 
status  with  respect  to  persons  ( other  than  wives  alone,  except  in  cases  of 
extreme  hardship )  dependent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders  their 
deferment  advisable,  and  (2)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those  persons 
found  to  be  physically ,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defective.  For 
the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  person 
is  advisable,  because  of  his  status  with  respect  to  persons  dependent  upon 
him  for  support,  any  payments  of  allowances  which  are  payable  by  the 
United  States  to  the  dependents  of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  or  undergoing  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  but  the  fact  that 
such  payments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed  conclusively 
to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon 
financial  considerations  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to  remove  the  ground 
for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon  other  than  financial 
considerations  and  cannot  be  eliminated  by  financial  assistance  to  the 
dependents .  The  President  is  also  authorized,  under  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training 
and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  who  have  children,  or 
wives  and  children,  with  whom  they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family  relation¬ 
ship  in  their  homes.  No  deferment  from  such  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
shall  be  made  in  the  case  of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the 
status  of  such  individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place 
at  the  office  of  each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the  names  and  classi¬ 
fications  of  those  persons  who  have  been  classified  by  such  local  board. 
Notwithstanding  any  provisions  of  this  Act,  no  local  board,  appeal  board, 
or  other  agency  of  appeal  of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall  be  required 
to  postpone  or  defer  any  person  by  reason  of  his  activity  in  study,  research, 
or  medical,  dental,  veterinary,  optometrie,  osteopathic,  scientific,  phar¬ 
maceutical,  chiropractic,  chiropodial,  or  other  endeavors  found,  to  be 
necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest 
solely  on  the  basis  of  any  test,  examination,  selection  system,  class  standing, 
or  any  other  means  conducted,  sponsored,  administered,  or  prepared  by 
any  agency  or  department  of  the  Federal  Government  or  any  private 
institution,  corporation,  association,  partnership,  or  individual  employed 
by  an  agency  or  department  of  the  Federal  Government.” 

(p)  Section  6  (i)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“  (i)  ( 1 )  Any  person  who  is  satisfactorily,  pur  suing  a  full-time  course 
of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution  of  learning  shall, 
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upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (VI)  until 
the  time  of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  ( B )  until  he  attains  the  twentieth 
anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue 
such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time  course 
of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution  is  ordered  to 
report  for  induction  under  this  title,  shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented 
to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of  such  academic  year, 
or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction, 
whichever  is  the  earlier:  Provided,  That  any  person  who  has  heretofore 
had  his  induction  postponed  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  (i)  (2)  of 
the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948;  or  any  person  who  has  heretofore  been 
deferred  as  a  student  under  section  6  (h)  of  such  Act;  or  any  person  who 
hereafter  is  deferred  under  the  provision  of  this  subsection,  shall  not  be 
further  deferred  by  reason  of  pursuit  of  a  course  of  instruction  at  a  college, 
university,  or  similar  institution  of  learning  except  as  may  be  provided  by 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  ( h )  of  this  section.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed  to 
preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under 
subsection  ( h )  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in 
the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may 
deem  appropriate.” 

(q)  Section  6  ( j )  of  such  Act  is  amended  ( 1 )  by  striking  out  in  the  third 
sentence  thereof  the  words  “be  deferred”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following:  “in  lieu  of  such  induction,  be  ordered  by  his  local  board,  subject 
to  such  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe,  to  perform  for  a  period 
equal  to  the  period  prescribed  in  section  4  (b)  such  civilian  work  contribut¬ 
ing  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest  as  the 
local  board  may  deem  appropriate  and  any  such  person  who  knowingly 
fails  or  neglects  to  obey  any  such  order  from  his  local  board  shall  be 
deemed,  for  the  purposes  of  section  12  of  this  title,  to  have  knowingly  failed 
or  neglected  to  perform  a  duty  required  of  him  under  this  title” ,  and  ( 2 )  by 
striking  out  in  the  seventh  sentence  thereof  the  words  “he  shall  be  deferred” 
and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “he  shall  in  lieu  of  such  induction 
be  ordered  by  his  local  board,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  President 
may  prescribe,  to  perform  for  a  period  equal  to  the  period  prescribed 
in  section  4  Q>)  such  civilian  work  contributing  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest  as  the  local  board  may  deem  appro¬ 
priate  and  any  such  person  who  knowingly  fails  or  neglects  to  obey 
any  such  order  from  his  local  board  shall  be  deemed,  for  the  purposes  of 
section  12  of  this  title,  to  have  knowingly  failed  or  neglected  to  perform  a 
duty  required  of  him  under  this  title”. 

(; r )  Section  7  of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

(s)  Section  9  (g)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(g)  ( 1 )  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948,  enlists  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  ( other  than  in  a  reserve  component ) 
and  who  serves  for  not  more  than  four  years  ( plus  any  period  of  additional 
service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon  release  from 
service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the  reemployment  rights  and 
other  benefits  provided  for  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted 
under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948,  enters  upon 
active  duty  ( other  than  for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  physical  fitness) , 
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whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  or 
the  Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to  active  duty 
shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable  conditions,  be 
entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and  benefits  provided  by  this 
section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title, 
if  he  is  relieved  from  active  duly  not  later  than  four  years  after  the  date  of 
entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after  the  expiration  of  such  four 
years  as  he  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving  him  from  active  duty. 

“( 3 )  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in  paragraph 
(A)  or  ( B )  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of 
absence  by  his  employer  for  the  purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  entering, 
determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training  duty  in, 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release  from  training 
duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee  shall,  if  he  makes  application 
or  reinstatement  within  thirty  days  following  his  release,  be  reinstated  in 
his  position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority,  status,  or  pay  except  as 
such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees  similarly  situated.” 

(t)  Section  IS  ( a )  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(a)  Nothing  in  sections  281,  283,  or  28 f  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code,  in  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C.  title  5,  sec. 
99) ,  or  in  the  second  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  9  of  the  Act  of 
August  2,  1939  (53  Stat.  1148),  entitled  ‘An  Act  to  prevent  pernicious 
political  activities’ ,  as  amended,  shall  be  deemed  to  apply  to  any  person 
because  of  his  appointment  under  authority  of  this  title  or  the  regulations 
made  pursuant  thereto  as  an  uncompensated  official  of  the  Selective  Service 
System,  or  as  an  individual  to  conduct  hearings  on  appeals  of  persons 
claiming  exemption  from  combatant  or  noncombatant  training  becausefof 
conscientious  objections,  or  as  a  member  of  the  National  Selective  Service 
Appeal  Board.” 

(u)  Section  10  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  ( 1 )  amending  the  sixth 
sentence  of  the  proviso  appearing  in  section  10  (b)  (3)  to  read  as  follows: 
“There  shall  be  not  less  than  one  appeal  board  located  within  the  area 
of  each  Federal  judicial  district  in  the  United  States  and  within  each 
territory  and  possession  of  the  United  States,  and  such  additional  separate 
panels  thereof,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  President.” ;  and  (2)  by  adding 
at  the  end  of  section  10  a  new  subsection  as  follows: 

“(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall  submit  to  the  Congress, 
on  or  before  the  3d  day  of  January  of  each  year,  a  written  report  covering 
the  operation  of  the  Selective  Service  System  and  such  report  shall  include, 
by  States,  information  as  to  the  number  of  persons  registered  under  this 
Act;  the  number  of  persons  inducted  into  the  military  service  under  this 
Act;  and  the  number  of  deferments  granted  under  this  Act  and  the  basis 
for  such  deferments.” 

(v)  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word 
“and”  and  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  a  comma  and  the 
following  words:  “and  Guam” . 

(w)  Section  17  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws  or  any  parts 
of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby  repealed  to 
the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money 
in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appropriated  for  the 
administrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Training  Commission 
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shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission  and  all  funds  appro¬ 
priated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training  carried  out  by  the  military  depart¬ 
ments  designated  by  the  Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to 
the  Department  of  Defense. 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title,  no  person  shall 
be  inducted  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  after  July  1, 
1955,  except  persons  now  or  hereafter  deferred  under  section  6  of  this 
title  after  the  basis  for  such  deferment  ceases  to  exist.” 

(x)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  ( 1 )  by  striking  out  “  July  9, 
1951,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “  July  1,  1953,”,  (2)  by  striking  out 
41  twenty -one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-four” ,  and  (3)  by 
adding  the  following  at  the  end  thereof:  “  Unless  he  is  sooner  released 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  military  department 
concerned,  any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who  served  on 
active  duty  for  a  period  of  12  months  or  more  in  any  branch  of  the  Armed 
Forces  between  the  period  December  7,  1941,  and  September  2, 1945,  in¬ 
clusive,  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  ordered  to  active  duty  pursuant  to 
this  section,  shall  upon  completion  of  17  or  more  months  of  active  duty 
since  Jane  25,  1950,  if  he  makes  application  therefor  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  branch  of  service  in  which  he  is  serving,  be  released  from  active  duty 
and  shall  not  thereafter  be  ordered  to  active  duty  for  periods  in  excess 
of  30  days  without  his  consent  except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emer¬ 
gency  hereafter  declared  by  the  Congress:  Provided,  That  the  foregoing 
shall  not  apply  to  any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  ordered 
to  active  duty  whose  rating  or  specialty  is  found  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
military  department  concerned  to  be  critical  and  whose  release  to  inactive 
duty  prior  to  the  period  for  which  he  was  ordered  to  active  duty  would 
impair  the  efficiency  of  the  military  department  concerned.” 

Sec.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950  (64  Stat.  379),  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951 ”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“July  1,  1953”  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  such  section  a  new  sentence 
as  follows:  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended  heretofore  or 
hereafter  for  twelve  months  pusuant  to  this  Act  shall  have  his  enlistment 
extended  for  any  additional  period  of  time  under  this  Act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  Septerriber  9, 1950  (64  Stat.  828),  is  amended 
by  striking  out  “  July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “  July  1, 
1953”. 

Sec.  3.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat.  408),  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows : 

“That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restrictions  on  the  authorized  personnel 
strength  of  any  component  of  the  Armed  Forets,  including  sections  1 02, 
202,  213,  and  302  of  the  Women’s  Armed  Services  Integration  Act  of 
1948  (62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and  371),  section  2,  title  I  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  605),  as  amended,  section  2  of  the  Act  of 
April  18,  1946  (60  Stat.  92),  and  sections  102  and  202  of  the  Act  of  July 
10,  1950  (64  Stat.  322  and  323),  are  hereby  suspended  until  July  31, 
1954. 

“Sec.  2.  The  active-duty  personnel  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
exclusive  of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard,  personnel  of  the  reserve  com¬ 
ponents  on  active  duty  for  training  purposes  only,  and  personnel  of  the 
Armed  Forces  employed  in  the  Selective  Service  System,  shall  not  exceed 
a  total  of  five  million  persons  at  any  time  during  the  period  of  suspension 
prescribed  in  the  first  section  of  this  Act.” 
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Sec.  4.  Wherever  in  this .  amendatory  Act  the  period  of  active  service 
for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period  of  service 
shall  he  applicable  to  all  persons  in  such  category  serving  on  active  duty 
in  the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  amendatory  Act. 
V »  Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application  thereof  to  any 
person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the  remainder  of 
the  Act  and  of  the  application  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and 
circumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

-  Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized  to  make  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  he  may  deem  to  be  appropriate  governing  the  sale,  consumption, 
possession  of  or  traffic  in  beer,  wine,  or  any  other  intoxicating  liquors  to  or 
by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
at  or  near  any  camp,  station,  post,  or  other  place  primarily  occupied  by 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 
Any  person,  corporation,  partnership ,  or  association  who  knowingly 
violates  the  regulations  which  may  be  made  hereunder  shall,  unless  other¬ 
wise  punishable  under  the  Uniform  Code  of  Military  Justice,  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than 
$1 ,000  or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  twelve  months,  or  both. 

Sec.  7.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951  Amendments  to  the  Uni¬ 
versal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”. 

TITLE  II 

Sec.  21.  The  first  section  of  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  provide  for 
the  enlistment  of  aliens  in  the  Regular  Army” ,  approved  June  SO,  1950 
(. Public  Law  597,  Eighty-first  Congress ),  is  amended  by  ( 1 )  striking  out 
the  words  “until  June  SO,  1953”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words 
“ until  June  SO,  1955”,  and  (2)  striking  out  the  words  “two  thousand  five 
hundred”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “ twelve  thousand  five 
hundred”. 

And  the  House  agree  to  the  same. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 
i  Paul  J.  Kilo  ay, 

Carl  T.  Durham, 

JDewey  Short, 

^Leslie  C.  Arends, 

W.  Sterling  Cole, 

Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
Richard  B.  Russell, 

Harry  Flood  Byrd, 

By  R.  B.  R. 

Lyndon  B.  Johnson, 

Styles  Bridges, 

Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


STATEMENT  OF  THE  MANAGERS  ON  THE  PART  OF  THE  HOUSE 


The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at  the  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amendment  of  the  House 
to  the  bill  (S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of 
the  United  States  and  to  permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of  the  United  States  by  authorizing  universal  military 
training  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes,  submit  the  following 
statement  in  explanation  of  the  effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by 
the  conferees  and  recommended  in  the  accompanying  conference 
report: 


DRAFTING  OF  MEN  FOR  SERVICE  IN  THE  ARMED  FORCES 

1.  Termination  of  authority  to  draft  men  into  the  Armed  Forces 

The  authority  to  induct  men  into  the  Armed  Forces  has  been 
extended  for  4  years,  to  terminate  on  July  1,  1955. 

The  House  amendment  extended  the  authority  to  induct  men  into 
the  Armed  Forces  until  July  1,  1954.  The  Senate  bill  contained  no 
termination  date  on  this  authority. 

2.  Period  of  service 

The  period  of  service  for  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
will  be  24  months,  an  increase  of  3  months  over  the  present  period  of 
service. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  a  period  of  service  of  26  months; 
The  Senate  bill  provided  for  a  period  of  service  of  24  months.  The 
House  managers  accepted  the  Senate  version. 

3.  Registration 

All  male  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  every  other  male  person 
now  or  hereafter  in  the  United  States  between  the  ages  of  18  and  26 
are  required  to  register.  Classification  for  induction  purposes  will 
take  place  as  soon  as  practicable  following  registration.  Technical 
changes  were  required  in  connection  with  the  registration  section  to 
make  it  coincide  with  the  new  provisions  applicable  to  aliens.  The 
Senate  managers  accepted  the  House  language  with  respect  to  classi¬ 
fying  male  registrants  for  induction  purposes  as  soon  as  practicable 
following  registration. 

J.  Draft  age 

The  draft  age  has  been  reduced  from  19  years  to  18  years  and  6 
months  for  all  male  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  all  other  male 
persons  admitted  to  the  United  States  for  permanent  residence.  All 
other  persons  who  remain  in  the  United  States  in  a  status  other  than 
that  of  permanent  residents  for  a  period  exceeding  1  year,  except  those 
exempt  from  registration,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service. 
Persons  admitted  to  the  United  States  other  than  as  permanent 
residents  who  remain  in  the  United  States  for  more  than  1  year  may 
request  release  from  training  and  service,  but  such  a  request  will 
debar  them  from  citizenship. 
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No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  below  the  age  of 
19  by  any  local  board  so  long  as  there  are  available  within  that  local 
board  eligible  males  between  the  ages  of  19  through  25. 

The  Senate  bill  would  have  permitted  the  induction  of  men  at  the 
age  of  18  provided  there  were  not  available  within  local  boards  men 
between  the  ages  of  19  through  25.  The  Senate  managers  accepted 
the  age  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  contained  in  the  House 
amendment. 

5.  Reduction  of  vhysical  and  mental  standards 

The  physical  standards  for  induction  will  be  those  that  prevailed  in 
January  of  1945;  the  mental  standards  will  be  established  on  the  basis 
of  a  percentile  score  of  10  which  corresponds  to  the  previously  used 
General  Classification  Test  of  65.  The  new  mental  standards  are 
a  reduction  of  3  from  the  present  percentile  score  of  13  and  corre¬ 
sponds  to  a  reduction  of  5  points  from  the  previous  standard  of  70 
heretofore  established  by  law  as  a  minimum  General  Classification 
Test  score  for  induction. 

The  House  amendment  reduced  the  physical  and  mental  standards 
to  those  that  prevailed  in  January  of  1945,  which  would  have  resulted 
in  a  General  Classification  Test  score  of  approximately  40.  The  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  contained  no  similar  language.  The  agreement  reached  by 
the  conferees  should  result  in  the  reclassification  for  induction  purposes 
of  approximately  150,000  men  who  have  heretofore  been,  or  would 
shortly  be,  classified  as  IV-F. 

6.  Ceiling  on  the  Armed  Forces 

Until  July  31,  1954,  the  active-duty  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces 
shall  not  exceed  more  than  5,000,000  persons  at  any  one  time. 

The  House  bill  contained  no  limitation  on  the  size  of  the  Armed 
Forces.  The  Senate  bill  contained  a  4,000,000-man  ceiling. 

7.  Total  obligated  service 

All  persons  entering  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  after  the  proposed  legislation  is  enacted  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  serve  a  total  obligated  period  of  service  of  8  years.  This  re¬ 
quirement  applies  to  all  persons  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in 
the  Armed  Forces,  or  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  The  total  period  of  obligated  service  includes  active  duty, 
training  duty  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  active  or 
inactive  sendee  in  the  reserve  components. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  a  total  obligated  period  of 
service  of  6  years  retroactive  to  persons  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed 
since  June  25,  1950. 

The  Senate  bill  required  a  total  obligated  service  of  8  years  for  all 
persons  appointed,  enlisted,  or  inducted  after  the  proposed  legislation 
was  enacted.  The  House  accepted  the  Senate  provision. 

8.  Active  duty  for  reservists 

All  reservists  and  retired  personnel  now  or  hereafter  ordered  to 
active  duty  may  be  required  to  serve  24  months.  The  authority  of 
the  President  to  order  reservists  and  retired  personnel  to  active  duty 
is  extended  until  July  1,  1953. 

The  House  amendment  limited  the  period  of  service  to  21  months. 
The  Senate  bill  contained  the  language  set  forth  in  the  conference 
report.  The  House  managers  accepted  the  Senate  provision. 
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9.  Pelease  of  reservists 

Unless  sooner  released  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  respec¬ 
tive  Secretaries,  any  member  of  the  Inactive  or  Volunteer  Reserve 
who  served  for  a  period  of  12  months  or  more  between  December  7, 
1941,  and  September  2,  1945,  shall,  upon  application,  be  released  to 
inactive  duty  after  he  has  completed  17  months  of  active  duty  includ¬ 
ing  the  time  spent  on  active  duty  since  June  25,  1950.  Such  persons 
shall  not  thereafter  be  ordered  to  active  duty,  without  their  consent, 
for  a  period  in  excess  of  30  days,  except  in  time  of  war  or  national 
emergency  hereafter  declared  by  the  Congress.  However,  reservists 
found  by  the  military  departments  concerned  to  possess  a  rating  or 
specialty  which  is  critical  may  be  retained  for  the  peiiod  for  which 
they  are  ordered  to  active  duty  if  their  release  prior  to  the  completion 
of  such  period  of  time  would  impair  the  efficiency  of  the  military 
department  concerned. 

This  provision  applies  to  officers  and  enlisted  personnel. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  the  release  of  veteran  reservists 
ordered  to  active  duty  from  the  Inactive  or  Volunteer  Reserve  for 
those  who  served  90  da}rs  or  more  between  December  7,  1941,  and 
September  2,  1945,  or  for  those  who  had  served  12  months  or  more 
between  the  period  September  16,  1940,  and  June  24,  1948,  after  12 
months  of  active  duty  since  June  25,  1950,  upon  application.  The 
Senate  bill  contained  no  similar  language.  The  language  “unless 
sooner  released”  contained  in  the  provision  agreed  to  by  the  managers 
is  to  emphasize  and  assure  that  the  17-month  period  shall  not  be 
construed  as  a  minimum  period  for  which  such  reservists  will  be  held. 
Present  plans  call  for  the  release  of  many  thousands  of  reservists 
prior  to  the  completion  of  17  months  of  service,  and  the  language  of 
the  conference  report  is  not  intended  to  replace  any  plans  for  earlier 
releases. 

10.  Deferment  of  students 

High  school  students  will  be  deferred  until  they  graduate  from  high 
school  or  attain  the  age  of  20. 

College  students  may  be  deferred  until  they  complete  then*  academic 
year  but  if  they  are  deferred  to  complete  an  academic  year  they  may 
not  thereafter  be  deferred  by  statute  to  complete  an  academic  year. 
No  local  board  may  be  required  to  defer  any  college  student  based 
upon  a  Government-sponsored  test  score  or  upon  the  student’s  class 
standing. 

This  is  identical  with  the  House  amendment. 

11.  Overseas  assignment 

Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  given  a  period 
of  not  less  than  4  months  of  training  and  may  not  be  assigned  for  duty 
in  any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  its 
Territories,  or  possessions,  until  after  this  4-month  period  has  elapsed. 
In  addition,  no  other  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  who  is  enlisted, 
appointed,  inducted,  or  ordered  to  active  duty  shall  be  assigned  to 
duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  its 
Territories,  or  possessions,  until  he  has  had  the  equivalent  of  4  months 
of  basic  training. 

The  House  amendment  was  confined  only  to  persons  inducted  into 
the  Armed  Forces  and  required  4  months’  training  within  the  United 
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States,  its  Territories,  or  possessions.  In  addition,  the  House  amend¬ 
ment  provided  that  no  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  should 
be  assigned  for  duty  in  a  combat  area  on  land  located  outside  the 
United  States,  its  Territories,  or  possessions,  during  the  6-month 
period  immediately  following  his  induction. 

The  Senate  bill  provided  that  inductees  would  be  given  4  months’ 
basic  training  and  not  be  permanently  assigned  to  duty  outside  the 
United  States  during  this  period,  and  further  provided  that  no  other 
members  of  the  Armed  Forces  would  be  assigned  to  combat  duty  in 
a  combat  area  until  he  had  had  at  least  4  months  of  basic  training. 

The  House  and  Senate  managers  agreed  to  the  provision  heretofore 
described  which  requires  that  all  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed 
Forces  be  given  4  months’  basic  training  and  that  no  member  of  the 
Armed  Forces  shall  be  assigned  to  duty  outside  the  United  States,  its 
Territories,  and  possessions,  until  such  persons  have  had  the  equivalent 
of  4  months’  basic  training. 

12.  Enlistment  in  the  Regular  Army 

Men  between  the  ages  of  18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years  shall  be 
offered  an  opportunity  to  enlist  in  the  Regular  Army  for  a  period  of 
24  months  and  may  not  have  their  enlistments  involuntarily  extended 
except  hi  time  of  war  or  national  emergency.  The  Senate  bill  con¬ 
tained  no  comparable  language  and  the  Senate  managers  accepted  the 
House  language. 

13.  Extension  oj  voluntary  enlistments 

The  authority  to  involuntarily  extend  enlistments  in  the  Regular  and 
Reserve  components  of  the  Armed  Forces  is  extended  until  July  1, 
1953.  Thus,  ail  enlistments  which  expire  after  July  9,  1951,  may  be 
extended  by  the  President  for  12  months,  but  no  person  shall  have  his 
enlistment  extended  more  than  once.  Existing  law  extends  all  such 
enlistments  which  expire  between  July  27,  1950,  and  July  9,  1951. 

The  House  amendment  extended  this  authority  until  July  1,  1952; 
the  Senate  bill  until  July  1,  1953.  The  House  managers  accepted  the 
Senate  language. 

14.  Aliens 

All  aliens  admitted  for  permanent  residence  in  the  United  States 
shall  be  immediately  liable  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  or  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  under  the  same  conditions  applica¬ 
ble  to  citizens.  Aliens  admitted  to  the  United  States,  other  than  as 
permanent  residents,  who  remain  in  the  United  States  for  1  year  or 
more  shall  be  liable  for  induction  unless  they  request  release  from 
service.  In  the  event  that  such  persons  request  release  from  service, 
they  will  be  debarred  from  citizenship. 

With  certain  technical  corrections,  the  provision  in  the  conference 
report  is  that  which  was  contained  in  the  House  amendment.  There 
was  no  comparable  language  in  the  Senate  bill  and  the  Senate  accepted 
the  House  language. 

15.  Conscientious  objectors 

Persons  who  are  found  by  local  boards  to  be  opposed  to  noncom¬ 
batant  service  shall  be  ordered  by  their  local  boards,  subject  to 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  to  perform  civilian  work 
contributing  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or 
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interest  for  a  period  of  24  months.  A  conscientious  objector’s  refusal 
to  perform  such  work  will  subject  him  to  the  penalties  of  the  Selective 
Service  Act. 

The  House  amendment  merely  deferred  such  persons.  The  Senate 
hill  required  such  persons  to  be  assigned  to  work  of  national  importance 
under  civilian  direction. 

The  House  managers  objected  to  this  portion  of  the  Senate  bid 
since  it  contemplated  the  establishment  of  national  work  camps. 
The  language  agreed  to  by  the  House  and  Senate  conferees  will  permit 
the  President  to  prescribe  the  types  of  employment  to  which  con¬ 
scientious  objectors  may  be  assigned,  but  such  employment  will  not 
be  performed  through  the  establishment  of,  or  assignment  to,  national 
work  camps. 

16.  Deferment  of  certain  persons  whose  occupation  is  necessary  for  the 

maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest 

The  President  is  authorized  under  such  regulations  and  rules  as  he 
may  prescribe  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service 
or  from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of  any  or  all 
categories  of  persons  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical, 
dental,  veterinary,  optometric,  osteopathic,  scientific,  pharmaceutical, 
chiropractic,  chiropodial,  or  other  endeavors  is  found  to  be  necessary 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest. 

The  House  amendment  gave  the  President  the  authority  to  defer 
persons  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or  medical,  dental,  op¬ 
tometric,  osteopathic,  chiropractic,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  was 
found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  tbe  national  health,  safety, 
or  interest. 

The  Senate  bill  left  unchanged  the  present  law  which  authorizes 
such  deferments  for  persons  whose  activity  in  study,  research,  or 
medical,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  was  found  to  be  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest.  The 
House  and  Senate  managers  agreed  to  the  language  above  described 
which  includes  those  persons  whose  endeavors  were  named  in  the 
House  amendment  and,  in  addition,  added  veterinarians,  pharmacists, 
and  chiropodists. 

17.  Control  over  the  sale,  consumption,  possession  of,  or  traffic  in,  beer, 

wine,  or  any  other  intoxicating  liquors 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized  to  make  such  regulations  as 
he  deems  appropriate  governing  the  sale,  consumption,  possession  of, 
or  traffic  in,  alcoholic  beverages  to  or  by  members  of  the  Armed 
Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  at  or  near  a  camp, 
station,  post,  or  other  places  primarily  occupied  by  members  of  the 
Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security  Training  Corps.  Any  person 
who  knowingly  violates  such  regulations  may  be  punished  by  a  fine  of 
$1,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  12  months  or  punished  under 
the  Uniform  Code  of  Military  Justice.  The  language  agreed  upon  by 
the  conferees  is  substantially  the  language  contained  in  the  House 
amendment.  There  was  no  comparable  amendment  in  the  Senate  bill. 

18.  Continued  liability  for  induction  of  persons  now  or  hereafter  deferred 

Persons  now  or  hereafter  deferred  from  induction  will  remain 

liable  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  until  they  attain  the  age  of  35.  This  language  was 
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contained  in  the  House  amendment  and  was  accepted  by  the  Senate 
managers. 

There  was  no  comparable  language  in  the  Senate  bill. 

19.  Suspending  or  terminating  inductions  into  the  Armed  Forces 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  the  Congress  by  concurrent 
resolution  could  terminate  or  suspend  all  inductions  into  the  Armed 
Forces.  The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable  language. 

The  House  managers  receded  from  their  insistence  upon  this  provi¬ 
sion  and  agreed  to  eliminate  it  from  the  conference  report. 

20.  Seventy-jive  thousand  students 

The  Senate  bill  provided  for  the  selection  from  among  persons  who 
had  completed  their  basic  training  of  75,000  students  during  the  next 
3  years.  Such  students  were  to  have  the  remainder  of  their  military 
obligation  suspended  until  they  completed  the  studies  and  research 
for  which  they  were  selected  and  there  was  authority  in  the  Senate 
bill  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  cost  of  tuition,  books,  laboratory 
fees,  subsistence,  travel,  and  other  necessary  expenses  of  such  persons 
to  the  extent  they  were  unable  to  defray. 

The  House  amendment  contained  no  similar  language. 

The  Senate  agreed  to  recede  from  their  insistence  upon  this  pro¬ 
vision  and  therefore  the  conference  report  contains  no  provision  with 
respect  to  such  students. 

21.  Enlistment  of  aliens 

The  Senate  bill  amended  the  act  of  June  30,  1950,  in  such  a  way 
as  to  permit  the  enlistment  in  the  Regular  Army  of  25,000  aliens 
per  year  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  5  years. 

The  act  of  June  30,  1950,  permitted  the  enlistment  in  the  Regular 
Army  until  June  30,  1953,  of  not  more  than  a  total  of  2,500  aliens. 

The  House  amendment  contained  no  similar  language.  The  House 
and  Senate  managers  agreed  to  the  provision  which  permits  the  en¬ 
listment  in  the  Regular  Army,  until  June  30,  1955,  of  not  more  than 
a  total  of  12,500  aliens. 

22.  Women  in  the  Armed  Forces 

Until  July  31,  1954,  the  present  2-percent  limitation  of  the  number 
of  women  in  the  Armed  Forces  will  be  suspended. 

The  Senate  amended  the  act  of  August  3,  1950,  so  as  to  suspend  the 
present  2-percent  limitation  on  the  number  of  women  that  may  be  in 
the  Armed  Forces  until  July  31,  1954. 

The  House  amendment  contained  no  similar  language.  The  House 
accepted  the  Senate  amendment. 

23.  Authorized  strength 

The  authorized  strength  for  the  Armed  Forces  is  now  suspended 
until  July  3 1 ,  1 954 .  The  conference  report,  however,  fixes  the  strength 
of  the  Armed  Forces  at  837,000  for  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
666,832  for  the  Navy,  including  the  Marine  Corps,  and  502,000  for 
the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States.  This  is  substantially  a  reenact¬ 
ment  of  existing  law  (sec.  2,  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948)  except  for 
the  elimination  from  present  law  of  all  references  to  the  number  of 
authorized  1-year  enlistees. 

The  Senate  bill  repealed  outright  the  present  law  with  respect  to 
the  limitation  on  the  authorized  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  now 
contained  in  the  Selective  Service  Act. 
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The  House  amendment  did  not  amend  the  present  law  with  respect 
to  authorized  strength  now  contained  in  the  Selective  Service  Act. 
The  House  and  Senate  managers  agreed  to  continue  the  present 
statutory  limitation  on  the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces,  suspended  until 
July  31,  1954,  but  eliminated  references  to  the  authorized  number  of 
1-year  enlistees  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  authority  for  such  enlist¬ 
ments  will  be  repealed  by  the  conference  report.  Both  the  Senate  bill 
and  the  House  amendment  repealed  the  authority  for  1-year  enlist¬ 
ments. 

2Jt.  Reemployment  rights 

The  House  amendment,  among  other  things,  required  persons  dis¬ 
charged,  following  military  service,  to  be  restored  to  the  same  position 
held  at  the  time  of  entering  service.  The  Senate  bill  contained  no 
comparable  provision.  The  House  agreed  to  accept  the  Senate  lan¬ 
guage  in  view  of  the  numerous  difficulties  involved  in  attempting  to 
require  employers  to  restore  returning  service  personnel  to  the  same 
position  they  held  prior  to  entering  the  service.  Existing  law  permits 
returning  service  personnel  to  be  restored  to  the  same  position  previ¬ 
ously  held  or  to  a  position  of  like  seniority,  status,  and  pay. 

25.  Communicating  with  Members  of  Congress 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  no  member  of  the  Armed 
Forces  would  be  restricted  from  communicating  with  any  Member  of 
Congress.  The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable  language.  The 
Senate  accepted  the  House  language. 

26.  Authority  to  induct  physicians  and  dentists 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  no  physician  or  dentist  en¬ 
gaged  in  full-time  employment  at  a  Veterans’  Administration  hospital 
would  be  inducted,  under  the  provisions  of  law  authorizing  the  induc¬ 
tion  of  physicians  and  dentists,  after  such  physician  or  dentist  attained 
his  thirtieth  birthday. 

The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable  language.  The  House 
receded  from  its  position  and  agreed  to  the  elimination  of  the  provision 
from  the  conference  report. 

27.  Appeal  boards 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  there  would  not  be  less  than 
one  selective  service  appeal  board  located  in  the  area  of  each  Federal 
judicial  district  in  the  United  States.  The  Senate  bill  contained  no 
comparable  language.  The  Senate  accepted  the  House  provision. 

28.  Reserve  deferment  appeal  boards 

The  House  amendment  authorized  the  President  to  prescribe  rules 
and  regulations  for  the  deferment  of  members  of  the  Inactive  or 
Volunteer  Reserve,  and  authorized  the  President  to  establish  civilian 
Reserve  deferment  appeal  boards.  Members  of  the  Inactive  or 
Volunteer  Reserve  whose  claim  for  deferment  was  denied  would  have 
been  given  the  authority  to  have  appealed  their  case  to  a  civilian 
deferment  appeal  board. 

The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable  language  and  the  House 
managers  agreed  to  recede  from  their  insistence  upon  this  provision. 
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1 .  Establishment  of  Commission  and  National  Security  Training  Corps 

The  conference  report  provides  for  the  establishment  of  a  National 
Security  Training  Commission  to  be  composed  of  five  members. 
Three  members  shall  be  civilians  and  two  shall  be  active  or  retired 
members  of  the  regular  components  of  any  of  the  Armed  Forces. 
Of  the  three  civilian  members,  not  more  than  two  shall  be  of  the  same 
political  party. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Commission  must  be  a  civilian.  At  such  time 
as  the  Commission  is  appointed,  a  National  Security  Training  Corps 
is  established. 

The  Senate  bill  provided  for  the  establishment  of  a  five-man  Com 
mission  to  be  composed  of  three  civilians  and  two  active  or  retired 
members  of  the  regular  components.  The  House  amendment  pro¬ 
vided  for  a  five-man  commission  to  which  not  more  than  three  could 
be  of  the  same  political  party.  Three  members  had  to  be  civilians, 
one  member  an  active  or  retired  member  of  a  regular  component  of 
the  Armed  Forces,  and  the  remaining  member  of  the  Commission  a 
member  of  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed  Forces.  Both  the 
Senate  bill  and  the  House  amendment  provided  for  the  establishment 
of  a  National  Security  Training  Corps  at  the  time  the  Commission 
was  appointed. 

3.  Compensation  for  Commission 

The  conference  report  provides  for  a  term  of  years  for  members  of 
the  Commission  and  provides  for  a  per  diem  of  $50  to  be  paid  to 
members  of  the  Commission  while  engaged  in  the  business  of  the 
Commission. 

This  is  similar  to  the  House  amendment. 

There  was  no  comparable  provision  in  the  Senate  bill. 

3.  General  authority  of  Commission 

The  conference  report  provides  that  the  Commission,  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  President,  shall  exercise  general  supervision  over  the 
training  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  and  further  provides 
that  such  training  shall  be  basic  military  training.  It  authorizes  the 
Commission  to  establish  such  policies  and  standards  with  respect  to 
the  conduct  of  the  training  of  members  of  the  corps  as  are  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  objectives  of  the  act.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is 
authorized  to  designate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out  the 
training.  The  military  departments  so  designated  shall  carry  out  the 
military  training  in  accordance  with  the  policies  and  standards  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Commission.  Subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  and  subject  to  the  policies  and  standards  established  by 
the  Commission,  the  military  departments  shall  determine  the  type 
or  types  of  military  training  to  be  given  to  the  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps.  .  . 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  the  Commission  should  direct 
and  control  the  policies  of  the  National  Security  Training  Coips  and 
further  provided  that  the  Commission  would  issue  directi’v  es  to 
the  military  departments  designated  to  carry  out  the  military  training. 

The  Senate  bill  provided  that  the  Commission  would,  subject  to  the 
direction  of  the  President,  establish  such  policies  and  standards  with 
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respect  to  the  conduct  of  initial  basic  training  of  members  of  the  corps 
as  were  necessary  to  carry  out  the  objectives  of  the  act,  and,  subject 
to  the  direction  of  the  President,  would  designate  the  Federal  depart¬ 
ments  and  agencies  to  carry  out  such  training.  The  departments 
and  agencies  so  designated  were  to  carry  out  the  training  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the  Commission. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  House  amendment  did  not  contemplate 
that  the  Commission  would  act  as  an  operating  agency,  the  House 
managers  agreed  to  the  language  contained  in  the  conference  report 
which  grants  to  the  Commission  the  authority  to  exercise  general 
supervision  over  the  training  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

The  House  amendment  provided  that,  subject  to  the  direction  of 
the  President  and  after  consultation  with  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
the  Commission  would  designate  the  military  departments  to  carry 
out  the  training.  Since  basic  military  training,  as  such,  is  a  military 
matter,  the  House  managers  agreed  to  the  language  contained  in  the 
conference  report  which  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  desig¬ 
nate  the  military  departments  to  carry  out  the  training. 

4-  Legislative  recommendations 

Not  later  than  4  months  following  the  confirmation  of  members  of 
the  Commission,  the  Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Congress  legis¬ 
lative  recommendations  which  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  a 
broad  outline  deemed  by  the  Commission  and  approved  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Defense  to  be  appropriate  to  assure  that  the  training  carried 
out  under  the  provision  of  the  proposed  legislation  will  be  of  a  military 
nature. 

There  is  a  specific  provision  in  the  conference  report,  however, 
stating  that  the  Commission  shall  not  have  the  authority  to  prescribe 
the  basic  type  or  types  of  training  to  be  given  members  of  the  Corps. 
Thus  the  legislative  recommendations  will  contain  language  which 
will  grant  the  Commission  authority  to  assure  that  the  training 
carried  out  shall  be  of  a  military  nature  but  the  Commission  will  not 
submit  legislative  recommendations  prescribing  the  types  of  basic 
military  training  to  be  given  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps. 

In  addition,  the  conference  report  provides  that  legislative  recom¬ 
mendations  with  respect  to  a  code  of  conduct,  disability  and  death 
benefits,  and  other  benefits  and  obligations  and  measures  deemed 
necessary  to  implement  any  policies  and  standards  established  by 
the  Commission  shall  be  submitted  by  the  Commission  for  legislative 
action. 

As  contained  in  the  original  House  amendment  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  must  be  referred  to  both  Committees  on  Armed  Services,  and 
both  committees,  not  later  than  the  expiration  of  the  first  period  of 
45  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  Congress  following  the 
date  on  which  the  recommendations  are  submitted  to  the  Congress, 
must  report  thereon  to  their  respective  Houses.  As  contained  in  the 
original  House  amendment,  any  bill  or  resolution  so  reported  shall  be 
privileged. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  the  Commission  to  submit  its 
legislative  recommendations  not  later  than  6  months  following  its 
confirmation.  The  House  amendment  further  provided  that  the 
legislative  recommendations  would  include  a  program  of  initial 
military  training  deemed  by  the  Commission  to  be  appropriate  to 
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carry  out  the  obligations  of  the  act,  including  the  types  of  basic 
military  training  to  be  given  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  and  measures  for  utilizing  existing  schools  and  colleges 
to  the  fullest  extent  practicable.  In  view  of  the  fact,  as  previously 
stated,  that  the  original  House  amendment  did  not  contemplate  that 
the  Commission  would  act  as  an  operating  agency,  the  House  man¬ 
agers  receded  from  their  insistence  that  the  Commission  recommend 
to  the  Congress  the  types  of  basic  military  training  to  be  given  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Corps  as  well  as  a  program  of  initial  military  training. 
The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable  language. 

5.  Induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 

The  conference  report  provides  that  no  person  shall  be  inducted 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  until  after  (1)  a  code  of 
conduct  has  been  enacted  and  measures  providing  for  disability  and 
death  benefits  have  been  enacted  into  law,  (2)  that  the  other  legisla¬ 
tive  recommendations  submitted  by  the  Commission  have  been 
considered  and  such  recommendations  or  any  portion  thereof  shall 
have  been  enacted  with  or  without  amendments  into  law,  and  (3) 
the  period  of  service  required  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  reduced  or 
eliminated  by  the  President  or  by  the  adoption  of  a  concurrent  reso¬ 
lution  by  the  Congress. 

Thus,  the  Congress  will  have  an  opportunity  to  consider  and  amend 
all  of  the  recommendations  submitted  by  the  Commission,  and  no 
person  can  be  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
until  this  has  taken  place. 

The  House  amendment  provided  similar  language  as  contained  in 
the  conference  report  but  required  that  all  legislative  recommenda¬ 
tions  be  enacted  with  or  without  amendments  into  law.  The  House 
managers  recognized  the  fact  that  the  two  most  important  features 
of  a  universal  military  training  program  involve  a  code  of  conduct 
and  the  death  and  disability  benefits  to  be  granted  to  the  members 
of  the  Corps,  along  writh  provisions  dealing  with  the  health,  safety, 
welfare,  and  morals  of  membeis  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  Thus,  the  House  managers  receded  from  their  insistence  upon 
the  House  amendment  which  required  action  on  all  legislative  recom¬ 
mendations  submitted,  and  agreed  to  the  conference  report  which 
requires  the  enactment  into  law  of  a  code  of  conduct  and  death  and 
disability  benefits  and  the  consideration  of  all  of  the  remaining  recom¬ 
mendations  submitted,  followed  by  the  enactment  of  any  portion 
determined  by  the  Congress  to  be  desirable.  It  should  be  observed 
that  the  House  amendment  also  provided  that  no  person  should  be 
inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  until  the  period 
of  service  of  persons  under  the  age  of  19  had  been  eliminated.  To 
permit  a  more  orderly  initiation  of  universal  military  training  and  the 
gradual  elimination  of  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces,  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  permits  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  following  the  enactment  of  a  code  of  conduct,  death  and  disa¬ 
bility  benefits,  and  the  consideration  of  the  remaining  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  the  enactment  of  any  portion  thereof,  at  such  time  as  the 
period  of  service  for  persons  under  the  age  of  19  lias  been  reduced  or 
eliminated. 

There  was  no  comparable  provision  in  the  Senate  bill. 
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6.  Pay  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 

Both  the  House  and  Senate  bills  provided  that  members  of  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  would  be  paid  $30  per  month  but 
that  their  dependents  would  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Depend¬ 
ents  Assistance  Act.  This  provision  is  contained  in  the  conference 
report. 

7.  Period  of  service 

The  conference  report  provides  that  persons  inducted  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  trained  for  a  period  of 
6  months.  This  was  contained  in  the  House  amendment.  The 
Senate  bill  provided  that  persons  inducted  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  would  be  trained  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  4  months. 
The  Senate  conferees  accepted  the  House  language. 

8.  Age  of  induction 

At  such  time  as  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  is  authorized,  all  persons  thereafter  registered  who  have  not 
been  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  and  who  have  not  attained 
their  nineteenth  birthday  shall  be  liable  for  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps.  Since  men  are  required  to  register  at  the 
age  of  18,  this  will  permit  the  induction  of  men  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  after  they  have  attained  their  eighteenth 
birthday.  There  will  probably  be  an  average  period  of  approximately 
3  months  elapse  between  registration,  classification,  and  induction. 

The  House  amendment  provided  for  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  at  the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months.  The 
Senate  bill  provided  for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  at  the  age  of  18.  The  House  accepted  the  Senate  language  in  this 
respect. 

9.  Initiating  induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 

Induction  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  may  take  place 

after  (1)  a  code  of  conduct  has  been  enacted,  (2)  death  and  disability 
benefits  for  members  of  the  corps  have  been  enacted,  (3)  the  other 
legislative  recommendations  submitted  by  the  Commission  have  been 
considered  and  any  portion  thereof  have  been  enacted  into  law,  and 
(4)  at  such  time  as  the  President  or  the  Congress  by  the  adoption  of  a 
concurrent  resolution  has  reduced  or  eliminated  the  period  of  service 
required  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  anniversary  of  their 
nineteenth  birthday. 

Persons  who  are  deferred  for  any  of  the  reasons  provided  in  the 
proposed  legislation  shall  not  be  exempt  from  their  liability  for  induc¬ 
tion  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  merely  because  they 
have  passed  their  nineteenth  birthday. 

This  is  comparable  to  the  House  amendment  except  for  the  addition 
of  the  words  “or  reduced”  which,  as  previously  indicated,  permits  an 
orderly  phasing  of  universal  military  training  and  the  reduction  or 
elimination  of  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  men  below  the 
age  of  19. 

10.  Overseas  assignment  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training 

Corps 

No  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  may 
be  assigned  for  training  at  any  installation  outside  the  continental 
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United  States  except  that  residents  of  the  Territories  and  possessions 
of  the  United  States  may  be  trained  in  the  Territory  or  possession 
from  which  they  were  inducted. 

11.  Terminating  inductions  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps 
by  concurrent  resolution 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  could  be  terminated  by  the  adoption  by  the 
Congress  of  a  concurrent  resolution  to  this  effect. 

The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable  provision. 

Since  the  duration  of  universal  military  training  will  properly  be  a 
question  for  consideration  when  the  Commission  submits  its  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  Congress,  the  House  managers  receded  from  their 
insistence  on  this  provision,  and  it  is  thus  not  contained  in  the  con¬ 
ference  report. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

There  are  other  technical  changes  contained  in  the  conference  report 
which  do  not  affect  the  substance  of  the  proposed  legislation. 

Two  other  minor  changes  involve  the  deferment  of  missionaries 
who  are  also  physicians  and  adding  Guam  to  the  definition  of  the 
words  “United  States”. 

Carl  Vinson, 

Overton  Brooks, 

Paul  J.  Kilday, 

Carl  T.  Durham, 

Dewey  Short, 

Leslie  C.  Arends, 

W.  Sterling  Cole, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 
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port  on  the  universal  military  training 
and  service  bill  immediately? 

Mr.  McFARLAND.  Yes.  It  is  my 
thought  that  we  proceed  with  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  report  immediately. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  absence 
of  a  quorum  having  been  suggested,  the 
Secretary  will  call  the  roll. 

The  roll  was  called,  and  the  following 


Senators  answered  to  their  names: 

Bennett 

Hayden 

McCarthy 

Brewster 

Hendrickson 

McFarland 

Bricker 

Hennings 

McKellar 

Bridges 

Hickenlooper 

McMahon 

Butler.  Md. 

Hill 

Millikin 

Butler,  Nebr. 

Holland 

Moody 

Byrd 

Humphrey 

Morse 

Cain 

Hunt 

Mundt 

Carlson 

Ives 

Nixon- 

Case 

Jenner 

O’Mahoney 

Chavez 

Johnson,  Colo. 

Robertson 

Clements 

Johnson,  Tex. 

Russell 

Connally 

Johnston,  S.  C. 

Saltonstall 

Cordon 

Kefauver 

Schoeppel 

Douglas 

Kem 

Sm&thers 

Dufi 

Kerr 

Snjith,  N.  J. 

Dworshak 

Kilgore 

Sparkman 

Eastland 

Knowland 

Stennis 

Ellender 

Lehman 

Taft 

Ferguson 

Lodge 

Watkins 

Frear 

Magnuson 

Welker 

Fulbright 

Malone 

Wherry 

George 

Maybank 

i  Wiley 

Gillette 

McCarran 

Young 

Mr.  JOHNSON  of  Texas.  I  announce 
that  the  Senator  from  New  Mexico  [Mr. 
Anderson],  the  Senator  from  Connecti¬ 
cut  [Mr.  Benton],  the  Senators  from 
Rhode  Island  [Mr.  Green  and  Mr.  Pas- 
tore],  the  Senators  from  North  Carolina 
[Mr.  Hoey  and  Mr.  Smith],  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long],  the  Senator 
from  Oklahoma  [Mb.  Monroney],  the 
Senator  from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Neely], 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr. 
O’Conor],  and  the  Senator  from  Ken¬ 
tucky  [Mr.  Underwood]  are  absent  on 
official  business. 

The  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr. 
McClellan]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr. 
Murray]  is  absent  by  leave  of  the  Senate 
on  official  business,  having  been  appoint¬ 
ed  a  representative  of  our  Government 
to  attend  the  International  Labor  Con¬ 
ference  to  be  held  in  Geneva,  Switzer¬ 
land,  beginning  June  6. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  announce  that 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Aiken], 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Dirksen], 
the  Senator  from  Montana  [Mr.  Ecton], 
the  Senator  from  North  Dakota  [Mr. 
Langer],  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mrs. 
Smith],  jrhe  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Thye],  and  the  Senator  from  Dela¬ 
ware  [Mr.  Williams]  are  absent  on  offi¬ 
cial  business. 

The  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Gape- 
hart],  the  Senator  from  Vermont  [Mr. 
Flanders],  and  the  Senator  from  Pefpn- 
sylvania  [Mr.  Martin]  are  necessarily 
absent. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshfye 
[Mr.  Tobey]  is  absent  on  official  business 
of  the  Special  Committee  on  Crime  I: 
vestigation. 

?  The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  A  quorum  1 
present. 
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Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  move 
that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  conference  report  on  Sen¬ 
ate  bill  1. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report 
of  the  committee  of  conference  on  the 
disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on. 
the  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  bill 
(S.  1)  to  provide  for  the  common  defense 
and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to 
permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of 
manpower  resources  of  the  United  States 
by  authorizing  universal  military  train¬ 
ing  and  service,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT'.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  at  the  out¬ 
set  I  should  like  to  say  that  I  feel  the  dis¬ 
cussion  on  the  conference  report  which 
occurred  yesterday  afternoon  was  very 
helpful.  The  debate  appears  in  the 
Record,  and  Members  of  the  Senate  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  read  the  report 
and  to  consider  it.  We  now  have  the 
printed  conference  report  before  us  in 
the  regular  form  as  well  as  in  the  Record. 

If  I  may  have  the  attention  of  the  dis- 
tinguisher  chairman  of  the  conference 
committee  for  a  moment,  I  should  like  to 
ask  him  one  or  two  questions  based  upon 
some  points  which  appear  in  the  Record. 
First,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Rus¬ 
sell]  if  section  2,  title  I,  refers  to  the 
standing  ceilings  on  the  several  branches 
of  the  armed  services,  and  if  such  figures 
are  suspended  during  the  period  of  the 
emergency,  or  until  some  date  in  1954? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  is  correct. 
The  language  is  the  same  as  that  which 
was  used  previously.  Soon  after  June  25, 
1950,  when  hostilities  broke  out  in  Korea, 
Congress  passed  an  act  which  suspended 
the  ceilings.  They  are  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  2.  The  pending  bill  would  continue 
the  present  suspension  of  the  ceilings 
within  the  over-all  limitation  of  5,000,- 
000,  which  is  contained  in  another  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  until  1954. 

Mr.  CASE.  Does  the  recitation  of  the 
ceilings  for  the  Army,  the  Navy,  and  the 
Air  Force,  respectively,  necessarily  fix 
any  ratio  for  the  several  services  within 
the  5,000,000  ceiling? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  does  not.  It  would 
be  up  to  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  to 
decide  which  branches  of  service  needed 
more  or  fewer  men  during  the  emer¬ 
gency. 

Mr.  CASE.  With  respect  to  the  com¬ 
ponents  within  the  Army,  I  notice  that 
title  II  changes  the  2,500  limitation  for 
the  enlistment  of  aliens  in  the  Regular 
Army  to  12,500.  Does  that  represent  a 
modification  of  the  version  of  this  pro¬ 
vision  as  passed  by  the  Senate? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  It  is  a  very  consider¬ 
able  modification,  I  nmy  say  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  South  Dakota.  The  Senate 
version  of  the  bill  called  for  an  enlist¬ 
ment  of  25,000  aliens  a  year  for  5  years, 
or  a  possible  total  of  125,000  aliens.  The 
conference  agreement  authorizes  the 
enlistment  of  not  to  exceed  12,500  aliens 
by  June  30,  1955. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  should  like  to  ask  a 
question  with  respect  to  one  other  pro¬ 
vision.  It  concerns  conscientious  ob¬ 
jectors.  It  is  my  understanding  that 
under  the  terms  of  the  bill  as  passed  by 
the  Senate,  conscientious  objectors 
could  have  been  directed  to  do  work  of  a 
character  similar  to  that  which  was 
done  by  conscientious  objectors  during 


World  War  II.  In  other  words  they 
were  assigned  to  conscientious  objector 
camps,  which  functioned  similarly  to  the 
CCC  camps. 

As  it  is  set  forth  in  the  conference  re¬ 
port  the  language  would  seem  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  while  they  might  be  directed 
to  do  work  necessary  to  national  health, 
safety,  or  interest,  it  does  not  necessarily 
contemplate  the  establishment  of  work 
camps.  I  may  say  to  the  Senator,  in 
connection  with  national  interest,  that 
some  of  us  have  been  working  on  a  pro¬ 
posal  or  plan  to  develop  some  useful 
work  for  conscientious  objectors,  which 
might  involve  the  establishment  of  work 
camps,  although  not  necessarily  so.  I 
am  wondering  whether  the  language 
would  prevent  the  assignment  of  con¬ 
scientious  objectors  to  camps  of  that 
sort,  if  the  camps  were  maintained  for 
projects  in  the  national  interest. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  know  that 
the  language  would  specifically  prevent 
it.  However,  I  would  be  less  than  frank 
if  I  did  not  state  to  the  Senator  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  conferees  not 
to  have  camps  of  that  nature  established 
on  a  national  scale.  The  House  confer¬ 
ees  were  very  much  opposed  to  the  Sen¬ 
ate  provision,  as  were  various  organiza¬ 
tions,  such  as  the  Society  of  Friends  and 
others,  who  are  interested  in  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  conscientious  objectors.  We, 
therefore,  arrived  at  this  compromise, 
which  leaves  the  question  at  the  local 
level  and  permits  draft  boards  to  defer 
a  person  who  is  engaged  in  work  which 
contributes  to  the  maintenance  of  na¬ 
tional  health,  safety,  or  interest,  for  a 
period  of  24  months. 

I  may  say  that  conscientious  objectors 
have  considerable  advantage  over  men 
who'are  inducted  into  the  Army.  A  man 
who  is  inducted  into  the  Army  serves  24 
months.  Upon  discharge,  he  remains  in 
the  reserves  for  6  years.  Conscientious 
objectors,  on  the  other  hand,  after  24 
months  of  useful  work,  owe  no  further 
responsibility  under  the  bill. 

Mr.  CASE.  It  happens  that  in  my 
State  of  South  Dakota  there  are  three  or 
four  Mennonite  colonies.  Considerable 
resentment  has  been  occasioned  by  the 
fact  that  members  of  that  religious 
group  are  not  subject  to  regular  mili¬ 
tary  duty.  The  use  of  such  persons  for 
some  projects  which  are  definitely  in  the 
national  interest  has  commended  itself 
to  the  people  who  have  observed  the 
situation.  However,  their  straight  de¬ 
ferment  after  induction  and  assignment 
to  work  at  a  local  level,  where  they  would 
be  permitted  the  privilege  of  continuing 
in  their  normal  occupation  of  farming, 
for  example,  and  perhaps,  be  able  to  ac¬ 
quire  additional  lands  and  generally  im¬ 
prove  their  economic  status,  while  boys 
in  the  same  community  are  called  upon 
to  abandon  their  farms  and  even  sell 
their  livestock  at  a  forced  sale,  when 
livestock  is  not  ready  for  market,  creates 
a  great  deal  of  feeling. 

I  should  certainly  hope  that  the  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  bill  would  permit  draft 
boards,  or  whoever  made  decisions  in 
such  instances,  to  see  to  it  that  con¬ 
scientious  objectors,  who  are  granted 
deferment  and  have  the  benefits  of  the 
more  lenient  treatment  which  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Georgia  has  described,  should 
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at  least  be  required  to  do  work  which  is 
definitely  in  the  national  interest,  and 
not  work  which  merely  improves'  their 
economic  status  and  their  own  pocket- 

books. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  The  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  makes  a  very  strong  argu¬ 
ment  in  behalf  of  the  provision  of  the 
bill  as  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate.  The 
Senate  members  of  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee  undertook  to  make  the  same  argu¬ 
ment,  although  perhaps  not  so  well  as 
the  Senator  from  South  Dakota  has 
made  it,  but  we  were  unsuccessful.  The 
House  bill  had  no  provision  whatever 
with  respect  to  conscientious  objectors. 
It  merely  provided  for  their  blanket  de¬ 
ferment.  Not  only  could  conscientious 
objectors  have  remained  on  their  farms 
and  worked  there,  but  they  were  not  even 
compelled  to  work  on  the  farms.  They 
could  have  sat  around  pool  rooms  or 
stood  around  street  corners,  which  would 
certainly  have  aggravated  the  feelings  of 
the  men  who  were  compelled  to  go  into 
the  service,  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  said.  However,  we  could  not 
prevail  upon  the  House  conferees  to  ac¬ 
cept  the  Senate  provision.  This  provis¬ 
ion  is  another  one  on  which  we  were 
compelled  to  compromise. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  may  observe  that  so  far 
as  Mennonites  are  concerned,  no  de¬ 
ferred  Mennonites  would  be  found  in 
pool  rooms.  I  think  they  would  continue 
to  work  on  their  farms. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  can  assure  the  Sen¬ 
ator  that  I  was  not  reflecting  on  the 
Mennonites  in  any  way.  I  was  referring 
to  other  conscientious  objectors  who 
might  be  so  engaged.  There  are  some 
Mennonites  in  my  State,  and  I  have 
never  seen  them  hanging  around  pool 
rooms  or  street  corners.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  they  are  very  hard-working  peo¬ 
ple.  However,  they  do  not  contribute 
to  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
in  a  time  of  national  emergency. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  feeling  of  the  people 
of  my  State  is  that  it  is  a  matter  of 
recognizing  the  fact  that  Mennonites 
have  historically  held  to  that  point  of 
view,  and  the  deferment  of  such  persons 
has  perhaps  been  accepted.  Certainly 
there  would  be  considerable  resentment 
if  other  citizens  were  told  that  Congress 
was  making  it  possible  for  such  people 
not  merely  to  avoid  military  service  but 
to  avoid  doing  some  work  or  making 
some  sacrifices  in  the  national  interest. 
I  certainly  hope  that  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  can  honestly  and  frankly  say 
that  it  is  expected  that  the  normal  ac¬ 
tivities  of  such  people  will  be  sacrificed 
to  some  extent  in  the  national  interest, 
so  that  at  least  we  will  not  feel  that  we 
are  encouraging  the  avoidance  of  all  na¬ 
tional  service. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  think  there  is  no 
question  that  considerable  leeway  is 
given  the  several  draft  boards  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  type  of  work  that  such  per¬ 
sons  shall  do  and  the  measure  of  its  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  national  health,  safety, 
or  interest.  I  regret  that  I  cannot  in  all 
fairness  and  honesty  assure  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  South  Dakota  that  it  is  my 
interpretation  of  this  measure  that  such 
persons  could  be  placed  in  camps,  as  was 
done  in  World  War  II.  Such  a  provision 


was  contained  in  the  bill  as  passed  by  the 
Senate,  but  we  were  unable  to  achieve 
the  inclusion  of  that  provision  in  the 
conference  report.  However,  we  did  tie 
it  in  with  deferments  for  essential  occu¬ 
pations.  The  Senator  knows  that  at  the 
present  time  there  can  be  some  defer¬ 
ments  for  men  who  are  in  essential  occu¬ 
pations. 

In  my  judgment,  the  draft  boards  in 
the  areas  to  which  the  Senator  refers  will 
see  to  it  that  some  recognition  is  given 
to  the  fact  that  these  persons  have  been 
accorded  a  deferment  owing  to  their  re¬ 
ligious  convictions. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  Fresident,  I  do  not 
intend  to  prolong  this  discussion.  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  made  a 
very  fair  statement  and  has  set  forth 
clearly  what  the  situation  is. 

However,  I  wish  to  express  the  hope 
that  if  some  of  us  attempt  to  work  out  a 
program  whereby  those  who  obtain  de¬ 
ferment  on  this  ground  may  be  made 
more  useful  in  contributing  to  the  na¬ 
tional  interest  during  an  emergency,  we 
may  have  the  support  of  the  Senator 
from  Georgia,  for  it  certainly  does  not 
commend  itself  to  the  average  person 
that  those  who  are  deferred  from  mili¬ 
tary  service  should,  in  addition  to  de¬ 
ferment,  be  directed  by  the  draft  boards 
to  go  into  essential  occupations  where 
their  economic  status  may  be  improved, 
where  they  may  receive  high  wages,  or 
where,  in  effect,  they  may  profit  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  the  fact  that  their  fellow  farm 
workers  are  taken  from  their  homes  and 
placed  in  the  armed  services,  and  thus  it 
is  made  easier  for  those  who  are  de¬ 
ferred  in  that  way  to  increase  their  land 
holdings  and  to  improve  their  relative 
economic  status,  as  compared  with  that 
of  those  who  make  the  supreme  sacrifice. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  can 
only  repeat  what  I  said  a  moment  ago, 
namely,  that  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  very  eloquently  outlined  the 
position  of  the  Senate  itself,  the  Senate 
committee,  and  the  conferees  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate.  In  the  conference  we 
discussed  this  matter  on  at  least  three 
different  occasions,  and  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  endeavored  to 
maintain  the  position  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  Senate.  However,  we  were 
unable  to  do  so. 

I  can  assure  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  of  my  wholehearted  cooperation 
with  him  in  every  endeavor  such  as  the 
one  he  has  just  outlined.  Of  course,  the 
difficulty  is  that  in  that  connection  we 
must  obtain  some  cooperation  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Capitol. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  thank  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  for  his  contribu¬ 
tion  and  his  courtesy  in  connection  with 
this  matter. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
will  the  Senator  yield? . 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  and  the  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  to  the  fact  that  the  conference 
report  contemplates  the  service  of  3,500,- 
000  men,  whereas  in  World  War  II 
14,000,000  men  were  in  the  service.  I 
think  the  point  was  raised  in  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  that  the  question 


of  establishing  camps,  and  so  forth,  for 
the  number  of  conscientious  objectors 
who  would  be  drafted  in  connection  with 
the  drafting  of  a  total  of  3,500,000  men 
is  quite  different  from  the  question  of 
establishing  such  camps  in  connection 
with  the  drafting  of  14,000,000  men. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  local  draft 
boards  will  have  to  determine  whether 
the  jobs  held  by  such  conscientious  ob¬ 
jectors  will  help  in  the  war  effort.  If 
the  boards  determine  that  such  jobs  will 
help  with  the  war  effort  or  the  war  work, 
then  those  who  hold  such  jobs  and  who 
are  conscientious  objectors  will  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  remain  in  that  status;  but  if 
such  is  not  determined  to  be  the  case, 
such  persons  must  either  suffer  the 
penalties  or  transfer  to  such  jobs. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  has  stated 
the  provisions  of  the  bill  and  also  one 
of  the  arguments  made  by  the  conferees 
on  the  part  of  the  House.  It  is  my  recol¬ 
lection  that  the  position  of  the  House 
conferees  was  that  today  approximately 
only  12,000  of  the  conscientious  objectors 
have  been  deferred  under  existing  law, 
and  that  that  number  is  entirely  too 
small  to  warrant  the  creation  of  national 
work  camps  in  which  to  place  them  dur¬ 
ing  the  24  months’  period  of  their  service. 

Mr.  President,  I  move  the  adoption  of 
the  conference  report. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question 
is  on  agreeing  to  the  report. 

Mr.  MCCARTHY.  Mr.  President,  the 
very  able  junior  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Russell],  who  happens  to  be  in 
charge  of  the  conference  report,  is,  as  we 
know,  also  chairman  of  the  joint  hear¬ 
ings  which  two  of  our  committees  are 
now  conducting  in  connection  with  the 
MacArthur  controversy.  I  understand 
that  those  committees  wish  to  return 
to  their  meeting  as  soon  as  possible,  for 
they  have  important  business  to  do. 

Therefore,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  in¬ 
tend  to  take  more  than  a  few  minutes  to 
state  the  reasons  why  I  would  be  forced 
to  vote  against  the  conference  report  if 
there  were  to  be  a  record  vote  on  the 
question  of  adopting  it.  I  understand 
there  will  not  be  a  record  vote.  I  wish 
to  state,  first,  that  I  would  vote  against 
the  conference  report  if  a  record  vote 
were  taken  on  the  question  of  its  adop¬ 
tion;  and,  second,  explain  why  I  would 
vote  in  that  way. 

Mr.  President,  the  enlistment  period  of 
many  reserves  is  being  extended.  Many 
of  them  now  have  families  and  many 
have  recently  established  themselves  in 
business,  and  many  of  them  served 
for  3,  4,  or  5  years  in  the  last  war.  We 
are  now  also  passing  a  draft  law  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  an  an  Armed  Force  of  5,000,000 
men. 

Normally  I  would  vote  for  the  bill  in 
view  of  the  imminent  Communist 
threat.  However,  a  fantastic  and  dan¬ 
gerous  situation  exists.  For  example, 
even  though  General  Bradley  and  Gen¬ 
eral  MacArthur  have  agreed  on  the  wis¬ 
dom  of  using  the  600,000  troops  on  For¬ 
mosa,  the  State  Department,  however, 
says  “No,  we  will  not  use  them;  we  will 
use  only  American  boys ;  we  will  use  the 
boys  who  will  be  drafted  under  this  bill; 
we  will  use  Americans  to  defend  the  soil 
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which  those  Chinese  friends  of  ours  are 
themselves  willing  and  anxious  to  de¬ 
fend.”  That  is  the  attitude  of  the  State 
Department,  even  though  the  Chairman 
of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff,  and  Gen. 
Douglas  MacArthur  say,  “Let  us  use  the 
600,000  troops  of  our  allies,  let  us  al¬ 
low  them  to  do  some  of  the  fighting  and 
dying,  as  well  as  the  American  boys.’' 
The  State  Department  says,  “No,  only 
American  boys  can  fight  and  die.”  Add 
to  that  the  fact  that  in  Europe  we  are 
now  excluding  from  the  defense  plans 
of  Europe  the  20,000,000  people  of  Spain 
and  the  48,000,000  people  of  Western 
Germany,  making  a  pool  of  68,000,000 
people,  the  two  great  wells  of  anti-Com- 
munist  manpower. 

The  State  Department  says,  “No,  we 
cannot  use  them,  because  they  are  not 
peace-loving  people;  we  must  send 
American  divisions  to  Europe  instead  of 
using  those  young  men.”  We  see  the 
completely  phony  plans  for  the  defense 
of  Europe — plans  built  around  the  land 
army  of  Prance,  plans  built  around  11 
Atlantic  Pact  nations,  and  excluding  the 
manpower  which  we  must  have  if  we  are 
to  defend  Europe — we  find  our  State  De¬ 
partment  saying,  “No;  but  we  will  send 
4,  5,  6,  or  10  American  divisions,”  when 
any  man  who  can  add  2  and  2  militarily 
knows  that,  unless  we  use  all  the  re¬ 
sources  of  Europe  to  defend  that  conti¬ 
nent,  to  pour  4,  5,  6,  or  10  American  divi¬ 
sions  into  that  area,  will  mean,  if  and 
when  Russia  decides  to  move,  that  we 
will  have  signed  the  warrant  condemn¬ 
ing  to  death  or  to  permanent  slavery 
every  American  boy  we  send  to  Europe. 
I  could  not  bring  myself  to  vote  to  draft 
and  condemn  them.  I  hope  no  one  mis¬ 
understands  me.  I  think  it  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  to  use  American  troops  in  Europe. 
I  feel  that  to  keep  Europe  out  of  the 
Russian  orbit  is  extremely  important  to 
us,  even  if  only  from  the  standpoint  of 
selfish  interest.  I  feel  that  if  we  were 
to  turn  over  to  Russia,  or  were  to  allow 
Russia  to  take  over,  the  steel-making 
capacity  of  Western  Europe,  and  if  we 
allowed  the  200,000,000  people  of  West¬ 
ern  Europe  to  be  swallowed  up  behind 
the  iron  curtain,  it  could  be  disastrous 
to  this  Nation.  I  do  not  argue  that  we 
should  not  send  American  troops  to 
Europe.  I  think  it  may  be  necessary. 
But  I  do  say  that  if  we  continue  the 
present  plan  and  decide  to  try  to  defend 
Europe  under  plans  calling  for  a  closed 
corporation  of  the  11  Atlantic  Pact  na¬ 
tions,  excluding  Greece,  excluding  Tur¬ 
key,  excluding  Spain,  and  excluding 
Western  Germany,  then  any  plan  to  de¬ 
fend  Western  Europe  is  doomed  to  fail¬ 
ure.  Let  me  repeat,  any  plan  to  send 
American  boys  to  Europe,  without  first 
saying  we  will  utilize  the  manpower  of 
all  of  Europe,  means  that  we  in  the 
Senate,  and  the  Representatives  in  the 
House,  as  of  today  are  endorsing  a  war¬ 
rant  either  of  death  or  of  permanent 
slavery,  which  has  been  planned  and 
which  has  been  signed  in  our  State  De¬ 
partment. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
wish  to  take  a  moment  to  say  that  I  am 
very  much  in  favor  of  the  bill,  particu¬ 
larly  as  it  has  been  reported  by  the  con¬ 
ferees.  There  are  several  features  of  the 


bill  which  possibly  I  domot  like;  but,  in 
view  of  the  world  situation,  certainly  we 
need  such  legislation,  and  we  need  it 
now. 

I  should  like  to  say,  along  with  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  that  I  regret,  as  I 
know  he  does,  that  the  universal  mili¬ 
tary  training  provision  was  effectively 
scuttled  in  the  conference.  There  will 
be  further  steps  taken  concerning  it  in 
the  future.  I  hope  the  day  will  come 
when  we  shall  have  a  proper  and  ade¬ 
quate  universal  military  training  system. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  yield  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  do  not  go  so  far  as 
the  distinguished  Senator  from  Florida 
does  when  he  says  that  the  provision 
was  effectively  scuttled  in  the  confer¬ 
ence.  The  conference  report  does  not 
go  so  far  as  the  Senate  bill,  nor  does 
it  go  so  far  as  I  should  have  liked  it  to 
go,  because  I  have  been,  as  I  know  the 
Senator  from  Florida  has  been,  a  sup¬ 
porter  of  UMT  for  some  time.  This  bill 
lays  the  groundwork  for  UMT,  and  I  may 
say  that  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  House  conferees,  who  is  chairman 
of  the  House  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  stated  at  the  press  conference, 
after  this  report  was  agreed  to  by  the 
conferees,  that  there  was  no  question  in 
his  mind  that  the  House  would  adopt  this 
code  of  conduct  and  the  death  and  dis¬ 
ability  provisions,  which  would  indeed 
give  us  an  authorization  for  universal 
military  training;  because,  under  this 
bill,  if  the  Commission  provided  for  re¬ 
ports,  as  it  is  instructed  to  do,  within 
4  months,  and  if  the  committees  of  the 
House  and  Senate  report  to  their  re¬ 
spective  bodies,  as  they  are  required  to 
do,  within  45  days,  the  only  issues  in¬ 
volved  will  be  a  code  of  conduct,  the 
death  and  disability  provisions,  and  the 
consideration  of  certain  other  items 
which  are  not  essential  to  enactment; 
and  if  simply  the  code  of  conduct  and 
the  death  and  disability  provisions  are 
adopted,  we  shall  have  a  UMT  program. 
The  bill  as  reported  is  not  what  I  would 
like  to  have,  but  I  do  not  think  the  pro¬ 
gram  has  been  scuttled.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  bill  goes  much  further  toward 
UMT  than  any  other  piece  of  legislation 
which  has  ever  before  been  in  the  Con¬ 
gress  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  his  remarks.  I  must  agree  that  the 
bill  improves  the  situation  over  what 
it  was.  The  fact  that  we  must  vote 
again  on  the  UMT  provision  seems  to  me 
to  reopen  the  whole  issue  and  to  post¬ 
pone  an  actual  and  constructive  pro¬ 
gram  of  universal  military  training. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
even  under  the  Senate  bill,  which  was 
preferable  to  the  conference  report  bill, 
the  Congress  would  have  been  com¬ 
pelled  to  enact  legislation  for  a  code  of 
conduct  before  men  could  have  been 
handled  in  a  universal  military  training 
program. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
for  what  he  has  said.  One  observation^ 
I  wish  to  make  to  the  Senator  and  to* 
his  distinguished  committee  is  that,  in 


view  of  this  bill,  which  could  well  be 
passed  here  today  and  become  law,  and 
according  to  the  figures  that  I  have  read, 
there  will  be  a  plentiful  supply  of  young 
men  able  to  go  into  the  service. 

I  hope  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
the  committee  will  appoint  a  subcom¬ 
mittee  to  look  into  the  possibility  of  re¬ 
leasing  those  men  who  have  served  over¬ 
seas,  so  that  those  who  have  carried 
the  burden  of  World  War  II  shall  not 
be  required  to  carry  a  further  and  ad¬ 
ditional  burden. 

I  read  yesterday  in  the  Record,  that 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  has  said 
that  on  several  occasions  the  committee 
has  requested  the  formulation  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  concerning  the  Reserves. 

On  last  Friday  representatives  of  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  who  are  handling 
the  Reserve  program  were  in  my  office. 
They  admitted  that  today  there  are  600,- 
000  reservists  in  the  service.  The  only 
program  under  which  they  can  release 
some  of  those  now  in  service  is  by  call¬ 
ing  for  more  reservists  who  have  already 
served.  When  we  stop  to  think  that 
in  1951  there  will  be  411,000  men  avail¬ 
able  for  service,  and  in  1952  some  906,- 
000,  certainly  no  one  could  possibly 
justify  all  the  additional  sacrifice  and 
burden  we  are  asking  the  veterans  of 
World  War  II  to  carry.  The  only  pro¬ 
gram  is  to  call  for  moi'e  reservists  who 
have  already  served. 

I  certainly  hope  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia  will  appoint  a 
subcommittee  of  his  committee- to  look 
into  the  problem,  and  see  whether  there 
is  some  fair  and  equitable  way  to  handle 
the  program  so  that  reservists  now  on 
active  duty  can  be  returned  to  civilian 
life. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  I  share 
the  Senator’s  concern.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  we  had  no  reserve  program  on  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities  in  Korea.  There 
have  been  any  number  of  hardship  cases, 
many  of  which  are  inexcusable.  The 
only  excuse  offered  is  that  the  armed 
services  did  not  have  information  on  the 
Reserves.  They  should  have  had,  but 
they  did  not.  However,  under  the  pro¬ 
gram  which  the  Department  has  ap¬ 
proved  all  the  reservists  who  served 
more  than  12  months  in  World  War  II 
will  be  released  within  12  months,  in 
the  case  of  the  Army  and  the  Air  Force, 
and  as  soon  after  12  months  as  trained 
replacements  are  available  in  the  case 
of  the  Navy. 

We  are  undertaking  to  move  toward 
the  consideration  of  a  comprehensive  re¬ 
serve  program  which  will  be  equitable 
and  effective.  As  soon  as  the  committee 
is  able  to  direct  its  attention  to  legisla¬ 
tive  matters  we  intend  to  go  into  the 
reserve  program.  A  subcommittee  of 
the  House  Committee  on  Armed  Services 
has  been  conducting  hearings  for  sev¬ 
eral  weeks.  There  can  be  no  question 
about  the  many  inexplicable  aspects  of 
the  program  as  it  was  conducted  for  sev¬ 
eral  months.  I  think  the  services  now 
have  more  information,  and  I  believe 
they  will  be  a  little  more  selective. 

I  share  the  Senator’s  feeling  that  there 
should  be  an  equitable  distribution  of 
the  dangers  of  combat,  and  that  men 
who  served  more  than  12  months  in 
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World  War  II  should  not  be  called  back 
to  active  duty  short  of  an  all-out  emer¬ 
gency  that  would  require  their  additional 
service. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  I  thank  the  Senator. 

I  know,  from  my  association  with  re¬ 
servists  who  served  in  the  last  war  that 
they  will  be  willing  to  serve  again  in  the 
event  of  total  war.  Eighty  percent  of 
the  officers  in  Korea  are  reservists.  If 
we  are  cutting  down  the  size  of  the  draft 
it  does  not  envision  any  relief  for  those 
men,  or  even  any  rotation.  When  the 
men  in  charge  of  the  reserve  program 
try  to  explain  it  they  merely  say,  “We 
are  going  to  call  up  additional  reservists 
to  take  the  place  of  those  who  are  now 
in  the  service.” 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Of  course,  the  Senator 
understands  that  there  are  many  thou¬ 
sands  of  Reserve  officers  in  the  country 
who  did  not  serve  in  World  War  II.  The 
services  always  like  to  retain  the  men 
they  know  can  do  what  is  required.  They 
are  always  reluctant  to  make  a  change 
so  long  as  things  are  moving  satisfac¬ 
torily.  But  there  is  a  rotation  program 
in  Korea;  men  are  going  to  be  rotated 
at  the  rate  of  20,000  a  month,  and  I  think 
most  of  the  hardship  cases  will  be  alle¬ 
viated  in  the  very  near  future. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  The  Senator  will 
agree  that  the  program  does  not  envi¬ 
sion  releasing  thl*  men  back  to  civilian 
life,  but  will  merely  bring  the  boys  back 
for  duty  here  for  a  while,  and  then,  if 
necessary,  send  them  back. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  That  is  correct. 
There  is  a  provision  which  permits  an 
inactive  reservist  who  is  a  veteran  to  be 
released  when  he  has  served  17  months. 
That  may  be  done  on  his  own  motion, 
if  he  so  desires. 

Mr.  SMATHERS.  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  read  a  letter  which,  among 
many  others,  I  received  a  few  days  ago; 

We  in  Korea  would  like  to  know  the  j 
answer  to  a  few  questions.  Why  is  the  Gov-  l 
ernment  calling  reserves,  extending  the  re-  j 
serve  program,  and,  at  the  same  time,  cut-  [ 
ting  the  draft?  When  are  they  going  to  j 
start  sending  reserves  home  from  Korea? 

What  happened  to  the  18-year-old  soldier  : 
that  they  claimed  was  the  best  in  World  ; 
War  II?  Why  do  they  now  say  that  older  j 
men  are  needed?  We  veterans  of  World  l 
War  II  and  this  so-called  police  action  are  j 
getting  quite  weary.  We  have  fought  one  i 
war  and  now  completed  6  months  over  here,  i 

It  seems  to  me  that  we  must  build  up  • 
from  the  bottom  if  these  men  are  to  be 
relieved.  I  am  confident  that  the  Sen¬ 
ator  agrees  with  me,  as  well  as  do  the 
other  members  of  the  committee,  that  , 
it  is  not  fair,  right,  or  just  for  the  men  j 
who  served  so  valiantly  and  made  such  : 
sacrifices  in  World  War  II  to  have  this  ; 
burden  placed  upon  them  again. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Georgia  for  j 
his  remarks. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  ques¬ 
tion  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

The  report  was  agreed  to. 

CONFIRMATION  OP  NOMINATldljS  IN 
ARMY,  NAVY,  AND  MARINE' CORPS 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mi-.  President,  I  send 
to  the„,desk'  a  unanimous  report  of  the 
Armed  Services  Committee  on  certain 


nominations,  and,  as  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion,  I  ask  that  the  nominations  be  con¬ 
firmed  and  the  President  immediately 
notified. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  I  under¬ 
stand,  the  nominations  are  unanimously 
reported  by  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Armed  .Services.  Is  my  understanding 
correct? 

Mr.  BRIDGES.  It  is  correct;  and 
there  are  Very  definite  reasons  why  the 
nominatioris  should  be  confirmed  today. 

Mr.  HILL.',  I  have  no  objection. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without  ob¬ 
jection,  the  nominations  are  confirmed, 
and  the  President  will  be  notified. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  while  the 
Senate  is  transacting  business  as  in  ex¬ 
ecutive  session,  iVvonder  if  we  might 
confirm  the  one  nomination  on  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Calendar. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  clerk 
will  read  the  nomination  on  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Calendar.  \ 

COLLECTOR  OF  CUSTOMS 

The  legislative  clerk  re\d  the  nomi¬ 
nation  of  William  J.  Store'h.  to  be  col¬ 
lector  of  customs  for  customs  collec¬ 
tion  district  No.  16,  with  headquarters 
at  Charleston,  S.  C. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  tym*1011*' 
objection,  the  nomination  is  confirmed; 
and,  without  objection,  the  President 
will  be  immediately  notified. 

THE  CARTER  BARRON  AMPHITHEATER 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  <t)n 
May  25  last  there  occurred  certain  exer¬ 
cises  in  the  District  of  Columbia  dedi-, 
eating  the  Carter  Barron  Amphitheater. \ 
The  amphitheater  was  named  in  honor,  \ 


read  by  Mr.  Walter  Pidgeon  on  the  sar 
occasion  be  printed  separately  in 
Appendix  of  the  Record. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  Without 
jection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

[The  remarks  and  eulogy  apr 
the  Appendix  of  today’s  Record.]/ 

THE  ADMINISTRATION’S  CONSOLIDATED 

PROGRAM  OF  FOREIGN  SPENDING 

Mr.  BUTLER  of  Nebraska.,  Mr.  Pres¬ 
ident,  some  weeks  ago,  on  March  30  of 
this  year,  to  be  exact,  I  warned  the  Sen¬ 
ate  that  the  administration  was  then 
planning  to  present  to  ■Congress,  in  a 
dressed-up  form,  a  consolidated  program 
of  foreign  spending  which  exceeds  in 
size  and  scope  even/ all  those  foreign 
hand-out  programs  we  have  indulged  in 
during  the  past  few  years.  I  warned 
that  this  program  would  no  doubt  in¬ 
volve  a  continuation  of  ECA,  even 
though  Europe  ,has  now  reached  and 
passed  the  standard  of  living  and  pros¬ 
perity  which  it  had  attained  before  the 
war  even  started.  I  said  that  it  would 
probably  include  elements  of  point  4, 
military  assistance,  and  all  the  other 
various  foreign-aid  proposals  we  have 
embarked  on,  more  or  less  wrapped  up 
in  a  single  package.  I  pointed  out  that 
the  proposal  would  probably  encompass 
assistance  to  any  nation  on  the  face  of 
the  earth  which  managed  to  stay  in  the 
good  graces  of  the  United  States  State 
Department.  I  mentioned  some  of  the 
rumors  that  had  been  floating  around  as 
to  the  gigantic  size  of  the  expenditures 
.envisioned  under  this  “Operation  cos¬ 
mic,”  as  it  has  been  termed. 

Now  we  have  before  us  the  President’s 


of  Carter  Barron,  a  man  who  lived  in  Npiessage  on  a  so-called  mutual-security 


Washington  for  the  past  several  yeafs 
and  who,  I  assume,  was  known  to  mbst 
Senators.  My  own  relations  with  him 
were  very  intimate.  He  spent  piany 
week  ends  on  the  farm  where  I  make  my 
home,  and  in  our  back  yard.  He  was  one 
of  the  finest,  sweetest,  most  unselfish 
characters  who  ever  lived.  It  is  very  fit¬ 
ting  that  this  amphitheater  should  be 
dedicated  to  his  memory. 

Mr.  HILL.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HILL.  I  did  not  have  the  privi¬ 
lege  of  knowing  Mr.  Carter  Barron  as 
well  as  did  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Georgia,  but  I  knew  him  fairly 
well.  I  will  say  that  I  never  knew  a 
man  who  had  a  finer,  a  higher  sense  of 
public  service,  who  tried  to  do  more  for 
his  fellow  men,  with  less  regard  for  him¬ 
self  and  how  it  might  affect  him,  than 
did  the  close  friend  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Georgia,  about  whom  he 
has  just  spoken.  I  am  delighted  that 
the  Senator  from  Georgia  has  paid  this 
tribute  to  the  memory  of  Carter  T.  Bar¬ 
ron. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  Carter 
Barron  was  selfless  in  his  public  serv¬ 
ice,  and  absolutely  unselfish  in  his  serv¬ 
ice  to,  his  friends. 

Mr.  President,  I  ask  that  the  remarks 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  at 
th,e  dedication  of  the  Carter  Barron  Am¬ 
phitheater  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  May 
25, 1951,  and  the  eulogy  to  Carter  Barron. 


program,  and  it  is  clear  that  my  fore¬ 
casts  were  entirely  too 'correct.  The 
amount  requested  for  the  coming  year 
hitfK,  a  record  high — $8,500,000,000  for 
grants,  plus  $1,000,000,000  in  additional 
lending-  authority  for  the  Export-Import 
Bank,  a  total  of  $9,500,000,000.  That 
figure  is'  far  in  excess  of  total  expendi¬ 
tures  of  hie  Federal  Government  for  all 
purposes  during  any  of  the  years  of  Mr. 
Roosevelt’sXadministration  through  the 
fiscal  year  1940 — up  to  the  beginning  of 
the  war.  And  Mr.  Roosevelt  was  con¬ 
sidered  a  pretty  good  spender. 

Mr.  President,  this  program,  if  en¬ 
acted,  will  far  outstrip  any  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  foreign-aid  ^programs  which  have 
been  adopted.  The  most  recent  period 
for  which  we  have  detailed  figures  cover¬ 
ing  Federal  grants  and  loans  to  foreign 
countries  is  the  calendar  year  1950.  In 
that  year,  our  total  spending  for  such 
purposes  amounted  to  four  billion  five 
hundred  and  thirty-one  trillion  dollars, 
compared  with  the  nine  and  a  half 
billion  dollars  the  President'now  requests 
for  next  year.  At  this  particular  time, 
when  the  most  stringent  economy  is  ab¬ 
solutely  essential  in  order  to  balance  the 
budget  and  check  the  rising  cost  of  liv¬ 
ing,  the  President  seems  to  have'-thrown 
the  very  notion  of  financial  sanity  to  the 
winds.  Instead  of  cutting  back  the  for¬ 
eign  assistance  figure,  he  asks  us  to 
double  it.  \ 

This  program,  if  enacted,  will  have  one 
further  distinction.  It  will  carry  the 
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jjuvypttujD  until  Mon.,  June  11  (n.  6427).  Legi^Uvo^^grOT  for  next  ucr^,  as 
S^Wcod  ly  Majority  111  ip  Priest:  Mon.,  aeronautics  research;  Taos.,  nmy^ril 
anpropriation  lill;  remainder  of  week,  undetermined  (p.  3419). 


o. 


-2- 

SEFATE 


g.  %ABOR-FEDHBAL-  SECURITY  APPRCPRIAT IOW  BILL,  1952.  Began  debate  on  this  hill 

H»  R.  3709 ,  which  had  been  reported  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate,  \&tyt rxicnd- 
nb^ts,  by  the  Appropriations  Committee  (S.  Rept.  326)  (pp.  b377~2>7,  630-95). 
Agreed  to  the  committee  anendmont s  en  bloc,  except  the  amendments  reducing 
salary,  items  by  5  percent,  but  agreed  that  amendments  may  be  of fcre^/latcr  to 
the  amendments  agreed  to  (pp.  6329—91) • 

In  reporting  the  bill,  the  committee  struck  out  the  House  amendment  ( so- 
called  Jensen  amendment)  to  prohibit  the.  filling  of  25p  pf  the  j^icancics  which 
nay  occur  during  the  fiscal  year  1952,  and  inserted  instead  provisions  (so- 
callcd  Cordon^ amendment)  "to  reduce  each  appropriation  by  not"'  less  than  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  estimate  for  personal-  services,  but  not  in  addition  to  reductions 
already  approved  and  to  make  available  with  respect  to.  eych  appropriation  not 
more  than  95  percent  of  the  estimate  for  personal  services  for  that  purpose. n 
The  committee  also liner cased  by  $610,459  the  funds  f orjCurcau  of  Srplo^mcnt 
Security'-,  and  increased  by  $12,000,000  the  funds  for  jpaynent s  to  school  dis- 


■  -  ■-  ■  <-■»  r  T' 

tricts , .  Office  of  Education.  (For  excerpts  from  tiyf  comm  it  toe  remort  see  end 

of  this  Digest.) 

Son.  Ferguson  submitted  (for  himself  and  Senjf.  Byrd,  Cherry,  Taft,  Bridges, 
Williams,  and  Dirksen)  an  Amendment /reduce  by  ^percent  (in  addition  to  the  cut 
proposed  in  the  Cordon  amendment )  each  amount /so e c if icd  for  personnel  services 


in  the  budget  estimates  (p.  5491)*  Sen.  Ferguson  said  that  if  his  amendment 


prevails  in  addition  to  the  CbVdon  anendme 


it  would  have  the  effect  of  re¬ 


ducing  the  total  amount  for  mcrsenal  services  by  10  percent 


PERSONNEL.  The  "Daily  Digest"  stati 


the  subcommittees  on  Civil  Service 


and  Postal  Service  (of  the  Post  Off ike  and  Civil  Service  Committee)  "agreed  to 
an  increase  in  pay  for  Government  employees ,  in  connection  with  their  study 
of  S.  622. . .  and  S.  355*  ..as  follows:  ijhe  subcommittees  agreed  to  report  to 
the  full  committee,  at  its  next  Meeting, \n  proposed  pay  increase  for  Government 
employees  embodied  in  the  so-called  Pastor\  plan,  which  provides  for  an  g.g- 


perccnt  increase  to  the  Cla.ss  indication  Act  Salaries,  placing  a  flat  $.200  coil¬ 


ing  on  the  increase.  This  SCS  percent  is  applied  to  the  entrance  grades  up  to 
the  first  15  grades,  at  vbjrch  point  the -$200  coiling  takes  over  and  is  applied 
to  the  top  4  grades.  Foropostal  employees,  the  \.2-pcr cent  increase  v/as  also 
agreed  upon. .. "  (p.  D^S4.) 


Sen.  Byrd  insertedrthe  report  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduction  of  IToncs- 


sontial  Federal  Expenditures  on  civilian  employment 
for  April  1951  (pp^370~4) . 


the  executive  branch 


10.  SUGAR  TREATY.  Received  from  the  President  a  protocol  prolonging  until  August 
31,  1951  the  ijftcr national  agreement  of  1937  regarding  the ^regulation  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  of  sugar?  to  Foreign  Relations  Committle  (p.  6395)* 


11.  PRICE  CONTROLS.  Sen.  Hood;7"  inserted  Bernard  Baruch* s < letter  urging  the  contin¬ 
uation  ojr  price,  wage,  rent  and  other  mobilization  controls  (pp.\6376— 7)  • 


12.  FOREIGJTTFADE?  STRATEGIC  MATERIALS.  Sen.  Wherry  spoke  in  support  oXthc  Hem 
amendment  to  the  Third  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1951 »  which  prohibits 
ecofponic  assistance  to  countries  which  sell  war-potential  goods  to  Russia,  or 
" Ts  satellites  (pp.  6375— o). 


DILLS  INTRODUCED 


!.  TRANS? ORTAT  ION.  S.  Io03 ,  by  Sen.  Johnson,  Colo.,  to  assure  allocations  for 
freight  ca.rs  and  locomotives?  to  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  (p.  6374). 
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Mr.  RANKIN.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  want  to  know  if 
the  gentleman  has  consulted  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  committee  on  this  propo¬ 
sition.  v 

Mr.  KEATING.  The  chairman  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee? 

Mr.  RANKIN.  The  chairman  of  the 
committee  that  handled  it. 

Mr.  KEATING.  It  is  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  that  handled  it  at 
whose  request  I  am  presenting  the  bill; 
yes. 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Who  is  the  gentleman 
on  this  side  of  the  aisle  who  is  in 
charge  of  it?  \ 

Mr.  KEATING.  ThU-.  gentleman  from 
New  York  [Mr.  Celler]  is  chairman  of 
the  committee  and  has  requested  me  to 
present  this  matter  to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York  [Mr.  Keating]  ? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Senate  amendments  were  agreed 
to. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table.  \ 

CORRECTION  OP  THE  RECORD 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  correct  the  Rec¬ 
ord.  Yesterday,  on  page  6350,  I  said 
in  response  to  the  lady  from  Illinois: 

I  would  point  out  to  the  gentlewoman 
that  the  order  wiping  out  segregation  in  the 
Armed  Forces  was  the  greatest  victory  that 
Stalin  has  won  since  Yalta. 

The  reporter  left  out  the  words  “the 
order  wiping  out.” 

I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the 
Record  be  corrected  accordingly,  Mr, 
Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Witho 
objection,  the  Record  will  be  correc 
accordingly. 

There  was  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE 

Mr.  RANKIN.  Mr.  Speaker,/ 1  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  address  tae  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  apd  extend 
my  remarks. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempos^.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  o^the  gentle 
man  from  Mississippi? 

There  was  no  objection 

[Mr.  RANKIN 'addr 
His  remarks  will  appea 
Appendix.  ] 

Mr.  KLEIN.  Mrf  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consenUto  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  t p  revise  and  extend  my 
remarks.  j 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  th|T request  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  Yo^/k? 

There  wa^  no  objection. 

PRICE  FIXING  ON  FOOD  COMMODITIES 

Mr.  KLjfilN.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentle¬ 
man  froqfil  Mississippi  [Mr.  Rankin]  gets 
up  hererand  accuses,  as  he  usually  does, 
people/who  are  trying  to  better  the  liv¬ 
ing  conditions  of  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try,  ,6f  being  Communists.  Every  time 
we/ry  to  do  something  constructive  he 
caJ5s  it  communism. 

?hen  we  had  TVA,  that  was  not  com- 
ihunism.  When  we  try  to  help  the  con¬ 


IOUSE 


sumers  of  this  country,  when  we  try  to 
keep  prices  down,  when  we  try  to  have 
rent  control,  the  gentleman  comes  up 
with  that  eternal  cry  of  “communism.” 
He  cannot  have  any  constructive  oppo¬ 
sition.  He  therefore  resorts  to  name 
calling.  It  is  the  old  case  of  the  boy 
crying,  “Wolf,  wolf”  so  often  that  nobody 
paid  attention  to  him.  That  is  the  effect 
that  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  is 
having  upon  us. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
has  .expired. 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACC 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
the  conference  report  on  the  bill  (S.  1) 
to  provide  for  the  common  defense  and 
security  of  the  United  States  and  to  per¬ 
mit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  man¬ 
power  resources  of,  the  United  States  by 
authorizing  universal  military  training 
and  service,  and  for  other  purposes,  and 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  state¬ 
ment  be  read  in  lieu  of  the  report. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  , 
from  Georgia? 

There  was  no  objection. 

CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  a  point  of 
order.  I  make  the  point  of  order  that  j 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

Tire  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Evi¬ 
dently  there  is  no  quorum  present. 

Ir.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
<11  of  the  House. 

A  call  of.. the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 


lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names : 

[toll  No.  72] 

Angell 

Gwinn 

Moulder 

Blatnik 

HarriSon,  Wyo. 

Murray,  Wis. 

Boggs,  La. 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

O’Konski 

Boykin 

Hoffman,  Mich.  Poage 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Jones,  Mo. 

Poulson 

Carnahan 

Kearns 

Powell 

Cox 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Preston 

Crawford 

Kennedy 

Rabaut 

Curtis.  Nebr. 

Kilburn 

Reed,  Ill. 

Dawson 

Kilday 

. Sabath 

Dingell 

LeCompte 

Sheehan 

Durham 

Lyle 

Shelley 

Evins 

McCarthy 

Smith,  Kans. 

Flood 

Merrow 

Stanley 

Fugate 

Miller,  Calif. 

Tayler 

Gillette 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Winstead 

Gossett 

Morton 

Wood,  Ga. 

ded  the  House, 
hereafter  in  the 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  On  this 
roll  call  376  Members  have  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 

with,  _  _ _ 

UNIVERSAL  MILITARY  TRAINING  AND 
SERVICE  ACT 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
Clerk  will  read  the  statement  of  the 
managers  on  the  part  of  the  Plouse. 

The  Clerk  read  the  statement. 

(For  conference  report  and  statement, 
see  proceedings  of  the  House  of  May  31, 
1951.) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  15  minutes. 

(Mr.  VINSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re- 
marks  ) 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  if  th« 
membership  followed  the  Clerk  as  he 
read  the  statement  of  the  managers  on 


the  part  of  the  House,  you  no  doubt 
gathered  a  full  knowledge  of  what  was 
accomplished  in  the  conference  which 
was  held  between  the  House  and  the 
other  body.  No  bill  in  recent  years  has 
been  considered  as  carefully  as  this  bill. 
For  3  months  the  House  Committee-  on 
Armed  Services  conducted  extensive 
hearings  on  the  matter.  For  2  weeks  it 
was  debated  here  in  the  House.  For  6 
weeks  it  was  considered  by  the  House 
conferees.  In  my  opinion,  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  represents  a  better  bill  than 
that  originally  passed  by  the  House,  and, 
of  course,  a  better  bill  than  that  origi¬ 
nally  passed  by  the  Senate.  By  the  free 
exchange  of  views  which  prevailed 
throughout  the  conference,  I  believe  we 
have  prepared  legislation  to  which  no 
one  can  find  any  serious  objection. 

I  can  state,  with  a  certain  amount  of 
pride,  that,  generally  speaking,  the 
House  position  prevailed  in  most  of  the 
major  issues  at  stake,  particularly  with 
respect  to  the  draft  age  and  universal 
service.  There  were  approximately  25 
major  areas  of  disagreement,  all  of 
which  have  been  settled  satisfactorily. 
The  most  significant  is  the  agreement 
with  respect  to  the  requirement  that 
Congress  must  take  another  look  at  uni¬ 
versal  military  training  before  it  can  be 
put  into  operation.  I  stated  to  the  House 
originally  that  I  felt  that  Congress 
should  have  another  opportunity  to  ex¬ 
amine  this  feature  in  greater  detail  and 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  conference 
report  requires  such  a  procedure. 

Before  I  explain  the  conference  report 
in  greater  detail,  I  would  like  to  express, 
publicly  and  for  the  record,  my  appre¬ 
ciation  for  the  outstanding  statesman¬ 
ship  displayed  during  the  conferences 
held  on  this  bill  by  my  good  friend  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Short], 

Mr.  Short’s  opposition  to  universal 
military  training  at  this  time  is  well 
known. 

But,  setting  aside  his  personal  con¬ 
victions,  and  acting  as  a  conferee  of  the 
House,  he  carried  out  the  wishes  of  a 
majority  of  the  House  as  expressed  in 
the  House  bill  that  was  sent  to  con¬ 
ference. 

At  no  time  did  he  let  his  personal  con¬ 
victions  sway  him  from  supporting  the 
views  of  the  House,  and  his  contribu¬ 
tion  to  the  tremendous  task  of  recon¬ 
ciling  the  two  bills  helped  greatly  in  the 
preparation  of  what  I  consider  to  be  an 
outstanding  report. 

He  deserves  the  thanks  of  the  entire 
membership,  for  he  was  placed  in  a  dif¬ 
ficult  position.  It  was  not  an  easy  task 
to  set  aside  sincere  and  honestly  held 
views  toward  a  vital  subject,  and  act  as 
an  agent  of  the  House  in  a  matter  that 
passed  the  House  against  his  views. 

I  want  to  also  express  my  personal 
gratitude  to  the  other  House  managers, 
for  their  faithful  attendance,  their  pa¬ 
tience,  and  their  very  important  contri¬ 
butions  to  the  report. 

Mr.  Brooks,  Mr.  Kilday,  Mr.  Durham, 
Mr.  Cole  of  New  York,  and  Mr.  Arends, 
are  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  House 
for  a  highly  important  job  well  done. 

Now  I  hope  that  all  of  the  Members 
will  give  me  their  attention  while  I  ex¬ 
plain  the  report  in  detail,  for  this  is  the 
most  important  measure  that  will  be 
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considered  during  this  session  of  the 
Congress. 

I  can  say  with  sincerity  that  I  believe 
it  warrants  the  unanimous  support  of 
the  House  membership. 

The  universal  military  training  and 
service  bill  agreed  upon  by  the  House  and 
Senate  conferees  contains  the  follow¬ 
ing  salient  features: 

draft  for  service  in  the  armed  forces 

First.  Termination  of  Draft  Act:  The 
authority  to  induct  into  the  Armed 
Forces  has  been  extended  for  4  years 
and  will  terminate  on  July  1,  1955.  When 
the  bill  passed  the  House  we  extended 
it  3  years.  The  Senate  had  no  time 
limit  on  it.  We  took  the  position — and 
we  think  rightly  so — that  in  all  emer¬ 
gency  legislation  there  should  be  a  ter¬ 
mination  date.  That  had  been  the  phi¬ 
losophy  of  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services  where  we  enact  emergency  legis¬ 
lation. 

Second.  Period  of  service:  The  period 
of  service  for  persons  inducted  in  the 
Armed  Forces  is  24  months.  When  we 
passed  the  bill  in  the  House  it  was  26 
months.  The  Senate  had  24  months, 
and  we  agreed  to  24  months.  Thus, 
draftees  can  only  be  held  in  the  service 
for  24  months. 

Third.  Registration:  This  law  applies 
to  all  male  citizens  of  the  United  States 
and  every  other  male  person  now  or 
hereafter  in  the  United  States  between 
the  ages  of  18  and  26.  Thus  the  age 
for  registration  applies  to  all  males  be¬ 
tween  the  ages  of  18  and  26.  Classifica¬ 
tion  for  induction  purposes  will  take 
place  as  soon  as  practicable  following 
registration 

Fourth.  Draft  age:  The  age  fixed  for 
induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  is  from 
18V2  to  26,  but  no  one  can  be  drafted 
into  the  Armed  Forces  by  any  local  board 
if  there  is  available  within  that  local 
board  any  person  between  the  age  of  19 
through  26. 

Fifth.  Reduction  of  physical  and  men¬ 
tal  standards:  The  physical  standards 
for  induction  will  be  those  that  prevailed 
in  January  of  1945;  the  mental  stand¬ 
ards  will  be  established  on  the  basis  of 
a  percentile  score  of  10  which  corre¬ 
sponds  to  a  General  Classification  Test 
score  of  65.  The  new  mental  standards, 
therefore,  are  a  reduction  of  3  from  the 
present  percentile  score  minimum  of  13 
and  a  reduction  of  5  from  the  previous 
standard  of  70  heretofore  established  by 
law  as  a  minimum  General  Classification 
Test  score  for  induction.  The  reduction 
should  result  in  reclassification  or  mak¬ 
ing  available  for  induction  approxi¬ 
mately  150,000  men  who  have  hereto¬ 
fore  or  would  shortly  be  classified  as 
IV-F. 

Sixth.  Ceiling  on  the  Armed  Forces: 
When  the  House  passed  the  bill  there 
was  no  ceiling  as  to  the  strength  of  the 
armed  services.  An  effort  was  made  in 
the  committee  on  several  occasions  to 
write  in  a  ceiling,  and  we  had  one  or  two 
teller  votes  on  the  question,  but  no  ceil¬ 
ing  was  put  on.  However,  the  Senate 
wrote  a  ceiling  of  4,000,000  men.  So 
we  compromised  by  putting  the  ceiling 
at  5,000,000  men. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mi*.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 


Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  wanted  to  ask  the 
gentleman  a  question  relative  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  House  bill  concerning  the 
utilization  of  the  schools  and  colleges 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  explain  that,  if  I 
may,  a  little  later.  That  was  Mr.  Rogers’ 
amendment  about  schools.  When  I  dis¬ 
cuss  UMT  I  will  explain  that. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  before  he  goes  to  that? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  In  connection  with 
the  deferment  of  students  the  report  says 
that  college  students  may  be  deferred 
until  they  complete  their  academic  year, 
but  they  may  get  only  one  deferment. 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  exactly  what  the 
House  bill  said  when  it  passed  the  House. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  I  would  like  to  have 
the  gentleman  state  what  is  meant  by 
that  phrase  “as  far  as  further  deferments 
is  concerned.” 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  means  if  he  is  de¬ 
ferred  once,  he  cannot  again  obtain  a 
statutory  deferment.  That  is  all  it 
means. 

Mr.  HINSHAW.  But  it  does  not  mean 
that  he  cannot  go  on  with  his  studies  if 
the  draft  board  allows  him  to? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No;  if  he  falls  under  any 
deferment  that  the  President  may  pro¬ 
vide  by  regulation,  he  can,  of  course, 
qualify  for  further  deferment. 

Seventh.  Total  obligated  service:  Men 
will  be  required  to  serve  a  total  obligated 
period  of  service  of  8  years.  This  applies 
to  all  persons  inducted,  enlisted,  or  ap¬ 
pointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  inducted 
into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  The  total  period  of  obligated 
service  includes  active  duty,  training 
duty  in  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps,  and  active  or  inactive  service  in 
the  Reserve  components. 

Eighth.  Active  duty  for  reservists :  Re¬ 
servists  now  or  hereafter  ordered  to  ac¬ 
tive  duty  may  be  required  to  serve  24 
months.  The  authority  of  the  President 
to  order  all  reservists  to  active  duty  is 
extended  until  July  1,  1953. 

Ninth.  Release  of  reservists:  Any  re¬ 
servist,  officer,  or  enlisted  man  ordered  to 
active  duty  from  the  Volunteer  or  Inac- 
tice  Reserve  shall  be  released  to  inactive 
duty  upon  application  after  17  months 
of  active  duty  if  he  served  for  1  year  or 
more  on  active  duty  during  World 
War  II. 

All  time  spent  on  active  duty  since 
June  25,  1950,  counts. 

However,  the  Secretaries  of  the  mili¬ 
tary  departments  are  authorized  to  re¬ 
tain  reservists  on  active  duty  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  for  which  they  were  ordered  to 
active  duty  if  they  possess  a  rating  or 
specialty  found  to  be  critical,  and  if 
their  release  would  impair  efficiency. 

This  provision  is  not  to  be  construed 
as  a  minimum  period  of  active  duty  for 
veteran  reservists  ordered  to  active  duty 
from  the  Inactive  or  Volunteer  Reserve. 
The  military  departments  plan  to  release 
many  thousands  of  reservists  prior  to  the 
completion  of  17  months  of  active  duty. 

Tenth.  Deferment  of  students:  High- 
school  students  will  be  deferred  until  they 
graduate  from  high  school  or  attain  the 
age  of  20.  College  students  may  be  de¬ 


ferred  until  they  complete  their  aca¬ 
demic  year,  but  if  they  are  deferred  to 
complete  an  academic  year,  they  may  not 
thereafter  be  deferred  again  to  complete 
an  academic  year.  No  local  board  may 
be  required  to  defer  any  college  student 
based  upon  a  Government-sponsored  na¬ 
tional  test  score  or  upon  the  student’s 
class  standing. 

Eleventh.  Overseas  assignment:  Every 
person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces 
shall  be  given  a  period  of  not  less  than 
4  months  of  training  and  may  not  be 
assigned  for  duty  in  any  installation  lo¬ 
cated  on  land  outside  the  United  States, 
its  Territories  or  possessions,  until  after 
this  4-month  period  has  elapsed.  In 
addition,  no  member  of  the  Armed  Forces 
who  is  enlisted,  appointed,  or  ordered  to 
active  duty  shall  be  assigned  to  duty  at 
an  installation  located  on  land  outside 
the  United  States,  its  Territories  or  pos¬ 
sessions,  until  he  has  had  the  equivalent 
of  at  least  4  months  of  basic  training. 

Twelfth.  Enlistment  in  the  Regular 
Army:  Men  between  the  ages  of  18  years 
and  6  months  and  26  years  shall  be  of¬ 
fered  an  opportunity  to  enlist  in  the  Reg¬ 
ular  Army  for  a  period  of  24  months  and 
may  not  have  their  enlistment  involun¬ 
tarily  extended  except  in  time  of  war  or 
national  emergency. 

Thirteenth.  Extension  of  voluntary 
enlistments:  The  authority  to  involun¬ 
tarily  extend  enlistments  in  the  Regular 
and  Reserve  components  of  the  Armed 
Forces  is  extended  until  July  1,  1953. 
That  is,  all  enlistments  which  expire  after 
July  9,  1951,  may  be  extended  by  the 
President  for  12  months,  but  no  person 
shall  have  his  enlistment  extended  more 
than  once. 

Fourteenth.  Aliens:  All  aliens  admit¬ 
ted  for  permanent  residence  in  the 
United  States  shall  be  immediately  liable 
for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of 
the  United  States.  Aliens  admitted  to 
the  United  States  other  than  as  perma¬ 
nent  residents  who  remain  in  the  United 
States  for  1  year  or  more  shall  be  liable 
for  induction  unless  they  request  release 
from  service,  in  which  case  they  will  for¬ 
ever  be  debarred  from  citizenship. 

Fifteenth.  Conscientious  objectors: 
Subject  to  regulations  issued  by  the  Pres¬ 
ident,  persons  who  are  found  by  local 
boards  to  be  opposed  to  noncombatant 
service  shall  be  ordered  by  their  local 
boards  to  perform  civilian  work  contrib¬ 
uting  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest,  for  a  period 
of  24  months. 

A  conscientious  objector’s  refusal  to 
perform  such  work  will  subject  him  to 
the  penalties  of  the  Selective  Service  Act. 

Sixteenth.  Alcoholic  beverages:  The 
Secretary  of  Defense  is  given  the  author¬ 
ity  to  issue  regulations  controlling  the 
use  of  alcoholic  beverages  at  or  near 
military  camps.  Persons  who  knowingly 
violate  such  regulations  will  be  subject 
to  fine  and  imprisonment. 

Now,  I  would  like  to  turn  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  concerning  universal  military 
training.  When  we  had  up  the  question 
of  universal  military  training  during  the 
House  debate,  the  House  was  of  the  opin¬ 
ion,  I  am  sure,  that  Congress  should  know 
all  about  what  the  plan  should  be.  Thus, 
we  established  a  commission  and  we  es- 
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tablished  a  training  corps,  but  we  wrote 
a  provision  in  the  House  bill  which  stated 
that  no  person  could  be  inducted  until 
certain  things  took  place.  We  felt  that 
Congress  should  know  all  about  the  plan; 
and  we  have  brought  back  a  report  that 
carries  out  the  wishes  of  the  House  in 
that  respect. 

I  may  say  that  is  one  reason  it  was 
held  up  for  six  long  weeks.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  agreement  on  that,  instead 
of  having  this  conference  report  here 
today  there  would  probably  be  a  resolu¬ 
tion  to  extend  the  draft  law. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Well,  it  goes  a 
little  further  than  that.  It  is  not  simply 
that  Congress  has  to  know  all  about  it, 
but  the  Congress  has  to  approve  the  pro¬ 
gram? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  It  has 
to  enact  legislation. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  If  the  Commis¬ 
sion  reports  a  plan  to  the  Armed  Services 
Committee,  and  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  in  turn  submits  that  plan  as 
a  bill  to  the  Congress  within  the  45 -day 
limit  provision  in  the  section,  and  the 
House  or  the  Senate  or  both  reject  the 
plan  or  defeat  the  bill,  then  what  is  the 
situation? 

Mr.  VINSON.  No  man  can  be  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  Then  what 
does  the  Commission  do?  Does  it  sub¬ 
mit  a  new  plan? 

Mx*.  VINSON.  The  Commission,  I 
would  say,  would  try  to  work  up  some¬ 
thing  that  is  in  accordance  with  the 
views  of  Congress. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  And  it  would 
continue  in  operation  even  though  Con¬ 
gress  disapproved  its  recommendation? 

Mr.  VINSON.  It  would,  and  for  that 
reason  we  did  not  put  them  on  a  salary; 
we  put  them  on  a  per  diem  basis. 

Mr.  BROWN  of  Ohio.  With  the 
thought  that  they  would  not  work  if  they 
did  not  get  paid. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Exactly.  We  have  a 
good  bill,  Mr.  Speaker. 

I  must  now  continue  with  the  UMT 
phase  of  this  report.  The  recommenda¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission  comes  back ;  your 
Armed  Services  Committee  will  consider 
it  just  like  it  does  other  proposed  legisla¬ 
tion;  it  will  be  open  to  amendment  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  and  it  must  be  passed 
by  a  majority  of  a  quorum;  it  must  be 
signed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  become  a  law  before  any  man 
can  be  inducted  into  the  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Corps. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Georgia  that  I  am  very 
much  in  favor  of  that  as  he  heard  me 
attempt  to  express  myself  for  about  an 
hour  on  one  occasion.  With  reference 
to  this  matter  of  the  utilization  of  edu¬ 
cational  institutions,  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion  brings  in  its  report  as  outlined  un¬ 
der  section  7  is  it  distinctly  and  clearly 
understood  that  an  amendment  or  a 
proposal  for  the  utilization  of  schools 
and  colleges  and  the  educational  facili¬ 
ties  of  this  country  would  be  germane 
and  would  be  considered? 


Mr,  VINSON.  I  may  say  that  if  they 
submit  a  plan  any  Member  of  the  House, 
under  the  general  rules  of  germaneness, 
would  have  the  right  to  offer  any  amend¬ 
ment.  Here  is  what  we  decided  on  that 
point: 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  distin¬ 
guished  gentleman  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Rogers]  would  have  directed  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  submit  recommendations  to 
the  Congress  for  the  utilization  of  the 
schools  and  colleges  of  the  Nation  in  the 
universal  military  training  program. 
Both  the  Senate  conferees  and  the  House 
conferees,  after  considerable  discussion, 
agreed  that  this  matter  could  be  han¬ 
dled  by  the  Congress  when  the  plan  was 
submitted.  Its  elimination  from  the 
Commission’s  report  would  not  in  any 
way  preclude  the  consideration  of  such 
school  utilization  if  the  Congress  deems 
it  advisable  when  the  program  is  being 
considered  by  the  Congress. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Here  is  what  I  want 
to  appear  in  the  Record,  that  the  chair¬ 
man  believes  that  that  should  be  done, 
that  the  House  should  have  an  opportu¬ 
nity  to  consider  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  When  they  submit  it, 
if  it  is  not  in,  I  will  raise  that  point  for 
consideration  myself.  That  is  as  far  as 
I  can  go ;  I  cannot  guarantee  that  it  will 
be  passed,  but  it  will  be  considered  by 
the  committee,  and  I  am  satisfied  it  can 
be  considered  by  the  House. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  should  like  to  get  the 
chairman’s  view  with  respect  to  one 
thing  for  the  Record;  that  is,  conscien¬ 
tious  objectors. 

Mr.  VINSON.  In  the  Senate  bill  they 
established  work  camps. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  am  not  referring  to 
that;  but  in  the  extension  of  the  draft 
it  means  that  the  conscientious  objectors 
are  subject  to  the  local  draft  board;  is 
that  right? 

Mr.  VINSON.  That  is  right.  In  the 
Senate  bill,  as  I  say,  they  created  work 
camps;  in  our  report  we  have  worked 
out  a  method  whereby  a  conscientious 
objector  can  be  deferred  by  the  local 
draft  board  provided  he  is  engaged  in 
some  occupation  that  contributes  to  the 
welfare  or  the  defense  of  the  country. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  That  is  subject  to 
Presidential  regulation;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  gentleman  is  cor¬ 
rect;  it  is  subject  to  Presidential  regu¬ 
lation. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Will  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  explain  why  the  period  of  train¬ 
ing  for  inactive  and  volunteer  reserves 
was  increased  by  5  months  over  the 
House  provision? 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  inactive  reserves? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes;  the  inactive  and 
volunteer  reserves.  The  period  of  active 
service  was  increased  by  5  months  to  a 
total  of  17  months. 

Mr.  VINSON.  The  Senate  bill  had  no 
release  provision  with  respect  to  veteran 
inactive  and  volunteer  reservists.  The 
House  amendment  required  their  release 
after  12  months.  The  Senate  conferees 


objected  to  this  provision,  and  felt  that 
it  should  be  part  of  the  Reserve  legisla¬ 
tion  soon  to  be  considered.  We  finally 
agreed  to  the  provision  which  requires 
their  release  after  17  months,  but  it  is 
not  to  be  considered  a  minimum.  Under 
the  system  they  are  going  to  adopt,  'I 
doubt  whether  many  of  them  will  be  held 
more  than  17  months. 

Let  me  briefly  run  through  the  high 
lights  of  the  universal-military-training 
features: 

First.  The  conference  report  estab¬ 
lishes  a  National  Security  Training  Com¬ 
mission  composed  of  five  members. 

Three  members  must  be  civilians. 

Two  members  must  be  active  or  re¬ 
tired  member  of  the  Regular  components 
of  the  Armed  Forces. 

Not  more  than  two  of  the  three  civilian 
members  may  be  from  the  same  political 
party. 

The  members  must  be  confirmed  by 
the  Senate. 

The  Chairman  must  be  a  civilian. 

The  Commission  to  be  appointed  for  a 
term  of  years. 

Civilian  members  and  retired  members 
of  Armed  Forces  to  receive  $50  per  day 
while  engaged  in  work  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Second.  At  such  time  as  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  appointed,  a  National  Security 
Training  Corps  is  established. 

Third.  Duties  of  the  Commission: 

The  Commission,  subject  to  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  the  President,  is  given  the  author¬ 
ity  to  exercise  general  supervision  over 
the  training  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps. 

The  training  must  be  basic  military 
training. 

The  Commission  is  authorized  to  es¬ 
tablish  policies  and  standards  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  conduct  and  training  of 
members  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps. 

The  Commission  must  make  adequate 
provisions  for  the  moral  and  spiritual 
welfare  of  the  members  of  the  Corps. 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  will  desig¬ 
nate  the  military  departments  to  con¬ 
duct  the  training. 

The  military  departments  must  carry 
out  the  training  in  accordance  with  the 
policies  and  standards  established  by  the 
Commission. 

The  military  departments,  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense,  and  the  policies  and  standards  of 
the  Commission,  will  determine  the  type 
or  types  of  basic  military  training  to  be 
given  to  members  of  the  corps. 

Fourth.  Legislative  recommendations : 
Within  4  months  after  confirmation  of 
the  Commission,  the  Commission  must 
submit  to  the  Congress  legislative  pro¬ 
posals  which  shall  include,  but  not  be 
limited  to  (a)  an  outline  of  a  program 
deemed  by  the  Commission  and  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  make  sure  that  the  training  will 
be  of  a  military  nature  with  the  under¬ 
standing  that  the  Commission  will  not 
have  the  authority  to  authorize  the  basic 
type  or  types  of  training  to  be  given  to 
the  members  of  the  corps;  (b)  recom¬ 
mendations  with  respect  to  the  personal 
safety,  health,  welfare,  and  morals  of 
members  of  the  corps;  (c)  a  code  of  con- 
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duct;  (d)  recommendations  with  respect 
to  the  death  and  disability  benefits  and 
other  benefits  and  obligations  of  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  corps;  (e)  measures  neces¬ 
sary  to  implement  the  policies  and 
standards  to  be  established  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Fifth.  Recommendations  must  go  to 
the  Committees  on  Armed  Services:  (a) 
within  45  calendar  days  of  continuous 
sessions  of  Congress  the  Committees  on 
Armed  Services  must  report  a  bill  or  res¬ 
olution  to  their  respective  Houses  on  the 
recommendations;  (b)  such  bill  or  res¬ 
olution  will  be  privileged. 

Sixth.  No  inductions  to  take  place 
without  further  legislation:  No  parson 
can  be  inducted  for  universal  military 
training  until  after  Congress  has  enact¬ 
ed:  (a)  a  code  of  conduct  and  measures 
providing  disability  and  death  benefits 
for  members  of  the  corps;  and  the  Con¬ 
gress  (b)  has  considered  and  enacted 
into  law  all  or  a  portion  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  submitted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion;  ( c)  even  after  such  laws  have  been 
enacted,  no  person  can  be  inducted  un¬ 
til  either  the  President,  or  the  Congress 
by  concurrent  resolution,  reduces  or 
eliminates  the  period  of  service  in  the 
Armed  Forces  for  persons  below  the  age 
of  19. 

Seventh.  Age  for  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps:  At 
such  time  as  induction  into  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  is  authorized  all 
persons  then  or  thereafter  registered  at 
the  age  of  18  will  be  liable  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps.  In  other  words  men  will  be  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  after  arriving  at  the  age  of  18. 
There  will  still  be  a  period  of  time  in¬ 
volved  in  classifying  such  registrants, 
however,  so  that  generally  speaking,  it 
can  be  said  that  induction  into  the  Na¬ 
tional  Security  Training  Corps  will  take 
place  for  most  of  the  young  men  eligible 
for  that  training  at  the  age  of  18  years 
and  3  months.  Men  who  are  deferred 
from  induction  into  the  National  Secu¬ 
rity  Training  Corps  may  not  escape  lia¬ 
bility  for  induction  therein  merely  by 
remaining  deferred  until  they  pass  their 
nineteenth  birthday. 

Eighth.  Report  required  of  the  Com¬ 
mission:  The  Commission  must  submit 
comprehensive  reports  on  the  operation 
of  the  universal  military  training  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense  must 
do  likewise. 

Ninth.  Pay,  period  of  service,  and  no 
overseas  assignments  fixed  by  statute: 
Members  of  the  training  corps  will  re¬ 
ceive  $30  per  month  but  will  be  entitled 
to  the  benefits  of  the  Dependents  Assist¬ 
ance  Act  if  they  have  dependents.  Mem¬ 
bers  will  be  trained  for  6  months.  No 
person  can  be  assigned  for  training  at 
any  installation  located  on  land  outside 
the  continental  United  States — except 
residents  of  the  Territories  and  posses¬ 
sions  may  be  trained  in  the  area  from 
which  they  were  inducted. 

Tenth.  Termination  date  for  universal 
military  training:  The  conference  re¬ 
port  does  not  contain  any  termination 
date  for  universal  military  training  since 
this  matter  will  be  subject  to  congres¬ 
sional  action  when  the  required  imple¬ 


menting  legislation  is  considered  by  the 
Congress. 

I  sincerely  trust  the  report  will  be  over¬ 
whelmingly  approved. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  10  minutes  to  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Short]. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  can 
truthfully  say  never  have  I  sat  in  a  con¬ 
ference  where  legislation  was  more 
carefully  and  thoroughly  considered  as 
that  which  is  now  before  us.  I  must 
pause  just  long  enough  to  pay  my  re¬ 
spects  and  high  admiration  to  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia,  Mr.  Russell,  who 
acted  as  chairman  of  the  conference, 
for  his  eminent  fairness  at  all  times, 
for  his  courtesy,  his  kindness,  and  con¬ 
sideration.  Certainly,  he  does  not  ex¬ 
cel  the  champion  from  Georgia,  our  own 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Armed  Services  of  the  House 
[Mr.  Vinson]  who  stood  as  firm  as  the 
Rock  of  Gibraltar,  and  in  all  the  bitter 
wrangling  that  we  had  since  April  17  I 
found  out  that  whenever  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia,  Carl  Vinson,  makes  a 
promise  to  a  person,  he  keeps  it,  and  he 
certainly  kept  his  promise  to  the  Mem¬ 
bers  of  this  House.  As  you  know,  he 
accepted  an  amendment  which  would 
require,  before  UMT  went  into  effect, 
Congress  to  take  positive,  affirmative 
action,  and  if  he  had  not  changed  the 
original  bill  on  this  floor  by  accepting 
that  amendment,  it  never  would  have 
passed  this  House.  He  promised  us  at 
the  time  the  bill  was  passed  that  he 
would  insist  upon  that  chief  primary 
provision  in  the  legislation.  He  did,  and 
the  Senate — though  some  Senators  were 
pretty  stubborn  for  several  days — finally 
yielded  and  accepted  the  House  position. 

I  do  not  have  to  remind  Members  that 
always  I  have  opposed  peacetime  mili¬ 
tary  conscription.  I  know,  too,  that  a 
great  man  once  said,  “to  act  contrary 
to  conscience  is  neither  safe  nor  up¬ 
right.”  I  signed  this  conference  re¬ 
port,  but  I  do  not  want  anyone  to  think 
that  I  have  surrendered  or  capitulated. 
I  signed  it  because  I  was  acting  in  an 
official  capacity  as  a  manager  on  the 
part  of  this  House  to  maintain  the  House 
position.  I  think  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  is  bigger  than  any  individual 
or  any  party  or  any  faction  in  it. 
Though  I  spoke  against  and  voted 
against  the  bill  when  it  passed  the 
House,  I  felt  duty  bound  and  obligated 
to  go  along  with  the  House  conferees  in 
maintaining  the  position  of  the  House, 
and  for  that  reason  I  signed  the  con¬ 
ference  report.  Because  in  the  main 
the  House  provisions  prevailed. 

I  am  not  going  to  press  the  matter 
or  fuss  much  about  it.  Personally  I  do 
not  care  for  a  roll  call;  I  do  not  think  the 
chairman  of  our  committee  cares  for  it, 
though  I  am  informed  the  distinguished 
majority  leader  will  ask  for  a  roll  call  on 
this  conference  report,  and  if  we  do  have 
a  roll  call,  of  course,  I  would  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  vote  against  it,  because  I  would 
be  voting  as  an  individual,  my  own  per¬ 
sonal  convictions,  in  this  matter. 

From  the  start  I  felt  that  it  was  a 
grave  mistake  to  mix  UMT  with  the  draft 
law.  The  only  reason  they  were  put 
together  is  because  the  proponents  of 
this  legislation  realized,  I  think,  that  it 


is  now  or  never,  and  taking  advantage  of 
the  pressure  from  all  sides  and  the  emo¬ 
tionalism  and  hysteria  of  the  hour  they 
tied  the  two  in  together,  mixing  castor 
oil  with  the  orange  juice,  sugar-coating 
the  pill.  Of  coure  the  draft  at  this  time 
must  be  extended.  There  is  no  argu¬ 
ment  about  this.  I  thought  when  we 
first  considered  the  legislation  that  it 
would  have  been  much  better  for  us  to 
simply  extend  the  draft  for  the  time 
being  and  then  after  the  crises  subsided 
we  could  bring  in  a  new,  clean  UMT  bill 
and  consider  it  on  its  own  merits.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  General  MacArthur, 
since  we  considered  this  legislation,  in 
his  testimony  before  the  Senate  com¬ 
mittee,  agreed  to  this  position.  Fie 
thinks  it  would  have  been  wise  for  us  to 
have  separated  the  issues.  But,  it  has 
already  been  done,  and  you  have  no  al¬ 
ternative  in  the  matter  and  you  are 
going  to  be  called  upon  to  vote  on  this 
conference  report. 

I  am  not  going  to  quarrel  with  any 
man  as  to  how  he  shall  vote.  You  know, 
there  is  wisdom  in  multitude  of  counsel. 
You  may  be  right  and  I  may  be  wrong 
about  this  legislation.  I  think  the  chair¬ 
man  of  our  committee,  and  certainly 
most  of  our  professional  staff  members, 
will  tell  you  that  I  have  wrestled  with  my 
conscience  and  judgment  over  this  mat¬ 
ter  for  several  years,  particularly  in  re¬ 
cent  months,  and  they  know  that  I  will 
agree  to  have  some  type  of  military¬ 
training  bill  that  would  be  acceptable, 
not  only  to  me,  but  to  many  people  who 
feel  as  I  do  about  it.  Certainly,  i  do  not 
want  this  country  Prussianized,  and  I  do 
not  think  in  the  present  conference  re¬ 
port  there  is  any  grave  danger  of  our 
falling  completely  under  military  control 
as  long  as  three  of  the  members  of  this 
Commission  are  to  be  civilians  and  the 
Chairman  is  to  be  a  civilian,  always  un¬ 
der  civilian  control,  though  the  actual 
operational  part  of  the  program  must 
and  should  be  and  will  be  under  the  mili¬ 
tary.  Unless  the  training  is  military, 
there  is  no  justification  for  it  at  all. 

There  are  two  things  in  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  that  I  regret.  One  is  the 
period  of  service  which  was  extended 
from  the  present  law  of  21  to  24  months. 
The  Senate  bill  provided  for  24  months 
and  the  House  bill  26  months.  We 
yielded  to  the  Senate,  which  I  think  was 
really  a  victory  for  us,  so  we  cannot 
quarrel  over  that. 

The  period  of  obligated  service  for 
reservists  is  not  6  years  but  8  years,  a 
pretty  long  time,  yet  considering  world 
conditions  and  the  uncertainty  not  only 
of  today  but  of  the  future,  perhaps  for 
several  years  to  come,  8  years  is  perhaps 
not  too  much.  Who  knows?  I  don’t. 

The  most  objectionable  feature  in  the 
bill  is  the  treatment  we  give  to  the  re¬ 
servists,  the  release  of  reservists.  The 
Senate  had  no  provision  in  their  bill  at 
all  about  this.  We  had  a  provision  in 
our  bill  that  after  12  months  of  service 
these  boys  who  have  been  dragged  in, 
most  of  them  in  their  late  twenties  and 
early  thirties,  with  2  or  3  years  of  com¬ 
bat  in  World  War  II,  with  two  or  three 
children,  who  have  bought  a  farm  or 
built  a  house  or  gone  into  business  and 
had  their  education  seriously  inter- 
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nipted  already,  these  fellows  will  not  be 
released  after  12  months  as  provided  in 
the  House  bill  but  after  17  months. 

Of  course,  we  have  to  bear  in  mind 
that  it  usually  takes  a  month  to  get  a 
man  from  this  country  to  the  combat 
battle  line,  and  it  usually  takes  a 
month  after  he  stops  fighting  to  get  him 
back  home.  So  from  the  purely  finan¬ 
cial  point  of  view  this  is  a  good  pro¬ 
vision,  but  it  is  pretty  rough  and 
tough  on  these  reservists  who  had 
fought  so  valiantly  in  World  War  II. 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  I 
want  to  compliment  the  gentleman  on 
the  fine  statement  he  is  making.  In 
connection  with  the  17  months  serv¬ 
ice  of  an  inactive  reservist,  I  note  on 
page  18  of  the  conference  report  that 
there  is  an  out  for  the  military,  so  that 
they  can  continue  these  men  in  serv¬ 
ice  for  the  full  24  months,  if  their  re¬ 
lease  prior  to  the  completion  of  such 
time  would  impair  the  efficiency  of  the 
military  department  concerned. 

Mr.  SHORT.  That  is  true,  and  of 
necessity  it  must  be  that  way,  because 
you  cannot  yank  men  out  of  combat  in 
Korea  or  any  other  section  of  the  world 
unless  you  have  replacements  for  them. 
It  is  a  hardship,  but  war  is  hard.  I 
think  a  great  general  once  called  it  hell. 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  I  ap- 
precate  the  gentleman’s  answer  to  my 
question,  but  I  assume  that  the  con¬ 
ferees  in  interpreting  this  language  will 
insist  that  the  military  use  it  strictly  in 
accordance  with  the  language  laid  down 
by  the  committee,  that  they  are  not 
going  to  abuse  it,  and  will  limit  it  to 
such  ratings  as  radar  specialists  and 
people  that  they  cannot  get  otherwise. 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  am  very  happy  the 
gentleman  from  Washington  made  that 
statement,  because  I  share  his  appre¬ 
hension,  as  do  other  members  not  only 
of  our  committee  but  of  this  House.  We 
are  going  to  see  to  it  that  we  always 
keep  the  military  under  civilian  control 
in  this  country. 

Mr.  JACKSON  of  Washington.  Think 
of  the  inactive  first  lieutenant  who  is 
leading  a  platoon  out  in  Korea,  having 
led  one  in  World  War  II.  They  cannot 
say  they  cannot  get  other  lieutenants 
to  lead  infantry  troops.  I  do  not  want 
that  kind  of  interpretation  placed  on  it. 

Mr.  SHORT.  No,  I  do  not  think  any 
such  interpretation  would  be  given. 
Certainly  we  hope  not.  I  agree  with  the 
gentleman. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SHORT.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  ought  to  correct  his  statement  to 
provide  that  the  inactive  and  the  volun¬ 
teer  reserve  who  has  been  called  against 
his  wishes  is  the  one  who  will  have  to 
serve  17  months. 

Mr.  SHORT.  Yes,  that  is  absolutely 
right.  I  did  not  know  I  had  said  any¬ 
thing  differently.  They  can  be  released 
after  17  months,  including  time  on  active 
duty  since  June  25,  1950,  if  they  had 
served  12  months  during  the  shooting 


war,  December  7,  1941,  to  September  2, 
1945. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  are  certain  loop¬ 
holes  in  this  bill  which  I  do  not  like  but 
lack  of  time  prevents  my  discussing 
them.  I  do  hope  we  shall  never  accept 
the  Prussian  idea  of  a  single  Chief  of 
Staff. 

After  all,  this  bill  is  more  or  less  in¬ 
nocuous.  It  does  not  establish  universal 
military  training  but  merely  sets  up  a 
commission  which  shall  report  not  later 
than  4  months  after  the  enactment  of 
the  legislation,  a  plan  which  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Armed  Services  Commit¬ 
tees  of  both  Houses,  as  well  as  the  entire 
Congress  itself.  No  induction  into  the 
UMT  Corps  can  take  place  until  Con¬ 
gress  first  enacts  a  code  of  conduct, 
death,  and  disability  benefits.  The  Con¬ 
gress  must  take  positive  and  affirmative 
action  and  the  ultimate  outcome  of  this 
legislation  will  depend  on  the  kind  of 
program  which  is  submitted  to  us.  If  it 
is  a  good  and  workable  program  that 
will  not  bankrupt  the  Nation,  I  predict 
that  the  Congress  will  pass  it  almost 
unanimously. 

For  the  benefit  of  all  Members  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  the  excellent  analysis 
made  and  inserted  in  .the  Appendix  of 
the  Congressional  Record  of  yesterday, 
June  6,  page  A3486  by  our  distinguished 
and  able  colleague  from  Michigan,  the 
Honorable  Paul  W.  Shafer. 

(Mr.  SHORT  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  ArendsI. 

Mr.  BREHM.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  BREHM.  Is  the  gentleman  will¬ 
ing  to  state  unequivocally  that  accept¬ 
ance  of  this  conference  report  does  not 
make  it  mandatory  upon  Congress  to 
adopt  some  type  of  a  universal  military 
training  program  if  and  when  the  pro¬ 
posed  commission  reports  a  program? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  That  is  right;  in  my 
opinion,  it  is  absolutely  right. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  conference  report  on 
the  so-called  draft-UMT  bill  now  before 
us  is  the  end  result  in  the  long  legislative 
process  by  which  practically  every  phase 
of  the  Nation’s  mapower  problem  and 
every  feature  of  this  proposed  legislation 
has  been  thoroughly  considered.  I  do 
not  know  that  any  measure  has  been 
more  exhaustively  discussed  than  this 
one.  The  report  now  before  us  is  the 
end  product  hammered  out  on  the  anvil 
of  legislative  debate  over  a  period  of  sev¬ 
eral  months. 

The  bill  originally  reported  by  our 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  as  a  sub¬ 
stitute  to  the  Senate  bill,  was  itself  the 
result  of  extensive  hearings  and  thor¬ 
ough  examination.  It  was  then  earnest¬ 
ly  and  somewhat  vigorously  debated 
here  on  the  floor  under  a  liberal 
rule  allowing  3  days  of  general  debate 
and  any  amendment  the  House  in  its 
wisdom  saw  fit  to  adopt. 

When  the  bill  was  sent  to  conference 
there  were  approximately  20  points  of 
difference  between  the  House  and  Sen¬ 


ate  bills.  Some  were  minor  and  others 
were  of  vital  importance.  The  pending 
report  is  the  result  of  many  meetings  of 
the  conferees  and  long  hours  of  dis¬ 
cussion.  Every  single  point  of  disagree¬ 
ment  was  considered.  This  report  is  nec¬ 
essarily  the  product  of  compromise.  It 
could  not  be  otherwise. 

While  I  cannot  say  that  I  personally 
approve  every  single  provision  of  the  bill, 
I  am  sure  I  can  say  that  this  report  rep¬ 
resents  the  collective  judgment  of  the 
Congress.  As  one  of  the  conferees  I 
think  I  can  also  say  with  some  pardon¬ 
able  pride,  that  the  report  embodies  in 
large  measure  the  basic  wishes  of  the 
House.  I  accordingly  signed  the  report. 
I  hope  that  it  will  have  the  complete  en¬ 
dorsement  of  the  House. 

You  may  recall  that  when  this  bill  was 
originally  before  the  House  I  was  actively 
interested  in  having  certain  basic  provi¬ 
sions  adopted.  One  was  that  there  be 
a  fixed  termination  date  both  for  the 
draft  feature  and  the  UMT  feature  of 
the  pending  bill.  Another  was  that  there 
be  a  definite  ceiling  as  to  the  size  of  our 
armed  services.  A  third  was  that  there 
be  a  prohibition  against  sending  troops 
to  Europe  to  implement  the  Atlantic 
Fact  without  specific  authorization  from 
Congress.  And  still  a  fourth  was  that 
the  proposed  UMT  program  be  consid¬ 
ered  separate  and  apart  from  the  draft 
program. 

The  bill  as  passed  by  the  House 
embodied  my  views  in  these  respects  to 
only  a  limited  extent.  While  not  sat¬ 
isfactory  to  me  in  every  respect  I  none¬ 
theless  voted  for  the  bill  when  it  passed 
the  House  by  the  overwhelming  major¬ 
ity  of  372  to  44. 

As  one  of  the  conferees  I  earnestly 
sought,  as  did  the  other  House  con¬ 
ferees,  to  sustain  the  views  of  the 
House  in  every  possible  particular.  We 
necessarily  had  to  yield  and  compro¬ 
mise  on  certain  points.  Thanks  to  the 
able  leadership  of  our  distinguished 
chairman,  I  believe  we  enjoyed  a  large 
measure  of  success  in  having  the  views 
of  the  House  as  a  whole  adopted  in  their 
basic  aspects. 

Throughout  the  consideration  of  this 
bill  one  of  the  major  points  of  issue,  both 
in  committee  and  on  the  floor,  was  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  UMT  program. 
This  was  one  of  the  major  questions  in 
conference.  A  great  many  of  us  believed 
that  regardless  of  the  merits  of  UMT, 
it  was  a  long-range  program  and  should 
be  considered  entirely  separate  and 
apart  from  questions  relating  to  the 
present  military  manpower  needs  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  draft  law. 

When  the  bill  was  before  the  House 
we  reached  a  more  or  less  compromise 
result  by  agreeing  to  a  provision  to  the 
effect  that  the  so-called  UMT  program 
would  not  be  put  into  effect  until  the 
Congress  itself  had  had  the  opportunity 
to  consider  this  matter  in  detail  and  to 
work  its  will  on  the  subject.  The  House 
bill  provided  for  the  establishment  of  a 
National  Security  Training  Commission 
which  would  report  to  Congress  within. 
6  months  its  recommendations  for  the 
program.  The  conference  report  still 
embodies  this  important  feature,  except 
that  the  length  of  time  within  which 
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the  Commission  must  make  its  report  is 
reduced  from  6  months  to  4  months. 

There  is  also  another  important 
change,  with  which  I  do  not  believe 
strong  exception  can  be  made.  The 
conferees  agreed  that  the  Commission’s 
recommendations  shall  not  relate  to  the 
types  of  basic  military  training  to  be  giv¬ 
en  but  rather  shall  pertain  to  the  pro¬ 
gram  in  broad  outline  and  to  measures 
for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare, 
and  morals  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps,  as  well  as  to  a  code  of 
conduct  and  penalties.  In  other  words, 
it  was  the  decision  of  the  conferees  to 
leave  the  question  of  the  basic  type  of 
military  training  to  the  military  people 
themselves  and  general  supervision  and 
other  matters  to  the  Commission. 

The  point  to  be  emphasized  is  that 
under  the  terms  of  the  compromise  on 
the  UMT  feature  no  person  shall  be  in¬ 
ducted  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  until  the  Congress  itself  has 
acted  on  the  legislative  recommendations 
to  be  submitted  by  the  Commission.  In 
other  words,  we  have  preserved  in  the 
pending  report  the  views  of  the  House 
that  the  Congress  shall  have  opportunity 
to  express  its  will  on  this  UMT  program. 
In  my  opinion,  this  was  a  distinct  victory 
for  the  House  conferees. 

The  bill  that  the  Committees  on  Armed 
Services  of  the  two  Houses  report  on 
this  subject  shall  be  privileged  but  shall 
be  subject  to  amendment  any  member 
may  offer.  In  other  words,  we  have  pre¬ 
served  in  principle  the  conviction  of  the 
House  that  regardless  of  the  merits  of  a 
UMT  program,  the  Congress  should  have 
the  opportunity  to  work  its  will  on  this 
subject,  independent  and  apart  from  our 
present  military  needs  arising  under  the 
Selective  Service  Act. 

Many  of  you  will  also  be  pleased  to 
note  that  the  report  provides  for  a  ceil¬ 
ing  on  the  size  of  our  armed  services. 
The  Senate  bill  contained  a  4,000,000- 
man  ceiling.  The  House  bill  contained 
no  such  limitation.  The  issue  was  com¬ 
promised  in  conference  by  fixing  the 
figure  at  5,000,000  persons  at  any  one 
time.  While  I  personally  feel  the  fig¬ 
ure  is  too  high,  nonetheless  the  basic 
principle  of  Congress  having  full  control 
over  the  size  of  our  Armed  Forces  is 
maintained. 

We  reached  another  compromise  to 
which  I  believe  some  special  reference 
should  be  made  because  of  the  general 
interest  in  the  reservists.  Our  House 
bill  contained  a  provision  which  pro¬ 
vided  in  substance  that  veteran  reserv¬ 
ists  on  active  duty  for  12  months  after 
June  25,  1950,  shall  be  released  upon  his 
own  application.  The  Senate  bill  con¬ 
tained  no  such  provision.  The  compro¬ 
mise  reached  in  conference  raises  the 
length  of  active  duty  necessary  for  re¬ 
lease  to  17  months. 

I  know  that  many  of  us  would  prefer 
to  have  the  period  limited  to  the  House 
provision  of  12  months.  That  is  my 
personal  preference.  However,  I  call 
your  special  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  17-month  period  is  not  to  be  con¬ 
strued  as  the  minimum  period  for  which 
veteran  reservists  are  to  be  held  on 
duty.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  all  the  serv¬ 
ices  have  put  into  effect  replacement 
programs  for  the  release  of  veteran  re¬ 


servists  who  have  been  called  to  active 
duty.  If  these  plans  continue  as  origi¬ 
nally  contemplated  there  will  be  very 
few  veteran  reservists  on  duty  at  the 
end  of  this  year  who  were  called  about 
a  year  ago.  Moreover,  we  anticipate 
that  at  some  subsequent  date  legisla¬ 
tion  will  be  reported  dealing  with  the 
whole  reservist  program.  As  you  may 
know,  a  subcommittee  under  the  chair¬ 
manship  of  the  gentleman  from  Louisi¬ 
ana  [Mr.  Brooks]  has  been  studying 
this  subject  of  Reserves  in  detail. 

In  this  matter  of  the  release  of  veter¬ 
an  reservists  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  the  provision  in  the  House  bill  and 
in  this  report  applies  solely  to  inactive 
veteran  reservists  as  distinguished  from 
the  veteran  reservists  who  belonged  to 
various  Organized  Reserve  units,  the 
members  of  which  were  paid  for  at¬ 
tending  meetings  or  drills  and  received 
point  credit  for  such  attendance  for  re¬ 
tirement. 

In  conclusion,  permit  me  to  state  again 
that  while  this  conference  report  may 
not  be  satisfactory  in  every  particular 
to  each  and  every  one  of  us,  I  sincerely 
believe  that  it  expresses  in  basic  princi¬ 
ples  the  wishes  of  the  House.  It  should 
therefore  have  the  endorsement  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  On  page  23  of  the 
report,  after  subheading  (3),  the  con¬ 
ference  report  says  the  Commission  shall 
have  general  supervision,  and  indicates  a 
wide  authority.  Then,  on  page  25,  a  few 
limitations  are  put  on. 

I  am  making  this  very  short.  I  voted 
for  this  bill,  as  the  gentleman  knows; 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  we  may  have 
UMT,  in  accepting  the  conference  re¬ 
port,  whether  we  want  it  or  not,  and  I 
do  not  want  to  find  that  the  only  pro¬ 
visions  brought  back  to  Congress  have  to 
do  with  disability  and  death  benefits, 
and  any  other  questions  the  Commission 
Itself  may  decide  to  ask  us.  Will  the 
gentleman  please  explain? 

Mr.  ARENDS.  No.  Only  through 
affirmative  action  of  the  Congress.  In 
other  words,  we  can  adopt  or  reject  any 
proposal  that  the  Commission  sends  up 
here,  regardless  of  what  the  Armed 
Services  Committee  may  determine. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  has 
expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  distinguished  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van 
Zandt], 

(Mr.  VAN  ZANDT  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
favor  the  conference  report  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  the  provisions  that  affect 
those  volunteer  and  inactive  reserves 
who  have  been  called  to  active  duty 
against  their  own  wishes.  Most  of  them 
are  veterans  of  World  War  II. 

When  this  bill  was  considered  by  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  we 
members  of  that  committee  spent  many 
hours  discussing  the  treatment  accorded 


the  Reserves.  After  a  lengthy  discus¬ 
sion  the  committee  unanimously  agreed 
as  did  Mrs.  Rosenberg,  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  of  National  Defense  that  the  Reserve 
program  had  been  poorly  administered 
by  the  Defense  Department  and  that  the 
reserve  himself  had  been  mistreated. 
My  personal  opinion  is  that  the  word 
“mistreated”  was  mild  and  that  word 
that  should  be  used  was  “tortured,”  for 
it  more  aptly  describes  the  treatment 
accorded  reserves  by  not  only  the  De¬ 
fense  Department  but  also  by  the  com¬ 
ponent  branches  of  our  Armed  Forces. 

After  the  House  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee  had  spent  hours  discussing  the 
Reserve  problem  in  general  we  wrote  a 
proviso  into  the  bill  that  any  member  of 
the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who 
served  for  a  period  of  12  months  or  more 
between  December  7,  1941,  and  Septem¬ 
ber  2,  1945,  shall  upon  application  be  re¬ 
leased  to  inactive  duty  after  he  has  com¬ 
pleted  12  months  of  active  duty.  When 
I  speak  of  an  inactive  or  volunteer  re¬ 
serve  I  speak  of  one  who  did  not  attend 
drills,  one  who  did  not  take  his  summer 
training  and  one  who  did  not  receive  pay 
for  being  a  member  of  the  Reserve.  This 
type  of  a  reserve  is  one  who  was  solicited 
by  the  various  branches  of  the  armed 
services  and  asked  to  join  a  Reserve  unit 
with  the  understanding  that  he  would 
only  be  called  to  active  duty  should  his 
country  become  involved  in  a  national 
emergency.  At  the  time  the  reserve  was 
solicited  for  membership  there  was  noth¬ 
ing  contained  in  any  law  that  permitted 
the  armed  services  to  call  him  to  active 
duty.  Last  year  without  warning  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  amended 
the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  au¬ 
thorizing  the  call  to  active  duty  of  any 
type  of  reserve.  By  so  doing,  Congress 
violated  the  contract  that  existed  be¬ 
tween  the  inactive  and  volunteer  reserve 
and  the  Government  of  the  United 
States. 

With  this  authority  the  armed  services 
launched  a  program  of  ruthlessly  calling 
up  the  inactive  and  the  volunteer  re¬ 
serve  without  considering  the  fact  that 
the  average  reservist  served  anywhere 
from  2  to  5  years  in  World  War  II.  The 
fact  he  had  decorations  including  the 
Purple  Heart  was  not  given  any  consid¬ 
eration.  There  was  no  concern  shov/n 
for  the  reservist  or  his  family  nor  for 
his  job  or  his  efforts  to  complete  his  edu¬ 
cation.  He  was  abruptly  taken  from 
civilian  life  and  the  hardships  that  re¬ 
sulted  cannot  be  adequately  described  in 
words. 

As  the  result  of  this  inhuman  treat¬ 
ment  the  reservist’s  mind  is  poisoned  and 
his  attitude  so  bitter  that  there  is  not  a 
member  of  this  Congress  who  has  not  re¬ 
ceived  scores  of  letters  containing  violent 
protests  over  the  shabby  treatment  ac¬ 
corded  these  veterans  of  World  War  II 
who  made  a  stellar  contribution  in  win¬ 
ning  that  conflict. 

These  reservists  cannot  understand 
why  they  have  been  conscripted  and 
thrown  into  combat  while  thousands  of 
organized  reserves  are  still  on  inactive 
duty  and  Selective  Service  is  monthly 
lowering  the  draft  requirements.  During 
the  month  of  July  draft  quotas  have  been 
lowered  to  15,000  and  frankly  there  is 
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no  answer  to  the  criticism  voiced  by  in¬ 
active  and  volunteer  reserves.  They  are 
the  victims  of  maladministration  and  the 
resulting  injustice  that  follows  in  its 
wake. 

As  I  have  said  before  the  House  version 
of  the  UMT  bill  provided  for  release  of 
these  inactive  and  volunteer  reserves 
after  12  months  of  active  duty.  Now  we 
find  that  this  conference  committee  re¬ 
port  extends  the  12  months  of  active 
duty  to  17  months.  In  the  vernacular 
of  the  armed  services  the  reservists  have 
been  given  another  shellacking  when  this 
bill  becomes  a  law. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  It  does  not  make  any  dif¬ 
ference  how  sweetly  proponents  of  this 
report  mouth  the  words  “unless  sooner 
released,”  the  fact  still  remains  that  they 
have  added  five  more  months  to  the  ac¬ 
tive  service  of  Inactive  and  Volunteer 
Reserves. 

Mi*.  VAN  ZANDT.  The  gentleman  is 
absolutely  right. 

Last  fall  the  Department  of  the  Army 
announced  a  point  system,  and  dis¬ 
tributed  information  throughout  the 
services  telling  the  men  that  after  they 
had  acquired  a  certain  number  of  points 
they  would  be  sent  home.  Then,  within 
a  matter  of  a  week,  the  Department  of 
the  Army  completely  ignored  the  point 
system  and  the  Reserves  started  asking 
the  question,  “Where  is  the  point  sys¬ 
tem?”  The  truth  of  the  matter  is  that 
the  Army  had  no  intention  of  putting 
the  point  system  in  effect.  It  was  noth¬ 
ing  more  than  a  sugar-coated  promise 
designed  to  quiet  the  Reserves  on  the  eve 
of  last  fall’s  general  election. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  PERKINS.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  if  he  does  not  agree  that 
someone  in  the  Department  of  Defense 
has  been  dragging  his  feet  concerning 
giving  relief  to  the  reservist? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Absolutely.  Mrs. 
Rosenberg  in  her  statement  before  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  stated 
the  entire  Reserve  program  has  been 
mal-administered  and  the  reservists 
poorly  treated. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
subcommittee,  under  the  chairmanship 
of  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr. 
Brooks],  which  is  now  writing  a  Reserve 
program,  that  if  there  is  any  injustice 
done  in  this  bill  it  can  be  dealt  with  and 
corrected  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  who  is  on  that  subcommittee? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Certainly,  but 
that  is  another  sugar-coated  promise 
because  it  will  take  months  before  any 
Reserve  program  can  be  written  into 
law. 

Mr.  VINSON.  With  the  gentleman’s 
aid  I  hope  we  shall  have  iMn  less  than 
30  days. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  Already  we  have 
been  waiting  and  waiting  for  18  months. 


We  started  consideration  of  it  last  year 
and  nothing  has  been  done  about  it  yet, 
even  despite  Mrs.  Rosenberg’s  report  to 
us  that  the  Reserve  program  was  mal- 
administered. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  hope  the  gentleman 
is  not  trying  to  convey  to  the  House  that 
the  viewpoint  he  is  now  expressing  can¬ 
not  be  solved;  we  all  recognize  the  force 
of  the  well-meaning  criticism  the  gen¬ 
tleman  is  directing  to  this  problem,  and 
we  are  trying  to  correct  it  and  will  when 
we  bring  out  a  Reserve  program  bill. 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  While  it  is  our 
hope  that  a  new  Reserve  program  will 
be  a  reality  in  the  near  future  we  are 
losing  a  golden  opportunity  in  this  bill 
to  regain  the  confidence  of  the  reservists 
and  to  restore  their  faith  in  Congress. 

Mr.  FORD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  yield.  - 

Mr.  FORD.  Under  the  conference  re¬ 
port  can  the  enlistment  of  Volunteer  Re¬ 
serves,  Inactive  Reserves,  be  extended  1 
year  beyond  the  termination  date  of 
their  contract? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  It  can  be  extended 
to  July  1  of  1953. 

Mr.  FORD.  Can  the  gentleman  give 
any  logical  explanation  of  the  right  to 
extend  the  4-year  term  or  3-year  term 
enlistment  contract  of  a  volunteer  or  in¬ 
active  reservist? 

Mr.  VAN  ZANDT.  I  cannot.  Being 
brutally  frank,  the  contract  that  the  re¬ 
servist  has  with  his  Government  has 
been  ruthlessly  ignored  so  many  times 
in  recent  months  that  it  appears  to  be 
but  a  scrap  of  paper.  Let  me  say  in 
conclusion  that  in  my  opinion  the  great 
majority  of  all  Reserves  now  on  active 
duty  are  so  sour  and  bitter  over  the 
treatment  accorded  them  that  upon  dis¬ 
charge  they  will  never  have  anything  to 
do  with  the  Reserve  components  of  our 
Military  Establishments.  They  have 
had  enough  and  I  agree  with  them. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  re¬ 
marks  just  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zandx]  are  a  stern 
indictment  of  this  provision  of  the  con¬ 
ference  report. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Van  Zandt]  is  completely  qualified 
to  speak  on  this  subject  of  the  treatment 
of  reservists  not  only  because  he  has  been 
a  reservist  himself  and  served  in -two 
World  Wars  but  because  he  is  a  member 
of  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee 
and  he  has  first-hand  knowledge  of  the 
shameful  treatment  that  has  been  ac¬ 
corded  reservists,  particularly  inactive 
and  volunteer  Reserves,  since  the  fight¬ 
ing  started  in  Korea. 

Now  the  House  members  of  the  con¬ 
ference  committee  come  here  this  after¬ 
noon  and  blandly  admit  they  yielded  and 
added  five  additional  months  to  the  12 
that  were  stipulated  in  the  bill  approved 
by  the  House,  making  inactive  and  vol¬ 
unteer  reservists  subject  to  17  months  of 
active  service. 

To  whom  did  they  yield  in  conference? 
Was  it  to  Senate  members  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  committee  or  was  it  to  the  brass 
hats  in  the  Pentagon?  Up  to  this  point 
in  the  discussion  there  has  been  no  ade¬ 
quate  explanation  and  there  probably 
will  be  none. 


As  a  matter  of  fact,  members  of  the 
House  conference  committee  yielded  time 
after  time  on  provisions  which  were  writ¬ 
ten  into  the  bill  in  the  House.  The  re¬ 
sult  is  that  this  legislation  is  even  less 
acceptable,  if  that  is  possible,  than  when 
it  originally  passed  the  House. 

The  conference  report  emphasizes  lan¬ 
guage  now  used  in  the  bill  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  inactive  and  volunteer  veteran 
reservists  will  serve  17  months  “unless 
sooner  released.” 

That  “unless  sooner  released”  lan¬ 
guage  amounts  to  an  all-day  sucker  and 
nothing  mpre.  It  sounds  nice  but  it 
will  not  fool  veteran  reservists.  If  the 
House  conferees  believed  as  Members  of 
the  House  did  when  they  passed  this  pro¬ 
vision  that  12  months  was  an  adequate 
period  of  service  for  veteran  reservists 
then  why  did  they  join  in  passing  out  this 
all-day  sucker? 

This  is  only  one  of  several  rotten  pro¬ 
visions  in  this  bill  as  it  now  stands,  and 
it  is  lamentable  that  the  parliamentary 
situation  is  such  that  a  recommital  mo¬ 
tion  is  not  in  order.  We  have  no  alter¬ 
native  but  to  vote  to  accept  or  reject 
this  conference  report  and  the  lav/  which 
it  will  establish. 

I  will  certainly  vote  to  reject  it. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Barden], 

(Mr.  BARDEN  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks. ) 

Mr.  BARDEN'.  Mr.  Speaker,  some 
time  ago  when  the  original  draft-UMT 
bill  was  before  the  House  I  put  up  the 
best  fight  I  knew  how  to  make  on  several 
of  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  and  think 
I  was  at  least  partially  responsible  for 
some  beneficial  changes.  We  are  now 
up  against  the  gun.  The  draft  bill  ex¬ 
pires  within  a  few  days,  we  are  in  a 
shooting  war.  The  boys  are  still  fight¬ 
ing  and  dying  in  Korea,  and  unless  some¬ 
body  arrives  at  some  kind  of  definite  ob¬ 
jective  pretty  soon  it  looks  as  though 
they  will  be  fighting  and  dying  there 
for  some  time  to  come.  The  men  fight¬ 
ing  need  relief,  and  in  order  to  secure 
these  necessary  men  and  maintain  our 
national  defense  to  a  point  of  safety  we 
must  have  in  operation  a  selective-serv¬ 
ice  law. 

I  am  going  to  vote  for  this  conference 
report,  but  I  am  no  more  of  the  opinion 
that  it  is  wise  to  combine  the  two  at  this 
time  than  I  was  at  the  time  I  was  fight¬ 
ing  the  bill.  It  might  be  a  case  of  decid¬ 
ing  when  is  it  right  to  do  wrong.  The 
bill  has  been  improved  over  what  it  was 
when  it  came  to  the  floor.  I  was  glad  to 
hear  the  chairman  make  the  statement 
he  did  a  few  minutes  ago  about  the 
House  provision  dealing  with  the  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  school  and  college  facilities,  for 
when  the  language  dealing  with  this  sub¬ 
ject  was  stricken  out  in  conference  I  was 
a  little  bit  puzzled,  especially  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  one  of  the  great  educational 
institutions  of  this  country  very  properly 
and  appropriately  conferred  a  doctor’s 
degree  on  him  recently.  I  thought  he 
had  walked  out  on  the  educational  insti¬ 
tutions,  but  he  declared  emphatically 
that  he  will  see  to  it  that  this  Congress 
will  have  the  opportunity  to  fully  con- 
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sider  the  educational  problem  by  amend¬ 
ment  or  otherwise,  and  so  I  think  he  is 
still  entitled  to  hold  the  degree— con¬ 
gratulations,  Doctor. 

While  on  this  subject  let  me  say  that 
up  to  now  the  educational  people  of  this 
country  have  not  been  permitted  to  have 
very  much,  if  anything,  to  do  with  either 
the  drafting  or  planning  for  this  all- 
important  piece  of  legislation.  I  do  not 
believe  the  Pentagon  wants  their  ideas  or 
will  even  allow  the  educators  of  this 
country  an  opportunity  to  help.  In  fact, 
about  the  only  interest  I  have  seen  the 
military  from  the  Pentagon  exhibit  in 
education,  is  in  trying  to  get  their  own 
sons  appointed  to  West  Point,  and  they 
are  usually  successful  in  that.  I  think  it 
can  be  truthfully  said  that  the  military 
of  the  Pentagon  are  determined  to  sub¬ 
ordinate  our  school  system  to  the  mili¬ 
tary,  and  I  am '  equally  determined  to 
fight  that  trend.  I  see  no  reason  why 
they  cannot  be  coordinated,  for  that 
would  prove  beneficial  to  both.  But  to 
subordinate  our  school  system  to  the 
military  would  be  a  long  step  toward 
the  abandonment  of  our  American  way 
of  life,  and  in  the  direction  of  a  military 
dictatorship  or  militarism,  which  is  just 
as  objectionable  to  me  as  any  other  ism, 
including  communism.  These  military 
leaders  are  not  bad  men,  many  of  them 
are  great  men — men  who  have  bared 
their  chests  to  bullets  in  defense  of  this 
country.  But  they  are  ambitious  men, 
and  it  is  as  much  the  responsibility  of 
Congress  to  keep  them  in  line  and  see  to 
it  that  they  do  not  usurp  more  power 
than  would  be  good  for  our  form  of 
government  as  it  is  for  Congress  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  balance  between  the  judicial, 
executive,  and  the  legislative  branches  of 
the  Government.  Neither  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  usurp  power  but  be  required  to 
operate  within  their  own  constitutional 
fields. 

As  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ed¬ 
ucation  and  Labor,  I  have  had  corre¬ 
spondence  with  many  educators  all  over 
the  country,  including  officials  of  ele¬ 
mentary  schools,  high  schools,  junior 
colleges,  colleges,  and  officials  of  the 
various  States.  The  following  are  some 
of  the  problems  that  they  feel,  virtually 
without  exception,  should  be  carefully 
considered  in  the  writing  of  a  universal 
military  training  law  which  will  unques¬ 
tionably  affect  every  segment  and  activ¬ 
ity  carried  on  in  this  complicated  econ¬ 
omy  of  ours: 

First.  Careful  study  should  be  given  to 
coordinating  our  military  program  with 
our  educational  system. 

Second.  To  continue  the  flow  of 
trained  personnel  in  all  fields  and  espe¬ 
cially  those  in  the  professions  and  sci¬ 
ences. 

Third.  To  utilize  to  the  fullest  extent 
the  faculties  and  teaching  personnel  in 
the  junior  colleges,  colleges,  and  univer¬ 
sities. 

Fourth.  To  provide  wherever  possible 
summer  training  in  camps  and  some  mil¬ 
itary  training  on  the  campuses  so  as  not 
to  interrupt  more  than  is  absolutely  nec¬ 
essary  the  education  and  training  of 
students. 


Fifth.  To  expand  and  extend  the 
ROTC  program  on  an  equal  basis  for  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force. 

Sixth.  Wherever  practicable,  con¬ 
struct  necessary  buildings  on  the  cam¬ 
puses  of  our  schools,  colleges,  and  uni¬ 
versities  rather  than  build  entirely  new 
camps  that  are  strictly  military. 

Seventh.  To  study  carefully  the  results 
obtained  in  high  schools,  junior  colleges, 
and  colleges,  including  VMI,  West  Point, 
and  similar  institutions  where,  military 
training  is  carried  on  at  the  same  time 
they  are  securing  their  academic  educa¬ 
tion. 

Along  with  these  suggestions  came 
other  comments,  in  which  I  concur,  in¬ 
dicating  their  extreme  interest  in  what 
I  regard  as  the  finest  education  system 
on  earth.  I  do  not  believe  this  Nation 
can  expect  to  compete  with  such  a  com¬ 
bine  as  the  Soviet  Union  and  its  satel¬ 
lites  in  numbers  alone.  The  strength  of 
this  Nation  lies  in  its  ability  to  produce 
equipment  and  weapons  superior,  in 
quality  and  quantity,  to  those  of  any 
of  our  enemies,  or  any  combination  of 
them.  Under  well-trained  and  well- 
informed  leadership  I  believe  our  schools, 
colleges,  and  universities  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  same  way  we  consider  our 
industrial  structure  and  converted  for 
production  of  well-trained  technicians 
and  scientists  in  the  same  way  our  plants 
are  converted  to  produce  weapons  and 
equipment,  insofar  as  it  is  consistent 
with  our  educational  system.  The  utili¬ 
zation  of  our  schools  and  colleges  to  the 
fullest  extent  is  not  only  sound  from  a 
training  standpoint,  but  also  from  an 
economic  standpoint.  The  most  irre¬ 
placeable  defense  resource  is  not  the 
atom  bomb  but  the  scientist  who  makes 
it,  and  the  fact  that  our  schools  and  col¬ 
leges  are  primary  assets  in  the  arsenal 
of  democracy  is  only  a  natural  extension 
of  that  phrase.  It  is  proclaimed  from 
the  pulpit,  the  White  House,  by  the  press, 
and  virtually  •  every  public  speaker  of 
any  note  that  the  country  needs  moral 
and  spiritual  strength  as  well  as  mili¬ 
tary  and  economic  strength — and  that 
it  is  essential  to  the  defense  of  our  free¬ 
doms  to  have  an  informed,  intelligent, 
and  resourceful  people  who  have  an 
awareness  of  our  national  obligations, 
capacities,  and  commitments,  and  cer¬ 
tainly  without  full  utilization  of  our  edu¬ 
cational  institutions  this  goal  can  never 
be  achieved.  The  educational  people  of 
America  are  willing  to  cooperate.  I  hope 
the  military  of  the  Pentagon  will  exhibit 
a  desire  to  cooperate  with  them,  but  if 
they  are  unwilling  to  fully  cooperate — • 
then  Congress  should  step  in  and  see  to 
it  that  they  do. 

If  you  will  recall,  I  fought  the  18 V2- 
year-old  provision,  but  at  that  time  I 
said  that  in  case  of  all-out  war  or  abso¬ 
lute  necessity  certainly  we  would  say  go 
to  18  y2  or  80  at  the  other  end  of  the  line 
if  necessary,  and  this  bill  contains  a  pro¬ 
vision  that  they  will  not. take  the  I8V2- 
year-olds  until  the  others  are  exhausted. 

I  did  not  like  the  $30  per  month  pay 
provision.  The  American  people  are 
willing  to  pay  the  premium  and  they  are 
able  to  pay  the  premium  on  the  insur¬ 


ance  policy  that  might  be  necessary  to 
protect  this  Nation.  This  is  not  the  place 
to  try  to  save.  We  should  stop  some  of 
these  wasteful  contracts  that  are  now 
feeding  the  flames  of  inflation.  I  think 
it  is  inexcusable  for  us  to  make  the  dis¬ 
tinction  we  are  making.  As  I  said  a  mo¬ 
ment  ago,  I  did  not  like  the  joining  to¬ 
gether  of  the  two  bills.  It  is  difficult  for 
me  to  conceive  of  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  able 
as  he  is,  and  having  done  the  fine  work 
he  has  in  this  House  for  these  many 
years,  to  have  abandoned  the  duty  of 
writing  a  universal  military  training  bill 
and  agree  to  let  a  commisson  be  set  up 
to  write  the  bill.  Of  course  the  military 
is  delighted  to  have  this  heavy  job  as¬ 
signed  them.  It  is  a  case  of  throwing  the 
rabbit  in  a  briar  patch. 

I  think  we  have  abandoned  our  re¬ 
sponsibility  a  little  bit  too  early  but  when 
we  go  back  and  think  of  the  original  bill, 
I  am  definitely  of  the  opinion  that  when 
the  military  wrote  that  bill  and  pre¬ 
sented  it  to  the  Committee  on  Armed 
Services,  it  was  the  boldest  and  most 
brazen  stroke  for  dictatorial  powers  ever 
made  on  the  continent  of  the  United 
States.  In  effect  I  said  the  same  thing 
before  the  Committee  on  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices,  and  that  committee,  in  its  wisdom 
and  under  the  leadership  of  its  great 
chairman,  ignored  many  of  the  things 
that  were  written  in  it.  You  say,  “Well, 
why  mention  it  now?”  I  mention  it  sim¬ 
ply  because  it  is  indicative  of  a  trend  in 
the  minds  of  men  that  we  must  guard 
carefully  as  we  do  other  departments  of 
this  Government,  and  I  have  said  before 
that  they  are  ambitious  men.  I  respect 
them,  I  trust  them,  but  I  want  them  to 
respect  the  rights  of  my  people  as  well  as 
myself. 

It  must  be  remembered  that  in  the 
original  bill  there  was  a  provision  for  the 
President  to  appoint  a  five-man  com¬ 
mission  to  draw  up  a  UMT  bill  and  re¬ 
port  it  to  the  Armed  Services  Committee, 
who  were  not  to  have  the  right  to  amend 
or  change  it.  And  if  reported  to  the 
House,  the  House  of  Representatives  was 
not  to  have  the  right  to  amend  or  change 
it — and  that  was  not  all,  if  the  Congress 
did  nothing  it  would  become  law  without 
even  the  approval  of  Congress  or  the 
signature  of  the  President.  I  could  not 
think  of  a  more  horrible  and  dangerous 
precedent  for  the  Congress  to  set.  Now, 
this  proposal  was  not  just  made  by  the 
military,  but  was  adopted  by  the  House 
Committee  on  Armed  Services  and  re¬ 
ported  to  the  House,  and  was  not  changed 
by  the  committee — until  after  a  bitter 
attack  had  been  made  on  this  provision 
by  myself,  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
[Mr.  Short],  and  others.  Then  after  a 
careful  check  had  been  made  of  the 
membership  when  the  Committee  on 
Armed  Services  found  it  could  only  rally 
approximately  140  votes  for  it  out  of  435 
Members  of  the  House,  the  chairman 
then  announced  he  would  offer  an 
amendment  that  would  give  the  House 
an  opportunity  to  consider,  amend  or 
change  the  report  of  the  Commission.  I 
make  this  statement  simply  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  keeping  the  record  straight.  The 
chairman  did  offer  the  amendment,  it 
was  adopted,  and  is  now  carried  in  this 
conference  report.  I  might  say  further 
if  it  were  not  in  this  report  I  most  cer¬ 
tainly  would  not  vote  for  this  conference 
report. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey], 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  plain 
from  the  nature  of  the  conference  report 
that  the  House  is  being  asked  to  concur 
in  today  that  the  House  conferees  know 
only  how  to  make  war.  They  know 
nothing  and  care  less  about  mitigating 
the  suffering  of  those  men  who  have 
fought  our  previous  wars. 

Item  26  of  the  conference  report  reads 
something  like  this: 

The  House  amendment  provided  that  no 
physician  or  dentist  engaged  in  full-time 
employment  at  a  Veterans’  Administration 
hospital  would  be  inducted,  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  law  authorizing  the  induction 
of  physicians  and  dentists,  after  such  physi¬ 
cian  or  dentist  attained  his  thirtieth  birth¬ 
day. 

The  Senate  bill  contained  no  comparable 
language.  The  House  receded  from  its  posi¬ 
tion  and  agreed  to  the  elimination  of  the 
provision  from  the  conference  report. 

You  will  recall  that  just  a  few  weeks 
ago  when  this  legislation  passed  the 
House  that  the  amendment  sponsored  by 
me  was  approved  unanimously.  It  was 
offered  as  an  amendment  to  the  Barden 
substitute  and  approved  practically 
unanimously.  It  was  accepted  without 
a  vote  as  part  of  the  original  bill  itself. 
Not  a  single  one  of  the  members  of  the 
committee  of  conference  who  have 
spoken  this  morning  have  offered  one 
iota  of  explanation  as  to  why  the  unani¬ 
mous  will  of  the  House  should  be  re- 
jected 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Oh,  the  gentleman  has 
5  minutes  remaining  and  I  am  expecting 
an  explanation  from  him  when  the  time 
comes. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  give  it  to  the 
gentleman  now. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  But  not  on  my  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  would  like  to  say,  with¬ 
out  going  into  any  of  the  details  because 
they  are  fresh  in  your  minds,  that  it  was 
proven  conclusively  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House  that  the  armed  services  are 
today  raiding  the  medical  staffs  of  your 
veterans’  hospitals.  Out  of  4,020  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  medical  staffs  in  140  hospitals 
2,040  of  them  are  reservists  and  over  500 
of  them  have  today  already,  been  called 
into  service.  I  made  the  statement,  in 
discussing  the  amendment  when  I  pre¬ 
sented  it,  that  unless  something  was 
done  half  of  your  veterans’  hospitals 
would  be  closed  by  the  1st  of  January 
1951.  There  are  21  new  veterans’  hos¬ 
pitals  under  construction  at  the  present 
time  that  will  cost  $317,000,000,  and 
there  is  not  a  doctor  in  sight  to  man  a 
single  one  of  them.  I  ask  you  if  we  can 
justify  that  from  the  standpoint  of  econ¬ 
omy,  to  say  nothing  about  the  service 
that  thousands  of  veterans  are  demand¬ 
ing  right  now  and  pleading  for  admis¬ 
sion  to  the  hospitals.  Yet,  apparently 


this  did  not  get  even  serious  considera¬ 
tion  from  the  conferees.  I  have  spoken 
to  two  members  of  the  conference  com¬ 
mittee  and  they  said  they  were  not  pres¬ 
ent  when  that  action  was  taken.  I  spoke 
to  a  number  of  Senate  conferees  and 
they  said,  “You  better  talk  to  your  House 
boys  about  it.”  So,  apparently  the 
action  to  leave  out  this  amendment  was 
initiated  by  our  own  conferees  despite 
the  unanimous  vote  of  the  House.  I  am 
not  exactly  ready  to  accuse  anyone  of 
bad  faith  but  I  think  that  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  this  committee,  who 
still  has  5  minutes  to  conclude  this  argu¬ 
ment,  if  he  expects  my  vote  in  support 
of  this  report,  had  better  offer  a  more 
logical  explanation  than  anybody  has 
offered  so  far  as  to  why  that  amendment 
was  left  out. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
myself  2  minutes  to  advise  the  House 
why  the  conferees  agreed  to  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  what  was  referred  to  as  the  Bailey 
amendment.  The  amendment  offered 
by  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey!  would  have 
exempted  physicians  and  dentists  from 
the  doctors’  draft  law  if  they  were  over 
30  years  of  age  and  if  they  were  em¬ 
ployed  on  a  full-time  basis  at  a  veterans’ 
hospital.  The  Senate  conferees  objected 
to  the  provision  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  discriminatory  and  would  have  pro¬ 
vided  an  exemption  for  one  group  of 
doctors  and  dentists  in  veterans’  hos¬ 
pitals  and  would  not  protect  the  hun¬ 
dreds  of  civilian  hospitals  which  likewise 
must  be  maintained  and  staffed  through¬ 
out  the  Nation.  For  that  reason,  the 
House  conferees  agreed  to  eliminate  it. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  California. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  This  is  a  question 
which  apparently  has  caused  quite  a  bit 
of  consternation,  almost,  in  the  West. 
On  page  10,  in  the  thirteenth  line,  the 
words  “subject  to  order”  have  been  in¬ 
serted  by  the  committee  of  conference 
instead  of  the  words  “subject  to  call.” 
No  reference  to  the  change-  is  made  in 
the  repprt,  and  it  could  be  very  impor¬ 
tant. 

Mr.  VINSON.  I  will  say  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  gentleman  from  California 
that  in  reexamining  the  law  it  was  con¬ 
cluded  that  in  the  act  of  1943  when  we 
used  the  word  “call”  it  was  not  the  prop¬ 
er  word  to  use,  for  this  reason:  You  only 
call  into  military  service  the  militia  or 
National  Guard  in  the  event  of  threat¬ 
ened  invasion  as  all  other  times  all  com¬ 
ponents  are  “ordered”  to  active  duty. 
Therefore,  we  used  the  word  “order”  in¬ 
stead  of  the  word  “call.”  There  is  no 
hidden  meaning  in  it.  It  is  just  using 
the  proper  word  to  carry  out  a  proper 
method  of  placing  people  on  active  duty. 

Mr.  PHILLIPS.  Will  the  gentleman 
here  or  in  the  Record  make  a  definite 
statement  that  the  word  “order”  is 
limited  to  his  present  definition  of  it  on 
the  floor?  The  word  “order”  unfortu¬ 
nately  goes  way  beyond  that. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  extend  my  re¬ 
marks  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 
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The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Montana? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  MANSFIELD.  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
conference  report  on  the  UMT  and  the 
Selective  Service  Act  is  now  before  us 
for  consideration.  This  conference  re¬ 
port  is  the  result  of  a  compromise  be¬ 
tween  the  House  and  Senate  bills.  There 
are  many  points  about  this  measure  that 
I  do  not  like. 

I  note  that  there  are  no  work  camps 
for  conscientious  objectors,  as  was  the 
case  during  World  War  II,  and  I  am  in¬ 
formed  that  the  reason  for  this  is  that 
the  number  of  conscientious  objectors  is 
so  small — approximately  12,000 — that  it 
is  not  enough  to  warrant  the  creation  of 
national  work  camps  to  place  them  in 
during  the  24  months  of  their  service. 
The  conferees  have  arrived  at  a  compro¬ 
mise  on  the  question  of  conscientious 
objectors  which  leaves  the  question  at 
the  local  level  and  permits  draft  boards 
to  defer  a  person  who  is  engaged  in  work 
which  contributes  to  the  maintenance  of 
national  health,  safety,  and  interest  for 
a  period  of  24  months.  It  appears  to 
me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  this  gives  a  great 
advantage  to  conscientious  objectors  over 
men  who  are  inducted  into  the  service. 
A  man  is  inducted  into  the  Army  for  24 
months’  service  and,  upon  discharge,  re¬ 
mains  in  the  Reserves  for  6  years.  Con¬ 
scientious  objectors,  on  the  other  hand,, 
after  24  months  of  useful  work,  owe  no 
further  responsibility  under  the  bill. 
This,  I  maintain,  is  decidedly  unfair  to 
those  who  are  inducted  into  the  service. 
Then  there  is  the  question  of  the  Men- 
nonites,  who  have  been  causing-  a  great 
deal  of  concern  in  various  parts  of  my 
State  of  Montana,  and  have  been  the  re¬ 
sult  of  considerable  correspondence  to  me 
on  the  subject.  I  have  urged  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  to  give  this 
matter  every  possible  consideration  and 
to  work  out  a  solution  which  could  be 
workable  and  which  would  not  put  to 
disadvantage  those  who  were  inducted 
into  the  service.  However,  as  I  under¬ 
stand  this  conference  report,  the  Mencn- 
nites  are  given  a  straight  deferment  after 
induction  and  an  assignment  to  work  at 
a  local  level.  They  would  be  permitted 
the  privilege  of  continuing  in  their  nor¬ 
mal  occupation  of  farming,  for  example, 
and  perhaps  be  able  to  acquire  addi¬ 
tional  lands  and  generally  improve  their 
economic  status,  while  boys  in  the  same 
farm  communities  are  called  upon  to 
abandon  their  farms  and  even  sell  thfeir 
livestock  at  a  forced  sale  when  livestock 
is  not  ready  for  market.  This,  as  you 
can  well  understand,  and  justifiably  so, 
creates  a  great  deal  of  feeling.  I  had 
hoped  the  conference  report  would  per¬ 
mit  draft  boards,  or  whoever  made  deci¬ 
sions  in  such  instances,  to  see  to  it  that 
the  conscientious  objectors  who  are 
granted  deferments  and  have  the  bene¬ 
fits  already  described  would  at  least  be 
required  to  do  work  that  is  definitely  in 
the  national  interest  and  not  work  which 
merely  improves  their  economic  status 
and  their  own  pocketbooks.  While  the 
Mennonites  are  conscientious,  hard¬ 
working  people,  they  do  not  contribute 
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to  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States 
in  time  of  national  emergency.  These 
people,  like  the  rest  of  the  population, 
should  expect  that  their  normal  activi¬ 
ties  would  be  sacrificed  to  some  extent 
in  the  national  interest  so  that  they 
would  not  be  avoiding  all  national 
service. 

I  wish  to  express  the  hope  that  the 
Armed  Forces  Committee  will  be  able  to 
work  out  a  program  whereby  those  who 
obtain  deferment  on  these  grounds  may 
be  made  more  useful  in  contributing  to 
the  national  interest  during  this  emer¬ 
gency.  The  present  report  does  not 
commend  itself  to  the  average  person. 

Another  question  of  concern  to  me, 
which  I  think  is  inadequately  dealt  with 
in  this  report,  and  to  which  I  would  like 
to  offer  an  amendment  which  is  not  pos¬ 
sible  under  the  procedure  covering  the 
reporting  of  a  conference  report,  would 
be  to  lower  the  terms  of  service  of  reserv¬ 
ists  from  17  to  12  months.  It  dismays 
me  that  the  enlistment  of  reservists  is 
being  extended.  Many  of  them  now 
have  families  and  many  have  established 
themselves  in  businesses  and  many 
served  from  2  to  5  years  in  the  last  war. 
It  is  my  hope  that  the  Armed  Services 
Committee  will  immediately  look  into 
the  possibility  of  releasing  those  who 
have  served  overseas  so  that  those  who 
have  can’ied  the  burden  of  World  War  II, 
are  not  required  to  carry  a  further  and 
additional  burden.  I  am  informed  that 
there  are  approximately  600,000  reserv¬ 
ists  in  the  service  at  the  present  time. 
The  only  program  under  which  reservists 
now  in  service  can  be  released  is  by  call¬ 
ing  more  reservists  who  have  already 
served.  This  is  manifestly  unfair  and 
should  not  be  allowed  to  continue.  I 
understand  that  under  the  program 
which  the  Department  of  Defense  has 
approved,  that  all  reservists  who  served 
more  than  12  months  in  World  War  II 
will  be  released  within  12  months  in  the 
case  of  the  Army  and  Air  Force  and 
after  12  months  if  trained  replacements 
are  available  in  the  case  of  the  Navy. 
The  chairman  of  the  House  Armed  Serv¬ 
ices  Committee  informs  me  that  the 
committee  has  been  conducting  hearings 
for  several  weeks  on  the  Reserves  pro¬ 
gram.  I  sincerely  hope  that  out  of  these 
hearings  will  come  a  directive  that  men 
who  served  more  than  12  months  in 
World  War  II  should  not  be  called  back 
to  active  duty  short  of  an  all-out  emer¬ 
gency  that  would  require  their  additional 
service.  I  am  glad  to  have  the  assurances 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Armed 
Services  Committee,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Russell],  that  under  the 
rotation  program  in  Korea,  men  are  go¬ 
ing  to  be  rotated  at  the  rate  of  20,000  a 
month  and  that  most  of  the  hardship 
cases  will  be  alleviated  in  the  very  near 
future. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  also  glad  to  note 
that  the  provision,  whereby  aliens  who, 
up  to  now,  have  not  been  forced  to  serve 
even  though  they  are  within  the  age 
group  and  have  to  register,  has  been 
done  away  with  and  that  these  people 
tvill  have  to  take  their  part  in  the  de¬ 
fense  of  our  country. 

In  conclusion,  I  would  like  to  again 
call  to  the  attention  of  the  Armed  Serv¬ 


ices  Committee  the  possibility  of  doing 
away  with  the  classification  of  IV-F  and 
the  imposition  of  equal  sacrifice  in  selec¬ 
tive  service.  There  are  many  IV-F’s 
who  could  serve  in  some  capacity  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  Nation.  Further¬ 
more,  the  equality  of  sacrifice  should, 
with  extremely  rare  and  extraordinary 
exceptions,  be  applied  to  all  without  re¬ 
gard  to  educational  qualifications  or 
abilities. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
the  remaining  time  to  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Brooks]  . 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  realize 
as  I  rise  to  close  this  debate  that  this 
is  a  historic  hour  in  the  life  of  the  Con¬ 
gress.  This  is  a  question  which  has  been 
debated  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  country  for  30  years.  It 
has  received  as  much  attention  and  as 
much  thought  as  any  question  that  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  Congress  has  ever  attempted  to 
legislate  upon. 

We  are  in  the  closing  hour  of  the  han¬ 
dling  of  this  bill,  and  the  action  we  take 
today  will  finally  lead  to  the  adoption  of 
this  proposal  and  the  sending  of  this 
matter  to  the  White  House  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  signature. 

While  this  conference  report  does  not 
contain  what  I  would  like  to  have  it  con¬ 
tain,  and  I  dare  say  that  I  speak  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  all  the  Members 
of  the  House,  nonetheless  it  has  my  sup¬ 
port  and  approval. 

In  reference  to  the  universal  military 
training  that  we  have  adopted  the  House 
view  and  went  almost  the  whole  length 
of  the  House  view  in  presenting  this  pro¬ 
gram  to  you  today.-  I  look  at  this,  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  being  the  action  on  a  meas¬ 
ure  which  will  give  us  a  permanent  Mili¬ 
tary  Establishment  that  we  can  depend 
upon  in  good  and  bad  times.  I  look  at 
this  measure,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  being  the 
means  of  building  up  our  Reserves,  so 
that  the  Military  Establishment  will  not 
in  times  of  war  ascend  the  mountain 
peaks  of  power;  and  then  when  the  war 
is  over  go  down  into  the  valleys  and 
quagmires  again  to  abandon  real  defense. 
If  this  report  is  adopted  and  the  bill  sent 
on  for  the  signature  of  the  President,  we 
will  have  a  Military  Establishment  which 
will  not  fluctuate  with  the  crises 
throughout  the  world.  We  will  have  a 
Military  Establishment  that  we  can  de¬ 
pend  upon.  Someone  has  said  that  the 
conferees  are  interested  in  war.  I  tell 
you,  as  one  of  the  conferees,  I  am  inter¬ 
ested  in  peace.  And  in  my  judgment 
we  can  only  have  peace  by  having  a 
tremendously  strong  Military  Establish¬ 
ment.  This  bill  will  give  us  the  author¬ 
ity  for  a  strong  Reserve  Military  Estab¬ 
lishment  which  the  Nation  needs  so  badly 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  universal  military 
training  provision  will  mean  that  we  will 
have  a  Reserve  Establishment  which  will 
not  fluctuate,  depending  upon  conditions 
throughout  the  world.  The  Reserve  Es¬ 
tablishment,  it  is  true,  will  have  some 
element  of  compulsion  in  it,  but  it  will 
give  us  a  strong,  dependable,  efficient, 
and  well-organized  Reserve  throughout 
the  country. 

I  have  spent  as  much  time  as  any 
Member  of  the  House  working  on  the 


Reserve  problem.  It  is  a  most  knotty 
problem.  In  my  judgment  it  is  one  of 
the  hardest  problems  that  we  have  in 
the  Defense  Department  today.  By  the 
adoption  of  this  conference  report  we 
will  make  it  possible  to  help  solve  this 
problem  in  the  future.  I  am  interested 
in  two  things  in  the  Reserve.  First,  that 
the  present  situation  shall  not  repeat 
itself,  and  secondly,  in  removing,  if  it  is 
possible  at  this  late  hour,  to  do  so,  the 
injustices,  inequities,  and  unfair  situa¬ 
tions  which  have  been  visited  on  our  Re¬ 
serves  and  our  Reserve  Establishment. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  for  a  question. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Can  the  gentleman  tell 
me  why  the  House  conferees  backed  up 
and  took  off  the  commission,  for  universal 
military  training  the  Reserve  officer? 
Under  this  conference  report  we  are  go¬ 
ing  to  have  two  Regular  Army  officers. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  The  conferees  did  this. 
They  required — and  I  think  this  is  im¬ 
portant,  and  I  certainly  fought  for  it — a 
civilian  to  be  chairman.  I  think  that  is 
extremely  important.  They  required 
three  civilians,  and  one  of  those  may  be 
a  Reserve  officer. 

Mr.  GROSS.  No,  no. 

Mr.  BROOKS.  Let  me  proceed,  if  I 
may,  and  then  I  will  be  glad  to  answer 
any  questions. 

In  handling  the  Reserve  question,  we 
in  the  House,  wanted  the  reservists, 
whether  they  were  inactive  or  voluntary 
reservists,  when  they  were  veterans,  to 
be  released  after  12  months  of  service.  I 
think  that  was  asking  for  much.  The 
Armed  Forces  wanted  them  retained  for 
24  months,  which  was  12  months  more 
than  the  House  bill.  In  other  words,  it 
is  twice  as  much  as  the  House  was  willing 
to  go  along  with.  The  law  at  the  present 
time  requires  them  to  serve  as  long  as  21 
months.  What  we  did  was  to  scale  off  4 
months  and  reduce  the  time  21  months 
to  17  months.  So  that  in  the  compro¬ 
mise — the  reservists  saved  4  months  of 
possible  service  under  the  present  law. 
But  they  also  are  required  to  serve  5 
months  more  than  we  in  the  House  hoped 
they  would  have  to  serve. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  yield  for  a  question 
only. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
you  say  the  conferees  respected  the  will 
of  the  House,  I  want  to  point  out  that  the 
will  of  the  House  was  12  months.  The 
Senate  had  nothing  in  their  bill.  There¬ 
fore,  why  did  not  the  House  conferees 
hold  out  for  1£  months  rather  than  per¬ 
mit  the  other  body  to  raise  it  to  17 
months?  We  all  know  that  a  grave  in¬ 
justice  has  been  done  to  the  reservists. 
Will  the  gentleman  explain  that? 

Mr.  BROOKS.  I  will  explain  my  own 
views,  at  least.  I  thought  they  should 
not  have  been  kept  in  even  for  12  months. 
But  we  had  to  meet  the  exigencies  of 
this  situation.  Before  the  reserve  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Af¬ 
fairs,  which  is  now  holding  hearings,  we 
have  a  program  for  the  discharge  of  all 
of  these  reservists.  I  say  to  you  that  un¬ 
der  the  program  given  to  us  many  of 
them,  tens  of  thousands  of  them,  should 
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be  released  far  before  the  time  set  in  this 
law.  We  wanted  an  over-all  limit  beyond 
which  the  reservist  could  not  be  kept  and 
this  over-all  limit  will  guarantee  that 
they  shall  not  be  kept  beyond  that  time, 
except  in  extreme  cases. 

In  the  program  before  the  Armed 
Service  subcommittee  on  reservists,  and 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  [Mr.  Van  Zandt]  was  present, 
and  I  want  to  point  out  that  he  is  a  very 
active  and  ardent  worker  who  has  the 
interest  of  the  reservists  at  heart — as  I 
have — as  I  say,  in  the  program  presented 
to  us  they  told  us  that  all  of  the  enlisted 
and  officer  personel  and  volunteer  and 
organized  reservists,  too,  of  the  Marine 
Corps  will  be  discharged  within  13 
months,  which  is  a  far  better  break  than 
they  would  get  under  this  bill.  I  hope 
that  the  releases  proceed  even  better 
than  promised. 

Under  leave  to  extend  my  remarks,  I 
have  today  inserted  into  this  Record  the 
release  of  the  Defense  Department  show¬ 
ing  the  program  for  the  release  of  reserv¬ 
ists.  I  hope  that  everyone  interested 
will  study  this  program  and,  by  being  fa¬ 
miliar  with  its  contents,  may  help  to  give 
our  Reserves  on  active  duty  some  idea  of 
when  they  may  be  released  back  to  their 
homes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  led  the  fight  for 
the  reservists.  I  know  what  injustices 
and  hardships  they  have  suffered  over 
being  recalled  to  active  service  after 
their  part  in  the  Second  World  War.  My 
deep  regret  is  that  I  have  not  been  able 
at  an  earlier  date  to  give  them  more  hope 
and  more  help  in  meeting  these  prob¬ 
lems. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 
All  time  has  expired. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question  on  the  conference 
report. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  agreeing  to  the  conference 
report. 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  that 
I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were— yeas  339,  nays  41,  not  voting  52, 
as  follows: 

[Roll  No.  73] 

YEAS— 339 


Aandahl 

Bates,  Mass. 

Budge 

Abbitt 

Battle 

Burdick 

Abernethy 

Beall 

Burleson 

Addonizio 

Beckworth 

Burnside 

Albert 

Belcher 

Burton 

Allen,  Calif. 

Bender 

Bush 

Allen,  La. 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Byrnes,  Wls. 

Andersen, 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Camp 

H.  Carl 

Bentsen 

Canfield 

Anderson,  Calif. Berry 

Cannon 

Andresen, 

Betts 

Carlyle 

August  H. 

Blackney 

Case 

Andrews 

Boggs,  Del. 

Celler 

Anfuso 

Bolling 

Chatham 

Arends 

Bolton 

Chelf 

Armstrong 

Bonner 

Chenoweth 

Aspinall 

Bosone 

Chudoff 

Auchincloss 

Bramblett 

Church 

Ayres 

Breen 

Clemente 

Baker 

Brehm 

Clevenger 

Bakewell 

Brooks 

Cole,  Kans. 

Barden 

Brown,  Ga. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Baring 

Brown,  Ohio 

Colmer 

Barrett 

Bryson 

Combs 

Bates,  Ky. 

Buckley 

Cooley 

Cooper 

Holmes 

Prouty 

Corbett 

Hope 

Quinn 

Cotton 

Horan 

Rabaut 

Coudert 

Howell 

Radwan 

Cunningham 

Hunter 

Rains 

Curtis,  Nebr. 

Irving 

Ramsay 

Dague 

Jackson,  Calif. 

Reams 

Davis,  Ga. 

Jackson,  Wash. 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Davis,  Tenn. 

James 

Rees,  Kans. 

Davis,  Wis. 

Jarman 

Regan 

Dawson 

Javits 

Rhodes 

Deane 

Jensen 

Ribicoff 

DeGraffenried 

Johnson 

Richards 

Delaney 

Jones,  Ala. 

Riehlman 

Dempsey 

Jones, 

Riley 

Denny 

Hamilton  O. 

Rivers 

Denton 

Jones, 

Roberts 

Devereux 

Woodrow  W. 

Rodino 

D’Ewart 

Judd 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Dollinger 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Dolliver 

Kean 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Dondero 

Kearney 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Donohue 

Keating 

Rooney 

Donovan 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Roosevelt 

Dorn 

Keogh 

Sadlak 

Doyle 

Kerr 

St.  George 

Eaton 

Kersten,  Wis.  - 

Sasscer 

Eberharter 

Bhng 

Saylor 

Elliott 

Kirwan 

Schwabe 

Ellsworth 

Klein 

Scott,  Hardie 

Elston 

Kluczynski 

Scott, 

Engle 

Lane 

Hugh  D„  Jr. 

Fallon 

Lanham 

Scrivner 

Feighan 

Lantaff 

Scudder 

Fellows 

Larcade 

Secrest 

Fenton 

Latham 

Seely-Brown 

Fernandez 

Lesinski 

Sheppard 

Fine 

Lind 

Sieminski 

Fisher 

Lovre 

Sikes 

Fogarty 

Lucas 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Forand 

McConnell 

Sittler 

Ford 

McCormack 

Smith,  Miss. 

Forrester 

McCulloch 

Smith,  Va. 

Frazier 

McDonough 

Spence 

Fulton 

McGrath 

Springer 

Furcolo 

McGregor 

Staggers 

Gamble 

McGuire 

Steed 

Garmatz 

McKinnon 

Stefan 

Gary 

McMillan 

Stigler 

Gathings 

McMullen 

Stockman 

Gavin 

Machrowicz 

Sutton 

George 

Mack,  HI. 

Taber 

Goodwin 

Mack,  Wash. 

Tackett 

Gordon 

Madden 

Talle 

Gore 

Mahon 

Teague 

Graham 

Mansfield 

Thomas 

Granahan 

Martin,  Iowa 

Thompson, 

Granger 

Martin,  Mass. 

Mich. 

Grant 

Meader 

Thompson,  r 

Green 

Miller,  Md. 

Thorn  berry 

Greenwood 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Tollefson 

Gregory 

Mills 

Towe 

Hagen 

Mitchell 

Trimble 

Hale 

Morano 

Van  Pelt 

Hall, 

Morgan 

Van  Zandt 

Edwin  Arthur  Morrison 

Vaughn 

Hall, 

Multer 

Vinson 

Leonard  W. 

Mumma 

Vorys 

Halleck 

Murdock 

Vursell 

Hand 

Murphy 

Walter 

Harden 

Murray,  Tenn. 

Watts 

Hardy 

Nelson 

Weichel 

Harris 

Nicholson 

Welch 

Harrison,  Va. 

Norblad 

Wharton 

Hart 

Norrell 

Wheeler 

Harvey 

O’Brien,  HI. 

Whitaker 

Havenner 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

Whitten 

Hays,  Ark. 

O’Neill 

Wickersham 

Hays,  Ohio 

Ostertag 

Widnall 

Hebert 

O’Toole 

Wigglesworth 

Heffernan 

Passman 

Williams,  Miss. 

Heller 

Patman 

Williams,  N.  Y, 

Herlong 

Patten 

Willis 

Herter 

Patterson 

Wilson,  Tex. 

Heselton 

Perkins 

Wolcott 

Hess 

Phillips 

Wolverton 

Hill 

Pickett 

Woodruff 

HiUings 

Polk 

Yates  . 

Hinshaw 

Potter 

Yorty 

Hoeven 

Price 

Zablockl 

Holifleld 

Priest 

NAYS— 41 

Adair 

Chiperfield 

McVey 

Allen,  Ill. 

Crumpacker 

Marshall 

Bailey 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Mason 

Beamer 

Doughton 

Morris 

Bishop 

Golden 

O’Hara 

Bray 

Gross 

Phllbin 

Brownson 

Hull 

Powell 

Buffett 

Jenison 

Rankin 

Bus  bey 

Jenkins 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Butler 

Jonas 

Robeson 

Shafer 

Vail 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Short 

Velde 

Withrow 

Simpson,  HI. 

Werdel 

Wood,  Idaho 

Smith,  Wis. 

Wier 

NOT  VOTING— 52 

Angell 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Moulder 

Blatnlk 

Hedrick 

Murray,  Wis. 

Boggs,  La. 

Hoffman,  HI. 

O’Konski 

Bow 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Poage 

Boykin 

Jones,  Mo. 

Poulson 

Byrne,  N.  Y. 

Kearns 

Preston 

Carnahan 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Redden 

Cox 

Kennedy 

Reed,  Ill. 

Crawford 

Kilburn 

Sabath 

Crosser 

Kilday 

Sheehan 

Dingell 

LeCompte 

Shelley 

Durham 

Lyle 

Smith,  Kans. 

Evins 

McCarthy 

Stanley 

Flood 

Magee 

Taylor 

Fugate 

Merrow 

Winstead 

Gillette 

Miller,  Calif. 

Wood,  Ga. 

Gossett 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Gwinn 

Morton 

So  the  conference  report  was  agreed 
to. 

The  Clerk  announced  the  following 
pairs : 

On  this  vote; 

Mr.  Merrow  for,  with  Mr.  Smith  of  Kansas 
against. 

Mr.  Crawford  for,  with  Mr.  Sheehan 
against. 

Mr,  Poulson  for,  with  Mr.  Hoffman  of 
Illinois,  against. 

Mr.  Miller  of  New  York  for,  with  Mr. 
Hoffman  of  Michigan  against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Polk  with  Mr.  Gwinn. 

Mr.  Byrne  of  New  York  with  Mr.  Reed  of 
Illinois. 

Mr.  Carnahan  with  Mr.  LeCompte. 

Mr.  Preston  with  Mr.  Taylor. 

Mr.  Wood  with  Mr.  Morton. 

Mr.  Winstead  with  Mr.  Gillette. 

Mr.  Jones  of  Missouri  with  Mr.  Harrison 
of  Wyoming. 

Mr.  Flood  with  Mr.  Kearns. 

Mr.  Fugate  with  Mr.  Bow. 

Mr.  Moulder  with  Mr.  Angell. 

Mr.  Miller  of  California  with  Mr.  Murray 
of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  Boggs  of  Louisiana  with  Mr.  Kilburn. 

Mr.  O’Toole  and  Mr.  Tackett  changed 
their  votes  from  “nay”  to  “yea.” 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

A  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

- GENERAL-  LEAVE-  "TO-  EXTEND  ' 

Mr.  VINSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  Members 
may  have  five  legislative  days  in  which 
to  extend  their  remarks  on  the  confer¬ 
ence  report  on  Senate  bill  No.  1.  / 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  .Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Georgia?  / 

There  was  no  objection./ 

CORRECTION  OF  R£<LL  CALL 

'4  f 

Mr.  MITCHELL.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  roll 
call  No.  70,  I  am  sfufwn  as  not  voting. 
I  was  present  and,  "Voted  “aye.”  I  ask 
unanimous  consem  that  the  Record  and 
Journal  be  corseted  accordingly. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempChce.  Is  there 
objection  fo'the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  fronyWashington? 

There/fvas  no  objection. 

PERMISSION  TO  ADDRESS  THE  HOUSE 

Mh  HUGH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  tb, 
/Address  the  House  for  1  minute. 


No.  101 - 6 


6410 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD— HOUSE 


June  7 


The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania? 

Theresas  no  objection. 

[Mr.  HtfeH  D.  SCOTT,  JR.,  addressed 
the  House.  \His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

DISTRICT  OP  CokjJMBIA  APPROPRIATION 
bA)L,  1952 

Mr.  BATES  of  Kentucky.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  move  that  the  isouse  resolve  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union, for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill\(H.  R.  4329) 
making  appropriations  forVhe  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
other  activities  chargeable  ixiWhole  or 
in  part  against  the  revenues  of  s^ph  Dis¬ 
trict  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jd$je  30, 
1952,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itse 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  4329,  with 
Mr.  Price  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Commit¬ 
tee  rose  on  yesterday,  general  debate  had 
been  concluded. 

The  Clerk  will  read. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That  there  are  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  District  of  Columbia  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1952,  out  of  (1) 
the  general  fund  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
hereinafter  known  as  the  general  fund,  such 
fund  being  composed  of  the  revenues  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  other  than  those  applied 
by  law  to  special  funds,  and  $11,000,000, 
which  is  hereby  appropriated  for  the  purpose 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  other¬ 
wise  appropriated  (to  be  advanced  July  1, 
1951),  (2)  highway  funds,  established  by  law 
(D.  C.  Code,  title  47,  ch.  19),  and  (3)  the 
water  fund,  established  by  law  (D.  C.  Code, 
title  43,  ch.  15),  and  $1,000,000  which  is 
hereby  appropriated  for  the  purpose  out  of 
any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated  (to  be  advanced  July  1,  1951), 
sums  as  follows:  . 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 

I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  a  problem  that  I  think  is 
of  interest  to  this  Committee  and  to  the/ 
Congress,  as  well  as  to  the  people  of  the 
District  of  Columbia.  In  my  opinion/it 
is  appropriate  during  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  giving  the  funds  for  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  District  of  Columbia  gov¬ 
ernment  to  inquire  into  what/ls  being 
done  to  clean  up  the  transportation  sys¬ 
tem  in  the  city  of  Washington. 

For  the  past  year  and  a  half  it  is  cer¬ 
tainly  obvious  to  even  the  most  casual 
observer  that  the  Capital  Transit  Co. 
has  ceased  to  have  qs  its  primary  ob¬ 
jective  the  serving  of  the  public,  and  now 
its  objective  is  to  /earn  money  for  the 
owners.  In  my  judgment,  some  effective 
action  should  be  taken  to  assure  that 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 
District,  foiywhom  funds  are  provided 
in  this  bill/ represent  more  nearly  the 
public  interest.  It  seems  to  me  that  they 
have  bqen  misled  by  the  self-serving 
staterq^nts  to  the  Commission  by  the 
Capital  Transit  Co. 

A®  recently  as  December  20,  1949,  fol¬ 
lowing  a  wage  arbitration  settlement 


with  the  employees,  the  company  issued 
a  statement  to  the  effect  that  regardless 
of  the  increase  in  fares,  the  company 
would  continue  to  show  a  loss,  since 
fares  could  not  be  increased  to  a  point 
high  enough  to  pay  dividends  without 
suffering  a  more  than  corresponding  loss 
in  patronage.  Tire  Capital  Transit  Co. 
was  granted  an  increased  fare  to  15  cents 
and  recently,  on  May  29,  it  was  reported 
in  the  press  that  the  Capital  Transit 
Co.’s  net  income  for  the  first  4  months 
of  this  year  was  over  a  half  million  dol¬ 
lars.  This  compared  with  a  $62,000  net 
income  for  the  comparable  period  the 
year  before. 

The  new  ownership,  composed  of  a 
group  of  businessmen  from  another 
State,  has  produced  not  only  a  net  profit 
for  themselves  by  means  of  rate  in¬ 
creases,  service  cuts,  reductions  in  force, 
and  the  elimination  of  routes,  but,  as  well, 
have  experienced  an  increase  in  the  value 
of  their  stock  shares. 

An  article  in  a  Washington  newspaper 
recently  summarized  the  stock  profits  of 
je  new  owners  as  follows: 

ie  new  owners  bought  the  Capital  Tran-/ 
sit  Stock  at  only  $20  a  share.  Capital  Transit 
has  240,000  shares  of  common  stock  and  .the 
new  owners  now  hold  about  55  percent/on- 
trol  of  the  company  as  well  as  active  control 
of  the  management.  The  current  ,-4narket 
value  of  th^  stock  is  around  $3 5,/a  share. 
Thus  the  new.  owners  in  a  year  Jmd  a  half 
have  about  doubled  their  mone, 

In  addition  it  might  be  staid  that  this 
new  group  of  owners  has  gradually  taken 
over  the  top  paying  map&gement  jobs  in 
the  company.  It  Seqdis  to  me  that  it 
is  about  time  that  wChave  an  effective 
Public  Utilities  Commission  in  the  Dis- 


trict.  Certainly  /there  ‘  is  something 
wrong  with  a  system  that  will  permit  the 
public  to  be  gauged  for  additional  fares 
while  forced^/Co  tolerate  reduced  service 
and,  at  tholsame  time,  the  company  is 
exceedinggall  previous  profits  as  well  as 
increase,®!  stock  values.  \ 

The^iew  management  of  the  company 
was  jfntirely  without  transportation  ex¬ 
perience.  An  editorial  in  the  Sunday 
Star  of  September  4,  1949  entitled  “Ab- 
fentee  Transit  Ownership”  pointed  out: 
A  group  of  nine  investors,  none  of  them 
living  in  Washington  and  none  of  them  hav¬ 
ing  shown  previous  interest  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  field,  is  now  in  position  to  con¬ 
summate  its  purchase  of  a  controlling  share 
of  the  Capital  Transit  Co. 

The  editorial  further  pointed  out  that 
it  was  clear  that  the  purchase  was  con¬ 
sidered  as  an  investment  as  the  only  mo¬ 
tive  of  the  purchase  of  this  company. 

No  one  can  deny  the  experience  of  the 
present  ownership  in  making  money. 
The  majority  stockholder  in  the  com¬ 
pany  is  reputed  to  have  snowballed  a 
$5,000  loan  made  in  1932  to  a  fortune  of 
$10,000,000  in  1949.  He  apparently  has 
a  lot  of  surplus  cash  because  he  testified 
before  the  Kefauver  committee  and  I 
quote  from  a  summary  of  his  testimony 
issued  by  the  Congressional  Library. 

When  Wolfson  entered  the  campaign — 

Governor  Fuller  Warren’s  of  Florida— 
it  was  agreed  that  he  would  carry  the  bulk 
of  the  expenses  along  with  C.  V.  Griffin  and 
William  H.  Johnston.  Wolfson  was  vaguely 
aware  of  Johnston’s  horse  and  dog  race 
track  interest  but  was  ignorant  of  the  Flor¬ 


ida  law  barring  persons  connected  with  race 
tracks  from  making  political  contributions. 

According  to  the  summary,  Mr.  W6lf- 
son  further  stated  that  he  contributed 
$150,000  to  that  gubernatorial  campaign. 

I  intend  to  go  into  this  matter  further 
of  the  affairs  of  the  Capital  Transit  par¬ 
ticularly  with  regard  to  th?  manner  in 
which  the  Fublic  Utilities^  Commission 
has  permitted  the  public  to  become  a 
pawn  in  a  monstrous  financial  manip¬ 
ulation  of  speculator  controlling  this 
vital  system  in  the  Capital  of  our  Nation. 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  the  gentlemen 
of  the  committee  could  tell  me  to  what 
extent  this  has  been  explored  before  giv¬ 
ing  the  appropriations  for  the  carrying 
on  of  the  functions  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr. REES  of  Kansas.  I  yield  to  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York. 

Mr.  REED  of  New  York.  Any  person 
Who  has  been  riding  on  the  busses  and 
streetcars  in  this  city  today  knows  that 
‘  they  just  keep  crowding  them  in  and 
crowding  them  in,  old  people  and  women 
and  children,  and  the  driver  will  shout, 
“Step  back  in  the  bus.  Step  back  in  the 
bus.”  And  he  will  practically  shut  the 
door  on  people.  I  had  the  door  shut  on 
me  just  the  other  day.  They  give  no 
consideration  to  the  public  whatever. 
Yet  they  raise  rates  and  then  declare 
dividends. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  makes  a  very  valid  and 
important  observation. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  proceed  for 
one  additional  minute. 

Mr.  WILSON  of  Indiana.  Reserving 
the  right  to  object,  Mr.  Chairman,  just 
what  part  of  the  bill  is  the  gentleman 
addressing  himself  to? 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas.  The  gentleman 
from  Kansas  is  addressing  this  Commit¬ 
tee  with  respect  to  funds  expended  under 
this  bill,  a  part  of  which  is  used  to  pay 
the  salaries  and  expenses  of  the  Utilities 
Commission  of  the  District,  who  in  turn 
have  a  considerable  amount  of  authority 
in  dealing  with  the  Capital  Transit  Co. 
that  I  am  presently  discussing.  I  trust 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  In¬ 
diana/  an  industrious  member  of  this 
Committee,  will  not  only  listen  to  what 
I  have  to  Say,  but  will  give  this  particular 
problem  the  consideration  to  which  I 
think  it  is  entitled. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas?  \ 

Mr.  WILSON  of’Indiana.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  object. 

(Mr.  REES  of  Kansas  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.)  \ 

Mr.  H.  CARL  ANDERSEf^  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment,  which  I 
send  to  the  desk. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  S 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  H.  Cari  Ander¬ 
sen:  Page  2,  line  3,  strike  out  "$ll,6c0,000” 
and  insert  “$9,800,000.”  \ 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  is  recognized  in  sup¬ 
port  of  his  amendment. 


' 

' 


- 
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toroction  of  the  Hays  and  Means  Connittce,  and  also  waives  joints  of  or<? 
gaHnst  the  hill.  (iro.  0336,  D525.) 
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^  x.  Wr'sh#»  criticised  the  high  tares  proposed  in  the  new  tax  hill 

and  iJrgen  reductions  in  appropriations  to  nondefenso  agencies  (Pp.  6317-G) . 
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There  was  di: 


sicn  during  the  delate  of  :thc  need  for  additional  Agricul¬ 
ture  Yearbooks •  hr  Itonc  Menhers  of  the  House  (pp.  6915-6). 

P_.IwiiS.  Severe.!  AAcnbcS|p  cour.endcd  Hod*  P .at nan,  Ter.,  aud/ho  Robinson— Pa.  tnan 
Act,  to  prevent  unfa .i^br ice  discrininat ion  in  interstate  conncrcc,  on  the  oc- ' 
ce.sio.11  of  tne  15th  a- - n i vsr s dry  of  the  Act  (p-o.  b91G~3 3f7»  Ren.  Deane  inserted 
nuncrous  letters  on  the  subject  (pn.  6919-29").  /  r 

12.  ST.  LAHEELCE  SEAHAY.  Rap.  L^cade,  La.,  defended  Q(6n.  Pick,  Chief  of  Amy  Engi- 
r0,  .  neers ,  against  criticizn  for  Ms  activities  in.  collection  with  this  nro-.iosod 

project,  and  related  the  activities  of  Gen.  Pic/  in  connection  with  various 
river-ba 5 in-devclopncnt  and '  ot h^ projects  (pp-.  6333-5). 

bills\htroduc 

13.  DBESITSS  PRODUCT  1 01T.  H.  J  „  Res.  271,  Ayres,  Ohio,  to  continue  in  effoct 

certain  provisions  of  the  Defense  ProdiMtion  Act  of  1350  through  July  31,  1951  • 
to  Banking  and  Currency  Connittce  (?•/&).  Rona.rks  of  author  (p..A3o49). 

Con.  Res.  124,  hy  Rep.  Ayres yp r 0 vMi ng  for  the  adjournnent  of  the  House 
from  June  29 »  1951 »  until  July  9>  ^?5L»  to^Wuhlc  its  Hankers  to  seek  the  views 
of  the  people  concerning  the  operation  of  th\  Defense  Production  Act  of  195O; 
to  Rules  Connittce  (pi.  ’6937)  •  /  \ 

14.  SHEEP  IETUSTRY.  S.  I096,  hy  Sqt'..  HcCnuran,  to  a.rufad  Public  Law  5*7  of  the 

Eighty— first  Congress  to  pro/ide  relief  for  the  clracro— raising  industry  hy  nak- 
at  ing  special  quota;  imigratirn  vasas  a,vailahlc  to  co^ain  alien  sh.cc-oh.er dors; 
to  Judiciary  Connittce  (p/6267)- 

ITS  I S  IS  APP  EDDIE 

15-  PRICE  CONTROLS.  Rep  Ji  Ic  Co  mack ,  Mass.,  inserted  Governor  Dbver'  s  (Ma,ss.)  tele- 
gran  sun-porting  the/President ' s  rcconncndations  for  price  controls  (rro •  A3 2 49- 

5°)-  /  "  \  " 

Rais.  Rodina/ and  Addonizio,  IT.  J.,  inserted  2  Hewa-rk  (ll.  J Evening  Hews 
•editorials  favoring  the  continua,tion  of  price  controls  and  connaading  the  Gov*- 
ernnent  for  t/e  heef  -irice  rollbe.ck  order  (p.  A3255) •  \  . 

Sen.  Bridges  inserted  Charles  J;  McGowan's  (International  Brotherhood  cf 
Boilcroakc/s)  st.ntencnt  favoring  continuation  of  wage  and  price  regulation 
and  nodi  fie  .at  ion  of  credit  controls  (p.  A3S74). 

MEAT  PRICES.  Sen.  Butler,  Bohr.,  inserted  a  ITchraska  Earner  article,  "Roll-Backs 
Hon*  ^/Produce  More  3ccf,"  which  includes  excerpts  fron  letters  fron  livestock 
horn/utl ining  the  effects  of  the  rollback  order  on  their  operations  (pp.  A3266- 

7  V 

0ARtI  LABOR.  'Rep.  Yorty,  Calif,,  inserted  Robert  S.  Allen's  article  reporting 


Jjhrrt  General  Eisenhower  "cond'crms"  the  poetic o  of  illegally  inoorting  far n 
wertesrs  fron  Mexico,  ruil  quoting  frbn  the  General* s  letter  to  Sen. .  Fulbrj 
on  thos^Cijcct  (p.  .I3G60}. 


IS.  FLOOD  CONTROL.  RtSp,.  Norblad,  Creg.,  -inserted,  an  Oregon  StaJ*r£man  editorial  -a¬ 
greeing  with  the  rectN^ion  made  by  the -House  Appro pri^Jt^Sns  Committee  in  appro¬ 
priations  for  two  Pacifi^mrthwest  f  lood-contrqL**)froj'ects  (pp.  A3869-70)* 


19.  ST.  LA  , HENCE  3EA".;i-.Y .  Rep.  Van  ZancP(?y  p* 
editorial  suggesting  that  Canada  buj* 


inserted  a  Houston  (Tex.)  Chronicle 
s  project  (p.  A3857)« 


20.  GOVERNMENT  ETHICS,  Sen.  T^f^Ias  inserted  Sen.  Be’ftiqnPs  testimony  before  the  S. 
Labor  and  Public  Tlelpas^eCommitt-ee  favoring  S.  Con.  21,  providing  for  the 

appointment  of  a^Ptanmis  si  on  on  Ethics  in  the  Federal  Gowi'Hi^ent  (bp'.  A3877-80). 


21.  FOREIGN^lTD.  Sen,  Bridges  inserted  a  Council  of  State  Chambers  of  CPas^merce  ar- 

tioilSy  rtl"’0T"  'the  i+S  States  Would*  Share  the  Cost  of  the  President’s  .18,p^®>^00,000 


Foreign  Aid  Program”  (pp.  A3858-9). 


BILL  APPROVED  EY  THE  PRESIDENT 


22. 


NX  LIMY  TURNING, 
reduces  the  draft 


S.  1,  the  Universal  Military  Training  and-  Service  Act,  whickj 
ge  from  19  years  to  18-j|-  years,  but  provides  that  no  person 
shall  be  inducted  below  age  19  so  long  as  eligible  persons  between  19  and  25 
are  available  to  a  particular  local  board.  Extends  the  authority  to  induct  men 
into  the  armed  forces  for  U  years,  until  July  1,  1955*  Provides  for  deferment 
of  high  school  students  until  they  graduate  or  become  20.  Permits  college  stu¬ 
dents  to  be  deferred  until  they  complete  their  academic  year.  Authorizes  the 
President -to  provide  for  deferment  of  persons  whose  activity  in  study,  research, 
veterinary,  scientific,  or  other  endeavors  is  found  to  be  necessary  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or  interest.  Provides  for  a  Nation¬ 
al  Security  Training  Commission  to  exercise  general  supervision  over  a  National 
Security  Training  Corps  for  basic  milit-  ry  training;  requires  the  Commission 
within  4  months,  to  submit  legislative  recommendations  including  a  broad  outline 
of  such  training;  prohibits  inductions  for  the  Corps  until  Congress  has  con¬ 
sidered  these  recommendations;  and  provides  for  training  of  inductees  for  six 
months.  Approved  June  19,  1951  (Public  Law  51,  82nd  Cong.). 


COMMITTEE  HEARINGS  RELEASED  BY  G.P.O. 


23.  DEFENSE  PRODUCTION.  S.  1397,  Defense  Production  Act  Amendments  ofR-1951,  Part  1, 
S.  Fanki  ng^ndC  ur  r  ency  Committee.  t 


2i|_.  FURS.  II.  R.  2321,  fTJlt^lr.beling.  H.  Interstate  and 


Foj 


Commerce  Committee. 


25.  ’HI  THER.  S.  5,  222,  79®,  wea^t^r  control  a 
Jt.  Hearings  of  S.  Interior  and  Ibrsiilu  r 
and  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Commit 


nd 


airs 


gmented  potable  water  supply. 

,  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 


26.  REORGANIZATION.  S.  1166,  adnjiifTs  trot  ion  of  ove?Si^s  activities  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  S.  Expenditures  ij»^fxecutive  Departments  Com?fti£tee. 


0O0 
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COMMITTEE  HEARIN^SK^NNOUNC''  RENTS  for  June  20:  H.  Banking,  Defense  Prdd-uction  Act 
amendments  (ex.);  S.  labor  and  Public  Welfare,  ethics  in  government  ( Lcm?»atestify 
H.  Interior,  sea-water  and  rainfall  research  (Searles  to  testify);  H.  Civil 'ffenj^ice, 
FedpraT.  pay  bill;  H.  Delaney  Committee,  chemicals  in  foods  (ex.);  S.  Appropriation^ 
Interior  Dept,  bill  (ex.);  H.  Judiciary,  relating 'to  patents. 
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Public  Law  51  -  82d  Congress 
Chapter  144  -  1st  Session 
S.  1 

AN  ACT 


To  provide  for  the  common  defense  and  security  of  the  United  States  and  to 
permit  the  more  effective  utilization  of  manpower  resources  of  the  United 
States  by  authorizing  universal  military  training  and  service,  and  for  other 
purposes. 


Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  a/nd  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled , 

TITLE  I 

Section  1.  The  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (62  Stat.  604),  as 
amended,  is  further  amended  as  follows : 

(a)  Section  1  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Section  1.  (a)  This  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  ‘Universal  Military 

^Training  and  Service  Act’.”  _ 

(b)  Section  2  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  fol lows : 

“Sec.  2.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  the  authorized 
active-duty  personnel  strength  of  the  armed  forces,  exclusive  of  per¬ 
sonnel  of  the  reserve  components  on  active  duty  for  training  purposes 
only,  officer  candidates,  personnel  of  the  armed  forces  employed  in  the 
Selective  Service  System,  and  persons  paid  under  the  appropriations 
for  the  Naval  Reserve  and  the  Marine  Corps  Reserve,  is  hereby  estab¬ 
lished  as  follows :  ( 1 )  Of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  eight  hundred 
thirty-seven  thousand;  (2)  of  the  Navy,  including  the  Marine  Corps, 
the  present  authorized  statutory  strength  of  six  hundred  sixty-six 
thousand,  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two;  and  (3)  of  the  Air  Force 

t:  the  United  States,  five  hundred  two  thousand.  The  strength  herein 
tablished  for  each  of  the  armed  forces  shall  mean  the  daily  average 
number  of  persons  on  active  duty  therein  during  the  fiscal  year.” 

(c)  Section  3  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Sec.  3.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  it  shall  be  the 
duty  of  every  male  citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  every  other 
male  person  now  or  hereafter  in  the  United  States,  who,  on  the 
day  or  days  fixed  for  the  first  or  any  subsequent  registration,  is 
between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  to  present  himself  for 
and  submit  to  registration  at  such  time  or  times  and  place  or  places, 
and  in  such  manner,  as  shall  be  determined  by  proclamation  of  the 
President  and  by  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  hereunder.” 

(d)  Section  4  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every  male  citizen  of 
the  United  States  and  every  male  alien  admitted  for  permanent  resi¬ 
dence,  who  is  between  the  ages  of  18  years  and  6  months  and  26  years, 
at  the  time  fixed  for  his  registration,  or  who  attains  the  age  of  18  years 
and  6  months  after  having  been  required  to  register  pursuant  to  section 
3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h) 
of  this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States :  Provided ,  That  each  registrant  shall  be  imme¬ 
diately  liable  for  classification  and  examination,  and  shall,  as  soon  as 
practicable  following  his  registration,  be  so  classified  and  examined, 
both  physically  and  mentally,  in  order  to  determine  his  availability 
for  induction  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces:  Provided 
further ,  That  any  male  alien  who  is  between  the  ages  of  18  years  and 
6  months  and  26  years,  at  the  time  fixed  for  registration,  or  who  attains 
the  age  of  18  years  and  6  months  after  having  been  required  to  register 
\ursuant  to  section  3  of  this  title,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided 
A  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  who  has  remained  in  the  United  States 
in  a  status  other  than  that  of  a  permanent  resident  for  a  period  exceed- 


1951  Amendments 
to  the  Universal 
Military  Training 
and  Service  Act. 

Selective  Service 
Act  of  1948,  amend¬ 
ments. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  45  1(a). 

Short  title  of  Act. 

65  Stat.  75. 

65  Stat.  76. 

50  U.S.C.  Sup.  IV, 
app.  452. 

Authorized  person¬ 
nel  strength. 


62  Stat.  605. 

50  U.S.C. ,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  453. 
Registration. 


62  Stat.  605. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  454(a). 

Age  limits,  etc. 


Post,  p.  10. 

Classification  af¬ 
ter  registration. 


Aliens. 
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Relief  from  lia¬ 
bility. 


Selection  and  in¬ 
duction. 


65  Stat.  76. 


65  Stat.  77. 

National  Security 
Training  Corps. 
Liability  for  train¬ 
ing. 


Post,  p.  5. 


Post,  p.  10. 


Post,  pp.  8-11. 


Standards  of  ac¬ 
ceptability. 


ing  one  year  (other  than  an  alien  exempted  from  registration  under 
this  title  and  regulations  prescribed  thereunder)  shall  be  liable  for 
training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States,  except 
that  any  such  alien  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training  ar  ' 
service  under  this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the  Armed  Fort 
he  has  made  application  to  be  relieved  from  such  liability  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  and  in  accordance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  President;  but  any  alien  who  makes  such  application  shall 
thereafter  be  debarred  from  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
The  President  is  authorized,  from  time  to  time,  whether  or  not  a  state 
of  war  exists,  to  select  and  induct  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  for  training  and  service  in  the  manner  provided  in  this  title 
(including  but  not  limited  to  selection  and  induction  by  age  group  or 
age  groups)  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to  provide 
and  maintain  the  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces. 

“At  such  time  as  the  period  of  active  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  reduced  or  elimi¬ 
nated  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  4  (k)  of  this  title,  and  except 
as  otherwise  provided  in  this  title,  every  male  citizen  of  the  United-^ 
States  who  is  required  to  register  under  this  title  and  who  has  not 
attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  his  birth  on  the 
date  such  period  of  active  service  is  reduced  or  eliminated,  or  who  is 
otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  and  every 
male  alien  admitted  for  permanent  residence  who  is  required  to  register 
under  this  title  and  who  has  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary 
of  the  day  of  his  birth  on  the  date  such  period  of  active  service  is 
reduced  or  eliminated,  or  who  is  otherwise  liable  as  provided  in  section 
6  (h)  of  this  title,  shall  be  liable  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps:  Provided ,  That  any  male  alien  who  is  required  to 
register  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  and  who  has  not  reached  the 
nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  date  of  his  birth  on  the  date  such  pericy1! 
of  active  service  is  reduced  or  eliminated,  or  who  is  otherwise  liabi  I 
as  provided  in  section  6  (h)  of  this  title,  who  has  remained  in  the 
United  States  in  a  status  other  than  that  of  a  permanent  resident  for 
a  period  exceeding  one  year  shall  be  liable  for  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  except  that  any  such  alien  shall  be  relieved 
from  such  training  under  this  title  if,  prior  to  his  induction  into  the 
National  Security  Training  Corps  he  has  made  application  to  be 
relieved  from  such  liability  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  President,  but  any 
alien  who  makes  such  application  shall  thereafter  be  debarred  from 
becoming  a  citizen  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further ,  That  per¬ 
sons  deferred  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  this  title  shall  not  be 
relieved  from  liability  for  induction  into  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Corps  solely  by  reason  of  having  exceeded  the  age  of  nineteen 
years  during  the  period  of  such  deferment.  The  President  is  author¬ 
ized,  from  time  to  time,  whether  or  not  a  state  of  war  exists,  to  select 
and  induct  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as 
hereinafter  provided  such  number  of  persons  as  may  be  required  to 
further  the  purposes  of  this  title. 

“No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and 
service  or  shall  be  inducted  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  under  this  title  until  his  acceptability  in  all  respects, 
including  his  physical  and  mental  fitness,  has  been  satisfactorily  deter¬ 
mined  under  standards  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense: 
Provided ,  That  the  minimum  standards  for  physical  acceptability 
established  pursuant  to  this  subsection  shall  not  be  higher  than  those 
applied  to  persons  inducted  between  the  ages  of  18  and  26  in  January 
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1945 :  Provided  further ,  That  the  passing  requirement  for  the  Armed 
Forces  Qualification  Test  shall  be  fixed  at  a  percentile  score  of  10 
'mints. 

)“No  persons  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  until 
adequate  provision  shall  have  been  made  for  such  shelter,  sanitary 
facilities,  water  supplies,  heating  and  lighting  arrangements,  medical 
care,  and  hospital  accommodations  for  such  persons  as  may  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
be  essential  to  the  public  and  personal  health. 

“The  persons  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  for  training  and  service 
under  this  title  shall  be  assigned  to  stations  or  units  of  such  forces. 
Persons  inducted  into  the  land  forces  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to 
this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States;  persons  inducted  into  the  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  members  of  the  United 
States  Navy  or  the  United  States  Marine  Corps  or  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard,  as  appropriate;  and  persons  inducted  into  the  air  forces 
of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  this  title  shall  be  deemed  to  be  mem- 
’  ers  of  the  Air  Force  of  the  United  States. 

“Every  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  pursuant  to  the 
authority  of  this  subsection  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951 
Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  shall, 
following  his  induction,  be  given  full  and  adequate  military  training 
for  service  in  the  armed  force  into  which  he  is  inducted  for  a  period  of 
not  less  than  four  months,  and  no  such  person  shall,  during  this  four 
months’  period,  be  assigned  for  duty  at  any  installation  located  on  land 
outside  the  United  States,  its  Territories  and  possessions  (including 
the  Canal  Zone)  ;  and  no  other  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  of  the 
United  States  who  is  enlisted,  inducted,  appointed,  or  ordered  to  active 
duty  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  1951  Amendments  to  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act  shall  be  assigned  to  duty 
)t  any  installation  located  on  land  outside  the  United  States,  its  Terri¬ 
tories  and  possessions  (including  the  Canal  Zone),  until  he  has  had  the 
equivalent  of  at  least  four  months  of  basic  training :  Provided ,  That 
no  funds  appropriated  by  the  Congress  shall  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  or  maintaining  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this 
paragraph  any  person  inducted  into,  or  enlisted,  appointed,  or  ordered 
to  active  duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

“No  person,  without  his  consent,  shall  be  inducted  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  under  this  title,  except  as  otherwise  provided  herein, 
after  he  has  attained  the  twenty-sixth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  his 
birth. 

“No  member  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  restricted  or  prevented 
from  communicating  directly  or  indirectly  with  any  Member  or  Mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress  concerning  any  subject  unless  such  communication 
is  in  violation  of  law,  or  in  violation  of  regulations  necessary  to  the 
security  and  safety  of  the  United  States.” 

(e)  Section  4  (b)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(b)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  Armed  Forces  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall  serve  on  active  training 
and  service  for  a  period  of  twenty-four  consecutive  months,  unless 
sooner  released,  transferred,  or  discharged  in  accordance  with  pro¬ 
cedures  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  or  as 
otherwise  prescribed  by  subsection  (d)  of  section  4  of  this  title.” 

(f)  Section  4  (c)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(c)  (1)  Under  the  provisions  of  applicable  laws  and  regulations 

any  person  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  years  and  six  months  and 
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twenty-six  years  shall  be  offered  an  opportunity  to  enlist  in  the  regular 
army  for  a  period  of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in  subsection  (b) 
of  this  section :  Provided ,  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  this 
or  any  other  Act,  any  person  so  enlisting  shall  not  have  his  enlistmt 
extended  without  his  consent  until  after  a  declaration  of  war  o. 
national  emergency  by  the  Congress  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
1951  Amendments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service 
Act. 

“(2)  Any  enlisted  member  of  any  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces  may,  during  the  effective  period  of  this  Act,  apply  for  a  period 
of  service  equal  to  that  prescribed  in  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  and 
his  application  shall  be  accepted :  Provided ,  That  his  services  can  be 
effectively  utilized  and  that  his  physical  and  mental  fitness  for  such 
service  meet  the  standards  prescribed  by  the  head  of  the  department 
concerned :  Provided  further ,  That  active  service  performed  pursuant 
to  this  section  shall  not  prejudice  his  status  as  such  member  of  such 
reserve  component :  And  'provided  further ,  That  any  person  who  was 
a  member  of  a  reserve  component  on  J une  25, 1950,  and  who  thereafter 
continued  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such  reserve  component,  shall,  if 
his  application  for  active  duty  made  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  is 
denied,  be  deferred  from  induction  under  this  title  until  such  time 
as  he  is  ordered  to  active  duty  or  ceases  to  serve  satisfactorily  in  such 
reserve  component. 

“(3)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  (b) 
for  the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  any  person,  between  the  ages 
of  eighteen  and  twenty-six,  shall  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volun¬ 
teer  for  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the 
training  and  service  prescribed  in  subsection  (b),  but  no  person  who 
so  volunteers  shall  be  inducted  for  such  training  and  service  so  long  as 
he  is  deferred  after  classification. 

“(4)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  (b 
for  the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  any  person  after  attaining  tl” 
age  of  seventeen  shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents 
guardian  be  afforded  an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into 
the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  for  the  training  and  service 
prescribed  in  subsection  (b). 

“(5)  Within  the  limits  of  the  quota  determined  under  section  5  (b) 
for  the  subdivision  in  which  he  resides,  at  such  time  as  induction  into 
the  National  Security  Training  Corps  is  authorized  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  title,  any  person  after  attaining  the  age  of  seventeen 
shall  with  the  written  consent  of  his  parents  or  guardian  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  volunteer  for  induction  into  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  for  the  training  prescribed  in  subsection  (k)  of  section 
4  of  this  title.” 

(g)  Section  4  (d)  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  inserting  after  the 
word  “hereafter”,  where  it  appears  in  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  such 
subsection,  the  words  “and  prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  1951  Amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”,  and  (2) 
by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph : 

“(3)  Each  person  who,  subsequent  to  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
paragraph,  is  inducted,  enlisted,  or  appointed  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  prior  to  attaining  the  twenty- 
sixth  anniversary  of  his  birth  shall  be  required  to  serve  on  active  train¬ 
ing  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  in  training  in  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  and  in  a  reserve  component,  for  a  total  period 
of  eight  years,  unless  sooner  discharged  on  the  grounds  of  personal 
hardship,  in  accordance  with  regulations  and  standards  prescribed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard).  Each  such  person,  on 
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release  from  active  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  shall,  if  physically 
-■«id  mentally  qualified,  be  transferred  to  a  reserve  component  of  the 

>med  Forces,  and  shall  serve  therein  for  the  remainder  of  the  period 
which  he  is  required  to  serve  under  this  paragraph  and  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  a  member  of  such  reserve  component  during  such  period.  In 
case  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  or  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  Force  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard),  determines  that  enlistment, 
enrollment,  or  appointment  in,  or  assignment  to,  an  organized  unit  of 
a  reserve  component  or  an  officers’  training  program  of  the  armed  force 
in  which  he  served  is  available  to,  and  can,  without  undue  personal 
hardship,  be  filled  by  any  such  person,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such 
person  to  enlist,  enroll,  or  accept  appointment  in,  or  accept  assignment 
to,  such  organized  unit  or  officers’  training  program,  and  to  serve 
satisfactorily  therein.  The  Secretaries  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air 
Force,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  ( arid  the  Secre- 
tary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard) , 
unay  provide,  by  regulations  which  shall  be  as  nearly  uniform  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  for  the  release  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces 
prior  to  serving  the  periods  required  by  subsection  (b)  of  this  section 
of  individuals  who  volunteer  for  and  are  accepted  into  organized 
units  of  the  Army  National  Guard  and  Air  National  Guard  and  other 
reserve  components.  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  construed 
to  prevent  any  person,  while  in  a  reserve  component  of  the  Armed 
Forces,  from  being  ordered  or  called  to  active  duty  in  such  Armed 
Force.” 

(h)  Subsections  (g)  and  (h)  of  section  4  of  such  Act  are  repealed. 

(i)  Paragraph  (1)  of  section  4  (i)  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by 
inserting  after  the  word  “subsections”  the  following:  “6  (g),”  and 
<2)  by  striking  out  “twenty-one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
^wenty-four”. 

(j )  Section  4  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  a 
new  subsection  as  follows : 

“(k)  (1)  Upon  a  finding  by  him  that  such  action  is  justified  by  the 
strength  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  the  light  of  international  conditions, 
the  President,  upon  recommendation  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  is 
authorized,  by  Executive  order,  which  shall  be  uniform  in  its  appli¬ 
cation  to  all  persons  inducted  under  this  title  but  which  may  vary  as  to 
age  groups,  to  provide  for  (A)  decreasing  periods  of  service  under  this 
title  but  in  no  case  to  a  lesser  period  of  time  than  can  be  economically 
utilized,  or  (B)  eliminating  periods  of  service  required  under  this  title. 

“  (2)  Whenever  the  Congress  shall  by  concurrent  resolution  declare — 
“(A)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of  any  age  group 
or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  decreased 
to  any  period  less  than  twenty-four  months  which  may  be  desig¬ 
nated  in  such  resolution ;  or 

“(B)  that  the  period  of  active  service  required  of  any  age  group 
or  groups  of  persons  inducted  under  this  title  should  be  eliminated, 
the  period  of  active  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  age  group  or 
groups  designated  in  any  such  resolution  shall  be  so  decreased  or 
eliminated,  as  the  case  may  be.  Whenever  the  period  of  active  service 
required  under  this  title  of  persons  who  have  not  attained  the  nine¬ 
teenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  has  been  reduced  or  elimi¬ 
nated  by  the  President  or  as  a  result  of  the  adoption  of  a  concurrent 
resolution  of  the  Congress  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing  provisions 
of  this  section,  all  individuals  then  or  thereafter  liable  for  registration 
under  this  title  who  on  that  date  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth 
jmiversary  of  the  day  of  their  birth  and  have  not  been  inducted  into 


65  Stat.  79. 
65  Stat.  80. 


62  Stat.  608. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  rv, 
app.  454(g), (h). 

64  Stat.  826. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  454(i). 


Reduction  of  peri¬ 
ods  of  service. 
Authority. 


Pub.  Law  51 


6 


National  Security 
Training  Commis¬ 
sion. 


National  Security 
Training  Corps 

65  Stat.  80 


the  Armed  Forces  shall  be  liable,  effective  on  such  date,  for  induction 
into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  as  hereinafter  established 
for  initial  military  training  for  a  period  of  six  months. 

“  (3)  There  is  hereby  established  a  National  Security  Training  Coi 
mission  (herein  called  the  Commission),  which  shall  be  composed  ox 
five  members?  three  of  whom  shall  be  civilians  and  two  of  whom  shall  be 
active  or  retired  members  of  the  Regular  components  of  any  of  the 
Armed  Forces.  Of  the  three  civilian  members,  not  more  than  two  shall 
be  of  the  same  political  party.  Members  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  from  among  persons  of  outstanding  national  reputation.  The 
President  shall  select  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  from  among  its 
civilian  members.  No  person  who  has  been  on  active  duty  as  a  com¬ 
missioned  officer  in  a  regular  component  of  the  Armed  Forces  shall 
be  eligible  for  appointment  as  a  civilian  member  of  the  Commission. 
The  Commission  shall  have  a  seal  which  shall  be  judically  noted.  At 
/  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  be  appointed,  in  accordance  with 
'—J  i  '  '  ‘  "■  -  -  -  -  -  ■ 
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this  paragraph,  there  shall  be  established  a  National  Security  Training 
Corps. 

“(4)  The  term  of  office  of  each  member  of  the  Commission  shall  be 
five  years,  except  that  (A)  the  terms  of  office  of  the  members  first  tak¬ 
ing  office  shall  expire,  as  designated  by  the  President  at  the  time  of 


appointment,  two  at  the  end  of  two  years,  one  at  the  end  of  three 


years,  one  at  the  end  of  four  years,  and  one  at  the  end  of  five  years, 
after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  paragraph;  and  (B)  any  member 
appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy  occurring  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the 
term  for  which  his  predecessor  was  appointed,  shall  be  appointed  for 
the  remainder  of  such  term.  Members  of  the  Commission,  other  than 
active  members  of  the  Regular  components  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
while  actually  serving  with  the  Commission,  shall  receive  a  per  diem 
of  not  to  exceed  $50  for  each  day  engaged  in  the  business  of  the  Com- 
mission  and  shall  be  allowed  transportation  and  a  per  diem  in  lieu  o(  I 
subsistence  of  $9  while  away  from  their  homes  or  places  of  business  * 
pursuant  to  such  business. 

“(5)  The  Commission  shall,  subject  to  the  direction  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  exercise  general  supervision  over  the  training  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  which  training  shall  be  basic  military  train¬ 
ing.  The  Commission  shall  establish  such  policies  and  standards  with 
respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  training  of  members  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps  as  are  necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  this  Act.  The  Commission  shall  make  adequate  provisions  for  the 
moral  and  spiritual  welfare  of  members  of  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  shall  designate  the  mili¬ 
tary  departments  to  carry  out  such  training.  Each  military  depart¬ 
ment  so  designated  shall  carry  out  such  military  training  in  accordance 
with  the  policies  and  standards  of  the  Commission.  The  military 
department  or  departments  so  designated  to  carry  out  such  military 
training  shall,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
and  subject  to  the  policies  and  standards  established  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  determine  the  type  or  types  of  basic  military  training  to  be 
given  to  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps. 

“ (6)  The  Commission  is  authorized,  subject  to  the  civil-service  laws 
and  the  Classification  Act  of  1949,  to  employ  and  fix  the  compensation 
of  such  officers  and  employees  as  it  deems  necessary  to  enable  it  to 
perform  its  functions. 
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“  (7)  Not  later  than  four  months  following  confirmation  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Commission,  the  Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Congress 
legislative  recommendations  which  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to— 
“(A)  a  broad  outline  for  a  program  deemed  by  the  Commission 
)  and  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  be  appropriate  to 
assure  that  the  training  carried  out  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  shall  be  of  a  military  nature,  but  nothing  contained  in  this 
paragraph  shall  be  construed  to  grant  to  the  Commission  the 
authority  to  prescribe  the  basic  type  or  types  of  military  training 
to  be  given  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps ; 

“(B)  measures  for  the  personal  safety,  health,  welfare  and 
morals  of  members  of  the  National  Security  Training  Corps; 

“(C)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for  violation 
thereof ; 


“(D)  measures  deemed  necessary  to  implement  the  policies  and 
standards  established  under  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (5)  of 
this  subsection ;  and 

“  (E)  disability  and  death  benefits  and  other  benefits,  and  the 
obligations,  duties,  liabilities,  and  responsibilities,  to  be  granted 
to  or  imposed  upon  members  of  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps. 

All  legislative  recommendations  submitted  under  this  paragraph  shall 
be  referred  to  the  Committees  on  Armed  Services  of  the  two  Houses, 
and  each  of  such  committees  shall,  not  later  than  the  expiration  of 
the  first  period  of  45  calendar  days  of  continuous  sessions  of  the  Con¬ 
gress,  following  the  date  on  which  the  recommendations  provided  for 
in  this  paragraph  are  transmitted  to  the  Congress,  report  thereon  to 
its  House :  Provided ,  That  any  bill  or  resolution  reported  with  respect 
to  such  recommendations  shall  be  privileged  and  may  be  called  up  by 
any  member  of  either  House  but  shall  be  subject  to  amendment  as  if 
it  were  not  so  privileged. 

)“(8)  No  person  shall  be  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Train- 
g  Corps  until  after — 

“(A)  a  code  of  conduct,  together  with  penalties  for  violation 
thereof,  and  measures  providing  for  disability  and  death  benefits 
have  been  enacted  into  law ;  and 

“(B)  such  other  legislative  recommendations  as  are  provided 
for  in  paragraph  (7)  shall  have  been  considered  and  such  recom¬ 
mendations  or  any  portion  thereof  shall  have  been  enacted  with 
or  without  amendments  into  law ;  and 

“(C)  the  period  of  service  required  under  this  title  of  persons 
who  have  not  attained  the  nineteenth  anniversary  of  the  day  of 
their  birth  has  been  reduced  or  eliminated  by  the  President  or  as 
a  result  of  the  adoption  of  a  concurrent  resolution  of  the  Congress 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsection. 

“(9)  Six  months  following  the  commencement  of  induction  of  per¬ 
sons  into  the  National  Security  Training  Corps,  and  semiannually 
thereafter,  the  Commission  shall  submit  to  the  Congress  a  compre¬ 
hensive  report  describing  in  detail  the  operation  of  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps,  including  the  number  of  persons  inducted 
therein,  a  list  of  camps  and  stations  at  which  training  is  being  con¬ 
ducted,  a  report  on  the  number  of  deaths  and  injuries  occurring 
during  such  training  and  the  causes  thereof,  an  estimate  of  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  persons  inducted  therein,  including  an  analysis  of 
the  disciplinary  problems  encountered  during  the  preceding  six 
months,  the  number  of  civilian  employees  of  the  Commission  and  the 
administrative  costs  of  the  Commission.  Simultaneously,  there  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  Congress  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  a  report 
setting  forth  an  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  training  conducted  dur- 
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ing  the  preceding  six  months,  the  cost  of  the  training  program  charge¬ 
able  to  the  appropriations  made  to  the  Department  of  Defense,  and 
the  number  of  personnel  of  the  Armed  Forces  directly  engaged  in  the 
conduct  of  such  training. 


JilUUbl  U1  OUVJ11  Li  0-1111  lig. 

Pay  and  allowances  “(10)  Each  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Traini(  • 
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Corps  shall  be  compensated  at  the  monthly  rate  of  $30 :  Provided ,  how 
ever ,  That  each  such  person,  having  a  dependent  or  dependents  as  such 
terms  are  defined  in  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949,  shall  be 
entitled  to  receive  a  dependency  allowance  equal  to  the  sum  of  the 
basic  allowance  for  quarters  provided  for  persons  in  pay  grade  ELI  by 
section  302  (f)  of  the  Career  Compensation  Act  of  1949  as  amended 
by  section  3  of  the  Dependents’  Assistance  Act  of  1950  as  may  be 
extended  or  amended  plus  $40  so  long  as  such  person  has  in  effect  an 
allotment  equal  to  the  amount  of  such  dependency  allowance  for  the 
support  of  the  dependent  or  dependents  on  whose  account  the  allowance 
is  claimed. 

“(11)  No  person  inducted  into  the  National  Security  Training 
Corps  shall  be  assigned  for  training  at  an  installation  located  on  land 
65  Stat.  82.  /'outside  the  continental  United  States,  except  that  residents  of  Terri- 
1  '  tories  and  possessions  of  the  United  States  may  be  trained  in  the 

Territory  or  possession  from  which  they  were  inducted.” 

(k)  Section  5  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  before  the 
period  at  the  end  thereof  the  following :  “ :  And  provided  further ,  That 
nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit  the  selection  or  induction 
of  persons  by  age  group  or  groups  under  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  President :  And  provided  further ,  That — 

“(1)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  any  person  who 
has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  unless  there  is  not  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  a  sufficient  number  of  persons 
who  are  deemed  by  such  local  board  to  be  available  for  induction 
and  who  have  attained  the  age  of  nineteen  to  enable  such  local- 
board  to  meet  a  call  for  men  which  it  has  been  ordered  to  furnisM 
for  induction;  and  '*8 

“(2)  no  local  board  shall  order  for  induction  for  training  and 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  any  person  who 
has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  if  there  is  any  person  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  such  local  board  who  (i)  is  as  much  as  ninety 
days  older,  (ii)  has  not  attained  the  age  of  nineteen,  and  (iii)  is 
deemed  by  the  local  board  to  be  available  for  induction.” 

(l)  Section  6  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(a)  Commissioned  officers,  warrant  officers,  pay  clerks,  enlisted 

men,  and  aviation  cadets  of  the  Regular  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Air 
Force,  the  Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Coast  and  Geodetic 
Survey  and  the  Public  Health  Service;  cadets,  United  States  Military 
Academy;  midshipmen,  United  States  Navy;  cadets.  United  States 
Coast  Guard  Academy;  midshipmen,  Merchant  Marine  Reserve, 
United  States  Naval  Reserves;  students  enrolled  in  an  officer  procure¬ 
ment  program  at  military  colleges  the  curriculum  of  which  is  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  Defense ;  members  of  the  reserve  components  of  the 
Armed  Forces,  the  Coast  Guard,  and  the  Public  Health  Service,  while 
on  active  duty;  and  foreign  diplomatic  representatives,  technical 
attaches  of  foreign  embassies  and  legations,  consuls  general,  consuls, 
vice  consuls  and  other  consular  agents  of  foreign  countries  who  are  not 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  members  of  their  families,  and 
persons  in  other  categories  to  be  specified  by  the  President  who  are  not 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  shall  not  be  required  to  be  registered 
under  section  3  and  shall  be  relieved  from  liability  for  training  and 
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service  under  section  4,  except  that  aliens  admitted  for  permanent 
residence  in  the  United  States  shall  not  be  so  exempted.’’ 

(m)  (1)  Section  6  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out 
4‘the  effective  date  of  this  title,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “February 

)  1951,”.  J 

(2)  Section  6  (c)  (2)  (A)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
the  words  “six  months”  a  comma  and  the  words  “prior  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  that  adequate  trained  personnel 
are  available  to  the  National  Guard  to  enable  it  to  maintain  its  strength 
authorized  by  current  appropriations,  and  prior  to  the  issuance  of 
orders  for  him  to  report  for  induction,”. 

(3)  Section  6(c)  (2)  (B)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  inserting  after 
“subsection  (b)”  a  comma  and  the  following:  “paragraph  (1)  of  this 
subsection,”. 

(n)  Section  6  (d)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(d)  ( 1 )  Within  such  numbers  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secret  ary 
of  Defense,  any  person  who  (A)  has  been  or  may  hereafter  be  selected 
for  enrollment  or  continuance  in  the  senior  division,  Reserve  Officers’ 
Training  Corps,  or  the  Air  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the 
.  Naval  Reserve  Officers’  Training  Corps,  or  the  naval  and  Marine  Corps 
‘  officer  candidate  training  program  established  by  the  Act  of  August 
13,  1946  (60  Stat.  1057),  as  amended,  or  the  Reserve  officers’  candidate 
program  of  the  Navy,  or  the  platoon  leaders’  class  of  the  Marine  Corps, 
or  the  officer  procurement  programs  of  the  Coast  Guard  and  the  Coast 
Guard  Reserve,  or  appointed  an  ensign,  United  States  Naval  Reserve, 
while  undergoing  professional  training;  (B)  agrees,  in  writing,  to 
accept  a  commission,  if  tendered,  and  to  serve,  subject  to  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  military  department  having  jurisdiction  over  him 
(or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States 
Coast  Guard),  not  less  than  two  years  on  active  duty  after  receipt  of 
a  commission;  and  (C)  agrees  to  remain  a  member  of  a  regular  or 
reserve  component  until  the  eighth  anniversary  of  the  receipt  of  a 
Commission  in  accordance  with  his  obligation  under  subsection  (d) 
of  section  4  of  this  title,  shall  be  deferred  from  induction  under  this 
title  until  after  completion  or  termination  of  the  course  of  instruction 
and  so  long  as  he  continues  in  a  regular  or  reserve  status  upon  being 
commissioned,  but  shall  not  be  exempt  from  registration.  Such  per¬ 
sons,  except  those  persons  who  have  previously  completed  an  initial 
period  of  military  training  or  .an  equivalent  period  of  active  military 
training  and  service,  shall  be  required  while  enrolled  in  such  programs 
to  complete  a  period  of  training  equal  (as  determined  under  regula¬ 
tions  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United  States  Coast  Guard)  in  duration 
and  type  of  training  to  an  initial  period  of  military  training.  There 
shall  be  added  to  the  obligated  active  commissioned  service  of  any 
person  who  has  agreed  to  perform  such  obligatory  service  in  return 
for  financial  assistance  while  attending  a  civilian  college  under  any 
such  training  program  a  period  of  not  to  exceed  one  year. 

“(2)  In  addition  to  the  training  programs  enumerated  in  paragraph 
(1)  of  this  subsection,  and  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (or  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  with  respect  to  the  United 
States  Coast  Guard)  may  approve,  the  Secretaries  of  the  military 
departments  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasuiy  are  authorized  to  estab¬ 
lish  officer  candidate  programs  leading  to  the  commissioning  of  persons 
on  active  duty. 

“(3)  Nothing  in  this  subsection  shall  be  deemed  to  preclude  the 
President  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed  under  subsection 
(h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  of  any 
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category  or  categories  of  students  for  such  periods  of  time  as  he  may 
deem  appropriate.” 

(o)  Section  6  (h)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“(h)  The  President  is  authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations- 
as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  an( 
service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  whose  employment 
in  industry,  agriculture,  or  other  occupations  or  employment,  or  whose 
continued  service  in  an  Office  (other  than  an  Office  described  in  sub¬ 
section  (f)  under  the  United  States  or  any  State,  Territory,  or  posses¬ 
sion,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  whose  activity  in  study,  research, 
or  medical,  dental,  veterinary,  optometric,  osteopathic,  scientific, 
pharmaceutical,  chiropractic,  chiropodial,  or  other  endeavors  is  found 
to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety,  or 
interest :  Provided ,  That  no  person  within  any  such  category  shall  be 
deferred  except  upon  the  basis  of  his  individual  status:  Provided 
further,  That  persons  who  are  or  may  be  deferred  under  the  provisions 
of  this  section  shall  remain  liable  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  for  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  under 
the  provisions  of  section  4  (a)  of  this  Act  until  the  thirty-fifth  anni¬ 
versary  of  the  date  of  their  birth.  This  proviso  shall  not  be  construed 
to  prevent  the  continued  deferment  of  such  persons  if  otherwise 
deferable  under  any  other  provisions  of  this  Act.  The  President  is  also 
authorized,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to 
provide  for  the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed 
Forces  or  from  training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  (1) 
of  any  or  all  categories  of  persons  in  a  status  with  respect  to  persons 
(other  than  wives  alone,  except  in  cases  of  extreme  hardship) 
dependent  upon  them  for  support  which  renders  their  deferment 
advisable,  and  (2)  of  any  or  all  categories  of  those  persons  found  to  be 
physically,  mentally,  or  morally  deficient  or  defective.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  determining  whether  or  not  the  deferment  of  any  person  is 
advisable,  because  of  his  status  with  respect  to  persons  dependent  uponi 
him  for  support,  any  payments  of  allowances  which  are  payable  by  the 
United  States  to  the  dependents  of  persons  serving  in  the  Armed  Forces 
of  the  United  States  or  undergoing  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  shall  be  taken  into  consideration,  but  the  fact  that 
such  payments  of  allowances  are  payable  shall  not  be  deemed  con¬ 
clusively  to  remove  the  grounds  for  deferment  when  the  dependency 
is  based  upon  financial  considerations  and  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
remove  the  ground  for  deferment  when  the  dependency  is  based  upon 
other  than  financial  considerations  and  cannot  be  eliminated  by  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  to  the  dependents.  The  President  is  also  authorized, 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  provide  for 
the  deferment  from  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  of  any  or  all  cate¬ 
gories  of  persons  who  have  children,  or  wives  and  children,  with  whom 
they  maintain  a  bona  fide  family  relationship  in  their  homes.  No 
deferment  from  such  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or 
training  in  the  National  Security  Training  Corps  shall  be  made  in 
the  case  of  any  individual  except  upon  the  basis  of  the  status  of  such 
individual.  There  shall  be  posted  in  a  conspicuous  place  at  the  office 
of  each  local  board  a  list  setting  forth  the  names  and  classifications  of 
those  persons  who  have  been  classified  by  such  local  board.  Notwith¬ 
standing  any  provisions  of  this  Act,  no  local  board,  appeal  board, 
or  other  agency  of  appeal  of  the  Selective  Service  System  shall  be 
required  to  postpone  or  defer  any  person  by  reason  of  his  activity  in 
study,  research,  or  medical,  dental,  veterinary,  optometric,  osteopathic, 
scientific,  pharmaceutical,  chiropractic,  chiropodial,  or  other  endeavors 
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found  to  be  necessary  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national  health,  safety, 
or  interest  solely  on  the  basis  of  any  test,  examination,  selection  system, 
class  standing,  or  any  other  means  conducted,  sponsored,  administered, 

r  prepared  by  any  agency  or  department  of  the  Federal  Government 
or  any  private  institution,  corporation,  association,  partnership,  or 
individual  employed  by  an  agency  or  department  of  the  Federal 
Government.” 

(p )  Section  6  ( i )  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(i)  (1)  Any  person  who  is  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time 
course  of  instruction  at  a  high  school  or  similar  institution  of  learning 
shall,  upon  the  facts  being  presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred 
(A)  until  the  time  of  his  graduation  therefrom,  or  (B)  until  he  attains 
the  twentieth  anniversary  of  his  birth,  or  (C)  until  he  ceases  satisfac¬ 
torily  to  pursue  such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earliest. 

“(2)  Any  person  who  while  satisfactorily  pursuing  a  full-time 
course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or  similar  institution  is 
ordered  to  report  for  induction  under  this  title,  shall,  upon  the  facts 
being  presented  to  the  local  board,  be  deferred  (A)  until  the  end  of 
,such  academic  year,  or  (B)  until  he  ceases  satisfactorily  to  pursue 
such  course  of  instruction,  whichever  is  the  earlier:  Provided,  That 
any  person  who  has  heretofore  had  his  induction  postponed  under  the 
provisions  of  section  6  (i)  (2)  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948; 
or  any  person  who  has  heretofore  been  deferred  as  a  student  under 
section  6  (h)  of  such  Act;  or  any  person  who  hereafter  is  deferred 
under  the  provision  of  this  subsection,  shall  not  be  further  deferred  by 
reason  of  pursuit  of  a  course  of  instruction  at  a  college,  university,  or 
similar  institution  of  learning  except  as  may  be  provided  by  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  President  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sub¬ 
section  (h)  of  this  section.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  deemed 
to  preclude  the  President  from  providing,  by  regulations  prescribed 
under  subsection  (h)  of  this  section,  for  the  deferment  from  training 
\nd  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  or  training  in  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  of  any  category  or  categories  of  students  for  such 
periods  of  time  as  he  may  deem  appropriate.” 

(q)  Section  6  (j)  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking  out  in  the 
third  sentence  thereof  the  words  “be  deferred”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following:  “in  lieu  of  such  induction,  be  ordered  by  his 
local  board,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe, 
to  perform  for  a  period  equal  to  the  period  prescribed  in  section  4(b) 
such  civilian  work  contributing  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest  as  the  local  board  may  deem  appropriate  and 
any  such  person  who  knowingly  fails  or  neglects  to  obey  any  such 
order  from  his  local  board  shall  be  deemed,  for  the  purposes  of  section 
12  of  this  title,  to  have  knowingly  failed  or  neglected  to  perform  a  duty 
required  of  him  under  this  title”,  and  (2)  by  striking  out  in  the  seventh 
sentence  thereof  the  words  “he  shall  be  deferred”  and  inserting  in  lieu 
thereof  the  words  “he  shall  in  lieu  of  such  induction  be  ordered  by  his 
local  board,  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe, 
to  perform  for  a  period  equal  to  the  period  prescribed  in  section  4(b) 
such  civilian  work  contributing  to  the  maintenance  of  the  national 
health,  safety,  or  interest  as  the  local  board  may  deem  appropriate 
and  any  such  person  who  knowingly  fails  or  neglects  to  obey  any  such 
order  from  his  local  board  shall  be  deemed,  for  the  purposes  of  section 
12  of  this  title,  to  have  knowingly  failed  or  neglected  to  perform  a 
duty  required  of  him  under  this  title”. 

(rl  Section  7  of  such  Act  is  repealed. 

(s)  Section  9  (g)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(g)  (1)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24, 1948,  enlists  in  the 
Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States  (other  than  in  a  reserve  component) 


62  Stat.  612. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  456(i). 

Certain  high  school 
students. 


Certain  college  or 
university  students. 


65  Stat.  85. 


65  Stat.  86. 


Ante,  p.  10. 


62  Stat.  612. 

SO  U.S.C.,  Sup.IV, 
app.  456(j). 


Ante,  p.  3. 


62  Stat.  622. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  462. 


62  Stat.  614. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  457. 

62  Stat.  617. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  459(g). 
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62  Stat.  697,  698. 
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62  Stat.  618. 
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Appeal  boards. 


Report  to  Congress. 


62. Stat.  624. 

50  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
app.  466(b). 


and  who  serves  for  not  more  than  four  years  (plus  any  period  of 
additional  service  imposed  pursuant  to  law)  shall  be  entitled  upon 
release  from  service  under  honorable  conditions  to  all  the  reemplow- 
ment  rights  and  other  benefits  provided  for  by  this  section  in  the  ca% 
of  persons  inducted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

“(2)  Any  person  who,  subsequent  to  June  24,  1948,  enters  upon 
active  duty  (other  than  for  the  purpose  of  determining  his  physical 
fitness) ,  whether  or  not  voluntarily,  in  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  or  the  Public  Health  Service  in  response  to  an  order  or  call  to 
active  duty  shall,  upon  his  relief  from  active  duty  under  honorable 
conditions,  be  entitled  to  all  of  the  reemployment  rights  and  benefits 
provided  by  this  section  in  the  case  of  persons  inducted  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  title,  if  he  is  relieved  from  active  duty  not  later  than 
four  years  after  the  date  of  entering  upon  active  duty  or  as  soon  after 
the  expiration  of  such  four  years  ashe  is  able  to  obtain  orders  relieving 
him  from  active  duty. 

“(3)  Any  employee  who  holds  a  position  described  in  paragraph 
(A)  or  (B)  of  subsection  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  granted  a  leave  of 
absence  bv  his  employer  for  the  purpose  of  being  inducted  into,  enter¬ 
ing,  determining  his  physical  fitness  to  enter,  or  performing  training 
duty  in,  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United  States.  Upon  his  release 
from  training  duty  or  upon  his  rejection,  such  employee  shall,  if  he 
makes  application  for  reinstatement  within  thirty  days  following  his 
release,  be  reinstated  in  his  position  without  reduction  in  his  seniority, 
status,  or  pay  except  as  such  reduction  may  be  made  for  all  employees 
similarly  situated.” 

(t)  Section  13  (a)  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“(a)  Nothing  in  sections  281,  283,  or  284  of  title  18  of  the  United 
States  Code,  in  section  190  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (U.  S.  C.  title  5, 
sec.  99),  or  in  the  second  sentence  of  subsection  (a)  of  section  9  of  the 
Act  of  August  2,  1939  (53  Stat.  1148),  entitled  ‘An  Act  to  prevent, 
pernicious  political  activities’,  as  amended,  shall  be  deemed  to  applj( 
to  any  person  because  of  his  appointment  under  authority  of  this  title 
or  the  regulations  made  pursuant  thereto  as  an  uncompensated  official 
of  the  Selective  Service  System,  or  as  an  individual  to  conduct  hear¬ 
ings  on  appeals  of  persons  claiming  exemption  from  combatant  or  non- 
combatant  training  because  of  conscientious  objections,  or  as  a  member 
of  the  National  Selective  Service  Appeal  Board.” 

(u)  Section  10  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  (1)  amending  the  sixth 
sentence  of  the  proviso  appearing  in  section  10  (b)  (3)  to  read  as 
follows :  “There  shall  be  not  less  than  one  appeal  board  located  within 
the  area  of  each  Federal  judicial  district  in  the  United  States  and 
within  each  Territory  and  possession  of  the  United  States,  and  such 
additional  separate  panels  thereof,  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent.”;  and  (2)  by  adding  at  the  end  of  section  10  a  new  subsection  as 
follows : 

“(g)  The  Director  of  Selective  Service  shall  submit  to  the  Congress, 
on  or  before  the  3d  day  of  January  of  each  year,  a  written  report 
covering  the  operation  of  the  Selective  Service  System  and  such  report 
shall  include,  by  States,  information  as  to  the  number  of  persons 
registered  under  this  Act;  the  number  of  persons  inducted  into  the 
military  service  under  this  Act ;  and  the  number  of  deferments  granted 
under  this  Act  and  the  basis  for  such  deferments.” 

(v)  Section  16  (b)  of  such  Act  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  word 
“and”  and  inserting  before  the  period  at  the  end  thereof  a  comma  and 
the  following  words :  “and  Guam”. 
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( w )  Section  17  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

“Sec.  17.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  this  title  all  laws  or  any 
-carts  of  laws  in  conflict  with  the  provisions  of  this  title  are  hereby 
^pealed  to  the  extent  of  such  conflict. 

“(b)  There  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may 
be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  title.  All  funds  appro¬ 
priated  for  the  administrative  expenses  of  the  National  Security  Train¬ 
ing  Commission  shall  be  appropriated  directly  to  the  Commission  and 
all  funds  appropriated  to  pay  the  expenses  of  training  carried  out  by 
the  military  departments  designated  by  the  Commission  shall  be  appro¬ 
priated  directly  to  the  Department  of  Defense. 

“(c)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  this  title,  no  person 
shall  be  inducted  for  training  and  service  in  the  Armed  Forces  after 
July  1,  1955,  except  persons  now  or  hereafter  deferred  under  section 
6  of  this  title  after  the  basis  for  such  deferment  ceases  to  exist.” 

(x)  Section  21  of  such  Act  is  amended  (1)  by  striking  out  “July  9, 
1951,”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “July  1, 1953,”,  (2)  by  striking  out 

\“twenty-one”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  “twenty-four”,  and  (3)  by 
adding  the  following  at  the  end  thereof :  “Unless  he  is  sooner  released 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  military  depart¬ 
ment  concerned,  any  member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  who 
served  on  active  duty  for  a  period  of  12  months  or  more  in  any  branch 
of  the  Armed  Forces  between  the  period  December  7,  1941,  and  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1945,  inclusive,  who  is  now  or  may  hereafter  be  ordered  to 
active  duty  pursuant  to  this  section,  shall  upon  completion  of  17  or 
more  months  of  active  duty  since  June  25, 1950,  if  he  makes  application 
therefor  to  the  Secretary  of  the  branch  of  service  in  which  he  is 
serving,  be  released  from  active  duty  and  shall  not  thereafter  be 
ordered  to  active  duty  for  periods  in  excess  of  30  days  without  his 
^consent  except  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  hereafter  declared 
Iby  the  Congress :  Provided ,  That  the  foregoing  shall  not  apply  to  any 
member  of  the  inactive  or  volunteer  reserve  ordered  to  active  duty 
whose  rating  or  specialty  is  found  by  the  Secretary  of  the  military 
department  concerned  to  be  critical  and  whose  release  to  inactive  duty 
prior  to  the  period  for  which  he  was  ordered  to  active  duty  would 
impair  the  efficiency  of  the  military  department  concerned.” 

Seo.  2.  (a)  Section  1  of  the  Act  of  July  27,  1950  (64  Stat.  379),  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“July  1,  1953”  and  by  adding  at  the  end  of  such  section  a  new  sentence 
as  follows :  “No  person  whose  enlistment  has  been  extended  heretofore 
or  hereafter  for  twelve  months  pursuant  to  this  Act  shall  have  his 
enlistment  extended  for  any  additional  period  of  time  under  this  Act.” 

(b)  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  September  9,  1950  (64  Stat,  828),  is 
amended  by  striking  out  “July  9,  1951”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
“July  1,  1953”. 

Sec.  3.  The  Act  of  August  3,  1950  (64  Stat.  408),  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows : 

“That  provisions  of  law  imposing  restrictions  on  the  authorized 
personnel  strength  of  any  component  of  the  Armed  Forces,  including 
sections  102,  202,  213,  and  302  of  the  Women’s  Armed  Services  Inte¬ 
gration  Act  of  1948  (  62  Stat.  357,  363,  369,  and  371),  section  2,  title 
I  of  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  1948  (  62  Stat.  605),  as  amended,  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  the  Act  of  April  18,  1946  (60  Stat,  92),  and  sections  102  and 
202  of  the  Act  of  July  10,  1950  (64  Stat.  322  and  323),  are  hereby 
i  suspended  until  July  31, 1954. 

“Seo.  2.  The  active-duty  personnel  strength  of  the  Armed  Forces, 
exclusive  of  personnel  of  the  Coast  Guard,  personnel  of  the  reserve 
,  components  on  active  duty  for  training  purposes  only,  and  personnel 
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65  Stat.  88. 
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of  the  Armed  Forces  employed  in  the  Selective  Service  System,  shall 
not  exceed  a  total  of  five  million  persons  at  any  time  during  the  period 
of  suspension  prescribed  in  the  first  section  of  this  Act.”  s~ 

Sec.  4.  Wherever  in  this  amendatory  Act  the  period  of  active  servi( 
for  any  category  of  persons  is  increased,  such  increased  period  ot 
service  shall  be  applicable  to  all  persons  in  such  category  serving  on 
active  duty  in  the  Armed  Forces  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this 
amendatory  Act. 

Sec.  5.  If  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application  thereof  to  any 
person  or  circumstances  is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the  remainder 
of  the  Act  and  of  the  application  of  such  provision  to  other  persons 
and  circumstances  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  6.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  is  authorized  to  make  such  regula¬ 
tions  as  he  may  deem  to  be  appropriate  governing  the  sale,  consump¬ 
tion,  possession  of  or  traffic  in  beer,  wine,  or  any  other  intoxicating 
liquors  to  or  by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National  Security 
Training  Corps  at  or  near  any  camp,  station,  post,  or  other  place 
primarily  occupied  by  members  of  the  Armed  Forces  or  the  National 
Security  Training  Corps.  Any  person,  corporation,  partnership,  014 
association  who  knowingly  violates  the  regulations  which  may  be  made 
hereunder  shall,  unless  otherwise  punishable  under  the  Uniform  Code 
of  Military  Justice,  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  be 
punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  twelve  months,  or  both. 

Sec.  7.  This  title  may  be  cited  as  the  “1951  Amendments  to  the 
Universal  Military  Training  and  Service  Act”. 


TITLE  II 


Enlistment  of 
aliens. 

64  Stat.  316. 

10  U.S.C.,  Sup.  IV, 
621c. 


Sec.  21.  The  first  section  of  the  Act  entitled  “An  Act  to  provide  for 
the  enlistment  of  aliens  in  the  Regular  Army”,  approved  June  30, 195(L 
(Public  Law  597,  Eighty-first  Congress),  is  amended  by  (1)  striking! 
out  the  words  “until  June  30,  1953”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the* 
words  “until  June  30,  1955”,  and  (2)  striking  out  the  words  “two 
thousand  five  hundred”  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “twelve 
thousand  five  hundred”. 

Approved  June  19,  1951. 
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